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Abstract.

This paper presents an algorithm for Monte Carlo fixed-lagatming in state-space models de-
fined by a diffusion process observed through noisy disdiete measurements. Based on a par-
ticles approximation of the filtering and smoothing distitibns, the method relies on a simulation
technique of conditioned diffusions. The proposed sedalesinoother can be applied to general
non linear and multidimensional models, like the ones usednvironmental applications. The
smoothing of a turbulent flow in a high-dimensional contexgiven as a practical example.

1 Introduction

The framework of this paper concerns state-space modetsilded by general diffusions of the

form:
dx(t) = f(x(t))dt + o(x(t))dB(t), )

which are partially observed through noisy measuremendésatete times. Such models can de-
scribe many dynamical phenomena in environmental sciepbgsics, but also in finance or engi-
neering applications. The main motivation of this work cemms environmental applications, where
non linearity and high-dimensionality arise. Indeed, emvinental models and data describe non lin-
ear phenomena over large domains, with high spatial résaluThe continuous dynamical model
(@) is defined froma priori physical laws, while observations are supplied by sensatellite data
for instance) and can appear with very low time frequencyaAxample, in the application pre-
sented in the last part of this paper, the dimension of the stad observations is of the order of

many thousands, and the model is described by the non lin@aeNStokes equation. Filtering
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and smoothing in such state space models aim at couplinglrandebservations, which is called
data assimilation. The goal of the filtering is to estimategiistem state distribution knowing past
and present observations. This allows for instance to gieper initial conditions to forecast the
future state of a system characterizing atmospheric ormmggaphic flows. On the other hand, the
smoothing aims at estimating the state distribution usagj pnd future observations, and this retro-
spective state estimation allows to analyze a spatio-teahpbenomenon over a given time period,
for climatology studies for instance. Applications of dassimilation are numerous and the interest
is growing in environmental sciences with the increase aflalle data. However, it is still a chal-
lenge to develop filtering and smoothing methods that canskd within a general non linear and
high-dimensional context.

Monte Carlo sequential methods, contrary to standard Kalfitters, are able to deal with the
filtering problem in non linear state-space models. Theigarfiltering (Del Moral et al.| 2001,
Doucet et al., 2000) solves the whole filtering equationsugh Monte Carlo approximations of
the state distribution. On the other hand, ensemble Kalmethoas [((Evensen, 2003) take into
account in some way the non linearities in the system, bubased on a Gaussian assumption.
For high-dimensional systems, ensemble Kalman methodgreferred in practice to particle fil-
ters (Stroud et al., 2010; van Leeuwen, 2009) since theyhrbatter performance for limited num-
ber of particles. In order to keep this advantage while &léawg the Gaussian assumption, both
methods are combined lin_ Papadakis et al. (2010), leadingptotele filter that can be applied to
high-dimensional systems. We will use this technique ferftliering step in the high-dimensional
application presented in Sectioh 5.

The aim of this paper is to propose a new smoothing methods Khown that within the par-
ticle filter framework, the smoothing can be computed backweeweighting past particles using
present observations (Briers et al., 2010; Godsill et 8043. There are however two main difficul-
ties. Firstly, it is necessary to know the transition dgneftthe process between observation times,
which is not available for general diffusions. This traimsitdensity can be approximated through
Monte Carlo simulations, as proposed/ by Durham and Gal0QX) to solve inference problems
for diffusion processes. However, these approximatioadased on Brownian bridge (or modified
versions of it) simulations, that do not take into accoumtdhift part of the model. For non linear
and high-dimensional models with a drift term that domisageich approximations will be ineffi-
cient. It is also possible to obtain an unbiased estimatéetransition density (see Beskos et al.
(2006)), but this approach is not adapted to a multi-dimeredicontext. As a matter of fact, the use
of this technique in a multivariate setting imposes coimstsaon the diffusion drift (in particular the
drift function has to be of gradient type). Secondly, siftese smoothing schemes rely on existing
particles only, the estimation of smoothing distributionay become poor in a high-dimensional
context, when for computational reasons the number ofgastis reduced. On the other hand, in

the framework of ensemble Kalman methads, Evensen and veunean [(2000) have also proposed
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to estimate backward the smoothing distribution in a raeansay, based on existing filtering trajec-
tories.| Stroud et all (2010) presented and applied an ersdfabman smoothing method, relying
on a linearization of the system dynamics.

All previously mentioned smoothing methods require to @erf specific assumptions or simpli-
fications in order to deal with general non linear models pE&t{d) in a high-dimensional context.
To the best of our knowledge, it remains a challenging prolite develop smoothing methods that
can be used in this general setting. In this paper, we dehltis issue sequentially each time a
new observation is available, by smoothing the hidden dtata this new observation time up to
the previous one. This approach, called fixed-lag smoothingstitutes then a partial answer to
the global smoothing problem that would take into accouraalilable observations. Nevertheless,
it is reasonable to assume that the distribution of the hidsdlate depends on future observations
through the next observation only, as soon as the time stegeba measurements is long (which is
typically the case in the environmental applications thativate this work). Under this assumption,
a new observation will impact the distribution of the hidgencess up to the previous observation
only. This point of view justifies the use of a fixed-lag smanthin our setting as a reasonable
approximation of the global smoothing problem.

For low-dimensional systems, it is known that such a fixepslaoothing may be directly obtained
from the particle filtering result, reweighting past trag@tes. However, in a high-dimensional con-
text where, for computational reasons, the number of pasticas to be reduced, this method leads
to poor smoothing distribution estimates. In contrast, method does not rely on existing parti-
cles only. It is built on a conditional simulation techniqefediffusions proposed by Delyon and Hu
(2006) that provides new state trajectories at hidden tinedésween observations. This technique is
adapted to a multivariate context where the drift dominatestrary to simulation techniques based
on Brownian bridge sampling (Durham and Gallant, 2002). &doer, it does not require constrain-
ing assumptions for multivariate models, contrary to otkehniques based on exact simulation of
diffusions (Beskos and Roberts, 2005; Beskos et al., 2006 proposed smoothing method can
then be applied to high-dimensional systems. Finally, @gdnot require model linearization nor
Gaussian hypotheses, and so is able to deal with generaingam models.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows. Sefibniefly presents the filtering and
smoothing problems within our state-space model frameyaré focuses on the fixed-lag smooth-
ing that will be at the heart of this paper. Secfidn 3 prestresonditional simulation technique of
diffusions of_ Delyon and Hu (2006), and details the congiomcof the proposed Monte Carlo esti-
mate of smoothing distributions. The method is then expenited on a one-dimensional example in
Sectiorf#. Finally, the method is applied in secfibn 5 to @iical non linear and high-dimensional
case, similar to the problems that have to be faced in enwiemtal applications. A discussion is

given in Sectiof .
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2 Monte Carlo filtering and smoothing in state-space models

In this section we present the general state-space modelgfiaes our framework, and recall briefly
the filtering and smoothing problems. In particular, we preghe particle filter and the associated

fixed-lag smoothing problem on which the paper concentrates
2.1 Framework and particle-based methods

We are interested in continuous-discrete state-spacelmofihe following form:

dx(t) = f(x(t))dt + o(x(t))dB(t), (2
y(tr) = g(x(tk)) + vt (3)

where the hidden state vectere R™ is observed through the observation vegtor R™ at dis-
crete times{¢q, o, ...}, and the drift function/ and observation operatgrcan be non linear. The
dynamical model uncertainty is described by a n-dimensiBnawnian motion with covariance
Y=o (x(t))o(x(t))T. The functionsf, g ands are assumed to be known, as well as the law of the
observation noisey, .

The filtering problem in such state-space models can be dalin a Monte Carlo sequential
approach, called particle filtering (Del Moral ef al., 20Dbucet et all, 2000), allowing the recursive
estimation of the filtering distributiop(x, .+, |y+, ¢, ), and in particular of its marginal distribution
(X, |yt ), at each observation timg. The method relies on a Monte Carlo approximation of

this distribution over a set of weighted trajector{eét1 .+, i=1:~ (called particles):

p(xtl B3 ytl tk Zwtk)g ( ) th tk) (4)

whose marginal distribution at timg writes:

xtk |Yt1 tk Zwtk 6x( ) xtk (5)

Particle filters rely on a sequential importance samplirfgeste that recursively samples patrticles,
and updates their weights at observation times. The impoetaampling distribution is chosen in
such a way that the importance Weiglmg;) can be evaluated recursively in time as observations
become available, through the likelihopdy (¢ )|x(¢x)). In practice, a resampling procedure is
added in order to avoid degeneracy. This procedure dupfdatjectories with large weights and
remove small weighted trajectories.

Note that the particle filtering technique updates the filtgdistribution at observation times only.
However, after the estimaggx;,, |y:, ., ) has been updated at observation timehe filtering distri-

bution can be predicted in order to have a continuous esomaf p(x;|y:, .., ) for all ¢ €]tx, tx+1[
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until the next observation time:
N .

Belyen) = 2 wh 80 (%), 6)
=1

where, foralli =1,..., N, the statec,gi) is sampled from[{]2), starting fromti).

Contrary to the filtering approach that uses past and presesgrvations, a global smoothing
in state-space models aims at estimatig; |y, .+..,) for all ¢ € [t1,tend, Using all past and future
observations over a given time period. As raised in the ¢htotion, existing smoothing methods do
not apply directly to a general non linear model of tylge @)# a high-dimensional context, since
assumptions have to be made that may not be realistic. thefesolving the global smoothing, we
will concentrate in the rest of the paper on a fixed-lag smagttwhich constitutes a partial answer
to the global smoothing problem.

2.2 Basic patrticles fixed-lag smoothing

The objective of the fixed-lag smoothing will be to replace gredictive distribution[{6) by its
smoothed versiop(x|y, .+, ,) Vt €]tr,tx+1], Sequentially each time a new observatiop, , ar-
rives. This will allow to reduce the temporal discontinegiinherent to the filtering technique, that
successively predicts the distribution of the state betwsservations, and updates this distribution
at observation times.

To achieve this, by construction of the particle filter thaights entire trajectories (see equation
@), it is known (see for instance Doucet et al. (2000)) tihat fixed-lag smoothing distribution
P(X¢|yt,:4,.,) can be directly obtained from the marginal at timef p(x,.¢, , |[y¢,:t,,,). The

empirical smoothing distribution is then given by:

N
POy tiin) = D wiy) S0 (k) Ve Eltn i Y]
i=1

However, this approximation is simply a reweighting of padsting particle trajectories, so that the
support of the empirical smoothing distribution is the sara¢he filtering one. This approximation
can lead to poor estimates since it relies on the supporteofiltiering distribution at time. If
the number of particles is too small with respect to the slateension, the support may be greatly
reduced by the correction step (assigning small weightdl tpaaticles except a few), leading in
practice to a bad estimation pfx;|y:, ., ,). Since we are interested in smoothing techniques that
are efficient in a high-dimensional context, this direct sthing technique can not be used in its
basic form and has to be improved.

In the following, we propose to use a conditional simulatiechnique of diffusions that will
enable the sampling of new smoothed trajectories betweestj, andt;.1. The approximation of
the smoothing distributioi{7) at each hidden time will thernmproved. The conditional simulation

technique is presented in the next section, before thetimggsimoothing procedure we propose.
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3 Fixed-lag smoothing with conditional simulation

The smoothing method we propose is based on a conditionalaiion technique that is presented in
sectio 3.1l. We develop then in section 3.2 how this tectenagun be used to improve the estimation
of the smoothing distributio [ 7).

3.1 Conditional simulation
Conditional simulation of a diffusion aims at sampling éetpries from a given process:
dx(t) = f(x(t))dt + o(x(t))dB(t) ©)

between two timeg = 0 andt = T, with the constraintx(0) = u andx(7") = v. This simulation
problem is treated by Delyon and Hu (2006), where the authbosv how to obtain the law of
the constrained process from a Girsanov theorem. In peadtie proposed algorithms consist in
simulating trajectories according to another diffusionqass, which is built to respect the constraints
and is easy to simulate from. The conditional distributiéthe constrained proceds (8) is shown
to be absolutely continuous with respect to the distributbthe auxiliary process, with explicitly
given density. For instance, in the case where the drift imded (a similar algorithm is proposed
in\Delyon and Hul(2006) for the unbounded case) and fmvertible, the algorithm is based on the
simulation of trajectories from the following process:
x(t)—v
T—t

ax(0) = (1%(0) - )+ a(x(0)dB (), ©)

with initial conditionx(0) = u. This process is a simple modification bf (8), where a deteistic
part is added to the drift. It is then easy to simulate unciomhl trajectories from this process,
and all simulated trajectories will satis§(7T") = v by construction. For simplicity we will as-
sume in the following that is independent ok(¢) (note however that this is not an assumption in
Delyon and Hul(2006)). The law of the conditioned processviergby:

E[h(x)[x(0) = u,x(T) = v] = E[h(X)a(X)], (10)

for all measurable functioh, where:

r %) —v)TE 1 f(x
a(X) =exp (—/( ®) ;?t 1 (t))dt> (11)
0

is the density coming from Girsanov theorem (see Delyon an(Rg06)), with® = o (X(t))o(X(t))”.
Let us note that the presence of the drift part of model (8haduxiliary proces$19) is crucial

to make the simulation efficient. The same process hadllgiti@en proposed by Clark (1990) to

solve the conditional simulation problem. On the other hatahdard Brownian bridges that could

be used as auxiliary processes (Durham and Gallant| 2082)rigractice to poor approximations of



190 the original constrained diffusion in our high-dimensibsetting, since Brownian bridge trajectories
are too far away from trajectories @fi (8).
In the following, the conditional marginal of interestx;|x(0) = u,x(7T) = v) will then be ap-
proximated as follows:

M
P(x:]x(0) = u,x(T) = :Z 5~m (x;) Vtelo,T], (12)

195 where the) trajectories{x\")};_.), are simulated froni{9) witk) = uforall j=1,... M.
3.2 Proposed fixed-lag smoothing method

We show in the following how the conditional simulation te@ue can be used to improve the
estimation of the local smoothing distributipx; |y, ¢, ,) for all t €]ty tx11].

We first note that this distribution can be decomposed as:
200 P(Xt|yh:tk+1) = /P(Xtaxtk » Xtpt1 |Yt1:tk+1)dxtkdxtk+1
= /P(th Xt Vet )P(Re [ Xy Xty 5 Vit ) A% dXo, - (13)
Then, from the state-space model properties, we obtain:
P(Xt|Ytrityy,) = /P(thaxtkﬂ Y trste)P(Xe Xy Xty )X, Ay - (14)
Moreover, from the particle filter Monte Carlo approximatatescribed by (4), the joint lam(x;, , X, ., [¥¢,:¢,.1)
205 can be replaced by:

ﬁ(xtk’xtk+1|ytl3tk+l Zwtk+1 XET) ,ET))(X%H?X%) (15)
k17t

where thewg?+1 are the particle filter importance weights.
Plugging [15) into[(14) leads then to the following approatian for the fixed-lag smoothing distri-
bution:

210 ﬁ(xtlytl:tk+l Zthl Xt|xtk7xtk+1) (16)

The conditional distributiom(xt|x§?,x§?ﬁ) can be estimated usinig{12) for each pair of initial and

end pointsx;’ andxgz+1

=

ey x) ) Z (VD)5 w0 (x), 17)

where eaclrigi)(j) is sampled front(9) with initial constraiﬁlﬁi)(‘ = xt ) and final constram:t(Z



215 The estimation of the smoothing distribution of interesiteg finally:

M
PXe|ytriteis) Z“’m Y a&YD)s w0 (xe), Vb, tisa): (18)

Jj=1

The algorithm we propose to compute the fixed-lag smoothisigiloution on a given time interval
Jtk,tk+1] is therefore the following:
220

Algorithm 1 Fixed-lag conditional smoothing

For eachy, = tq,to,...:

- Store{xgi)}i:hN and compute{xgal}i:mf and associated Weigh{m;gil}izlw from a

particle filter algorithm;
— For each pau{xtk ’th+1} i=1,...,N:

— SimulateM conditional trajectories{i(i)(j)} i—1.0 for t € [tg,tr11] from (9) with an

Euler scheme, with the constranﬂ%)(” = x(Z andx(Z 7) §;+1,

— Compute weights (%)) from (@) for allj = 1,..., M , with final constraint!”

tr41’

— Computep(xe[yt,:1,,,) = >iey wwgi)ﬂ ZJNL a(ZD)§o 00 (%) for all ¢ €]ty trr].

4 One-dimensional simulation study

In this section, the smoothing method is experimented oneadimensional state space model.
The results obtained with a standard particle-based srimmp#ne first presented in sectibn 4.2, and
results of the proposed smoothing approach are shown iinsEE8

225 4.1 State space model

The one-dimensional state space model of interest will iaeadiffusion, partially observed with
noise (used as an illustration by Fearnhead let al. (2008) fparticle filtering method) :

dz(t) = sin(z(t))dt + 0,dB(t), (29)
Yty = Tty T Ve (20)
230 whereo? = 0.5 andv;, ~ N(0,0,) with 05 = 0.01. One trajectory of the process is first simulated
from (@3) with an Euler-type discretization scheme of tinepsAt = 0.005. This trajectory will
constitute the hidden process, observed thrayglgenerated according tb (20) at every time step

tr, With tx —t,_1 = 20At. The trajectory is plotted on Figuké 1, together with theresponding

discrete observations at timgs



235

240

245

250

255

0 26 46 G‘O éo 160 120 14‘10 160
Fig. 1: Simulated sine diffusion trajectory(t) and partial observationg(ty) (dots) withty, — tx—1 = 20At.

4.2 Standard fixed-lag smoothing

We present the smoothing results obtained with the direetifiag smoother presented in section
[2.2. Two situations are shown, with reduced and high numbeadicles. The case with a high
number of particles is shown as the reference for comparisme however that this ideal situation
is not reachable in a high-dimensional context, since thebar of particles has to be reduced for
computational cost reasons.

Since the proposed method relies on a preliminary partitézifig step, filtering results are fist
presented for the two situations: The first one is a partiltée fivith a small number of particlesV =
20). The second case is a filter computed usivig- 10000 particles. The importance distribution
that defines this sequential importance sampling methotiagsen to be the transition law of the
dynamic proces$ (19). This is the standard choice for sucmtintious-discrete filtering problem.

The results for the two configurations are presented on Eiguwhere the dotted lines represents
the filtering mean estimates. The filtering distributjgty;, |+, .+, ) IS estimated at each observation
time ¢; using [®), and predicted between observation times fidm T8 mean is then estimated
from weighted particles aEfil wt(i)a:f), for all ¢ € [tg,tr11[. Figurel2 shows that both results (a)
and (b) diverge from the reference solution between obtervimes. As a matter of fact, when no
observation is available, the state distribution is predidrom the dynamics only, so that particles
trajectories are not guided towards the next observatidgrob&ervation times;, high weights are
given to particles that are close to the observation, schiesgstimated mean suddenly gets closer to
the solution. The fixed-lag smoothing approach implemeintéite next section will aim at reducing

the induced temporal discontinuities while providing dyrieally consistent solutions.



260

265

270

275

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
t t

(@ (b)

Fig. 2: Particle filtering result. Thick line: hidden diffies; Dots: partial observations; Dotted line: estimated

filtering mean. (a) Result witlv = 20 particles. (b) Result wittv = 10000 particles.

From this particle filtering result, we present now the rssabtained from the direct particles
smoothing procedure described in secfiod 2.2 which relfesxisting trajectories. The smoothing
distributionp(z¢ |ys, ¢, , ) is computed backward for all€]t,., t41] using expression{7), each time
a new observatiop,, ., becomes available. Since this empirical distribution is\pated from past
trajectories that are reweighted with the new weigb{@H computed from the particle filter at time
tx+1, it can be poorly estimated if only a few weights are nonzé&tas happens of course when the
numberN of particles is too small so that only a few trajectories dose from the observation at
time ;. 1. This can be observed on Figlide 3(a), where the smoothingéd®s computed from the
particle filtering result withV = 20 particles. The smoothing distributigriz; |y;, .., , ) is estimated
using [7). The smoothing mean is computedas , w  z{" for all t ]ty, 4], and the standard
deviation is computed in the same way from the weightedgasi The mean is plotted with dotted
line on Figurd B, and the standard deviation envelope igqulatith thin line. We can note that at
some time intervals (for instance between observationginze 100 and¢ = 120), the smoothing
distribution is artificially peaked but far from the hiddeajectory. The smoothing result obtained
from the particle filter with the reference cadg= 10000 particles is plotted on Figufd 3(b). In
that configuration, since many trajectories have high wisighobservation times, the estimation of

backward smoothing distributions is improved and inclutieshidden trajectory.
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Fig. 3: Standard particles fixed-lag smoothing result. Ktiiwe: hidden diffusion; Dots: partial observations;
Dotted line: estimated backward smoothing mean; Thin lesimated standard deviation. (a) Result
with N = 20 particles. (b) Result withv = 10000 particles.

4.3 Proposed smoothing

In this section, we show how the proposed method can imprmredtimation of backward smooth-
ing distributions when it is not adequate to rely on existirggectories only. This is the case for
instance if the number of particles is too small, as dematestrfrom the experiment presented on
Figure[3.

Based on a particle filter result obtained witi= 20 trajectories, Figur€l4(a) shows the re-
sults obtained by our method with « M = 20 % 50 trajectories, where we recall that is the
number of conditional trajectories sampled between eadah {péi),:cggl}, i=1,...,N. The
smoothing distribution(z¢ |y, ., , ) is computed from(18), so the smoothing mean is computed as
SN ) M a(@@0)z27Y for all ¢ €]ty ti1], and similarly for the standard deviation. The
proposed method leads to improved smoothing distributitimates in comparison to the direct par-
ticles smoothing approach presented’bn 3(a). On Flgure th)yesult obtained by the conditional
smoothing technique is presented fér M = 20 * 500 trajectories. In that case, the result is very
similar to the particles smoothing result presented onrei@(b), obtained from a particle filter with
N =10000. These results highlight the fact that since the proposdtadecreates new trajectories,
it can improve the estimation of smoothing distributionsewlthe initial number of filtering particles

is too small.

11
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Fig. 4: Proposed conditional smoothing result. Thick lihietden diffusion; Dots: partial observations; Dotted
line: estimated backward smoothing mean; Thin line: edthatandard deviation. (a) Result with
N = M = 20 % 50 trajectories. (b) Result wittV « M = 20 x 500 trajectories.

In addition, on FigurEl]5, smoothing distributions are coreganore precisely for a given time step
(t = 110) between two observations at timgs= 100 andt,; = 120. Histograms corresponding to
the estimated smoothing distributigfz110|y1.120) are plotted for the particles smoothing method
with IV = 20 particles (Figuré1s(a)) an& = 10000 particles (Figuréls(b)), and the conditional
smoothing method withV = A/ = 2050 trajectories (Figurl5(c)) anl « M = 20500 trajectories
(Figure[®(d)). At this time step, the smoothing distribatlmased oV = 20 particles is very peaked
but not consistent with the hidden value (plotted as a ddite). On the other hand, the support
of the distribution obtained from the conditional methodhaV « M = 20 = 50 trajectories is more
consistent with the reference value. Moreover, as notedqusly from Figurd #, the conditional
smoothing solution withV « M = 20 * 500 trajectories (Figurgl5(d)) is very similar to the solution

obtained with a particle filter fromV = 10000 particles.

12
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Fig. 5: Estimated smoothing distributioféz110|y1:120). Dotted line: hidden known value; . (a) Particles
smoothing results witlv = 20 particles. (b) Particles smoothing result with= 10000 particles. (c)
Conditional smoothing result withv « M = 20 x 50 trajectories. (d) Conditional smoothing result with
N x M = 20 %500 trajectories.

5 Application to a high-dimensional assimilation problem

This section aims at illustrating the applicability of ouethod to a high-dimensional and non linear
scenario, without extensive study at this stage. The meathagplied to a turbulence assimilation
problem, where the state space model of interest is of fypjj2 The goal is to recover temporal
estimates of velocity/vorticity over a given spatial domaf sizen = 64 x 64, from a sequence of
noisy observations and a continucaigriori dynamical model based on a stochastic version of
Navier-Stokes equation. Within an environmental framéduvar direct application would be the
estimation of wind fields or sea surface currents from steelhta.

13
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5.1 State space model

Let £(x) denote the scalar vorticity at point= (z,y)”, associated to the 2D velocity(x) =
(wy(x),wy (x))T throught (x) = 85’;;’ - 3“’1 . Let¢ € R™ be the state vector describing the vorticity
over an = 64 x 64 square domain, anwz € RQ" the associated velocity field over the domain. We

will focus on incompressible flows such that the divergerfab®velocity field is null. A stochastic

version of Navier-Stokes equation in its velocity-vottifdiorm can then be written as:
d¢, = —VE, - widt + vAg,dt + 0dBy, (21)

wherer denotes the fluid viscosity coefficient (assumed to be knowhg uncertainty is modeled
by a Brownian motion of size, with covarianc& = oo, wheres € R™. A velocity field example,
generated from the modél(21), is shown on Figdre 6(a), begetith the corresponding vorticity
map (b).

We assume the hidden vorticity vectis observed through noisy measuremenisat discrete
timest;, wheret;, —t,_1 = 100At, and At = 0.1 is the time step used to discretize](21). In our
experimental setup, measurements correspond to PIV¢Rdriage Velocimetry) image sequences
used in fluid mechanics applications. Note however thatrdthmel of data can be used similarly
within this state space model, like meteorological or oog@aphic data for instance. The state
and observation are related in our case throygh= g(§;, ) + v+, Whereg is a non linear function

linking the vorticity to the image data, ang, is a Gaussian noise, uncorrelated in time.

il

(@) (b)

Fig. 6: State example. (a) Velocity field,; (b) Associated vorticity mag,.

5.2 Implementation details

We recall that the smoothing relies first on a particle filteps Due to the high dimensionality of the
state vector, the use of a standard patrticle filter is nottedidp solve the filtering problem, as dis-
cussed by Snyder etlal. (2008).or van Leeuwen (2009). We nhakeutse of the method presented
by/Papadakis et al. (2010) which combines the benefits ofrtherable Kalman filter, known to per-
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form well in practice for high dimensional systerns (Strotidle 2010), and the particle filter (which
solves theoretically the true filtering problem, withoupagximating the filtering distributions with
Gaussian distributions). Since the method of Papadakis @04.0) is intrinsically a particle filter, it
leads then at each observation titpeo a set of particles and weigh{tsg?:tk , Wy, }i=1:N, @s required
by the algorithm proposed in sectigh 3.

The particle filter step requires simulations from the dyitaihrmodel [21), and the conditional
simulation step requires to sample trajectories from itsst@ined version, which consists in a
similar problem with modified drift (see proce$§s (9)). Thedmbis discretized in time with time
stepAt = 0.1; more information about the discretization scheme may b&ioéd in Papadakis etlal.
(2010). The random perturbations are assumed to be reafizadf Gaussian random fields that
are correlated in space with exponential covariance stregl(x;,x;) = nexp(— M) where
n =0.01andX = 13. In practice, the simulation of these perturbations isqgrenkd in Fourier space,
with the method described lin Evensen (2003).

Finally, the estimation of the smoothing distributionsuieg the computation of conditional tra-
jectories weights, corresponding to Girsanov weightsmyiwe (11). After a Riemann sum approx-
imation of the integral, the computation of weights regsitiee inversion of the matriX of size
(n,n), wheren = 64 x 64 is the number of grid points. We choose to compute! empirically
using a singular value decomposition computed fromMheealizations of the perturbation fields
used for the constrained trajectories simulations.Z.&e the matrix of sizén, M) containing the
M centered fields of size = 64 64, the SVD leads t& = UDV” , so thatZZ” = UDD” U7

The inverse of the covariance matbix ! is finally computed as:

M(ZzZ")~! = MmU(DDT) U7, (22)
which only requires the inversion of a diagonal.

5.3 Results

In this section, we illustrate the capability of the propmbseethod to reduce the temporal disconti-
nuities inherent to the particle filter in our continuousailite state-space setting.

The particle filter step has been computed ftdm= 500 particles. Since the ground truth vorticity
sequence is known in our experimental setup, the mean sguarecan be computed between
the hidden vorticity and the estimated filtering mean, gibgh "~ | w(”¢!" for all ¢ € [ty ty41[.
This error, averaged over the domain of size- 64 x 64, is plotted on Figurg]7 with full line. As
observed in sectiof] 4 for the one-dimensional example, deection of the filtering solution at
observation times leads to sudden error decreases. Thegadpmoothing method has been applied
with M =200. In practice, many filtering trajectories have close to aeeights at observation
times (note however that the filter is not degenerate andléstatrecover the hidden vorticity, as

shows the filtering result presented on Figure 7). This iespthat the method relies in practice
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on a reduced numbe¥ M/ of sampled conditional trajectories (withi << N), which makes the
problem computationally tractable. The smoothing distitm (&, |y, ., ,) iS computed for all
t €]ty tr+1) from (I8), and its mean is computed B, wi! 33 (D)€" The mean
square error is computed between the true vorticity and dtimated smoothing mean, and plotted
on Figurd¥ with dotted line. As expected, the smoothing metleduces the error at hidden times

between observations.

x 1072
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Fig. 7: Full line: mean square error between ground truthicity and estimated filtering mean; Dotted line:

mean square error between ground truth vorticity and egtidnisackward smoothing mean.

In addition, we present below a qualitative evaluation efsmoothing result for the same exper-
iment, over a specific time interval.
The particle filter result is first presented on Figlie 8 fag thme interval[400,500] between
two observations, where estimated mean vorticity maps angpated astV: 1wf£0 gi) for all
t € [400,500][, and astvzlwég)o f) for ¢t = 500. The temporal discontinuity between estimations
can be observed when reaching observation time>00: the vorticity map is suddenly modified
in order to fit to the observations, introducing inconsistes in the vorticity temporal trajectories.
Note that the application of the standard particles smagt{described in sectidn 2.2) will fail here,
and not only because the number of particles is too small. iatter of fact, we recall that the fil-
tering trajectories have been computed from the methocepted in Papadakis et/al. (2010), which
uses the ensemble Kalman filter step as importance disoibint the particle filter algorithm. The
ensemble Kalman filter consists of a prediction step fromdymamical model(21), and a correc-
tion step which shifts particles towards the observatiaecaise of this correction step, the sampled
filtering trajectories between two observation times doawstespond to trajectories of the dynam-
ical model. This implies that from such a particle filter, #tandard smoothing based on existing
trajectories will not be able to reduce the temporal disicarities observed on Figulé 8. This can be
observed on Figuilld 9, where smoothed vorticity maps are uwdpaszijil wig)o f) for t = 400,

and asy " wég)o ff) for all t €]400,500]. The discontinuity at time = 500 is still present.
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Fig. 8: Filtering result with the method LLEa.p.a.da.KLSJHZDJ((I)) Estimated mean vorticity maps for different
timest between observation times= 400 andt = 500.
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Fig. 9: Standard particles smoothing result (see SeCt@n Estimated mean vorticity maps for different times
t between observation times= 400 andt = 500.

The result obtained with the proposed method is plotted gufe[10. Estimated mean vorticity
maps are computed &~ | w), i a(EDNEDE for all t € [400,500]. Spatio-temporal vor-
ticity trajectories are gradually modified until obsereatitime¢ = 500, preserving the fluid flow
410 properties. As a matter of fact, since the proposed methagbles new trajectories from the law
of the physical procesg (P1), the smoothed vorticity ttajées are by construction consistent with
thea priori dynamical model. In order to sample the smoothed trajextpthe method relies on
the model and on filtering marginals at observation timesnbtion filtering trajectories at hidden
times. Itis then able to smooth the discontinuities inhet@the particle filtering technique we have

415 used, contrary to the standard smoothing presented ondgfgur
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Fig. 10: Smoothing result with the proposed method. Esgchahean vorticity maps for different times

between observation timeés= 400 and¢ = 500.

6 Conclusion and discussion

This paper has introduced a smoothing algorithm based omditamnal simulation technique of
diffusions. The proposed smoothing is formulated as fixegg-In the sense that it is performed
sequentially each time a new observation appears, in cod=Ertect the state at hidden times up to
the previous observation. Note that a decomposition sirtilaquations(13) td (18) can be written
from an integration up to a previous timg_;, with » > 1. This implies that the smoother can be
formulated with a larger fixed-lag, in order to correct tretstbhackward not only up to the previous
observation, but up to further measurement times. Yet, duke successive resampling steps that
have been performed in the filtering steps before timehere are in practice only a few distinct
filtering trajectories at timeg,_, if i is large. Consequently, the estimation of the joint lawi5) (1
will not be reliable anymore for a too large valuefof

We have shown the practical applicability of the method tagtdimensional problem. Never-
theless, the algorithm remains costly since a second Moat® Gtep is added to the Monte Carlo
nature of particle filter algorithms. Yet, from an algoritizrpoint of view, the sequential nature of
the proposed technigue allows the smoothing to be implesdemith a similar structure as filtering
methods (sequential sampling and weighting of model ttajexs). It is then easy to couple this

smoothing to an operational filtering system and benefit fpamallelization strategies for instance.
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