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Abstract

We provide detailed algebra for determining the integrated mean-squared prediction error (IMSPE) of
designs of computer experiments, with one factor and one or two points, under the exponential, Gaussian,
or either of two Matérn correlation functions. This algebra shall provide the basis for the identification of
the IMSPE as a member of a special class of low-degree-truncated rational functions, which we name,
here, the Nu class. We shall detail this function class in a series of papers, of which this is the first.
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1. Introduction to the series

In a study of exact, statistical, optimal design of computer experiments, we have discovered a class of
pole-free, special-range-of-parameter, low-degree-truncated rational functions, with essential
discontinuities at and only at movable clusters of zero-separation design points. We name this class the
“Nu class,” which we write with the upper-case, sans-serif, Greek-letter nu, thusly: “N class,” or simply
“N.” In direct contrast to members of N, Padé approximants are high-degree-truncated rational functions.
Members of N are formally not functions, due to multivaluedness at their discontinuities.

The algebraic form of each member of N depends upon the number and geometry of its clusters. For
example, the algebraic form associated with a cluster of three points depends on whether the clustered
points are oriented syzygetically. An example is given, three paragraphs below. Details shall appear in
Part 1V of this series, including almost-never exceptions to the concise statements in this Section.

In Part Il of this series, we shall present examples of designs with clusters of n highly proximal points in
two or more factors, what we previously dubbed, in the case of optimal designs, “n-uplets” [1]. The
integrated mean-square prediction error (IMSPE) of a given design depends on the orientations of its
proximal points, even in their zero-separation limits, where directional derivatives are assumed to exist
that replace directional differences [2]. This dependence leads to essential discontinuities and to the
identification of IMSPE functions as members of N.

Example: The IMSPE, as a function of the loci of four design points in two factors and assumed Gaussian
correlation with @ = (0.064,0.00016) was plotted as a hue plot in Fig. 7 of Ref. 2, which provided
details. For the sake of simplicity, the plot was a projection which had two points, say x; and x5, fixed on
the abscissa at [+0.767117,0.0], with the other two points forced to have inversion symmetry with
respect to one another, i.e. x4, = —x3, but otherwise free to move. Thus, the plot had two independent
variables, and hue represented the dependent variable. A 3D plot for this example is given below. In each
plot, the IMSPE is C* continuous, except when either of the movable points coincide, i.e. when x5 =
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x4 = 0, or when each of the movable points coincides with one of the fixed points, i.e. either when x5 =
x1 and x4 = x, or when x3 = x, and x4 = x4. At these three exceptional points in the plots, and
nowhere else, there are essential discontinuities.

In Part 11, we shall prove a theorem, outlined previously [1], relating zero-separation-cluster-design
IMSPE's with corresponding members of N. It shall be shown these correspondences arise via
“miraculous cancellations,” to borrow an informal term from mathematics, physics, and computer
science.

As mentioned above, Part 1V shall provide details of N.

In Part V, we shall present extensions of our earlier research showing that each finite-n IMSPE-optimal
design can be assigned one of a finite number of phases, with each design in a given phase sharing
common symmetry properties with all others in the same phase [1]. We shall identify an order parameter
for such designs, and shall demonstrate this order parameter is discontinuous at transitions between
phases, thus identifying the IMSPE-optimal-design transitions as similar to quantum phase transitions,
despite the fact that neither mass, dynamics, temperature, energy, thermodynamics, nor quantum
mechanics is invoked in the former. We shall posit that quantum phase transitions are a subset of a larger
class of discontinuous phase transitions, which also includes those arising in regard to N. We shall discuss
possible irreducible attributes of this larger class in finite systems, such as coexisting centering effects,
other topological effects due to finite size, and inter-point repulsion.

Beyond this series: Given the key role played historically by new function classes, e.g. solitons as
Painlevé-transcendent-class solutions of Painlevé equations, we plan to investigate potential applications
of N transcendents in science and engineering. The following are a few applications that come to an
indulgent, speculative mind: resolution of the “notorious node problem” in computation of trajectories in
the de Broglie-Bohm formulation of quantum mechanics [3], resolution of the “black-hole firewall
paradox” in cosmology [4], and the classification of qubits in quantum-information theory [5].

2. Introduction to this paper

In this Part | of the five-part series, we provide background material for computing — symbolically, when
reasonable — examples of IMSPE-optimal designs from the field of statistical design of computer
experiments. Our focus is on designs with one factor and just one or two points, under the exponential,
Gaussian, or either of two Matérn correlation functions. These simple examples provide the background
for our subsequent development of the concept of the N class and for showing IMSPE is a member of this
class. An extensive set of appendices is provided as a repository of symbolic algebra and techniques
potentially useful in mathematical proofs related to the development of the concepts in this series of
papers. Sub-section R.3 provides the simplest example of the “miraculous cancellations,” ahead.

3. Outline
Section #’s & Names: Page #’s:
1 Introduction to the series . 1
2 Introduction to this paper 2
3 Outline . 2
4 Notation 5
5 N = 1 design examples, including optimal designs 9
6 N = 2 design examples, including optimal designs . . . . . . . . . . . .. 12
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Fig. 1. The upper 3D plot of the example IMSPE of Section 1 is shown as a function of the coordinates of
x1, with the abscissa running from left to right, along the plot’s obvious base. The region of the origin’s
essential discontinuity, which is magnified in the lower-left-hand plot, is comprised of the global
minimum at the origin, along a rift valley running along the ordinate; as well as a mild local maximum at
the origin, along a high-lying ridge running along the abscissa. Moving along the abscissa and away from
the origin, the IMSPE has mild minima at x5 ; = £0.3675 ---. The two other essential discontinuities are
evident in the upper plot, where the locus of the movable point coincides with either of the two fixed
design points, [+0.767117,0.0]. The essential discontinuity on the upper plot’s right-hand side, which is
magnified in the lower-right-hand plot, is comprised of the following: (i) a highest point, IMSPE =
0.0001068 --+, which lies along both a mildly rising ridge along the abscissa and a very strong minimum
parallel with the ordinate; (ii) a lowest point that is the common maximum of two paths crossing at an
acute angle; and (iii) other paths passing through the singularity at intermediate heights. The essential
discontinuity on the upper plot’s left-hand side is symmetric to the one on that plot’s right-hand side.
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4. Notation

Our starting point is Eq. 2.9 of the Y1989 Sacks, Schiller, and Welch paper [6], Eq. 4.1, below. A brief
summary of the notation is provided in this section.

Symbols for vectors and matrices are bolded, as are headings of tables.

Response and covariance functions: The response, Y (x), is a assumed to be a Gaussian process over a d-
dimensional design domain, via Y(x) = B, + Z(x), where S8, is a constant, and the covariance of Z(x)
depends upon only pairwise distances between points, via a real, symmetric matrix V chosen from one of
the four covariance functions given in Table 4.1, below, where we have drawn from Table 4.1 of [7] and

defined Qx = 6 (x;x — xj_k)2 and Qy = 0, (xip — xk)z. 0 is a dx1 vector of positive covariance hyper-
parameters.

Detail on covariance functions is available in Rasmussen and Williams [8], and emphasis is placed on the
Matérn class in Stein [9].

Correlation-
function
class

Continuity

2 2
class Vij/o; Vik/0;

Exponential

co o~ =1 Oklxik—xx| o~ =1 Oklxik—xk]
power

Matérn ct s (1 + 305 ) % s (1430, ) eV

Matérn My (1450 +22) eV | Mg, (1+1/50, +%)3_\/5_@k

Matérn

Matérn long expression long expression

Matérn

Exponential p=2

. -3 O (xik—xjk) ~ 3l O (xik—xi)”
power (Gaussian) e~ it Oklxui=) e~ it o)

Table 4.1. For the set of correlation-function classes [exponential power with parameter
p = 1; Matérn with parameter v = 3/2; Matérn with parameter v = 5/2; exponential power with
parameter p = 2, also known as Gaussian] this table gives the continuity class for each, as well as
expressions for the normalized elements of the correlation matrix Vi,j/Gzz and the quantities v; /o7

defined in Appendix C. Nota bene: In the right-most column, the Q,, have accent marks.



Ref. 6 prescribes a search for the design that minimizes the integrated mean-squared prediction error,
IMSPE, over all possible N-point designs, as

IMSPE, = o4 min[1 — tr(L™'R)], (4.1)
wN

where real, symmetric matrices L and R are defined as follows:
1 ves 1 \
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|
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R=— dx,dx, -+~ dx4, Where
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| v, v, e vh

xx, k=1.2,-,d are the coordinates of the design domain; x; = (x;1,%;2,**, % q), i =12-n
are the design points; and the indices i and j of the twin points, if a pair is present, are assigned to the
largest values, viz. n — 1 and n.

The integrals in R are given in Appendix C and summarized in Tables 4.2 and 4.3, immediately below,
where the row and column indices of R run from 0 through n, whereas the first indices of the design
points run from 1 through n.

SMS: Throughout this paper, the initials “SMS” stand for symbolic-manipulation software [10].

Without loss of generality, the factor 62 has been set to unity in subsequent equations of this paper.
Reconstitution of any of L, V,R or the IMSPE is straightforward, using the definitions, above,
although readers should be aware that matrices L and R are defined as dimensionally
inhomogeneous.
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Table 4.2. For the class parameters [p = 1,v = 3/2,v = 5/2,p = 2], this table gives
the Appendix-C equation number for the corresponding matrix elements
Ry; 1 <i < n,aswellas the expressions for these elements.



1<ij<n
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Table 4.3. For the set of class parameters [p = 1,v = 3/2,v = 5/2,p = 2], this table
gives the Appendix-C equation number for the corresponding matrix elements
Rij 1<1ij<n, as well as the expressions for these elements, unless such
expression is too long to be reasonable written here, in which case “MRSE” appears.
MRSE stands for “machine-readable symbolic expression.”



5. N = 1 design examples, including optimal designs

The IMSPE’s for designs with d =1 and n =1 are given in Table 5.1, below, which also lists the
corresponding appendix where each formula is developed, as well as noting that each optimal design is a
central point.

Correlation- Optimal
function . IMSPE formula design:
parameter [x1]

1 —e Ycosh(6x,)
p=1 . 1 [0]

+1— e—\/ﬁ (1-x4)

230 _m (1 + xl)e_‘/3_9(1+x1)
+(1 — x;)e V30 1-x)

) [ 1 — V30 (1+x1)]\|

|
/

3 1-— e—@ (1+x1)_
— e_@ (1—X1)_

1 —V/50 (14x4)]
L _5@ ( + xl)e
6vV560 +(1 — xy)e V30 —x1) |
g (1 + xl)ze—\/s_e (14+x1)]

+(1 — x1)%e V58 1-x0)
[T erf[ﬁ(l + xﬂ]})
’ (1 166 {+erf[ﬁ (1= )]

Table 5.1. For each of four correlation-function class parameters, this table gives the equation number
for the corresponding IMSPE, as well as the optimal design, which is a perfectly centered point, in
each case.




Plots of IMSPE vs. x,, parameterized by 6, are given in Fig. 5.1, below. That x; = 0 is the optimal
design, for the exponential covariance function and any constant 8 > 0, is demonstrated by setting the
derivative of IMSPE with respect to x; to zero, solving for the value of x;, and confirming that the

second derivative of IMSPE at this point is positive, as follows: dIMSPE _ 2e 9sinh(6x,) = 0 has

dxq

= 20e % cosh(6x,)| =20e7% >0, for 6 > 0. Similar
x,=0

d*IMSPE

dx,? X,=0
demonstrations of the optimal designs for the Matérn- and Gaussian-covariance cases are left to the
reader.

unique solution x; = 0, and

A just slightly more sophisticated demonstration that the optimal designs are always x; = 0 follows by
noting IMSPE = 2 (1 - %f_ll vldxl), as in Eq. L.1. This demonstration is again left as an exercise.
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Fig. 5.1. For each of four correlation-function class parameters, given as column headings, this figure shows plots of IMSPE vs. the location of the
singleton design point x;, parameterized by 6. The vertical scale is linear (resp., logarithmic) in the upper (lower) row of plots.



6. N = 2 design examples, including optimal designs

The IMSPE formulas for designs with [d,n] = [1,2] are given in Table 6.1, below, which also lists the
equation number in the appendices for each formula. As demonstrated graphically in Fig. 6.1, below, each
optimal design is a pair of points symmetrically disposed about the center of the design domain, with the
coordinates of the points all falling roughly in the central three-fifths of the design domain. The numerical
ranges of the design points are noted in the right-most column of Table 6.1. Plots of the IMSPE, vs. x,
and parameterized by 6, are given in Fig. 6.2, below, which also demonstrates the lowest-degree
discontinuous derivative of the IMSPE for each correlation-function-class parameter, as discussed by
Stein [9].

Optimal design:
Cov. [xl,xz = —x1]

function . IMSPE formula
param. Range of x;'s for
0.01<6<100

3+ e—9|x1—x2|
2

e~ Ozl _ 020 co5h[0 (xy + x,)] + O]x; — x| OP¥17%2

* 201 — e-0Pi—xal)

0.35 < |x,| < 0.60
1—e fcosh(x;) 1—e ?%cosh(20x,)

9 246(1 — e-0Fa-x2l)

1—e9osh(x,) 1-—e 2%cosh(20x,)
] C40(1 — e fnal)

LSAE 0.42 < |x;| < 0.59

LSAE 0.41 < |x;] < 0.58

LSAE 0.42 < |x;| < 0.58

Table 6.1. For each of four correlation-function class parameters, this table gives the equation number for,
and expression of, the corresponding IMSPE formula, as well as the range of coordinate values, x, of the
two-point optimal designs. When the IMSPE formula is too long to fit the table, “LSAE” appears. LSAE
stands for “long symbolic-algebra expression.”
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6 =0.01

6 =1.00

6 =100

Fig. 6.1. For each of four correlation-function class parameters, given as column headings, this figure shows rainbow-coded hue plots of IMSPE
vs. design-point locations, with x,; as abscissa and x, as ordinate, for various 6. The global minima, denoted by paired, small red regions, always
occur on upper-left-to-lower-right diagonals. The figure demonstrates putatively that all the [d, n] = [1,2] optimal designs are symmetric.
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Fig. 6.2. For each of four correlation-function class parameters, given as column headings, this figure shows plots of IMSPE, parameterized by 6,
vs. location of one of the symmetrically disposed design points, x;. The vertical scale is linear (resp., log) in the upper (resp., lower) row of plots.
In the upper-row sub-plot with 8 =1 and p =1 (resp., v = 3/2, v =5/2), colored lines are extrapolations at fixed first (resp., 2’nd, 3’rd)
derivative of the IMSPE from the origin, demonstrating discontinuous first; (resp., 2’nd, 3’rd) derivatives of the IMSPE. Dots in the lower plots
show the loci of the minima of the curves, demonstrating that no optimal-design point is near the design-domain boundary.



We now demonstrate a simple technique for exploring whether any of the p = 2 optimal designs are twin-
point designs. From Eq. R.3.2, we have the following Taylor-series expansion for IMSPE:

-2
2
[ . [ @smoeen] ([ oo
*s 2
(1 = x)e 2000 + E + g 1- xt)z] (1 — x)e 200-x0?

IMSPE = ‘ _JE{ erf[V O (1+ xt)]} + (1 + x,)e-00+x0? 65% + 0(625*)
46 +erf[\/7(1 — xt)] [+(1 _ xt)e‘e(l_"f)z]

_\/Z{ eTf[m(l + Xt)]} - erf[m(l + xt)]
1289 (+erf[vV20(1 — x,)] _*’%{ﬂarf[m(l — xt)]}
= IMSPE|s5_0 + w—jj’f 062+ 0(675%).

Optimal-design searches for this problem always yield designs symmetric about the origin, as shown
graphically in Fig. 6.1, above, so x, = 0, and thus the value of the optimal design /MSPEy is given by the
following quadratic expression, for small v66:

e—29

IMSPEg = 2 + —— ~ \Eerf(\/é) ~ |5z erf(v20)

+ [—2 +(G+2)e 20 + 270 - \/%erf(\/ﬁ)] 952 + 0(025%). (6.1)

3

The following plot shows the term in square brackets of Eq. 6.1 is always negative, leading to the
conclusion there can be no global minimum of IMSPE for two proximal design points, thus ruling out twin-
point optimal designs for the case [d, n, p] = [1,2,2].

r —,D

0.001 0.01 0.1 10 100 1000

-5

Fig. 6.3. The second term (ST) of the Taylor-series expansion is plotted,
versus O, in this figure. ST is always negative, which supports the
conclusion that there are no twin-point designs for [d, n, p] = [1,2,2].
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7. Attributes of the optimal designs

7.1 Optimal designs with [d, n,p] = [any, 1, any]

For fixed vector @ comprised of all positive elements, simple extensions of Eq. L.1 show IMSPE =

. . . .. d(IMSPE dR . .
2(1 — Ry,). An optimal design will be centered if (dx i -+ =0 has a unique solution at the
1 1
: . d*(IMSPE dR . .
center of the design domain and (—2) =-2—-2 > 0. For exponential covariance,
dxy x, center dxy X, center

_,-0
1me "cosh(6x1) tor which we saw, in Section 5, the optimal design was a centered

]
L)l/Z{ erf[V O (1+xy)]
166 +erf[V O (1 —xy)]

Section 5, the optimal design was, again, a centered point. Extensions to other covariance functions, such
as those of the Matérn class, are left to the reader.

|e P = 1, RO,l =

point. For Gaussian covariance, i.e. p = 2, Ro1 = ( },for which we saw, in

7.2 A possible centering effect

A notable attribute of the N = 1 optimal designs of Section 5 is the central location, within their common
design domain, of their singleton points. This may indicate a centering effect for optimal-design points,
even for problems with N > 1.

7.3 Designs are not required to include boundary points

IMSPE-optimal designs for [d,n,p] = [1,2,any] do not include boundary points, in contrast with the
mistaken notion that designs for [d, n, p] = [1,2,2] must be points on the boundary, as expressed in Thm.
4.2 of [11]. We identified the problem as a conflation of an informal rule-of-thumb in Sub-section 3.1 of
[11] with a rigorous mathematical statement.

8. Summary and concluding comment

This paper provides a detailed algebraic basis for future research on clustered designs, under a variety of
correlation functions, as well as the beginning of a basis for the development of the concept of the Nu-
class of low-degree-truncated rational functions.

Q. Research reproducibility

We support the recommendations of ICERM’s Workshop on Reproducibility in Computational and
Experimental Mathematics Workshop [13]. In addition to the extensive appendices in this paper, all other
data, figure-generation files, and SMS codes used in this research are available to responsible parties from
the author at selden_crary (at) yahoo (dot) com.

10.  Revision history

V/2: On Page 6, the top row of the definition of matrix L was corrected. Sec. 9 on research reproducibility
was added. Appendix H was rewritten to discuss the removable singularity in the SMS result.

V3: In each of Table 4.2, Table 5.1, and Eq. B.7, a “6” was corrected to a “2” in expressions for the case
v = 3/2. In Appendix C, the second line was corrected to take into account all cases of p and v, and two
missing summation symbols were added for each of the two Matérn cases.

V4: Major changes were made to Sec. R.5. Ref. 6 was corrected. “Generalized” was added to the title.
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Appendix A. Matrix identities

Al: The trace of the product of n x n (n > 1) matrices A and B, with B symmetric, equals the sum of
their element-by-element products, i.e. tr(AB) = ¥'j-; A; jB; ; - (A1)

Demonstration: tT'(AB) = tT(Z}:L:l Ai,ij,k) = 2?21 Z?:lAi,ij,i = 2{321 Ai,jBi,j .

a b c
A2: The inverse of the symmetric 3x3 matrix A= [b d e] is given by the following, which was
c e f
generated via SMS:
df—62 -bf+ce be—cd
- 1
A7l = det(d) -bf+ce af—02 -~ae+bc |, where (4) = adf—ae2 —b2f+2bce—c2d.

be—cd -ae+bc ad—b2
(A.2)

Appendix B. Basic exponential-, Matérn-, and Gaussian-correlation
integrals

For —1 < a < b < 1, we have the following ten basic integrals:

Exponential-covariance-function class, exponential-covariance sub-class, as detailed in Appendices D
and E:

1-e~%cosh(8a)

1,01 _ —
L=-[e Ola=x| gy = - (B.1)
_p—ba__,-0(1-a)
J, = fol e—0la=x| gy — Ze+ (B.2)
_ 11 —a(la—xl+Ib-x]) g, — € 0" -e"* coshif(a+b)] | (b-a)e 0"
IZ_Zf_le a=x|+b=x) gy = — + - : (B.3)
-6(b-a)_ ,—6(a+b)__,—-60(2—a-b)
J, = fol e—(a=x|+b=x]) 7, — 28 ¢ — ¢ + (b — @)e 0®-a) (B.4)

Exponential-covariance-function class, Gaussian-covariance sub-class, as detailed in Appendices F and
G:

101 _ga-n? g _ | erf[\/5(1+a)]}
I;=2[ e dx \/;{ﬂzrf[\/é(l o) (B.5)

erf [V26 1+%2 —6(a—b)?
= L ol 07 gy = Jie +erf% JZ_HE . _bﬂ e (B.6)

Matérn-covariance-function class, parameter 3/2 sub-class, as detailed in Appendices H and I:
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Iy = %f_ll [1 +/360(a — x)? ] e V300 gy

1 [1 —e~V30 (1+a)] (1+ a)e—\/@ (1+a)
=—2 — V36 B.7
2v360 + [1 _ e—\/@u—a)] {+(1 _ a)e—\/@(l—a)} (B.7)
Iy = %f_ll [1 +/36(a — x)? ] [1 +4/36(b — x)? ] e~V30l@-0)%+0-07% gy
= long expression given as Eq.1.1. (B.8)

Matérn-covariance-function class, parameter 5/2 subclass, as detailed in Appendices J and K:

I, = [1 +/50(a —x)? + M eV50(@—0)? gy
_ ,—V50 (1+a) [ -V56 (1+a) 2,-V56 (1+a)
=L lg| 1-e V| _syzg| (1t _gg| (e . (B9
6V50 " |41 — g~V50 (1-a) | +(1 — q)e~V50 1-a) +(1 - a)2e V30 -a)
a2
Iy = [1 +4/560(a —x)% + M [1 +/50(b —x)? + W] eV50la—)2+(-x)] gy
= long expression givenas Eq.K.1 . (B.10)

Appendix C. Integrals that appear in matrix R

From integrals I, through Ig, as well as integrals /; and J,, all of which were defined in Appendix B; and
using the definitions for v;, /o7 given in Table 4.1, but, going forward, with the hyper-parameter o7
suppressed; we have the following ten integrals that appear in matrix R, for the examples in this paper.
Absolute value symbols appear in some cases, to overcome Appendix B’s overly restrictive assumption,
—1 < a < b < 1. N.B.: Careful attention must be given to the use of absolute values in the generation of
machine-readable symbolic expressions for I, (x;, x;; @) and I, ¢(x;, x;; 8). Maple input and output code
is available from the author for these moderately complex integrals. Throughout this section, the indices i
and j each run from 1 through n, and the index k runs from 1 through d.

Exponential-covariance-function class, exponential-covariance sub-class, and making use of Egs. B.1-
B.4:

1 1 1 1
Iy(x;; 0) = z_df—1 f_l f_l Uy dxpdx; - dxg

= z_df—l f—l ee f_le_2k=19k|xl,k Xk| dxldxz vee dxd

_e 0 .
_ H%:l 1-e7% C:Sh(ekxl,k) . 1)
k
11 1 d 2 — e Ok¥ik _ e—9k(1—xi,k)
Jo(xi;6) = fo fo fo Vi dx1dxy - dxg = [li=4 o . (C2)

1 01 1 1
IlO(xi: Xj; 9) = Z—df_l f_1 f_l Vg Vjrdx dx; - dxg
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—6k|xi,k—xj'k|_ —26k nle X C s _9k|xi.k_xjrk|
_ e 1{e e 7?0k cosh[Ox(xiwtxjn)] | ik x,,k|e2 } (C.3)

20y

1,1 1
]10(xi,x]'; 9) = fO fo fo Vik Uj,kdx1dxz"'dxd

2e‘9k|"i,k"‘i.k| - e‘gk("i.k’f"j.k) _ e_ek(z_xi,k'xj,k)

20

= Hﬁ:1[ + %k — x| e—elxi,k—x,-,k|] . (C4)

Exponential-covariance-function class, Gaussian-covariance sub-class, and making use of Egs. B.5 and
B.6:

1 1 1 1
I11(x;; 6) = z—df_l f—1"'f_1vi,k dx,dx, - dxg

1 1 _yd 9 (xir—x)
:2_d lf—l.“f—le z:k=1 k(xl,k xk) dxldxz...dxd

_ra [ erflVe(1+ xi,k)]}
= [lie=1 169k{+erf[\/9_k(1—xi,k)] . (C5)
I1z(xi; Xj; 9) = Zidf_ll f_ll f_ll Vg Vjrdx1dxy - dxg

=% f_ f_ f_ = iten O] s+ () ]dxldxz o dxg
_ — erf [\/ﬁ(l + w)] 0 (xikxj1)
- Hﬁ:l\/; +erf [\/ﬁ( x1k+x1 k)] € ’ ' (C.6)

Matérn-covariance-function class, parameter 3/2 sub-class, and making use of Egs. B.7 and B.8:

1 1 (1 1
I13(x;; 0) Ez_df—1f—1"'f_1vi,k dxydxy - dxg
1 1 1 1 2| =365 (xik—x1)’
:ﬁf_lf_l'.'f_l{nﬁ=1[1+\/39k(xi,k—xk) ]e m}dxldxz'“dxd

2 [ 1 _ e—m (1+xi,k)
41— o~/ (-
(14 xi.)e” V30 (1+x) ] (- (C.7)
_|_(1 — X k)e V36 (1- xlk)]}

1
30y

= Hﬁ 1% /30,
k_\/B_gk

1 01 1 1
114(xi: Xj; 9) = Z—df_l f—1 f_l Vg Vjdx1dx; - dxg
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[1 + \/39k(xi’k - xk)z
. [1 + \/39]{(36]"]( — xk)z

e _J 361 | Ceije—20ic)+ (=)

101 1 1
=2_¢7lf—1f—1"'f—1 [Mi=1 5 dx dx, - dxg

7

Matérn-covariance-function class, parameter 5/2 subclass, and making use of Egs. B.9 and B.10:

K

= a machine — readable symbolic expression. (C.8)

1 r1 1 1
IlS(xi; 0) = Z_df—l f—l f—l Vik dxldXZ dxd

] ¢ T SOk(xik—t) } dx,dx, - dxg

2 50, (% —xk)’
= Zidf_ll f_11 f_ll {Hﬁﬂ [1 + \/SGk(xi,k —x.)" + M

[1 — e—V/56k (1+xi,k)]
+ [1 — e™V50% (1_"“‘)]

59 (1 + xi'k)e_m (1+xi,k)
“ +(1- xl-,k)e_*/STk (1)
—sek{

(1+ xi,k)ze‘\/E(Hxi,k)}
1 1 (1 1
Ilé(xi: Xj; 9) = z_df—l f—l f—l Vik vj,kdxldxz dxd

8

1
= Hg=1m (C.9)

}

+(1 = x4 e/ 05

I
= Zidf_ll f_ll f_ll Hﬁ:ll <

\

)’ D
[1+\/59k(xi'k—xk)2 +—59k(xL§ xk) ]

2
. [1 + \/SHR(X]-,R - Xk)z + —Sgk(xj’;_xk) ]

: e_\/ 50| (eie—xi)” + (=) | y

= a machine — readable symbolic expression .

|
> |dx1dx2---dxd.

(C.10)

Appendix D. Hand and SMS algebra evaluating integrals I; and J

Hand algebra:

L(a) = %f_ll e=0la=xl gy = %

Ji(a) = fole_9|a_x| dx =

[ f—a1 e—9(a—x) dx ]

|+ fal e 0(x-a) dx|

[ J'an—e(a—x) dx ]

[+ fal e 0(x-a) dx|

1— e—e(a+1) ]

1
i P

_1 1_6—9a

T 0 |G- 4 1] T 6

1-e~%cosh(6a)

_ Z_e—Ga_e—G(l—a)

(D.1)

(D.2)
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SMS algebra: Maple inputs and outputs, finished with hand algebra, follow:

> I1:=(1/2)*int (exp (-theta*abs(a-x)),x=-1..1) assuming -1<a
assuming a<l;

1 (_1_629a+2ea6+6)e—a9—9
11 =—
2 0

_ [_1_626a+266(1+a)]e—6(1+a) _ —e—0+a)_p20a,-6(1+a) 4o _ —e—0+a) _p,-0(1-a) 4o _ 1—6_9C05h(9a)

20 - 26 20 - 0 ’
which matches Eq. D.1 exactly.

> Jl:=int (exp(-theta*abs(a-x)),x=0..1) assuming 0<a assuming
a<l;

2a0—6 0 -0
Jp:(—l—ea +Zeﬂe ¢
0
(_1_ezea—0+2€0a)e—9a _e—Ha_eZHa—He—6a+ZeBae—Ha _e—é)a_eé)a—0+2 Z_e—ea_e—é)(l—a)
- 9 - 9 - 9 - 9 '

which matches Eq. D.2 exactly.

Appendix E.  Hand and SMS algebra evaluating integrals I, and J,
Hand algebra:

Iy(a,b) = %f e 0Ua=xl+b=x]) gy

1{ e0La=0+b=0)] gy 1. [P g=0lx-)+b0=0)] gy 4 [ o=6l(x-a)+(x-D) dx}
2
=%[ —9(a+b 2X) dx+f e —-6(b-a) dx+f e -08(2x—a-b) dx]

1 —G(b a) —-0(2+a+b) —0(b—-a) e—9(2—a—b) e—H(b—a)

E[ s t(b—ae T T ]

_ % [e—G(b—a) — e~ 0@2+a+b) 26(b — a)e—G(b—a) _ e—0(-a-b) e—g(b—a)]
= ﬁ{Z[l +0(b—a)]e -2 e—ze[e—e(a+b) n eB(a+b)]}

= i@ [1+6(b—a)]e ®P~® — ¢=20cosh[0(a + b)]}

e 00-D_o=20 co5n[0(a+b)] , (b—a)e -
- - TR LA E.1)
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Ja(a,b) = [ e fUaxl+b=xD gy
- foa e~Ol@D+B-D] gy 4. [ e~0lx= @+ gy 4 fb1 e~ Olx-a)+(x-Db)] g,
a

_ (2 _-6(a+b-2x) b _6(b-a) 1 _—6(2x-a-b)
= [, e P2 dx + [ e Ddx + [ e a=P dx

e~ 0-a) e—0(a+b)

_ _ _ —6(b-a) _
== 5 +(b—a)e

e—0(2-a-b) e~ 0(b-a)

20 + 20

2¢—0(b—-a)_,-0(a+b)_,-60(2-a-b)

= 5 + (b —a)e -2 (E.2)

SMS algebra: Maple inputs and outputs, finished with hand algebra, follow:

> I2:=(1/2)*int (exp (-theta* (abs (a-x) +abs (b-x))),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

0(-b+a -b+a

1 2¢ Jag—2¢d ¢ Y ho+e |
4 0

a+2+b)6 (a—2+b)0 0 (-b+a)

+e —2e

_[Zage—e(b—a)_Zbge—0(b—a)+e—9(2+a+b)+e—6(2—a—b)_26—6(b—a)]
460

Zg(b_a)e—e(b—a)_e—ze[8—9(a+b)+39(a+b)]+23—9(b—a)
40

e~ 0b-a) _o=20 c55h[0(a+b)] n (b-a)e~90b-a

)
o , Which matches Eq. E.1 exactly.

> J2:=int (exp (-theta* (abs(a-x)+tabs(b-x))),x=0..1) assuming 0<a
assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming 0<b assuming b<l;

0(-b+a -b+a -(a+b)6 (a—2+b)9_269(—b+a)

1 2e Jag—2¢d ¢ ' ho+e
2 0

+e

_Zage—e(b—a)+2b96—6(b—a)_6—9(a+b)_e—e(z—a—b)_I_Ze—G(b—a)
20

23—9(b—a) _3—9(a+b) _e—H(Z—a—b)

= ” + (b — a)e~?®-®) \which matches Eq. E.2 exactly.

Appendix F.  Hand and SMS algebra evaluating integral I;
Hand algebra:

From Dwight 590 [12], erf(x) = j_;ftio et dt, the integrand of which is an even function of t, we
have

erf(x) = \/iﬁftx:_x e~t* dt , which is an odd function of x. Changing variables via t = v/0(a — %) gives
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erf(x) = \/%ff_:;_xx//\/fae_g(a_md’? Thus, erf[vB(1 + )] = \/gf}=_1e—9(a—f)zdf' and

erf[Vo(1-a)] = \/gf}:f”a e~9@=D*g% Summing these last two equations and dropping the

dummy tildes gives the following:
\/Z{ erf[x/@(l +a)] }
160 (+erf[vVO(1 — a)]

_1rt -6(a—x)? 1-2a -8(a-x)2 7..]
=-|/.-_,e de+ [ _" . ,.e dx|

[ 1 -0(a-x)? -1 -0(a—x)? 4..]
IX=—1 € dx + fx=—1+2a € dx

, where the 2’nd and 4’th terms cancel,

NI

1 ()2 1-2a  _p(g-sx)?
_+fx=_le (a—x) dx+fx=1 e 0a—x) dx |
= 1f1_ e=0@=% gy Thus,

2Jx=-1

_1.1 o= g _ [ erf[\/§(1+a)]}
I3(a) N dx \/;{+erf[\/§(1 ol (F.1)

SMS algebra: Maple input and output, finished with hand algebra, that agree with Eq. F.1, follow:

> I3:=(1/2)*int (exp (-theta* (a-x)"2),x=-1..1);

o L (a0 +/0d) +ef(-/0 +/04)
! Jo

(1 +
= /L{ erf[Vo( + )] },which uses the fact that erf (x) is an odd function of its argument.
169 (+erf[vVO(1 — a)]

Appendix G. Hand and SMS algebra evaluating integral 1,

Hand algebra is left as an exercise for the reader. N.B.: erf(x) is an odd function of its argument. The
result, Eq. G, agrees with the SMS algebra, below:

a+b
=111 o-0[@0*+b-0?%] g = [ erf [m (1 " T)] M
I,(a,b) 5 f_l e b dx \/;{+erf [m (1 ~ aTH’)] e : (G.1)

SMS algebra: Maple input and output that agree, by inspection, with Eq. G.1, follow:

> T4:=(1/2)*int (exp (-theta* ( (a-x) "2+ (b-x)"2)) ,x==-1..1);
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Ltk | 2 \,"(E /)) + erf

Appendix H.  Hand and SMS algebra evaluating integral I

Hand algebra: For —1 < a < 1, and using the definition of Q5 ,, from Sec. 4:
1 - —
Iy = %f_l [1 +/36(a — x)? ] e V3002 gy
::%ff1b'+ 39(a——x)z]e_\/?"g(a_x)2 dx—l—%j;[l-I-w/3¢9(a——x)z]e_\/3‘9(‘1_x)2 dx .

Change variables: for x < a, ¥ = /36 (a — x), which gives d¥ = —/368dx, and
for x > a, ¥ =30 (x — a), which gives d¥ = +/36dx. Then,

\/_(1 ) =\ —% 3=
Is=— N_fx 735 aea(1 + De xdx+2rf Y(1+X)e *dX.
Then, by Dwight 565.2 and 567.1 [12],

%=v30 (1-a)
ts = =g (1 7 = D1 Ty {1+ (2= )] Y5 )
o ({1 + G2 = Dl o HIE 1+ (E = Dle ) 5 )

—~ _—%110 =~ _x1°
%{[(2 + Xe x]|@(1+a)+[(2 +x)e x]|m(1_a)}

_ Y [4_9,-301+a) _ 9,—V360 (1-a) _ —V36 (1+a) _ _ —V/36 (1-a)
=575 |4 — 2e 2e V30 (1 + a)e V36 (1 —a)e ]
[1 _ e—\/@(ua)] \
2
_ »,—V30 (1-a)
=ﬁ +[1 € ] I. (Hand-algebra result) (H.2)
1+ a)e V30 (+a)
V30 { (
+(1 —a)e V30 (1-0)
SMS algebra:
> Q:=3*theta* ((a-x)"2);
> IbSMaple:=(1/2)*int ((1+sgrt (Q)) *exp (-sqgrt (Q)),x=-1..1) assuming

-1<a assuming a<l1;

0:=36(a—x)?
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'_i_ ,'_l_
—A 3L U(l+ B\v‘e_L]-)\/gL'\ﬂu+\9‘l3e3
3 Il— f—_ Y N "— |I— EY
_ 249 ’e“"""'+"B‘3¢1+126\"e"‘"0"+"0"uz
2300 172 2/3J0a 3 772 2/3 /0 a 4
1802 @V3V0a, 1gg'? 2V3 V00 3 gg72 20304

+3/3 8V pg72 20T 0, g 7l 2T V0a
_gg" 2 VI VRa 2 4 3/3 a0 -9/3 64 Lq\[—e (I’LQ\/—G a
—90"?—36"2 426" — 002 2TVO L 186" 0 — 36"
+180 22 —90" " a* +20"¢
— 42 lTAOBHSONT . 1o 2 JT(OH/OIT _g 3 )
eVIV0a=VOST) /(5 /3 +30a+36) (VB V3 +304a
-30) (Jo y3 —30a+30)J0)

A slight clipping of 82, on the right-hand side of the fourth row of the 15Maple, above, is of no concern.

The denominator of the SMS result, above, contains the following three factors: D; = /360 + 36(1 + a),

D, =36 +36(1 —a), and D; =+/36 —36(1 — a), the first two of which are non-zero over the
domain of interest, viz. —1 < a < 1. However, D5 can be zero in this domain. We will comment on this
possibly zero denominator, at the conclusion of this section. For now, we expand symbolically the
product D, D, D5, as follows:

D,D,D; = [(36)Y/2 + 36 + 30a][(36)'/% + 30 — 30a][(360)/% — 36 + 304]

[36 + (360)% — (36)2a? + 2(36)%/2][(30)/% — 36 + 3604]

(36)%/% + (30)°/? — (30)%/2a? + 2(360)?
—(30)% — (30)3 + (30)3a? — 2(360)%/% |, where colors denote collectible terms,
+(36)%a + (30)3a — (30)3a3 + 2(36)%/2a

26



(33)3/2
+(36)*(1+ a)
+(360)5/2(=1 4 2a — a?)
+(36)3(-1+a+a? - a3)J

The above SMS result, typeset while maintaining the order of the terms, noting well the correct
order in the denominator, i.e. D, D;D,, is the following:

V362ae?V30a 4 15y303qe2V30a _ 3,/393q2¢2V30a _ 3/3933¢2V30a
_12\/§93ae\@(1+a) _4\/_92ae\/_(1+a) + 12\/—9361 e\/_(1+a)

—12v/363a2eV300+0) 1 31392 — 44/392V300+0) ¢ 124/393¢ V3001 +a)
_3e~V300+a) | _9405/24V30(1+a) 4 1295/242,V30(1+a) 4 1807/2402V30 _ 1897/2432V30a

2D, D3D,V0 +907/2¢4 2\/_a+3\/_92 2‘/_a+1295/2ae2‘/_a 94/303¢ 2v30a

—965/2a%e2V39% + 3\/30%a — 9v303a® + 9V363a? + 9V36%a — 967/% — 365/
+263/2 — 997/22V39 1 1895/2q — 395/2a% + 1807/2a® — 967/2a*

| +203/2¢ 2v30a _ 305/2¢ 2v30a _ 403/2¢ \/_(1+a)+1295/2 V30(1+a) _ 9363 |

15=

We now organize vertically the terms of the ultimate equation by their exponential factor, viz. one of
e~V30(1+a) o=V30(1-a) or ynity, as follows:

33672 + 3v30%a — 9W30%a® + 930%a? \
_eV30(1+a) +9v36%a — 907/2 — 305/% 4 26°/
+1805/2q — 395/242 +1867/2a% — 907/2q*
~9V363

a-+ a— a” — a

5 V362a + 15v36%a — 3v3603%a? — 3v3603%a3

s = 300,038 | _p—v38-a) | +1867/2a — 18607/2a% + 967/2a* + 37367
+120%/2a — 9v360% — 905/2q% — 997/2

+263%/2 —305/2
12+/3603%a + 4v/36%a — 124/363a® + 12+/363a?
+|  +4v3602 — 12+/363 + 24605/2q — 1265/242
+46%/2 — 1265/2

Multiplying terms in the square bracket by 3+/3 and dividing overall by the same quantity gives the
following:
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2760% + 2760%a — 8163a3 + 8163a?
_o—V30(1+a) +816%a — 27v307/2 — 9365/ + 61/393/2
+544/30°%/2q — 9v/3605/2a2 + 54~/307/2a% — 27/307/2a*
—8163
=3 962a + 13563a — 2763%a? — 2763a®
>~ 2D,D,D;V0 _e~V381-a) /+54\/§97/2a —544/307/2a3 + 27+/307/2a* + 2762
+36v/305/2a — 8103 — 27+/305/2a2 — 27/307/2 /
+61/303/2 — 94/395/2
( 108603a + 3660%a — 10863a® + 10863a? + 3662 )
—10863 + 72v/360°%/2a — 361/360°/2a2 + 12/303/%2 — 36+/365/2) ]

Then, organizing further by powers of (36)1/2 gives the final SMS result:

(36)3/22 ]
» +(36)?(3 + 3a)
—e~GOTAra) L _(30)5/2(1 — 6a + a?) |
—(36)3(3 —3a —3a% + 3a®)
—(30)7/2(1 — 2a?% + a*)
(36)3/22 1
" +(36)2(3 + a) |
Is = 200,038 | —e-(36)V2(1-a) —(30)5/2(1  4a + 3a2) . (SMS-algebra result) (H.2)
—(36)3(3—-5a+a?*+a? |
—(36)7/2(1 = 2a + 2a% — a®)]
(36)3/24
+(30)%(4 + 4a)
—(36)%/2(4 — 8a + a?)
|—(30)3(4 — 4a — 4a® + 4a®)] |

Reconciliation of hand-algebra result, Eq. H.1, with SMS-algebra result, Eq. H2: We now show the
hand-algebra result, Eq. H.1, matches the SMS-algebra result, Eq. H.2. The former equation may be
rearranged as follows:

[ _@e)? (1+a)[ 2
) ! € +(30)1/2(1 + a)
15 = — 1/2 (4_ 2 .
756 ) —o-GOV2 (1 a)[
2SO e +(36)Y2(1 - a) J

+4

We symbolically multiply and divide the ultimate equation by the product D,D,D5, cognizant that Ds
may be zero, to obtain the following:

[ -36)%2 (1+a)[ 2 \
¢ +(39)1/2(1+a) L

_ [(39)1/2+39+39a][(39)1/2+39—36a][(36)1/2—36+36a]J

Is = 2(30)1/2D, D, D, —e—(30)¥2 (1-a) [

+(39)1/2(1 — a) J
+4

28



1

~ 2(36)1/2D,D,D4

1

- 2(36)Y/2D,D,Dy

1

= 2(36)Y/2D,D,D;

(36)3/2

(-
+(30)2(1 + a) |{
—(30)%2(1 — 2a + a?) J —e~V30(1-a)
-(36)3(1—a—a?+a3)l |

e~ (B0 (1+a) J

—e—3BOY2(1-a) }

\

—e— 3OV (1+a) )

—e—3B0Y2 (1-a) }

+4

p

\

- +a 2
eV WB@“%1+@%

2
(39)1/2(1 - a)]
4 )

(36)3/2 1)
+(36)?(1+ a)
—(36)%/2(1 — 2a + a?)
[—(30)3(1 —a — a? + a3)]
(39)3/2
+(30)%2(1 +a)
—(30)%/2(1 — 2a + a?)
[—(30)3(1 —a — a? + a®).
(39)3/2
+(36)%(1+ a)
—(36)%/2(1 — 2a + a?)
[—(36)3(1 — a — a? + a3).
(39)3/2
+(30)%2(1 + a)
—(36)%/2(1 = 2a + a?)
[—(30)3(1 —a — a? + a3)]

(39)3/2
+(30)?(1 +a)
—(360)5/2(1 — 2a + a?)
[—(36)3(1 —a —a? + a3).

+(30)2(1 + a)

|
I

+(30)/2(1 — a)

+4

(36)3/22
+(30)?[2(1+a) + (1 +a)]
—(30)°2[2(1 -2a+a®>) -1+ a1 +a)]
—(36)321-a-a*+a®)+ (1 +a)(1 - 2a+a?)]
—-(30)"2(1+a)(1—a—a?+a3
(360)3/22
+(B0)?[2(1+a) + (1 —a)]
—(30)5/2[2(1 —2a+a®) — (1 +a)(1 —a)]
—36)321-a-a*+a®)+ (1 —-a)(1 - 2a+a?)]
—(30)"2(1—a)(1 —a—a%+ad?)
(36)3/2 1
+30)2(1+a) |
—(360)5/2(1 — 2a + a?) J

|—(36)3(1 —a —a® + a®)

J

~~

~~

J
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+(36)%(3 + 3a)

—e~GOYIra) | _(39)5/2(1 — 6q + a?)

—(36)3(3—-3a—3a*+ 3a3)|
—(30)7/2(1 — 2a% 4 a*)

(36)3/22 ]
I

(36)3/22 1
_ 1 +(36)?(3+ a) .
= G DD, | —e-GOV? (-a) —(36)5/2(1  4a + 3a?) , Which matches Eq. H.2.

—(36)3(3—-5a+a?+ad J
[—(30)7/2(1 — 2a + 2a® — a*)
(36)%/2 ]
+(30)?(1 +a)
—(36)%/2(1 — 2a + a?)

+4 |
—(36)*(1 —a — a? + a®)]

We now comment on the denominator factor D5, which can be zero in the domain —1 < a < 1, in the
ultimate equation. Because Eq. H.1 does not contain D; and has a non-zero denominator, we may
consider that the algebra in this section is equivalent to factoring out D5. Thus, the locus of all zeros of the
denominator of Eq. H.2 is shared by a locus of zeros of this equation’s numerator. This is conceptually
not a problem, as any singularity is removable. However, if Eq. H.2 is used to evaluate Iz, the evaluation

may fail or suffer ill-conditioning. Thus, the preferred equation for evaluation of I5 is Eq. H.1.

Appendix I.  SMS algebra evaluating integral I
Iy = % I [1 +./30(a—x)? ] [1 +./30(b — x)? ] e~V30l@-02+0-0% gy

Hand algebra is skipped. The result from SMS algebra, using the definition of Q5 ,, from Sec. 4, is given

as Eq. 1.1, below.
SMS algebra: Maple input and output, follow:

> Q:=3*theta* ((a-x)"2);

> R:=3*theta* ((b-x)"2);

> I611:=(1/2)*int (exp (-sqrt (Q) -sgrt (R)),x=-1..1) assuming -1<a
assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming b<1l;

> I1612:=(1/2)*int (sgrt (R) *exp (-sgrt (Q) -sgrt (R)),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

> I1621:=(1/2)*int (sgrt (Q) *exp (-sgrt (Q) -sgrt (R)),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

> 1622:=(1/2)*int (sqgrt (Q*R) *exp (-sqrt (Q) —sgrt (R) ) ,x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1l assuming O<theta;

> NormalExpandI6ll:=normal (expand (I611)):;

> NormalkExpandI6l2:=normal (expand (I612));
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> NormalkExpandI62l:=normal (expand (I1621));
> NormalkExpandI622:=normal (expand (I1622));
>

Sum4NormalExpandTerms:=NormalExpandI6ll+NormalExpandI6l2+NormalE

xpandI62l+NormalExpandI622;
> I6:=normal (expand (Sumd4NormalExpandTerms) ) ;

I6:=—% — _' 5 (5ﬁ+|sﬁ+6ﬁbe

[e7)
<
-
3
S
9 S
=
3 9
+
(=)
—
'wd
<
[+=]
1S3
N
——
o
C ~
=
e
5
S
i)
L)
(=»]
=
-

7 2

—6vy3 (eV'T"F") cﬁﬁh) (19—6\/-3_(CJT‘IFO—")-(e‘ﬁ-“@—h):be
+18(cV'Tvqa); (c“"‘T‘m’)’\/’a q\/—( H\Bu) (\/_/_h)

)

-10J/3 (cﬁﬁ")- (cV’T~'q)—+9uﬁ+9b\/E)

Appendix J. Hand and SMS Algebra Demonstrating Integral I-

Hand algebra, using the definition of Qs ,, from Sec. 4.

—+)2
I, = %f_ll [1 +/50(a—x)% + w] e Vo0(@=% gy

(1)
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Y
=20% [1+50(a — )7 + 2 e300 gy
N2
+%fa1 [1 +/56(a —x)? + —56(a3 ) ]e‘\' 56(a=x)% gy

Change variables: For x < a, define # = V56 (a — x), which gives d¥ = —/56dx, and
for x > a, define ¥ = V56 (x — a), which gives d¥ = +/560dx. Then,

I, =— (1+£+1§£) "‘dx+—f‘/_(1 “)(1+ +§§) X dF.

1 0
N_s—gffzm (1+a)
Then, by Dwight 565.2, 567.1, and 567.2 [12],

[F1+(x-D+i2 -2 -2)|eF #=0

1 x=V56 (1+a)
= ) o )
[ (R R - 2r - ) e
X=
o 1 ~2 ~ —550
[—1+(—x—1)+§(_" —2x—2)]e |\/_9(1+a)
2/s6 +[-14+ (-F 1) +3(-F2 - 28 -2)|e §|3_(1 o

V50 (1+a)
- ~ =110
F+372) e
3 V50 (1-a)
16 — 86_@ (1+a) _ 88—@ (1-a)

= 6\/;5—9 —5v50 (1 + a)e~V50 (1+@) _ 5,/59 (1 — q)e~V50 (1-@) (0.0)
—50 (1 + a)ze—@ (1+a) _ 59 (1 — a)ze—@ (1-a)

16 — 8e~V50 (1+a) _ go—V50 (1-) ]
+[-5v5 (1 + @)e™V5 1+ 55 (1 — a)e V5 -] yg
[ 5(1 + a)2e —V50 (1+a) —5(1 —a)?e —V56 (1- a)]g ‘

38 [1 _ 8_@ (1+a)] +8 [1 _ e—x/5_9 (1—a)] ]
+ 5\/_ 5(1+ a)e~V59 1+a) _ 5[5 (1 — q)e~V50 (1‘a)] Vo
+ —5(1 + a)?e —/50 (1+a) _ 5(1 — a)2e —/50 (1- a)] 0

| -

Y

6

| -

— 550 1+ a)e‘@ (1+a) . 1+ a)ze—\/ﬁ (1+a)
+(1 - a)e_m (1-a) +(1-— a)ze_m (1-a)

§|

6

(
M
\
( o—V50 (1+a)]

+ [1 — V50 (1~ a)]
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[1 _ e—\/@ (1+a)]

° + [1 — e~V50 (1‘“)]

| (1+ a)e~ V30 (+a) [ (1.2)
oo 5@{+(1 — q)e~V50 (1-a)

2 ,—56 (1+a)
_59{ (1+a)e }
_|_(1 _ a)ze—@(l—a)

SMS algebra: Maple input and output, finished with hand algebra, follow:

> Q:=5*theta* ((a-x)"2);
> I7:=(1/2)*int ((1+sqrt(Q)+Q/3) *exp(-sqrt(Q)),x=-1..1) assuming
-1<a assuming a<l;

I I s [ ~ ',T( e
l/k T((—XV"S_st/ u_:ﬂ\‘te_xL-\.“v.\i\H)
30 |;‘ 0
v
_2§\|V'IEL-‘,"9\0\ I-{-l()C\““ u-v-\ﬂ\.'\\lz?_i\f'—Ll..(’l\, l()
+25./0 2VOVI a5 [52VOVIa 2g y 1p2VOVia J5 a0
5J5 0—55 042 =105 8a) ¢ V® VT a-V05)
( _8\/§[1 —2eV50(1+a) 4 ez@a] \
= — — a)e2V50a L —V50(1+a)
= 5ov 25| +a) + (1 - @e2e|vE e
(—5V5 [1 +2a+a® +e?%09(1 — 24 + az)] HJ
([ _8 [1 — 2eV50(1+a) 4 ez@a] \
=L J_ _ \»2V50a —V56(1+a)
= —={-5V5[(1+ @) + (1 - @)e?V54| Vg t e
[ -5[(1+@)? + (1 - a)?e2V%| g J
( [_8 (1 _ ze@(1+a) + ez@a) e—\/5_6(1+a)] \

_ %< + [_5\/'5(1 + a)e—«/5_9(1+a) —5v5(1 — a)eZ\/@ae—\/S_G(H‘a)] \/ﬁg

\ + [_5(1 + a)ze—\/5_6(1+a) _ 5(1 _ a)zezﬂae—\/S_B(1+a)] 0 J

( [_8 (e—@(lﬂ) -2+ ez\/s_eae—\/@(lﬂ))] ]

1 - —_— —
= m< + [—5\/5(1 +a)e V50(1+a) _ 5\/5(1 —a)e V56(1 a)] Vo
|+ [—5(1 + a)ze‘@(lﬂ) —5(1 - a)ze‘@(l_“)] 6 }
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{ [16 _ 86—@ (1+a) _ 86_@ (l—a)] 1

= % + [—5\/§ (1+ a)e™V50 1+ _ 5[5 (1 — g)e~V5? (1‘“)] Vo } , which matches Eq. J.1.
| +-i—5(1-+—a)2e‘vgg(1+a)—-5(1 __a)ze—VE§(1—a)]9 )

Appendix K. SMS algebra demonstrating integral Ig

Iy = %f_ll [1 +4/560(a —x)? + w] [1 +4/50(b —x)% + M} e~V50l@-02+0—0% gy
Hand algebra is skipped. The result from SMS algebra, using the definition of Qs ,, from Sec. 4, is given
as Eqg. K.1, below.

SMS algebra: Maple input and output follow:

A

14

> Q:=5*theta* ((a-x) )
> R:=5*theta* ((b-x)"2);
> I811:=(1/2)*int ((1)* (1) *exp (-sgrt (Q)) *exp (-sgrt (R)),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

> I812:=(1/2)*int ((1) * (sgrt (R)) *exp (-sgrt (Q) ) *exp (-sqrt (R) ) , x=-
1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b
assuming b<1l;

> I813:=(1/2)*int ((1)* (R/3) *exp (-sqgrt (Q)) *exp (-sqrt (R)),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

> I821:=(1/2)*int ((sqgrt(Q)) * (1) *exp (-sgrt (Q)) *exp (-sgrt (R)) , x=-
1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b
assuming b<1;

> I822:=(1/2)*int ((sqgrt (Q)) * (sgrt (R)) *exp (-sgrt (Q) ) *exp (-
sqgrt(R)),x=-1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l
assuming -1<b assuming b<1;

> I823:=(1/2)*int ((sqgrt(Q)) * (R/3) *exp (-sgrt (Q)) *exp (-
sqgqrt(R)),x=-1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l
assuming -1<b assuming b<1;

> I831:=(1/2)*int ((Q/3)* (1) *exp (-sgrt (Q)) *exp (-sqrt (R)),x=-1..1)
assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<b assuming
b<1;

> I832:=(1/2)*int ((Q/3)* (sgqrt (R)) *exp (-sqrt (Q) ) *exp (-
sqgrt(R)),x=-1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l
assuming -1<b assuming b<1l;

> I833:=(1/2)*int ((Q/3)* (R/3) *exp (-sqrt (Q)) *exp (-sqrt (R) ), x=-
1..1) assuming -1<a assuming a<b assuming a<l assuming -1<Db
assuming b<1;

> NormalExpandI8ll:=normal (expand (I811)):;

> NormalExpandI81l2:=normal (expand (I812)):;

2
2
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> NormalkExpandI8l3:=normal (expand (I813));
> NormalkExpandI821:=normal (expand (I821)):;
> NormalExpandI822:=normal (expand (I822));
> NormalkExpandI823:=normal (expand (I823));
> NormalkExpandI831l:=normal (expand (I831)):;
> NormalkExpandI832:=normal (expand (I832));
> NormalkExpandI833:=normal (expand (I833));
>

Sum9NormalExpandTerms:=NormalExpandI8ll+NormalExpandI8l2+NormalE
xpandI8l3+NormalExpandI82l+NormalExpandI822+NormalExpandI823+Nor

malExpandI831+NormalExpandI832+NormalExpandI833;
> I8:=normal (expand (Sum9NormalExpandTerms) ) ;
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18:=-

A slight clipping of 5/2, on the right-hand side of the thirteenth row of the 18, above,

[ ! ( i 52, 37
—1189/5 +6005°0
1030 RONER RORE u\/_( ?J’s')‘

+ 180056 +|50( o /Fa) (*""-ﬁ”)z\/?e2

—675(@55") (c"oﬁh)-aﬁ+ 15005 a* 0+ 8105 0

+ |50J?b39+600a*’be""2 + 600570 " +2400a50

+1505 0 +12000" " +1350/0 +8105 b0 +67558

+lSOJ_a26'+8l0Fa6+‘%00b\/_9'+'§000F6'

+510J_ah9+150J_e +1890 (o/® ‘“) aJo (o )
~ 1590 (7 74) 55 (7 )

481075 (0VF0) (7778)g

— 675 («:ﬁﬁ")2 (c*’?ﬁ”):hﬁ

+1050 (V3 2) (V%) 0" 4 600y ub® + 1505 & B 6

+3005 66" +300y5 ab’0 +675a0

— 1050 ( N ﬁﬁ):# 6" — 50 (e@-g“)’ (597) 56"

Agf—'

+5 ’”—") 0 +600a°6""

(e
+|200(\/—J—") (/0
~ 2504 (@ f?«)z(
+5004° (& ﬁ“) (0VF) p2e*?
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is of no concern.
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+150\/_( J65a ) (eﬁﬁ") a0
300 (8 0) (75 L 5@

(
_300 (/95 (/TVF )y 5
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w0 (ST (V) 5
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Appendix L. Support for Section 5, when [d,n,p] = [1,1,1]

For the case of a single factor, a single design point, and exponential covariance, matrices L, L~1, and R
can be determined, using Egs. C.1, with d = 1 and x; = x,, as well as with Eg. C.3, withd = 1 and x; =
xj = x,, as follows, where "-" is used for some elements in symmetric matrices, and ”*" denotes
ordinary matrix multiplication:

Ir 1 | 1-e a;sh(exl) '!
= [0 ﬂ L' = [_1 é] R=|-- | ———————-— | Then, using Matrix Identity A1,
l . | 1-e2 cosh(Z@xl) J
1-e” cosh(9x1)
_ -1 1-e~%cosh(6x4)
IMSPE = 1—tr(L'R) = 1—tr4 [ 0] [ . wsh(wxl) =2[1-== (L)

Appendix M. Transformation required, when using different design domains

We begin with the following example: For the example [d, n, p] = [1,1,1] and design domain [—1,1], and
using Eq. L.1, we obtain

e~ ? cosh(0x1)

IMSPE (x,,6) = 2 [1 -

whereas for design domain [0,1], using tilded variables and Egs. C.2 and C.4, we have

_e—0%i_p—-0(1-X7)
I[ 1 | 2—e ee }
Z=[0 1],1‘1=[_1 1],andi§= —— | == , giving
1 -0
| 2 — e—20x1 _ p—20(1-%7)
20
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e—0(1-%7)

_ o 1 1
IMSPE(%,0) = 1—tr(IR) = 1—er{ |75 ]+

e—2001-%)

2 - e_’gk\i - e_’g(l_k\i)
=2 [1 - i .

The following transformation between the tilded variables and parameters and their untilded counterparts,

6 =26 and 3?;=%(x+1), leads to

IMSPE(%,0) = 2 [1 -

_ o 1+4%4 x1+1
-0%; 6—6(1—x1)] [1 9 _ 2075t _ 26 (-2

20

1—e79 cosh(6x4)

:2[1_ )

] = IMSPE (x4, 0) , so this transformation is correct, in this

case, as it leads to invariance of IMSPE. It is evident that the general transformation between design
domains [a, b] and [, b] is the following:

6 = %9 and X, = IZ_TZ (x +b—a—b+a), the simple proof of which is left to the reader.

Appendix N.  Support for Section 5, when [d, n,p] = [1, 1, 2]

For the case of a single factor, a single design point, and Gaussian covariance, L and L~ are the same as
in Appendix M, above. Then R can be determined using Egs. C.5 and C.6, as follows:

[ £ erf[x/?(l + xl)]} 1
N {+erf[\/7(1 —x)]
R=|-- ] - ———————————= . Then, using Matrix Identity A1,

£ erf[\/Z_B 1+ xl)]}
| \/;{+erf[m a- xl)] |

.( [ £ erf[\/?(l + xl)]} T
b \/;{+erf[ﬁ(1 —x;)]
MSPE =1—tr(L'R) = 1-erd [T lx|-= | —m——mm o
\

£ erf[\/Z_H 1+ xl)]}
| \/;{+erf[m 1- xl)] |

B (= erf[VO (1+ xﬂ]})
=2 <1 \/;{+erf[\/?(1 —x;)] ' (N1)

\_‘/—-_/
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Appendix O. Support for Section 5, when [d,n,v] = [1,1,3/2]

For the case of a single factor, a single design point, and Matérn covariance with parameter v = 3/2, L

and L1 are the same as in Appendix M, above. Then R can be determined using Egs. C.7 and C.8, as
follows:

( 1 — ¢~ V36 (1+x1) \ ]
2
+1 — V30 (1-x1)

2V/36 —V36 (1+x)
R = _J36 (14 xqp)e ]
+(1 — x;)e~V30 -x)

where MRSE stands for a machine-readable symbolic expression. Then, using Matrix ldentity A1,

( o 1- e—V360 (1+x1) Y )
1 1 | +1— V30 (-x)
_ 2v30 —V/30 (1+x4)
IMSPE =1—tr(L'R) = 1-er{[7F 1]+ 230 g (+x)e D111
+(1 — x;)eV30 -x1)
_ — | __________________
L R MRSE
( 1— V38 (1+x1) \
2 \/_(1 X )
1—e” —X1
- " (0.1)

=21 =-—
2v30 (1+x)e” \/_(1+x1)]
—/36
k V3o +(1 = x;)eV30 1-x)
Appendix P.  Support for Section 5, when [d,n,v] = [1,1,5/2]

For the case of a single factor, a single design point, and Matérn covariance with parameter 5/2, L and
L~ are the same as in Appendix L, above. Then R can be determined using Egs. C.9 and C.10, as
follows:

[1 —e—V50 (1+x1)]
41— ema)]

—V/50 (1+x;)
1 | —=| _cyzg (1+xqp)e
oo +(1 — x;)eV50 -x)

(1 + xl)ze—\/@ (1+x1)
—560
+(1 _ xl)ze—\/@ (1-x1)

8

where MRSE stands for a machine-readable symbolic expression. Then, using Matrix Identity A1,
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[1 _ V50 (1+x1)]

8
n [1 _ e—@(l—xl)]
1 1 + x,)e—V50 (1+x1)
1 -1 1 Vol o5 —5\/59{ (1 +x0)
IMSPE =1—tr(L7'R) =1-er <[ |+ +(1—xp)e-vFa-m f [}

(1+x )26_@ (14x4)
-56 !
+(1—- xl)ze—\/@ (1-x1)

\ R MRSE

[1 _ e—@ (1+x1)]

8 n [1 _ V50 (1—x1)]

_ —/56 (1+x4)
=2l1-—= _5\/5—9{ (1+x)e } : (P.1)
_|_(1 _ xl)e—\/@ (1-x1)

(1+x )ze—\/@ (14+x1)
—56 1
+(1 _ xl)ze—@ (1-x9)

Appendix Q. Support for Section 6, when [d, n,p] = [1,2,1]
Q.1 Customary design variables

For the case of two design points in one factor, the points can be denoted x; and x.. Matrices L, L1, and
R, as well as objective IMSPE, are the following:

[ 0 | 1 1
- — | — e =
=10 1 eomml |
| - 1
-1 - e—9|x1—x2| | 1 1
________ | - = — - =
L1=2s _ | 1 -1 , as confirmed by SMS, and
2 1—e—01x1—x2| 1—e—0lx1-x2|
1
l ) | ) 1_e—0lx1—x2 J
1 1—e‘ecosh(9x1) 1—e‘gcosh(9x2)
7] %]
R=\. 1—e—29c20;h(29x1) e—9|x1—x2|_e_zzegcosh[g(x1+X2)] + |X1;X2| e—9|x1—x2| , from Eqs C.1and C.3.
[ 1-e~29cosh(20x,)
260

Then, using Matrix Identity Al,

41



—1—e il 1 1 )
1, 1 -1
| 1—e—0lx1—x2| 1—e—0lx1—x2|
1
|. ’ | | 1-e—0lx1-x2| J
IMSPE =1 — tr ’
[ 1—e‘ecosh(6x1) 1—e'ecosh(9x2) 'l
1 =& comn) 1-¢ cosnluxa)
| 0 0 |
<l . 1-e 20cosh(20x,) e 17%2l_¢=20 co5n [0 (x1 +x,)] n |y —x,|e~Olx1—x2l
260 26 2
l' ] 1—-e20cosh(20x,) J
\ 20 y,
( —1 — e 9lx1—x2] )
n 1 [1—e‘zacosh(29x1)
1-e~0lx1-x2| 20
_,—20
1 n 1 [1 e “Ycosh(20x;)
=1- E< 1—e~flx1—x2| 20 (
1-e~Ycosh(6x 1-e Ycosh(6x
+2 (6x1) +2 (6x3)
0 0
+2( -1 ) e~0x1-%2l_ =20 cosh[6 (x4 +x,)] n |2y —x,|eO1*1—%2l
1—e—0lx1-x2| 20 2

3 e Oli—x2l  1_¢720c05n(20x,) 1-e 29cosh(20x,) 1—e Pcosh(6x;) 1-e Pcosh(6x,)

2 + 2 46(1-e~01x1-x2l) - 46(1-e~01%1-x21) ) P

e~ 01X1=%21 _e=20 cosn [0 (x, +x,)]+0|x, — x5 |e O 1¥1— %2l
20(1-e~0lx1-x2l)

3+e 012l p=OlX1—x2l_ =20 o[ (x1 +25)]+ 6061 —x, eI 1 X2l
2 20(1-e~0lx1-22l)

_ 1-e~9cosh(6x4) _ 1-e~29cosh(26x,)
6 46(1-e~0x1—x2l)

1-e 9cosh(6x,) 1—-e 28cosh(26x,)

6 46(1-e~0lx1-x2) (Q.1.1)

The following SMS result is a perfect match to Eq. Q.1.1
Ol —x2 11— e_ecosh(ex]) 1— e_ecosh(GxZ)

IMSPEfordebugging = % + % e o 0

L4 1 —e % cosh(20x1)
4 (_1+e-9|x1—x2|)e
-0 |xI —x2| -260
— h 1 2 - _
1 e e ““cosh(0(x! +x2)) +i|x1—x2|e 0 xl —x2|
2 0 2
_1+e—9|x1—x2|

1 —e % cosh(20x2)

1
+ 4 (_1+e—9|x1—x2|)e
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Q.2 Cluster variables

When two design points are proximal, it is helpful to change the variables from x; and x, to the
following: x, = 2222 je. the points’ center, and § = x, — x,, i.e. the signed distance from the points’
center to the point with the lower-subscript value. In these variables, which we name “cluster variables,”

[ 0 | 1 1
- — | N - - —
=l 1 e |
|- 1]
[-1—e20101 | 1 1 1
B | o - -
L1 =« | 1 -1 |, as confirmed by SMS,
2 | 1—e-2018] 1—e—2013] |
1
l ' | | 1_e—2010] J
1 1—e‘ecosh[9(xt+6)] 1—e‘ecosh[9(xt—6)]
6 6
R=|. 1-e72%cosh[20(x;+8)] e 20181 —e=20cosh(26x,) n |5|€_29|5| _and
| 260 26
l' 1-e~29¢cosh[26(x;—6)] J
26
[—1—e20101 | 1 1]
R B |
= ot |
2 I —TTr 120191
l : | —i——J
1—e-2013|
IMSPE =1 —tr
1 1—e‘9cosh[6(xt+5)] 1—e‘gcosh[9(xt—5)]
6 7]
" 1—e—29coszhe[26(xt+5)] e—29|8|—e‘22cosh(29xt) + |6|e_29|5|
k' ) 1-e~29¢cosh[26(x—6)] )
260

Appendix R. Support for Section 6 [d,n,p] = [1, 2, 2]
R.1 Customary design variables

For the case of one factor, two design points, and Gaussian covariance, with design points denoted x; and
Xz, we have the following, via Matrix Identity A2:

0o | 1 1
—_— | —_— o —— — — =
L=| 1 =612 and
| - 1
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Egs. C.5 and C.6,

IMSPE =1 — %tr

\/Z{ erf[V 61+ xl)]} \/Z{ erf[V 6 (1+ xz)]}
169 (+erf[V 6 (1 —xy)] 160 (+erf[V 6 (1 — xy)]

\/z { erf[x/ﬁ(nxl)]} = [ e [VaI (14 22)]] o
320 +erf[m(1_xl)] 3260 +€T‘f[\/_( x1+x2)]

-1

| 1_9*9(;(1*;(2)2 1_9*9(;(1*;(2)2
1

|
| ’ 1_9—8(x17x2)2 J

Ju

, and

\/Z{ erf[\/_(1+x2)]}
320 (+erf[V20(1 — x,)]

[-1— e 00— 1 1]
1 -1

l ) 1—e—0(x1-x2)? 1_3—9(961—?(2)2}
1

1-e-0Gr1-22)2

£l erf[ﬁ(l + xl)]} L{ erf[\/?(l + xz)]}
! \/;{+erf[\/7(1 —x)] \/; +erf[V 6 (1 —xy)]

L{ erf[\/_(1+x2)]}
320 (+erf[V20(1 — x,)]

R.2 Cluster variables

In cluster variables,

1
[—1 —em408% | 1 1
______ | —— = — = — - — - =
-1=1, | | 1 -1 |, as confirmed by SMS,
2 146582 1_e—405
| .
| 1_e—4982

1 \/Z{ e‘rf[\/%(l"'xl)]} \/T erf [\/_(1+x1+x2)] e-“ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ
320 (+erf[vV20(1 — xy)] +erf [\/_( X1+x2)]

, as confirmed by SMS. Then, via

(R.1.1)
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_ 3 erf[ﬁ(l + x; + 6)] £ erf[ﬁ(l + x; — 6)]}
t| \/;{+erf[\/7(1 — X — 8)]} \/;{+erf[\/7(1 —x; +6)]

R=| | \/Z{ erf[m(1+xt+6)]} \/z{ erf[\/_(1+xt)]} 052 |, and
320 (+erf[V20(1 — x, — 8)] +erf[V20(1 — x,)]
| _ \/z{ erf[\/_(1+xt—6)]}
320 (+erf[vV20(1 — x, + 8)]
[-1—e*9%" | 1 1]
[ | ————— ————— |
| 1 |
I | —-4608 -4662 l
I -1+e —1+e_1 |
l | —1+e—46082 J

IMSPE =1—tr /'1 \/z{ erf[V O (1 +x, +6) (R2.1)

O+erf[V O (1—x —96)

\/z{ erf[m(l + x; + 6)
320 (+erf[vV20(1 — x, — )

} \/T{ erf[\/_(1+xt—6)]}
O (+erf[V 6 (1 —x,+96)]

} n{ erf[\/_(1+xt)]} 2082
320 (+erf[vV20(1 — x,)]

\/Z{ erf[\/_(l +x, — 6)]}
320 (+erf[V20(1 — x, + 6)]

]
]
]
|

E—

R.3 Expansions in powers of v/88, using hand algebra

We expand L~1 and R of the last section, via Taylor series, in powers of v/88. Through power 852, we
have

[ —1+2082+0(% | - - 1
- B ittt
L™ = 08
[ | 86152+i+7+0(64) _(8962+i+_)+0(64) ‘
I : 8962+ +—+ 0(5%)

as confirmed by SMS or by hand matrix multiplication of the above L= and L.

Taylor-series expansion of R requires derivatives of the error function. The definition of the error
function [12] and its first four derivatives are useful:

erf(x) ==fl,e

derf(x) _ 2 e_xz
dx T Vm ’
a? -4
erf(x) _ _xe_xz’
dx? N3
dierf(x) -4 _,2 8 5 _,2 -4 2N —x?
I3 == e +ﬁx e =7 (1—-2x%)e™", and

45



d*erf(x 24 _,2 16 .2 24 2 .2
f(x) _ x 3p—x ——x(l——xz)ex.
dx* N N N 3

erf[\/@(l +x; + 5)]
+erf[\/c_9(1 —x; — 6)]
value 7 or 2 assigned to ¢, and sometimes § = 0. Expanding in powers of v/c88, via Taylor series about
\cB(1 + x,), as appropriate, gives the following generic expansion:

The error function enters Eqg. R.2.1 in the form { } with variants of the signs, the

erf[\/c_e(l +x.+6)| + erf[\/c_e(l —x; —0)]
= erf[VeO(1 + x)| + erf[Veo(1 — x,)]

—cO(1+xp)?
4 [ e o Xt ]md‘

+ - _e—c6'(1—x,:)2

| @ xgemceart]
T 4+(1- xt)e—ce(l—xt)z ¢
_[a { [1—2c0(1 + x,)%]ec0@+x0)*

3/2 83

7 (—[1—-2c6(1 — xt)z]e—c9(1_xt)2} (cB)°7%6

[(1 + xt) - ? (1 + xt)3] 3_59(1+xt)2

I 2c6 ) 629254
T+ x) - E2 (A - x)3 emeo-x)

+0[(c6)%/28°], from which we have the following elements of R:

R0,0 - 1
erf[VO(1 + x,)]
+erf[VO(1 — x,)]
4 6—6(1+xt)2
+\/; [—e—g(l—xt)z] \/56
_\F_e (1 + xt)e_9(1+Xt)2] 052
Ro1 = L Tl+(1 - Xt)e_g(l_xt)z (R3.1)

0 —
16 _\/Z{ [1-26(1+x,)%]e e<1+xt)2}93/253
9o _[1 -20(1— xt)Z]e—G(l—xt)2
7 @ +x)=E A+ x)? et
+J2 )

(1= x) =2 (1 = x)?| e00—
+0[65/26%]

254
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R1,2 = /%{

erf[\/§(1 + xt)]
+erf[\/§(1 — xt)]

_ i 6—9(1+xt)2
\/7: [—e‘e(l‘xt)z] Vo5
10| (14x)e 0@+’
_\/; ( t) 5 952
+(1 — xp)e00—x0)
+\/z{ [1 — 29(1 + xt)z]e_6(1+xt)2 93/253
o (~[1 - 20(1 — x,)?]e 00—’
260
+\/§ [(1 +x) -5 (1+ xt)3] e~0(1+x0)®
T+

(1= x) =5 (1 - x)*| e 00—
+0[65/25%]

626*

erf[vV20(1 + x,)]
+erf[vV20(1 — x,)]

—20(1+x4)?
i[ e ‘ ]V296

_6_29(1_xt)2

80 1 + X e—26(1+xt)2

T +(1 _ xt)e—zeu—xt)z

2 [ [1—46(1 + x,)?]e-200+x0)?
1/&{ e . ( (20)/26°
—[1-46(1 — x;)?]e200-%0)

+\/§ [(1 +x;) — ? (1+ xt)3] e~20(1+x)?
o
T+ [(1 —X¢) — % 1- xt)3] 3_29(1_xt)2
+0[65/26%]

T

49%5*

erf[\/%(l + xt)]

rerf[VIO(1 - xt)]} [1—266+20%6%+0(0359)]

erf[\/ﬁ(l + xt)]
+erf[\/ﬁ(1 — xt)]

—20(14x,)?
_ i[ e ‘ ]¢§§5

_6_29(1_xt)2

30 1 + X e—29(1+xt)2
_F ( t) ]2962

T +(1 _ xt)e—ZG(l—xt)Z

+\/Z{ [1—-46(1+ xt)z]e_26(1+xt)2 (29)3/263
I _[1 _ 49(1 _ xt)Z]e—ZG(l—xt)Z

+\FE (1 +x0) =3 (1 + x,)3| em20GH?
T H[A = x) = F (1 - x| em2oaw?
+0[05/265]

T

40254




Each remaining element of Ris determined by symmetry of R and was confirmed by SMS.
From Eqg. 4.1 and Matrix Identity Al,

IMSPE =1—tr(L™'R) =1 =X}, o LiaRix = 1= XN LijR;j — 2 X Yukzo Lk Rk »

and this can be written explicitly, via Taylor series through order 852, as follows, in which, following the
order of terms in the last sum, the diagonal terms precede off-diagonal terms; and color is used to assist

the reader in identifying cancelling terms, as well as terms to be collected, etc., as specified in the text:

IMSPE =1 — (=1 + 2606?)

-

(s +ie82
8062 4

8662 ' 4

6

L1000

6

)

T
320

3260

erf[\/Z_H(l + xt)]
+erf[vV26(1 — x,)]

—20(1+x,)%
+ \/E[ e x‘ ]\/205
Tl—e

—20(1-x,)?

_ 2
_\/87_9 (1 + xt)e 29(1+xt) ]296‘2

T +(1 _ xt)e—ze(l—xt)2

21,-6(1 z
_\/Z [1 —40(1 + x,) ]e (1-4x¢) (20)3/263
o (—[1 - 40(1 — x,)?]e 20(1-x0"*

40 2
(1+2x) — = (1 + x;,)3|e~2601+x0)
+ \/% [ > ] 4625*

Ha-x) = F (1 - x| e
+0(6°/25%)

erf[m(l + xt)]
+erf[\/2_9(1 - xt)]

-20(1+x)%71
Tl—e

—20(1—x,)?

_ 2
_\/@ (1 + xt)e 26(1+xp) ]2952

3 +(1 _ xt)e—zeu—xt)z

21 ,—0(1+x,)>?
+ i [1 — 49(1 + xt) ]e (1x) (29)3/263
\’911 _[1 —406(1 — xt)z]e‘ze(l‘xt)z
[+ x0) =2 (1 + x,)3| 720G+
20 3 2 <4
+ /— 10 , (4646
a0 - F A - x)epamm

+0(6°/25%)
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erf[\/g(l + xt)]
+e‘rf[\/§(1 - xt)]

4 e~ 0(1+x)?
+\£ [_e—e(l—xoz] ves

_ J@ (1+xe 00"
T T +(1—xt)e“9(1"‘t)2

— 2
1660 _\/z [1 _ 20(1 + xt)Z]e 9(1+xt) 03/263
o —[1 - 20(1 — x,)?]e 0-x0*

[(1 +xp) — % 1+ xt)3] g~ 0(+x0)*

g 254
|+ - x) - - )3 et
+0(65/26°)
erf[\/§(1 + xt)]

+erf[\/§(1 — xt)]
4 e—9(1+xt)2
_ﬁ [_e—e(l—xt)z] vos
_ Jr_e[ a +xt>e—e<1+xf>2]952
™ T 4+(1 - x)e00-x’
— 2
B +\/z [1-26(1 + x,)?|e 0+ 03/253
o —[1 - 20(1 — x,)?]e 00~
260 _
o[ (a4 -Za+x]etnrot)
t7 26 L1028
"+ [(1 —x) -5~ xt)g] e~60~x0)
+0(6°5/26%)

11,688 [n erf[V20(1 + x,)] B 5 5 et 36
+2(8952+4+ o )\[;{+erf[\/2_9(1—xt)]}[1 206 +260°6* + 0(6°6°)].

Canceling the red terms shows that odd powers of +/88 vanish. Then, after cancellation of the green
terms, including one in the final square bracket of the ultimate equation, and keeping only terms through
power 662, the following remains:

IMSPE = 2 — 260652

_\/8:9 (1 + x)e~200+x0)? 2057
T 4+(1 — xp)e200-x0)°
UV N N 1+ 2x) =21 + )3 e—200+x0?
2(s+1) | = +\/% [ +x0) 439( x)*|e ageer
\ +[(1 = x) = (1 = x)3| 720070 /
+0(6°%/26%)
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I( erf[VO(1 + x,)] \I
T 4 +€T‘f[\/§(1 — xt)] $
| |
. )

¢ +xt)e‘9(1+"t)2] .
([+(1 — x,)e 00-x)? 60
R L erf[\/—(l-'_xt)]} 2 2 54 306
+2 (8962+4)\/7{+€?‘f[\/_(1—xt)] —2606% +26%5* + 0(6359)] .

After noting most of the g’s cancel, and collecting powers of two, we have the following:

1+ xt)e‘ze(“xt)z
+(1 _ xt)e—ze(l—xt)z
(142 =22 (1 + )] 200"

40 , 9254
+[(1 = x) = (1 = x)3| 720070

-2 _ 2 _ 1 1
IMSPE =2 - 2062 — 2 (- +3) {
+

_\/E{ erf[VO(1 + xt)]}
40 (+erf[VO(1 — x,)]
1+ xt)e_e(“xt)z]
+(1 - xt)e—6(1—xt)2

(o [mf e fIV2OOHxON o pasa . oepage

Finally, collecting terms with common degree in 852 gives the following expansion, which has no terms
with negative or odd powers of 1/8§:

mspE =2+ (% )e_ze(”x”z] \/7{ erf[VO(1 + xt)]} = { erf[V20(1 + xt)]}

H+a -« )e—29(1 x¢)? +erf[\/_(1 — xt)] 1286 +erf[\/ﬁ(1 — xt)]

12860
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1

4

|

2
1| (14 x,)e200+x0?
P +(1 _ xt)e_ze(l_"t)z

_\/z{ erf[ﬁ(l +xt)]
46

terf[V o (1- xt)]}
-l

erf[V20(1 + xt)]}
+erf[vV20(1 - x,)]

( |

IMSPE =

\ J

[+ x0) =2 (1 + x,)3| e 200G+

40 - - 2
+[(1 = x) =3 (1 - x)3| 72000

-2

|

1| (14 x,)e200+x0*
2 +(1 _ xt)e—ze(l—xt)z
(1 + x,)e 00+x*
+ 2
+(1 — xp)e00=x0)

|

ES erf[\/%(l + xt)]}
+\J 1286 {+erf[\/%(1 —x,)]

+

erf[V20(1 + x,)]
+erf[V20(1 — x,)]

-J
|

1

-2
4
1+x ‘,3—29(1+xt)z
N [ (1+3)
+(1 — x)e00-x?

[+ x0) =2 (1 + )2 em200wx0
+ [(1 —x) — % 1- xt)3] e 20G-x)*
; +(1 _ xt)e—ZG(l—xt)z
1+ xt)e‘g(”"t)z]
3 L{ erf[V26(1 + x,)]
N 1280 (terf[vV20(1 — x,)]

}

Accumulating some terms in the second large parenthesis gives the following:

2
1 (1 _|_xt)e—29(1+xt)2
4 +(1 - xt)e—29(1—xt)2
_\/E{ erf[V 6 (1+x,)]
40 (+erf[V 6 (1 —x,)]

IMSPE =

erf[m(l + xt)]
+erf[\/ﬁ(1 — xt)]

T

12860

|

}
}

-2

o [(1+ xt)3]6_29(1+xt)2

+ 3 {+[(1 _ xt)3]e'29(1_xf)2
1 (1+ xt)e—29(1+xt)2]
4 +(1— xt)e—zeu—xt)z

(1 + x,)e 0@+x)*

+(1 - xt)e_g(l_xf)z]
erf[vV20(1 + x,)]
{+erf[\/2_6(1 — xt)]

j

3

1286

j

Identifying a common factor (1 + x;) gives the following:

|

052 + 0(025%).

052 + 0(625%).

052 + 0(625%).
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-2
2
[ . [ @smoeen] \ ([ oo
*s 2
(1 = x)e 2000 + E + g 1- xt)z] (1 — x)e 200-x0?

IMSPE = ‘ _JE{ erf[V O (1+ xt)]} + (1 + x,)e-00+x0? 65% + 0(625*).
6 +erf[\/7(1 — xt)] [+(1 _ xt)e‘e(l_"f)z]

\/T{ erf[\/_(l + Xt)]} - erf[\/_(l + xt)]
1286 +erf[\/_(1 —xt)] \/;{H?Tf[\/_(l _xt)]}

(R.3.2)
R.4 Expansions in powers of v88, using SMS

IMSPE * 93/2 =

—T%ﬁerf(ﬁﬁ(l+xz))ﬁe+iﬁerf(ﬁﬁ(—1+xz))ﬁe

— %9\/ i erf(\/g 1+ xt) ) + —9\/ erf(\/— -1 —i—xt))
i 2 p (- 2 _ 2
+L 20 (1 +x1) e3/2)“_ 1 Q20 -1+ 93/2xt+ie 20 (1 +x1) e3/2
4 4 4
i . 2 - 2 0(- 2
_’_% 20 (-1 +x1) e3 e [e 0 (1 +xt) 95/2xt—e 0 (-1+xt) 95/2)“
i 2 f (- 2 _ 2
+% 20 (1+x1) e5/2)“_%e 20 (-1+x) 95/2x[+%e 26 (1 +x1) e7/2)“3
i . 2 - 2 i 12
_% 20 (-1+x1) 97/2)“3_’_e 20 (1 +x1) 97/2)“2_‘_e 20 (-1+x1) e7/2)“2

b 20U TGN 20272 16 \/—eff(\/—\/— L+a) n 6
+1—16\/76rf(\/7\/3 l+xt)\/—9 2720 1+xt)2e7/2

1 20(-1+x2,7/2 | 1
3¢ 0 "+ 1

- 2 -0 (- 2
L B2 gS2 0 (<14 o512 5/2J8 +O(8)

_ 2 5/2 1 - - 2 5/2
eZS(l-i—xt) +—€26( 1 +xt)

+ ) 0

(R.4.1)

A slight clipping of 82, on the right-hand side of the eighth row of the ultimate equation, is of no concern.

Typeset, IMSPE % 83/2 is the following:
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IMSPE % §3/2 =

_ LH{ erf[V20(1 + x,)]
\/; —erf[vV20(1 — x,)]
_\/E { erf[ﬁ(l + xt)]

4 —erf[ﬁ(l - xt)]
e—26(1+xt)2

1,3/2
+46 Xt [_6—29(1—xt)2

N 193/2 e—26(1+xt)2
4 +e—29(1—xt)2

+203/2

}
j

— 2

Qs/zxt e 9(1+xt)2

—e~0(-xp)

2

l 5/2 6_29(1+xf)
*y 0% x, [_6—29(1—xt)2

—29(1+xt)2]

1,7/2,. 3] €
+39 Xt [_8—29(1—xt)2

—20(1-x¢)?
7/2.,. 2| €
+67 x [+e—29(1—xt)2]
6—9(1—Xt)2

7/2
+67/°x, [+e_9(1_xt)2

+ _\/zez{ erf[\/ﬁ(l +xt)]
128 (+erf[vV20(1 — x,)]

—20(1+x¢)?

1g7/2] €
+ 3 6 | 4o—26(1-xp)?

4 195/2 6_29(1+xf)2
4 | 4o—26(1-xp)?

+65/2

[ 6—9(1—Xt)2]
-+€_9(1_xt)2

—265/2

Collecting terms, row-by-row, and dividing by 83/2 gives the following:

IMSPE =

_ ,L{ erf[V20(1 + x,)] }
1280 | —erf[vV20(—1 + x,)|

_\/E{ erf[{Vo(1 + x)}] }
40 (—erf[VO(—1+ x,)]
1| 1+ x,t)e‘z‘g(“xf)2
4 -(1- xt)e—ze(—1+xt)2

2

Rearranging rows gives the following:

6,—9(1+xt)2
X
t [_e—G(—1+xt)2]

4 1 N 6,—2(9(1+xt)2
47t e 20(~14xp)?

- _ 2

+gx 3 e 29(1+Xt)
37t | o—20(~1+xp)?

I e—29(1—xt)2
_+e—29(—1+xt)2
[ e_e(l_xt)z
_+e—6(—1+xt)2

- { erf[v20(1 + x,)] }
\ 12860 | — erf[\/Z_H(—l + xt)]
I e—2¢9(1+xt)2
_+e—26(—1+xt)2]

1] —20(+xp)? ]
4 _+e—29(—1+xt)2

+0x,2

+0x;

N
3

+

+

} 524 0(62%6%).

052 + 0(625%).

_+e—9(—1+xt)2
-2

[ e_g(l_xt)z ]
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-2
2 [ (1 + x,)e00+x0)? ]
1 1+ xt)e—26(1+xt)2 ] 11— xt)e_e(_1+xf)2
H+@ —xt)e_ze(—lﬂft)z 1 [ (1 +xt)e—29(1+xt)2 ]
IMSPE = _\/E{ erf[V 0 (1+ xt)]} + 4|4 (1 — x,)e 2014
40 +erf[\/7(1 — xt)] 0 [ 1+ xt)3e_29(1+xt)2 ]
B /—L{ erf[V26(1 + xt)]} 3 +(1 - ,Ei;z—ze(—ux]oz
1286 (t+erf[v/20(1 — x;) = ( erf[V26(1 + x;)
| 0] - /@{_ erf[V26(-1 +Xt)]}

052 + 0(625%) .

Further rearrangement gives the following, which is identical to the hand algebra in Eqg. R.3.2:

2 -2
1] (1 x)e 200’ FH5A+x0?| (1 4 xem20ae
4 +(1- xt)e—ze(—nxf)z] + E +§(1 B xt)z] (1 — x,)e-200-2?
IMSPE =| _ JE { erf[Vo(1 + xr)]} + (1 + x,)e 00+’ 65° +0(6°5").
46 +erf[\/§(1 - xt)] - xt)e_g(l_xf)z]
_JZ{ erf[vV20(1 + xt)]} Ea erf[vV26(1 + x,)]
1280 (+erf[v26(1 — x,)] _\/;{4_6#[@(1 _ xt)]}

(R.4.2)

R.5 Expansions in powers of v/88, using symmetry operators

A new alternative approach follows, where operators S,,, D,,, and Z,, evaluate the objects to their right
sides in products, by changing the sign of w, doubling w, or setting w to zero, respectively. Also, we
define the coefficients in the power-series-in-62 expansion of Ry, via Ry; = Rgol) + Ré'zl)%z +
R$D6%5% + 0(5%), where RS%, RS, -+ are independent of & but may depend on 6. We also simplify the
notation further by using the generic symbol R for the Ry ;’s, via the following definitions R = Ry 4,
RO = R((,Ol) R@ = R((,zl) .-, We have

0o | 1 1
- — I - =
L=
I 1 V1,2
| 1
1-Vi 2 1 l
_1 + 2 | 2 2
_____ | - — = - — =
L_l = | 1 -1 ,

2(1-v12)  2(1-Vyp2)
1

2(1-Vy,)]
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|
|
| DyR e 205°7,DpR
| SsDgR |

1—V1,2

IMSPE =1—tr(L"'R) =2 - —

2(1 - )(1 + S5)DgR — (1 + S5)R + ZSDHR (R5.1)
Note that the power-series-in-V8§ expansions of V; , and R include only non-negative powers, the factor
(1 + Ss) annihilates odd powers and doubles even powers, and Zs annihilates any non-zero powers, so
the expansion of IMSPE includes only non-negative even powers, giving the following, after plugging in
the definitions V;, = e *#%" and R = R(® + R@g52 + RWH25*, noting ZsDeR = DeR® and
0Dy = Dg6/2, and rearranging terms:

RO
1_e—14082 (0) 1 -260
IMSPE =2 ———5—~2 (+3§z)952) ~—w Do | +R@06? |+ ” DeR© + 0626
+R®p25*

_ 40582 (0) _,—26082 @ ps2
=2 1= _2<+3z )—l_e—DR(O)—l_l 1)9(72 06 )+0(9254)

2 R@pgs2 1_e—4682 "0 PRy +R@Wg2s54
L qoemtes? 2 (© 1 © 1 R@)gs2 254
=2- 2 2 <+1R(2)962) T 11e-20062 DgR™ — 14057 Dg (+R(4)0254) +0(6%5%)
—_9_ 2 _ RO )_ 1 0 _ 1 ( R@ps? ) 204
=2-200% =2 (+R(2)952 2609 Do R 206°(1-2057) +R@Wpg254 +0(676%)

3 5 RO 146062 0) 142062 2R@ 254
=2-206"-2 (+R(2)952) I DR — = 7 Do +2R@Wgs2 +0(675%)

=2-2R©® -

M _ DGR(z) n (_2 _ ZR(Z) _ DQR(O) _ Dng(z) _ Dng(‘l')

)952 +0(626%)
2 2 4 2 2

=[2-2(1+2) RO - 2R 4 [-2 - 2R - 2(1+22) R - D"R ] 052 + 0(6%5%).
(R.5.2)

From Eq. R.3.1 we have the following for R©, R, and R™:

©_ [ erf[\/§(1 + xt)]} _ [=
R \/;{+erf[\/5(1 —xp)] 166 (L S Jerf[V6C +x0),

(1 + x,)e~0@+x)* 46 _
R = [2 \f a0 atien| VT = I (14 8,,) (@ 4 x0)e 00+, and
o _ \/—f [(1+xt)——(1+x)] ~00+x)?
ONT 4] =3 = 5 (1 - )P 00
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+ Se) [ (1 +x0) = 5 (1 + x,)3| e 02",

Substituting these into Eq. R.5.2 gives the following:
2
(_2 (1 N [1_9)\/%{ erf[VO(1 + xt)]}\
IMSPE = +erf[VO(1 - x,)]
(L)
2160 |\ 7 | 4(1 — x,)e~00-x0?

-2
by L{ erf[\/§(1+xt)]}
160 (+erf[vVO(1 — x,)]

1 —9(1+Xt)2

+2(1+%) /L\/@ (1 +xc)e ]

4 160+ © +(1_xt)e—9(1—xt)
20 _ 2
n [ f [+ 20 =21 x| o700
PNIONT | (1 - x) = (1 = x)?| e 007

2

) (1 + %) %(1 + Sxt)erf[\/g(l +x,)]

Dg T 46 -0 2
+7 ’E\E(l + Sxt)(l + xt)e (T+x¢)

t

-2
_Z_e\/% (14 Sy )erf[VO(1 + xp)]

r2(142) [ [ 5.0+ pe-sions

D 0 20 - 2
-2 /%\/;(1 + S) [+ 2x0) =21+ x)3] e 0G0

052 + 0(626%). (R5.3)

»08% + 0(0%6%).

(R.5.33)

Expanding Eq. R.5.3, paying particular attention to the fact that each Dy operates on all the 6°s to its right
in a multiplicative sequence, including, if present in its sequence, the 8 in the factor 852, we obtain the

following:
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-2
= { erf[\/_(1+xt)]}
( 1 erf[\/_(l +xt)]} \/123 +erf[vV20(1 —x;)]
| 40 +erf[\/_(1 — xt)] 4 1+ xt)e_e(“"t) ]
IMSPE = |
I

052 + 0(6%5%).
1286

T erf[\/_(l + xt)] + +(1 - xt)e‘e(l—xt)z
{ } +1 1+ xt)e—29(1+xt)2]

+(1 —x,)e 20(1-x¢)?

{ @ +x) ——(1 +x,)%] 0 0? }

+[@ = x) =2 (1 = x)?| 00

+erf[V26(1 — x,)]
[ (1+x, )6—20(1+xt)2]
+(1—-x )e—20(1 xt)?

+

NI

(R.5.4)
(o \
- —;(1+f)£(1+sxt)erf[@<1+xt>1}
L +2 (1 + 5y,) (1 + x,)e~0@+3’ J
-2
~50 (145, )erf[VO(L+x,)]
2 2 84
' +(1+T) (145,)( 4+ xe-oamr (00 FOC70D.

(R.5.4a)

2
=501+ ) \/g (1+SxJerf[VO + xt)]l
+ % (1 + Sxt)(l + xt)e_9(1+xt)2 )

( —2 \
__Def(l + Sy, )erf[VO(1 + x,)]

+9 +(1+ Sy, ) (1 + x,)e"0+x0° »05% +0(825%) .
+22 (14 Sy, ) (1 + x,)e 00+

\__(1+S )[(1+xt)——(1+x)] _6(1+xt))

) . , . 1 1 Dg 1 _ |1
Next: Pulling out common (1 + S,,)’s, and noting Dg\/; = /%DQ, SO T\/% = /EDQ, and
Do) 1L _( | /L — /i 1
+T)\E—<\/;+ 329>D9—<1+ 32>\/;D9,etc.

(R.5.4b)
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1
IMSPE; 55 = (1+5S,) {{ W<1 + f)\/ngeTf[\/g(l + xt)ﬂ}

| +5 (1 4 x)e b@+x* )
( -1 )
\/— Dgerf[\/_(l + xt)]
+(1+ S,,) 4 +(1 + x,)e~0+x)? 062 + 0(026%). (R.5.4c)

+ % (1 + x,)e~00+x*

— Ds—f’ [(1 + x;) — ? (1+ xt)3] e~ 0(+x)*

( 1 \

= (1+55,) {— (1 + \g)\/ngerf[\/ﬁ(l +x,)] L

+%(1 + x,)e 00 +x)° J

( -1 A
%\/%Dgerf[\/a(l +x,)]

+(1+ 5y, +(1 + x,)e"00+x0)° 062 + 0(026%). (R.5.4d)
+ % (1 + xp)e 00+

=201+ x) = 2 (1 + x,)3] e 0GR’

-1
I/ 1 —— |is Dgerf[\/_(l +x,)] \I
16+\/—
= (1+5) o Doer VO + )l L ] g4 om0 Lgsz | 4 o264
+2 (1 + x)e 00+ J +=Dg (1 + x;)e 00+
+6%(1 + x,)3e 00+
(R.5.4e)
[1- 052\
_ 16 V8
1+6 Dgerf[\/_(l + xt)] [1 + 16+\/_952]
=(1+S,){ . b+ 0(02%6%). (R.5.4f)
+ 1+ xt)e"g(“xf) [1+4 667
L+ [1+5 (1 + 22| 3D (1 + x)e 00 +50% 957

1 1
IMSPE,,, =2 _[= erf[\/?(1+x1)]} =(1+5x1)<_ £ )
o ( \/;{ﬂzrf[\/?u—xl)] \/;erf[\/g(lﬂl)]
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IMSPE, o, = 1.

Upon further rearrangement, this is identical to the expressions worked out by hand algebra or SMS
algebra of Egs. R.3.2 and R.4.2, respectively.
-2
2 1 6
1] (1+ xt)e_zg(”"f)z ] + [— + 3 (1+ xt)z] (1+ xt)e_z‘g(”"f)2

4
—20(=1+4x,)?
4 +(1 _ xt)e 20(—1+x;) n |:1 n g (1 _ xt)z] (1 _ xt)e_ze(l_xt)z

MSPE = | _ \/E{ erf[V(1 +x)] } H T e 06 + 0(6%6% .
46 Va1 - x, t i
+€T'f[ ( X )] +(1 _ xt)e_e(l_xf) ]

T erf[\/ZG(l + xt)] }
_ ’_{ G erf[\/29(1 + xt)]
1286 +eT'f[V 29(1 - xt)] - 1286 {_l_erf[,lze(l — xt)]}

(R.5.5)
Appendix S.  Support for Section 6, when [d,n,v] = [1, 2,3 /2]

For [d,n,v] = [1,2,3/2], with design points denoted x; and xz, we have the following, from Table 4.1:

ro | 1 1 1
- I
L= I ,where Q = 0(x; — x,)?, from Sec. 4. Via Matrix Identity A2
| - | 1 (1+43Q)eV3Q| !
|- 1
~1—(1+4/3Q)e™3¢ | 1 1
__________ | —_— = —_— =
L1=2 : L L . Then, by Eq. H.1,
2" | 1-(1+3Q )e~V3Q 1-(1+,/3Q )e~V3Q yE
1
| 1-(1+,/3Q JeV3Q |
( 5 1— e—m (1+x1) ( 2 1— e—\/@ (1+x7)
( g +1— e V38 ) 1 +1— V380 \
2V30 —V38 (1+x1) 2v36 —V38 (1+x2)
- +(1 — xp)e~V30 A-x) +(1 — xp)eV30 A-x2) ’
- | ____________________________________
o MRSE,via Eq.1.1 MRSE,via Eq.1.1
. | . MRSE,via Eq.1.1

where MRSE stands for a machine-readable symbolic expression. Then, using Eg. 4.1,
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1-(1+/3Q )e‘J5 |
IMSPE =1 — %tr
1 — —V30 (1+xp) 5 [

+1 — e~V30 (1-x1)

1 — —V30 (1+x)
+1 — V30 (1-x3)

| | |

)
I

MRSE,via Eq.1.1
MRSE,via Eq.1.1

236 /3o (1 + x,)e V30 (1+x1) 2V36 /3o (1 + x,)e~V30 (1+x2)
* { +(1 — x,)e~V30 (-x) ) { +(1 — x,)eV30 -x2)

MRSE,via Eq.1.1

(S.1)

Appendix T. Support for Sub-Section 6, when [d,n,v] = [1,2,5/2]

For [d,n,v] = [1,2,5/2], with design points denoted x; and xz, we have the following:

[ 0o | 1 1
- | - =

— — _ 2 H H
L—{ C 1 (1+ 50 +5Q) _@‘,WherefromSecA,Q_9(x1 x,)?. Via Matrix

—1—(1+ 50 +ﬂ)e-@ | 1 1
3
______________ | - -
L—l — l % | 1 -1
2 1-(1+/5¢ +%)e—@ 1-(1+/50 +5Q)e'm
1
| 1-(14,/5Q +2)e/5Q |
[1 _ V50 (1+x1)] [1 _ V50 (1+x2)]
8 8
41— e a-0] H[1— -]
1 —\/5_9 (1+X1) 1 —\/5_6 (1+X2)
R= +(1 = xq)e V56 —xp) +(1 — xp)e~V50 (—x2)
(1 + xq)2e~V50 A+x) (1 + xg)2e~V50 14x2) ’

! |

| MRSE,viaEq.K.1

+(1 _ x1)26_@ (1—x1)

o )

MRSE,viaEq.K.1
MRSE,viaEq.K.1

+(1 — xy)2e V50 (1-x2)

where MRSE stands for a machine-readable symbolic expression. Then, using Eq. 4.1,
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IMSPE =1 — %tr

[1 _ e—\/ﬁ (1+x1)]
8
+ [1 —eV50 (1"‘1)]
1+ xl)e—@ (1+x1)}

+(1 — x,)e~ V50 =x1)

s 1+ xl)ze—«/ﬁ (14x1)
\ - +(1 - xl)ze‘m (1=x1) /

1
O —s@{

| MRSE,via Eq.K. 1

1 1
1 -1
1-(1+/5Q +32)e Jse 1—(1+\/W+¥)e_\/5
1

1—(1+\/W+¥)e_\/5 ]

[1 _ e—\/@ (1+x2)]

o)

1 1+ xz)e—@ (1+x3)
—5+/560
VS0 +(1 — x,)e V50 (-x2)

s 1+ xz)ze—@ (14x3)
\ - +(1 - xz)ze‘m (1=x2) /

MRSE,via Eq.K.1
MRSE,via Eq.K.1

(T.2)
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