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Abstract

This paper addresses the problem of statistical inference for latent continuous-
time stochastic processes, which is often intractable, particularly for discrete state
space processes described by Markov jump processes. To overcome this issue,
we propose a new tractable inference scheme based on an entropic matching
framework that can be embedded into the well-known expectation propagation
algorithm. We demonstrate the effectiveness of our method by providing closed-
form results for a simple family of approximate distributions and apply it to the
general class of chemical reaction networks, which are a crucial tool for modeling in
systems biology. Moreover, we derive closed form expressions for point estimation
of the underlying parameters using an approximate expectation maximization
procedure. We evaluate the performance of our method on various chemical
reaction network instantiations, including a stochastic Lotka-Voltera example,
and discuss its limitations and potential for future improvements. Our proposed
approach provides a promising direction for addressing complex continuous-time
Bayesian inference problems.

1 Introduction

Markov jump processes (MJPs) play a crucial role for modeling diverse phenomena in various
domains, including finance [1], engineering [2], and biology [3]. In the field of systems biology,
MJPs find particular significance, offering powerful modeling capabilities for complex systems,
such as chemical reaction networks (CRNs) [3]. By incorporating prior knowledge of the dynamic
nature of underlying processes, MJP models can efficiently extract valuable insights and facilitate
understanding and control of these intricate systems. This becomes particularly crucial when dealing
with latent processes, where only partial information about the desired quantities of interest is
available. The resulting inverse problem presents significant challenges, requiring the solution of the
underlying Bayesian filtering and smoothing problem.

Traditional approaches to inference in continuous-time stochastic processes often rely on system ap-
proximations using ordinary differential equations (ODEs) or stochastic differential equations (SDEs),
see, e.g., [4], to perform latent state inference. However, inference methods based on Kalman filtering
and RTS smoothing that exploit linearization procedures, such as the linear noise approximation [5],
can suffer from the limitations of the underlying non-linear rate function. Similarly, approaches based
on the non-linear chemical Langevin equation [6] may yield inaccurate results, especially in scenarios
characterized by low counting numbers. In contrast, modeling the process directly using an MJP
model captures discrete state transitions and provides a more accurate representation of the underlying
dynamics. However, inference in MJPs often requires computationally demanding sampling-based
techniques such as sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) [7] or Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) [8]
methods. Alternatively, deterministic methods based on variational inference provide valuable tools.
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Here, the process is approximated using tractable approximations, such as mean-field variational
inference [9] or moment-based variational inference [10].

We take a different path by employing a message passing method in continuous-time. Instead of
approximating the distribution on a path-wise level, as seen in variational Bayesian methods, our
approach involves approximating the exact message passing scheme. This allows us to accommodate
for the MJP dynamics and to embed our method into the expectation propagation algorithm [11]. The
accompanying code is publicly available via Git.1

2 Background

Markov Jump Processes. A Markov jump process (MJP) [12] is a continuous-time Markov process
{X(t) ∈ X | t ∈ R≥0} on a discrete state space X . The Markov property implies that for all t′ > t
we have P(X(t′) = x(t′) | {X(s) = x(s) | s ∈ [0, t]}) = P(X(t′) = x(t′) | X(t) = x(t)). Hence,
an MJP is fully described by an initial distribution p0(x) = P(X(0) = x), ∀x ∈ X , and its rate
function

Λ(x, x′, t) := lim
h→0

P(X(t+ h) = x′ | X(t) = x)

h
,

for all time points t ∈ R≥0 and states x ∈ X ≠ x′ ∈ X . Given these quantities, one can derive
a system of ODEs of the time-marginal probability function p(x, t) := P(X(t) = x) of the MJP,
which is given by the differential forward Chapman-Kolmogorov equation for p(x, t) with an initial
condition at t = 0, the master equation,

p(x, 0) = p0(x),
d

dt
p(x, t) = Lt p(x, t), ∀x ∈ X , (1)

where the operator Lt is given as

[Ltϕ](x) :=
∑
x′ ̸=x

Λ(x′, x, t)ϕ(x′)− Λ(x, x′, t)ϕ(x),

for an arbitrary test function ϕ. Additionally, an evolution equation for some arbitrary moment
functions can be found, by multiplying Eq. (1) from the left with a moment function s(x) and
summing over all elements x ∈ X , this yields d/dtE[s(X(t))] = E[L†

ts(X(t))], where L†
t is the

adjoint operator of Lt, w.r.t. the inner product ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ =∑x∈X ϕ(x)ψ(x) given as

[L†
tψ](x) :=

∑
x′ ̸=x

Λ(x, x′, t)[ψ(x′)− ψ(x)],

for an arbitrary test function ψ. For more on MJPs see [4, 12–14].

Chemical Reaction Networks. We focus on chemical reaction networks (CRNs) [3] with the
species {Xi | i = 1, . . . , n} and k reactions given as

n∑
i=1

νijXi
cj−→

n∑
i=1

ν̄ijXi, ∀j = 1, . . . , k,

where cj ∈ R≥0 is the reaction rate of the jth reaction. The substrate and product stoichiometries are
given by the matrices ν ∈ Nn×k

0 and ν̄ ∈ Nn×k
0 , respectively. The state X(t) ∈ X of the network

at time point t is described by the amount of each of the n species X(t) = [X1(t), . . . , Xn(t)]
⊤,

with Xi(t) ∈ Xi = N0, ∀i = 1, . . . , n, and X =×n

i=1
Xi = Nn

0 . For CRNs one assumes that the
stochastic process {X(t) | t ∈ R≥0} is an MJP, with rate function

Λ(x, x′, t) =
k∑

j=1

1(x′ = x+ νj)λj(x), (2)

where the change vector νj ∈ Zn corresponding to the jth reaction is νj = ν̄·j − ν·j . We assume that
the propensity function λj(x) corresponding to the jth reaction is given by mass action kinetics as

λj(x) = c̄j

n∏
i=1

(
xi
νij

)
= cj

n∏
i=1

xi!

(xi − νij)!
= cj

n∏
i=1

(xi)νij
, (3)

1https://git.rwth-aachen.de/bcs/projects/ba/public/ep4crns
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where the factors {ν1j !, . . . , νnj !} are absorbed in the jth reaction rate coefficient as cj = c̄j/
∏n

i=1 νij !

and (m)n := m!
(m−n)! =

∏m−1
k=0 (n − k) denotes the falling factorial. For more on CRNs see [3, 4,

15].

3 Exact Inference for Latent Markov Jump Processes

We consider continuous-discrete inference [16–18] for latent MJPs. The model is given by the
latent MJP {X(t) ∈ X | t ∈ R≥0} on X characterized via its rate function Λ(x, x′, t) and its initial
probability distribution p0(x). The latent state X(t) is not directly observed, rather we consider a
discrete-time observation model with N observations {Y1, . . . , YN} at time points t1 < t2 < t3 <
· · · < tN as

Yi | {X(ti) = x} ∼ p(yi | x), ∀i = 1, . . . , N.

The problem of inferring the latent MJP X(t) at time point t given some observations y[0,T ] :=
{y1, . . . , yN} in a time interval [0, T ] is cast as a continuous-time Bayesian filtering and smoothing
problem [18–20], similar to the discrete-time setting [21]. To this end, the two elementary objects are
the filtering π(x, t) and smoothing distribution π̃(x, t), which are defined as

π(x, t) := P(X(t) = x | y[0,t]), π̃(x, t) := P(X(t) = x | y[0,T ]), ∀x ∈ X .
For the filtering distribution π(x, t) we condition on the set y[0,t] := {y1, . . . , yK} of K =∑N

i=1 1(ti ≤ t) observations in the interval [0, t] up until time point t and for the smoothing
distribution π̃(x, t) we consider all observations y[0,T ] in the whole interval [0, T ] up until time
point T . The filtering distribution can be computed recursively. First, it is easy to notice that the
filtering distribution at the initial time point t = 0 is the initial distribution of the latent MJP, i.e.,
π(x, 0) = P(X(0) = x) = p0(x). Additionally, a standard result in continuous-discrete filtering is
that the filtering distribution in between observations follows the latent prior dynamics and at the
observation time points is subject to discrete-time updates [16, 18]. Hence, we have a system of
ODEs with reset conditions as

π(x, 0) = p0(x),
d

dt
π(x, t) = Ltπ(x, t), π(x, ti) =

p(yi | x)π(x, t−i )∑
x′∈X p(yi | x′)π(x′, t−i )

, (4)

∀x ∈ X and i = 1, . . . , N , where throughout we denote by ϕ(t−i ) := limt↗ti ϕ(t) the limit from
the left for a left-continuous function ϕ. Note, that the filtering distribution π(x, t) is a càdlàg
process in time t. There are multiple options to compute an evolution equation for the smoothing
distribution. Often a backward-filtering and subsequent forward smoothing approach is used for
continuous-time systems, see, e.g., [10, 22, 23]. For completeness, we discuss this approach in
Appendix A. However, later on we exploit a different approach, which considers a forward-filtering
backward-smoothing scheme. First, it is easy to notice that the smoothing distribution has an end
point condition, as the smoothing distribution at time point t = T is equal to the filtering distribution,
i.e., π̃(x, T ) = P(X(T ) = x | y[0,T ]) = π(x, T ). For the forward filtering backward smoothing
scheme it is shown in [20] that the smoothing distribution follows an ODE with the filter end-point
condition as

π̃(x, T ) = π(x, T ),
d

dt
π̃(x, t) = −L̃tπ̃(x, t), (5)

where the backward smoothing operator L̃t and the corresponding backward smoothing rate function
Λ̃(x′, x, t) is given as

[L̃tϕ](x) :=
∑
x′ ̸=x

Λ̃(x′, x, t)ϕ(x′)− Λ̃(x, x′, t)ϕ(x), Λ̃(x, x′, t) = Λ(x′, x, t)
π(x′, t)
π(x, t)

,

where ϕ is an arbitrary test function. The backward smoothing rate function Λ̃(x′, x, t) depends
on the filtering distribution π(x, t). The ratio of filtering distributions appearing in the backward
smoothing rate can be seen as a correction factor, when computing the dynamics of a backward
Markov process [24, 25], similar to the score correction appearing for continuous state space systems
[26]. Therefore, by integrating the filtering distribution forward in time and computing the smoothing
distribution backward in time, we can solve the filtering and smoothing problem. However, the
substantial down-side of the exact filtering and smoothing equations is that they are intractable. This
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Figure 1: Probabilistic graphical model and approximate inference scheme for MJPs. The continuous-
time Markov process X[0,T ] = {X(t) | t ∈ [0, T ]} emits the observations {Y1, . . . , YN}. The
approximate inference scheme consists of a continuous-time message passing algorithm, depicted by
the dashed lines.

can easily be seen, by noticing that the distributions are defined on the state space X . Hence, all
sums go over |X | elements and we have to solve the |X |-dimensional system of ODEs (4) forwards
in time and backwards in time in Eq. (5). For example, for CRNs with a state space X = Nn

0 this is
even infinite dimensional. Additionally, even when truncating the state space, the complexity still
scales exponentially in the dimensionality n. Hence, we are required to use an approximate inference
method.

4 Approximate Inference for Latent Markov Jump Processes

We use an approximate inference method to perform latent state inference for MJP models. To this end
we approximate both the filtering distribution and the smoothing distribution by using a parametric
distribution q(x | θ) as π(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ(t)) and π̃(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ̃(t)), where θ(t) ∈ Θ ⊆ Rp and
θ̃(t) ∈ Θ are variational parameters for the filtering and smoothing distribution, respectively. To find
those variational parameters we use an assumed density method, the entropic matching method of
Bronstein and Koeppl [27]. Therefore, we derive new approximate filtering and smoothing equations
for latent MJPs. Further, we exploit an expectation propagation algorithm [11] for inference and,
therefore, extend the method of Cseke et al. [28] from diffusion processes to MJPs. A probabilistic
graphical model and the approximate inference scheme is depicted in Fig. 1

We find the variational filtering parameters θ(t) by considering the minimization of the inclusive
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence as θ(t + h) = argminθ′ KL(π(x, t + h) ∥ q(x | θ′)), where
π(x, t + h) is the propagated filtering distribution and h is a small time step. By considering
that the previous filtering distribution at time point t is approximately q(x | θ(t)) and taking the
continuous-time limit h→ 0 this can be shown [27] to converge to the ODE in parameter space as

d

dt
θ(t) = F (θ(t))−1 Eq(x|θ(t))

[
L†
t∇θ log q(X | θ(t))

]
, (6)

where F (θ) := −Eq(x|θ)
[
∇θ∇⊤

θ log q(X | θ)
]

is the Fisher information matrix of the parameteric
distribution q(x | θ). At the observation time points, we have discrete-time resets as

θ(ti) = argmin
θ′

KL
(
p(yi | x) q(x | θ(t−i ))

∥∥ q(x | θ′)
)
, ∀i = 1, . . . , N (7)

and the initial condition can be computed as

θ(0) = argmin
θ′

KL(p0(x) ∥ q(x | θ′)). (8)

The derivation is given for completeness in Appendix B.1. Analogously, we use the entropic matching
method backwards in time for the smoother π̃(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ̃(t)). Here, we compute for a small time
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step h the time-backwards update θ̃(t − h) = argminθ̃ KL(π̃(x, t − h) ∥ q(x | θ̃)). Considering
again that π̃(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ̃(t)) and carrying out the continuous-time limit h → 0 we have the
corresponding equation for the smoother as

d

dt
θ̃(t) = −F (θ̃(t))−1 Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
L̃†
t∇θ log q(X | θ̃(t))

]
, (9)

with end-point condition θ̃(T ) = θ(T ). The full derivation is given in Appendix B.2. This is akin to
the diffusion case, which Cseke et al. [28] describe in their work as assumed density smoothing.

We can further use the standard expectation propagation algorithm [11, 28–30]. We give here only a
brief explanation of the algorithm, for a more detailed explanation we refer the reader to the provided
resources. First, we note that the ith update of the filter is given as

θ(ti) = θ(t−i ) + ξi, ∀i = 1, . . . , N, (10)

where the likelihood contribution ξi is given for the filter as ξi =
argminθ′ KL

(
p(yi | x) q(x | θ(t−i ))

∥∥ q(x | θ′)
)
− θ(t−i ). The expectation propagation algo-

rithm uses instead of the exact likelihood contributions ξi = θ(ti) − θ(t−i ), pseudo likelihood
contributions called sites, in form of the site parameters ξ(j)i at iteration step j of the algorithm, with
i = 1, . . . , N . The first step to compute these pseudo likelihood contributions is to calculate the
cavity parameters θ̃(j)¬i , ∀i = 1, . . . , N , by excluding the ith likelihood contribution from the current
approximate posterior estimate as

θ̃
(j)
¬i = θ̃(t−i )

(j) − ξ
(j)
i , ∀i = 1, . . . , N. (11)

Next, the observation factors are incorporated to yield new approximate posterior parameters θ̃(j)\i for
the ith factor by computing the tilted distribution and projecting it back to the parametric family as

θ̃
(j)
\i = argmin

θ′
KL
(
p(yi | x) q(x | θ̃(j)¬i )

∥∥∥ q(x | θ′)
)
, ∀i = 1, . . . , N. (12)

Subsequently, a revised site parameter is then found by taking the ith new approximate posterior
parameter and removing the remaining observation factors by subtracting the cavity parameter as

ξ̃
(j)
i = θ̃

(j)
\i − θ̃

(j)
¬i , ∀i = 1, . . . , N. (13)

Finally, to have a convergent algorithm, a damped message passing strategy, with learning rate
parameter 0 < ϵ ≤ 1, is performed as

ξ
(j+1)
i = (1− ϵ)ξ

(j)
i + ϵξ̃

(j)
i , ∀i = 1, . . . , N. (14)

The algorithm is then iterated by computing the posterior estimates θ̃(t−i )
(j)

, ∀i = 1, . . . , N , and
subsequently the new site parameters ξ(j+1)

i , ∀i = 1, . . . , N , for iteration steps j = 1, 2, . . . until
convergence. For the initialization we set the site parameters to zero, i.e., ξ(1)1 = 0, . . . , ξ

(1)
N = 0,

which corresponds to setting the initial approximate posterior to an approximate prior distribution.
The expectation propagation algorithm can be shown to be a sensible algorithm, in the sense that it
maximizes a tractable approximation of the intractable log marginal likelihood log p(y[0,T ]) [28] in
the form of a fixed point equation for a relaxed variational principle of the intractable problem, for
more see [29].

4.1 Parameter Learning

For estimating the parameters of the system, we aim for an expectation maximization (EM) algorithm,
see, e.g., [30]. Since we exploit the previously discussed approximate latent state inference, this leads
to an an approximate EM algorithm, similar to the discrete-time case [31]. Therefore, we estimate
the parameters ϕ of the system by maximizing a lower bound L of the marginal likelihood as

log p(y[0,T ] | ϕ) ≥ L(ϕ) := EQ

[
log

dP

dQ
(X[0,T ], y[0,T ], ϕ)

]
,

where dP
dQ is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the path measure P(X[0,T ] ∈ ·, Y[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ) for

the latent paths X[0,T ] := {X(t) | t ∈ [0, T ]} and all observations Y[0,T ] w.r.t. an an approximating
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probability measure Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) over latent paths and the Lebesgue measure over all observations
Y[0,T ]. Note, that compared to the discrete-time case, we have to express this bound in terms of the
Radon-Nikodym derivative, compared to an expression using probability densities w.r.t. the Lebesgue
measure, since we have an uncountable number of random variables {X(t) | t ∈ [0, T ]} for which
there is no Lebesgue measure, see, e.g., [32]. A standard result, see, e.g., [30], is that the bound can be
iteratively maximized by computing an expectation step (E-step) and a maximziation step (M-step).
To compute the bound one has to exploit Girsanov’s theorem [33, 34], but also other derivations
can be found in the literature, e.g., [9, 35]. We compute this bound in Appendix C in terms of the
smoothing and filtering distribution, π̃(x, t) and π(x, t), respectively. Hence, by replacing these with
the approximate filtering and smoothing distribution, q(x | θ̃(t)) and q(x | θ(t)), respectively, we can
compute the M-step of the algorithm. This is achieved by maximizing the bound L which computes
to

L(ϕ) = Eq(x,0)

[
log

p0(X | ϕ)
q(X, 0)

]
+

∫ T

0

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

{
Λ(X,x′, t)

q(x′ | θ̃(t))
q(X | θ̃(t))

q(X | θ(t))
q(x′ | θ(t))

· log Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
Λ(X,x′, t)

− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
}]

dt+

N∑
i=1

Eq(x|θ̃(ti)) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)] + C,

(15)
where Λ(x, x′, t) are the rates of the approximating distribution Q independent of ϕ, Λ(x, x′, t | ϕ)
are the parameter dependent rates of the measure P and C is parameter independent constant.
Therefore, the approximate EM algorithm can be achieved by carrying out the E-step, which consists
of computing the approximate distributions q(x | θ(t)) and q(x | θ̃(t)) for all t ∈ [0, T ], keeping the
parameters ϕ fixed. The M-step then consists of optimizing Eq. (15) w.r.t. the parameters ϕ, keeping
the approximating distributions q(x | θ(t)) and q(x | θ̃(t)) fixed. For more details, see Appendix C.

5 Application to Latent Chemical Reaction Networks

In this section, we apply the approximate inference algorithm to CRNs. Therefore, we consider
systems, where the rate function can be expressed as in Eq. (2) with mass action kinetics as in Eq. (3).
Throughout we will assume an exponential family form for the variational distribution as

q(x | θ) = h(x) exp(θ⊤s(x)−A(θ)),

with base measure h : X → R≥0, sufficient statistics s : X → Rp and log-partion function
A : Θ → R. Note, that F (θ) = ∇θ∇⊤

θ A(θ) and ∇θ log q(x | θ) = s(x) − Eq(x|θ)[s(X)]. As an
instantiation we use a product Poisson distribution

q(x | θ) =
n∏

i=1

Pois(xi | exp θi) = h(x) exp(θ⊤s(x)−A(θ)).

Hence, we have base-measure h(x) =
∏n

i=1
1
xi!

, sufficient statistics s(x) = x, natural parameters
or log rate parameters θ = [θ1, . . . , θn]

⊤ and log-partition function A(θ) =
∑n

i=1 exp(θi). For
the measurements we assume a linear Gaussian measurement model for the latent state, i.e., we
assume the observation likelihood p(yi | x) = N (yi | Hx,Σ), with the ith observation yi ∈ Rm,
the observation model matrix H ∈ Rm×n, and observation noise covariance Σ ∈ Rm×m . Note,
that the following derivations can also be applied to general non-linear observation models H(x), by
following a linearization procedure, as in extended Kalman filtering approaches, see, e.g., [21].

For approximate inference, we first consider the initialization step, see Eq. (8). Here, we assume that
p0(x) =

∏n
i=1 Pois(xi | exp(θi,0)), with given initial log rate parameters {θ1,0, . . . , θn,0}. Hence,

Eq. (8) computes to the initial parameter θ(0) = [θ1,0, . . . , θn,0]
⊤. Next, we compute the prediction

step for the filtering distribution in Eq. (6). For CRNs, the product Poisson variational distribution
leads to closed-form updates, see Appendix D.1, for the prior drift as

d

dt
θ(t) = F (θ(t))−1

k∑
j=1

cjνj exp

(
n∑

i=1

νijθi(t)

)
,
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where the inverse Fisher information matrix of the product Poisson distribution is F (θ)−1 =
diag([exp(−θ1), . . . , exp(−θn)]⊤). For the update step as of the required discrete-time resets in
Eq. (7) we have to incorporate at the ith reset the observation yi and to compute a new parameter
θ∗ = θ(ti) given an old parameter θ = θ(t−i ) as

θ∗ = argmin
θ′

KL(p(yi | x) q(x | θ) ∥ q(x | θ′)).

The optimal new parameter θ∗ can be found by computing the derivative of the KL divergence and set-
ting it to zero. Assuming an exponential family distribution for q(x | θ) this leads to a moment match-
ing condition as Eq(x|θ∗)[s(X)] = Ep(x|yi)[s(X)], where p(x | yi) = p(yi|x) q(x|θ)/∑x′ p(yi|x′) q(x′|θ)
is the new posterior distribution. Since the Gaussian likelihood p(yi | x) is not conjugate to the prod-
uct of Poisson prior distribution q(x | θ) the computation of the exact posterior p(x | yi) is generally
intractable. However, we can find a conjugate update, by assuming a Gaussian distribution at the
observation time points as q(x | θ) ≈ N (x | m,P ). By first performing a minimization of the KL
divergence KL(q(x | θ) ∥ N (x | m,P )), w.r.t. the parameters m and P of the Gaussian distribution,
we can find an approximation to the product Poisson distribution q(x | θ). This yields the standard
Gaussian approximation of the Poisson distribution, with parameters m = [exp θ1, . . . , exp θn]

⊤

and P = diag([exp θ1, . . . , exp θn]
⊤) This then leads to conjugate updates, as for the new mean

parameter m∗ = Ep(x|yi)[X] in the update equations for the Kalman filter, see, e.g., [21], as

m∗ = m+ PH⊤(HPH⊤ +Σ)−1(yi −Hm).

We can project the new Gaussian distribution back to a product of Poisson distribution, by considering
another moment matching condition. Note, that the mean of the Gaussian can be negative, as such we
truncate it at a small value 0 < ϵλ ≪ 1. Hence, the full approximate conjugate update in the natural
parameter space can be written as

ξi = log
(
max

{
exp θ + F (θ)H⊤(HF (θ)H⊤ +Σ)−1(yi −H exp θ), ϵλ

})
− θ, (16)

where we set ϵλ = 10−6 and the exponential and logarithm function operating on vectors is applied
component wise, e.g., exp θ = [exp θ1, . . . , exp θn]

⊤.

Given the filtering distribution we can then find a closed form expression for the backward smoothing
step in Eq. (9) as

d

dt
θ̃(t) = F (θ̃(t))−1

k∑
j=1

cjνj exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
,

for the derivation see Appendix D.2. Finally, for expectation propagation we use the site parameter
update as in Eq. (13), where we compute ξ̃(j)i as in Eq. (16) by setting θ = θ̃

(j)
¬i and the cavity

parameters are found as in Eq. (11).

5.1 Parameter Learning

For the given approximation of a CRN model, we can find closed form solutions for the M-step of the
EM algorithm. Here, we consider the initial parameters {θ1,0, . . . , θn,0}, the effective rate parameters
{c1, . . . , ck} and the observation model parameters H and Σ, i.e., ϕ = {{θi,0}ni=1, {cj}kj=1, H,Σ}.
In Appendix E we show how to compute the bound in Eq. (15) w.r.t. the individual parameters ϕ in
closed form. Additionally, we derive closed-form coordinate-wise update schemes for the individual
parameters ϕ depending on some summary statistics as

θi,0 = θ̃i(0), cj = γ̂j λ̂
−1
j , H = M̂XY M̂

−1
XX , Σ = M̂Y Y −HM̂⊤

XY − M̂XYH
⊤ +HM̂XXH

⊤,

γ̂j =
1

T

∫ T

0

cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
dt,

λ̂j =
1

T

∫ T

0

cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
dt, M̂XY =

1

N

N∑
i=1

yi exp
(
θ̃⊤(ti)

)
,

M̂XX =
1

N

N∑
i=1

diag{exp(θ̃(ti))}+ exp(θ̃(ti)) exp(θ̃
⊤(ti)), M̂Y Y =

1

N

N∑
i=1

yiy
⊤
i ,

where cold
j is the previous rate of reaction j used in the E-step, for more see Appendix E.
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6 Experiments

Lotka-Voltera Model. The Lotka-Voltera or predator-prey model, see, e.g., [15], is one of the most
well-known models in population dynamics. It describes the dynamic evolution of a prey species X1

and a predator species X2. The model can be described by three reactions involving the two species
as

X1
c1−→ 2X1, X1 + X2

c2−→ 2X2, X2
c3−→ ∅.

Prey X1 Predator X2

0 1000 2000 3000

Time t

0
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20
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b

u
n

d
an

ce
X
i(
t)

Figure 2: Simulation of a Lotka-Voltera model. Solid
lines denote variational posterior mean, dashed lines
denote ground truth trajectory, and the background indi-
cates the infered marginal state probabilities.

These reactions reflect the prey growth, the
predator reproduction and the predator de-
cline, with rates c1, c2, and c3, respectively.
We model the reaction network system us-
ing an MJP with mass-action kinetics as in
Eqs. (2) and (3). We simulate the system us-
ing the Doob-Gillespie algorithm [36, 37]
and consider that both species are observed
at non-equidistant discrete time points sub-
ject to independent Gaussian noise. For in-
ference, we exploit the discussed entropic
matching method with expectation propa-
gation, using a product Poisson approxima-
tion. In this example, we only evaluate the
performance on inferring the latent state
path X[0,T ] conditioned on the observa-
tions Y1, . . . , YN , while keeping the param-
eters fixed at their respective ground truth
values, to keep the evaluation simple. The
qualitative results are depicted in Fig. 2.

We notice that the inferred posterior mean tracks the qualitative behavior of the system dynamics. This
is achieved as the entropic matching method in between observation points tracks the approximate
dynamics of the prior evolution. Though the ground truth trajectory can not be recovered errorless,
the Poisson approximation gives a measure of uncertainty, indicated in the plot as the background.
However, though it is fitting in this example, we want to note, that the Poisson approximation is
rather limited, as it only supplies one degree of freedom per species and therefore, only can model an
increase in variance by an increase in mean.

Closed Loop Reaction Network. As a second more challenging example, we consider a four
species closed loop reaction network as

X1
c1−→ X2, X2

c2−→ X3, X3
c3−→ X3, X4

c4−→ X1.

This network, naturally keeps the total number of species
∑4

i=1Xi(t) constant over time. In this
example, we only observe discrete-time measurements of the fourth species X4 subject to Gaussian
noise, i.e., we set the observation matrix to H = [0, 0, 0, 1]. Additionally, to the problem of inferring
the latent state trajectories {Xi(t) | t ∈ [0, T ]} for all species i = 1, . . . , 4, we estimate the rate rate
parameters c1, . . . , c4 using the approximate EM procedure. The results are depicted in Fig. 3.

We observe that the overall dynamic trend of the reaction network is captured by the approximate
inference method and the ground truth trajectory for the latent species X4 is captured by the Poisson
approximation. We see that the species X1 can still be tracked satisfactory, however, the species X2

and X3 have rather large errors, w.r.t. the posterior mean. This is a result of structure of the reaction
network, as well as the approximate inference method used. It is also interesting to note, that it is
clear from the system dynamics, that when a species X4 is produced it is implied that a species of X1

was converted into it. However, this causality is not captured by the the product form approximation
used for the posterior distribution.
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Figure 3: A four species closed loop reaction network, with noisy observation of the fourth species
schematicely depicted on the left. The right plots show the time evolution of the ground-truth
trajectories (dashed lines) together with the inferred posterior mean of the Poisson approximation.
The background indicates the inferred marginal state probabilities. The observations of the fourth
species are denoted by crosses.
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Figure 4: Three selected species from the motility model adapted from [38, 39], where only the
species SigD is noisily observed (crosses). Posterior means and ground-truth trajectories are shown
as solid and dashed lines, respectively.

Motility Model. The motility model introduced by Wilkinson [38] is a model for bacterial gene
regulation. The model consist of a total of nine species and twelve reactions as

codY c1−→ codY + CodY, CodY c2−→ ∅, flache c3−→ flache + SigD,

SigD c4−→ ∅, SigD_hag c5−→ SigD + hag + Hag, Hag c6−→ ∅,
SigD + hag c7−→ SigD_hag, SigD_hag c8−→ SigD + hag, CodY + flache c9−→ CodY_flache,

CodY_flache c10−−→ CodY + flache, CodY + hag c11−−→ CodY_hag, CodY_hag c12−−→ CodY + hag.

In this setup we consider the parameters of c3,c9, and c10 to be unknown and hence, they have to be
estimated based only on noisy observations of SigD. We again exploit a Poisson approximation for
the posterior distribution and estimate the latent state. The results for three of the nine species are
depicted in Fig. 4. The additional trajectories can be found in Appendix F.

We observe that the trajectories for the noisily observed SigD and the fully latent Hag can be tracked
rather satisfactory. However, one drawback is again the rather limited expressiveness of the Poisson
distribution, which can be seen in the reconstruction of hag. Here, the posterior mean tracks roughly
the time-average of the ground-truth signal. However, since for this species the effective realizations
are very low, the Poisson approximation only yields a rather poor approximation for the ground-truth
signal. Here, it might be interesting to use a finite categorical approximating distribution instead.

7 Conclusion

We presented a principled inference framework for MJPs based on an entropic matching method
embedded into an expectation propagation algorithm. The new method arrives at closed-form results
for the important class of CRNs used within the field of systems biology. The analytic nature of
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the closed-form message passing scheme make the method very scalable and fast. However, as
shown in the experiments, future work should consider more expressive variational distributions. A
potential candidate could be an energy based model [40], which would yield an expressive class for
the approximate posterior distribution. This would go well beyond the presented setup of using a
product form posterior distribution with only one parameter per dimension. Though closed-form
analytic updates might not be possible anymore, we think that advanced MCMC methods [41] could
still lead to a scalable algorithm. Additionally this would enable for rather complex observation
likelihoods, which have for example also been discussed in the context of discrete-time systems [42]
and within the expectation propagation framework [43].
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A Some Notes on Exact Filtering and Smoothing

To find the smoothing distribution π̃(x, t) we have multiple options. It can be shown [16, 19, 20] that
the smoothing distribution can be factorized as

π̃(x, t) =
π(x, t)β(x, t)∑

x′∈X π(x
′, t)β(x′, t)

, (17)

where β(x, t) is the backward-filtering distribution given by β(x, t) := p(y(t,T ] | X(t) = x),
where y(t,T ] := {yi | i ∈ {1, . . . , N} : ti ∈ (t, T ]} are only the “future” observations. Note
that, π̃(x, T ) = P(X(T ) = x | y[0,T ]) = π(x, T ), hence we have β(x, T ) = 1. The backward-
filtering distribution in between observation time points follows the differential form of the backward
Chapman-Kolmogorov equation [4] and is updated at observation time points [16], hence, we have

β(x, T ) = 1,
d

dt
β(x, t) = −L†

tβ(x, t), β(x, t−i ) =
p(yi | x)β(x, ti)∑

x′∈X p(yi | x′)β(x′, ti)
.

Note, that β(x, t) is càglàd in t. Therefore, we can compute the smoothing distribution π̃(x, t),
by first computing the filtering distribution π(x, t) forwardly in time, subsequently, computing the
backward-filtering distribution β(x, t) backwardly in time and then use Eq. (17) to compute π̃(x, t).

Another way is to note that an initial condition for the smoothing distribution is given by π̃(x, 0) ∝
p0(x)β(x, 0). Differentiating Eq. (17) by time, then gives rise to the forward smoothing dynamics
[16, 20]

π̃(x, 0) =
p0(x)β(x, 0)∑

x′∈X p0(x
′)β(x′, 0)

,
d

dt
π̃(x, t) = L̄tπ̃(x, t), (18)

where the forward smoothing operator L̄t for an arbitrary test function ϕ and the forward smoothing
rate function Λ̄(x, x′, t) are given as

[L̄tϕ](x) :=
∑
x′ ̸=x

Λ̄(x′, x, t)ϕ(x′)− Λ̄(x, x′, t)ϕ(x), Λ̄(x, x′, t) = Λ(x, x′, t)
β(x′, t)
β(x, t)

. (19)

Hence, the smoothing distribution π̃(x, t) can also be calculated by solving the backwards filtering
distribution β(x, t) backwardly in time and subsequently solving for the smoothing distribution
π̃(x, t) using the forward smoothing dynamics in Eq. (18).

B Derivation for the Filtering and Smoothing Variational Parameters

B.1 Computing the Filtering Distribution

Here, we find the variational parameters θ(t) by considering
θ(t+ h) = argmin

θ′
KL(π(x, t+ h) ∥ q(x | θ′)),
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where π(x, t + h) is the filtering distribution that is propagated for a small time step h. We get
an recursive algorithm by considering that the filtering dsitrbution at time point t has the initial
distribution q(x | θ(t)), i.e., we have

d

dt
π(x, t) = Ltπ(x, t), π(x, t) = q(x | θ(t)).

Hence, we can write

π(x, t+ h) = q(x | θ(t)) + hLt q(x | θ(t)) + o(h),

with limh→0
o(h)/h = 0. For the KL divergence we compute

KL(π(x, t+ h) ∥ q(x | θ′))
= KL(q(x | θ(t)) + hLt q(x | θ(t)) + o(h) ∥ q(x | θ′))

= Eπ(x,t+h)

[
log

q(X | θ(t)) + hLt q(X | θ(t)) + o(h)

q(X | θ′)

]
= Eπ(x,t+h) [log (q(X | θ(t)) + hLt q(X | θ(t)) + o(h))− log q(X | θ′)]

Using a Taylor series around h = 0, we can find that for some coefficients a and b, we have

log(a+ bh+ o(h)) = log a+ h
b

a
+ o(h).

Hence, we calcualte

KL(π(x, t+ h) ∥ q(x | θ′))
= Eπ(x,t+h) [log (q(X | θ(t)) + hLt q(X | θ(t)) + o(h))− log q(X | θ′)]

= Eπ(x,t+h)

[
log q(X | θ(t) + h

Lt q(X | θ(t))
q(X | θ(t) + o(h)− log q(X | θ′)

]
=
∑
x∈X

π(x, t+ h)

[
log q(x | θ(t) + h

Lt q(x | θ(t))
q(x | θ(t) + o(h)− log q(x | θ′)

]
=
∑
x∈X

(q(x | θ(t)) + hLt q(x | θ(t)) + o(h))

·
[
log q(x | θ(t) + h

Lt q(x | θ(t))
q(x | θ(t) + o(h)− log q(x | θ′)

]
=
∑
x∈X

{
q(x | θ(t)) log q(x | θ(t))

q(x | θ′)

+h

[
q(x | θ(t))Lt q(x | θ(t))

q(x | θ(t)) + Lt q(x | θ(t)) log q(x | θ(t))
q(x | θ′)

]
+ o(h)

}
= KL(q(x | θ(t)) ∥ q(x | θ′))

+ hEq(x|θ(t))

[Lt q(X | θ(t))
q(X | θ(t) +

Lt q(X | θ(t))
q(X | θ(t)) log

q(X | θ(t))
q(X | θ′)

]
+ o(h).

By assuming that for small h the parameter θ′ = θ(t+ h) is close to the parameter θ = θ(t), we can
exploit a series expansion in θ − θ′ up to second order of the KL divergence as

KL(q(x | θ) ∥ q(x | θ′)) = 1

2
(θ′ − θ)⊤F (θ)(θ′ − θ),

where F (θ) := −Eq(x|θ)
[
∇θ∇⊤

θ log q(X | θ)
]

is the Fisher information matrix. Hence, we compute

0 = ∇θ′ KL(π(x, t+ h) ∥ q(x | θ′))|θ′=θ(t+h)

= F (θ(t))(θ(t+ h)− θ(t))− hEq(x|θ(t))

[
∇θ′ log q(X | θ(t+ h))

Lt q(X | θ(t))
q(X | θ(t))

]
+ o(h)

2



Dividing both sides by h and taking the limit h→ 0 we obtain

0 = F (θ(t))
d

dt
θ(t)− Eq(x|θ(t))

[
∇θ log q(X | θ(t))Lt q(X | θ(t))

q(X | θ(t))

]
= F (θ(t))

d

dt
θ(t)−

∑
x

q(x | θ(t))∇θ log q(x | θ(t))Lt q(x | θ(t))
q(x | θ(t))

= F (θ(t))
d

dt
θ(t)−

∑
x

∇θ log q(x | θ(t))Lt q(x | θ(t))

= F (θ(t))
d

dt
θ(t)−

∑
x

q(x | θ(t))L†
t∇θ log q(x | θ(t))

= F (θ(t))
d

dt
θ(t)− Eq(x|θ(t))

[
L†
t∇θ log q(X | θ(t))

]
.

This leads to
d

dt
θ(t) = F (θ(t))−1 Eq(x|θ(t))

[
L†
t∇θ log q(X | θ(t))

]
and

θ(ti) = argmin
θ′

KL
(
p(yi | x) q(x | θ(t−i ))

∥∥ q(x | θ′)
)
,

with initial condition θ(0) = θ0 given by

θ0 = argmin
θ′

KL(p0(x)) ∥ q(x | θ′)).

B.2 Computing the Smoothing Distribution

Similar to the filtering approximation, we use the entropic matching method backwards in time for
the smoother

π̃(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ̃(t)).
Here, we compute

θ̃(t− h) = argmin
θ̃

KL
(
π̃(x, t− h)

∥∥∥ q(x | θ̃)
)
.

Further, we assume that
d

dt
π̃(x, t) = −L̃tπ̃(x, t), π̃(x, t) = q(x | θ̃(t)).

For the smoothing distribution we can compute the evolution backwards in time by

π̃(x, t− h) = q(x | θ̃(t)) + hL̃t q(x | θ̃(t)) + o(h).

Hence, similar to the derivation of the approximate filter we have

0 = F (θ̃(t))(θ̃(t− h)− θ̃(t))− hEq(x|θ̃(t))

[
∇θ̃ log q(X | θ̃(t− h))

L̃t q(X | θ̃(t))
q(X | θ̃(t))

]
+ o(h).

Dividing both sides by h and taking the limit h→ 0 we arrive analog to the above derivation at

d

dt
θ̃(t) = −F (θ̃(t))−1 Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
L̃†
t∇θ log q(X | θ̃(t))

]
,

with end-point condition θ̃(T ) = θ(T ).

C Parameter Learning

For parameter learning we use an approximate EM scheme. For the derivation of the EM algorithm,
we consider that instead of maximizing the intractable marginal likelihood p(y[0,T ] | ϕ) w.r.t. some
parameters ϕ, a tractable lower bound L(ϕ) as

log p(y[0,T ] | ϕ) ≥ L(ϕ) := EQ

[
log

dP

dQ
(X[0,T ], y[0,T ], ϕ)

]
,
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where dP
dQ is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the path measure P(X[0,T ] ∈ ·, Y[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ) for

the latent paths X[0,T ] := {X(t) | t ∈ [0, T ]} and all observations Y[0,T ] w.r.t. an an approximating
probability measure Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) over latent paths and the Lebesgue measure over all observations
Y[0,T ]. Optimizing this bound w.r.t. the approximate probability measure yields the exact posterior
probability measure Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) = P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | y[0,T ], ϕ). We note that the bound L(ϕ) can be
written as

L(ϕ) = EQ

[
log

dP

dQ
(X[0,T ], y[0,T ], ϕ)

]
= EQ

[
log

(
p(y[0,T ] | X[0,T ], ϕ)

dP

dQ
(X[0,T ], ϕ)

)]
= EQ

[
log

dP

dQ
(X[0,T ], ϕ)

]
+

N∑
i=1

Eq(x,ti) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)]

= −KL
(
Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·)

∥∥ P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ)
)
+

N∑
i=1

Eq(x,ti) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)] ,

where we denote by q(x, t) := Q(X(t) = x) the time point-wise marginal of the approximate
path measure. Note that both the approximate path measure Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) and the prior path
measure P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ) are path measures induced by an MJP. For the prior path measure
P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ) this is easy to note, since {X(t)} is an MJP. For the approximate posterior
path-measure Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) = P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | y[0,T ], ϕ) this can be seen, as the equations for its time
point-wise marginals q(x, t) = Q(X(t) = x) = P(X(t) = x | y[0,T ], ϕ) = π̃(x, t) are given by
the evolution of the smoothing distribution in Eq. (18). This is evolution equation has the form of a
master equation with the rate function Λ̄(x, x′, t) as defined in Eq. (19), and therefore, the posterior
process is also an MJP. The KL divergence for two MJPs, which is the expected log Radon-Nikodym
derivative, has been derived in the literature multiple times, see, e.g., [9, 33–35]. The KL divergence
computes to

KL
(
Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·)

∥∥ P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | ϕ)
)
= KL(q(x, 0) ∥ p0(x | ϕ))

+

∫ T

0

Eq(x,t)

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ̄(X,x′, t) log
Λ̄(X,x′, t)

Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ) −
(
Λ̄(X,x′, t)− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)

) dt,

where only the prior rates Λ(x, x′, t | ϕ) depend on the parameters ϕ. Note, that the forward posterior
rates Λ̄(x, x′, t) in Eq. (19) can be written in terms of the filtering and smoothing distribution by
exploiting Eq. (17) as

Λ̄(x, x′, t) = Λ(x, x′, t)
β(x′, t)
β(x, t)

= Λ(x, x′, t)
π̃(x′, t)
π̃(x, t)

π(x, t)

π(x′, t)
.

Therefore, we arrive at the following expression for the bound as

L(ϕ) = Eq(x,0)

[
log

p0(X | ϕ)
q(X, 0)

]
+

∫ T

0

Eq(x,t)

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t)
π̃(x′, t)
π̃(X, t)

π(X, t)

π(x′, t)

· log Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
Λ(X,x′, t)

− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
]
dt+

N∑
i=1

Eq(x,ti) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)] + const.

Since, the computation Q(X[0,T ] ∈ ·) = P(X[0,T ] ∈ · | y[0,T ], ϕ) of the exact posterior probability
measure is intractable, we replace its time-point wise marginals with the approximate filtering and
smoothing distribution as p(x, t | y[0,T ], ϕ) = π̃(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ̃(t)) and π(x, t) ≈ q(x | θ(t)),
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respectively. We keep these distributions fixed and this yields an expression for the bound as

L(ϕ) = Eq(x|θ̃(0)))

[
log

p0(X | ϕ)
q(X | θ̃(0))

]
+

∫ T

0

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t)
q(x′ | θ̃(t))
q(X | θ̃(t))

q(X | θ(t))
q(x′ | θ(t))

· log Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
Λ(X,x′, t)

− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
]
dt+

N∑
i=1

Eq(x|θ̃(ti)) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)] + const.

(20)

Therefore, we can find the optimal parameters, by iteratively computing the filtering and smoothing
distribution {q(x | θ(t)) | t ∈ [0, T ]} and {q(x | θ̃(t)) | t ∈ [0, T ]}, respectively, and optimizing
Eq. (20) w.r.t. the parameters ϕ.

D Derivation for Chemical Reaction Networks

D.1 Filtering Distribution

The evolution of the approximate filtering distribution is given by

d

dt
θ(t) = F (θ(t))−1 Eq(x|θ(t))

[
L†
t∇θ log q(X | θ(t))

]
.

We assume a product Poisson variational distribution q(x | θ) and the adjoint operator L†
t is

characterized by CRN dynamics with mass action kinetics. Therefore, we compute

Eq(x|θ(t))
[
L†
t∇θ log q(X | θ(t))

]
= Eq(x|θ(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t) (∇θ log q(x
′ | θ(t))−∇θ log q(X | θ(t)))


= Eq(x|θ(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t) (x′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

k∑
j=1

1(x′ = X + νj)λj(X) (x′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ(t))

 k∑
j=1

νjλj(X)

 =

k∑
j=1

νj Eq(x|θ(t)) [λj(X)]

=

k∑
j=1

cjνj Eq(x|θ(t))

[
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij

]
=

k∑
j=1

cjνj

n∏
i=1

(exp θi(t))
νij

The last line is computed, by noting that the Poisson random variables are independent and the mth
factorial moment of a Poisson random variable with mean λ is given as E[(X)m] = λm. By writting
this results in the natural parameterization, we arrive at

d

dt
θ(t) = F (θ(t))−1

k∑
j=1

cjνj exp(

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)).

D.2 Smoothing Distribution

For the derivation to the smoothing distribution we compute

d

dt
θ̃(t) = −F (θ̃(t))−1 Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
L̃†
t∇θ log q(X | θ̃(t))

]
.
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The expectation on the r.h.s. computes to

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
L̃†
t∇θ log q(X | θ̃(t))

]
= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ̃(X,x′, t) (x′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(x′, X, t)
π(x′, t)
π(X, t)

(x′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(x′, X, t)
q(x′ | θ(t))
q(X | θ(t)) (x

′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

k∑
j=1

1(X = x′ + νj)λj(x
′)

{
n∏

i=1

Xi!

x′i!
exp((x′i −Xi)θi(t))

}
(x′ −X)


= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

 k∑
j=1

λj(X − νj)

{
n∏

i=1

Xi!

(Xi − νij)!
exp(−νijθi(t))

}
(−νj)


= Eq(x|θ̃(t))

 k∑
j=1

λj(X − νj)

{
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij

}
exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
(−νj)


= −

k∑
j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[{
n∏

i=1

(Xi − νij)νij

}{
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij

}]

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
n∏

i=1

(Xi − νij)νij
(Xi)νij

]

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
n∏

i=1

(Xi − νij)νij
(Xi)νij

]

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
Eq(x|θ̃(t))

[
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij+νij

]

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
n∏

i=1

λi(t)
νij+νij

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

νijθi(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

(νij + νij)θ̃i(t)

)

= −
k∑

j=1

cjνj exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
.

This yields the smoothing dynamics as

d

dt
θ̃(t) = F (θ̃(t))−1

k∑
j=1

cjνj exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
.

E Parameter Learning for Latent Chemical Reaction Networks

Here, we give an expression for the bound L(ϕ) for the case of a product Poisson approxima-
tion for the filtering and smoothing distributions, for dynamics given as a CRN with mass action
kinetics, and a linear Gaussian observation model. For the parameters we consider the initial
condition parameters {θi,0}ni=0, the effective rate parameters {cj}kj=1, and the linear observation
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model parameter H and observation noise covariance Σ. Therefore, the full set of parameters are
ϕ = {{θi,0}ni=0, {cj}kj=1, H,Σ}.

Initial Condition Parameters. First, we note that for the KL divergence

KL
(
q(x | θ̃(0))

∥∥∥ p0(x | ϕ)
)
= −Eq(x|θ̃(0)))

[
log

p0(X | ϕ)
q(X | θ̃(0))

]
in Eq. (20) can be computed in closed form, as both distributions are given by a product of Poisson
distributions as q(x | θ̃(0)) =

∏n
i=1 Pois(xi | exp(θ̃i(0))) and p0(x | ϕ) =

∏n
i=1 Pois(xi |

exp(θi,0)). Therefore, the KL divergence between two product Poisson distributions computes to

KL
(
q(x | θ̃(0))

∥∥∥ p0(x | ϕ)
)
=

n∑
i=1

exp(θi,0)− exp(θ̃i(0)) + exp(θ̃i(0)) log
exp(θ̃i(0))

exp(θi,0)
.

Hence, for the bound w.r.t. the ith initial condition parameter θi,0 we have

L(θi,0) = − exp(θi,0) + exp(θ̃i(0))θi,0 + const.

Hence, computing the derivative ∂L
∂θi,0

and setting it to zero yields the optimal initial parameter as

θi,0 = θ̃i(0).

Rate Parameters. For optimizing the effective rate parameters {cj}kj=1, we have to compute the
expectation in Eq. (20) over the MJP rates, which is∫ T

0

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t)
q(x′ | θ̃(t))
q(X | θ̃(t))

q(X | θ(t))
q(x′ | θ(t)) log

Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
Λ(X,x′, t)

− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)

dt.

(21)
First, we note that we can compute the ratios of smoothing and filtering distributions as

q(x′ | θ̃(t))
q(x | θ̃(t))

q(x | θ(t))
q(x′ | θ(t)) =

n∏
i=1

exp((x′i − xi)θ̃i(t))

exp((x′i − xi)θi(t))
= exp

(
n∑

i=1

(x′i − xi)(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
.

For the rate functions Λ(x, x′, t) and Λ(x, x′, t | ϕ) we use the equations for a CRN model finding

Λ(x, x′, t) =
k∑

j=1

1(x′ = x+ νj)c
old
j

n∏
i=1

(xi)νij
,

Λ(x, x′, t | ϕ) =
k∑

j=1

1(x′ = x+ νj)cj

n∏
i=1

(xi)νij
,

where we denote by {cold
j }kj=1 the set of old rate parameters, over which we do not optimize. This

yields for the expectation in Eq. (21)∫ T

0

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

∑
x′ ̸=X

Λ(X,x′, t)
q(x′ | θ̃(t))
q(X | θ̃(t))

q(X | θ(t))
q(x′ | θ(t)) log

Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)
Λ(X,x′, t)

− Λ(X,x′, t | ϕ)

dt

=

∫ T

0

Eq(x|θ̃(t))

 k∑
j=1

cold
j

{
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij

}
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
log

(
cj
cold
j

)

−cj
n∏

i=1

(Xi)νij

]
dt

=

k∑
j=1

∫ T

0

{
cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
log

(
cj
cold
j

)

−cj exp
(

n∑
i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)}
dt.
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Hence, the bound L(cj) w.r.t. the jth rate parameter cj , can be computed as

L(cj) =

∫ T

0

cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
log cj

− cj exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
dt+ const.

By introducing the summary propensity statistics

γ̂j =
1

T

∫ T

0

cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij(θ̃i(t)− θi(t))

)
dt,

λ̂j =
1

T

∫ T

0

cold
j exp

(
n∑

i=1

νij θ̃i(t)

)
dt,

we write the bound as
L(cj) =

T

cold
j

γ̂j log cj −
T

cold
j

λ̂jcj + const.

Hence, computing the derivative ∂L
∂cj

and setting it to zero yields the optimal rate parameter as

cj = γ̂j λ̂
−1
j .

Observation Model Parameters. The observation model parameters can be found by computing

N∑
i=1

Eq(x|θ̃(ti)) [log p(yi | X,ϕ)] =
N∑
i=1

Eq(x|θ̃(ti)) [logN (yi | HX,Σ)]

=

N∑
i=1

−1

2
log |2πΣ| − 1

2
tr
{
Σ−1

(
yiy

⊤
i − yi Eq(x|θ̃(ti))[X

⊤]H⊤ −H Eq(x|θ̃(ti))[X]y⊤i

+H Eq(x|θ̃(ti))[XX
⊤]H⊤

)}
.

By using the product Poisson distribution q(x | θ̃(ti)) =
∏n

i=1 Pois(xi | exp(θ̃(ti))), we com-
pute the moments as Eq(x|θ̃(ti))[X] = exp(θ̃(ti)) and Eq(x|θ̃(ti))[XX

⊤] = diag{exp(θ̃(ti))} +

exp(θ̃(ti)) exp(θ̃
⊤(ti)). Therefore, we have the lower bound

L(H,Σ) = −N
2
log |2πΣ|−N

2
tr
{
Σ−1

(
M̂Y Y − M̂XYH

⊤ −HM̂⊤
XY +HM̂XXH

⊤
)}

+const,

where we introduce the shorthands M̂Y Y = 1
N

∑N
i=1 yiy

⊤
i , M̂XY = 1

N

∑N
i=1 yi exp(θ̃

⊤(ti)) and
M̂XX = 1

N

∑N
i=1 diag{exp(θ̃(ti))} + exp(θ̃(ti)) exp(θ̃

⊤(ti)). Hence, computing the derivatives
∂L
∂H and ∂L

∂Σ , and setting them to zero yield the optimal observation model parameters as

H = M̂XY M̂
−1
XX , Σ = M̂Y Y − M̂XYH

⊤ −HM̂⊤
XY +HM̂XXH

⊤.

Note that, this is very similar to the case of a linear Gaussian state space model, for more see [21].

F Additional Experiments

The additional results of the motility model experiment are depicted in Fig. 5.
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Figure 5: Additional results of the motility model.
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