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Abstract

This paper deals with the taking into account a given set of realizations as constraints in the Kullback-Leibler min-
imum principle, which is used as a probabilistic learning algorithm. This permits the effective integration of data
into predictive models. We consider the probabilistic learning of a random vector that is made up of either a quantity
of interest (unsupervised case) or the couple of the quantity of interest and a control parameter (supervised case).
A training set of independent realizations of this random vector is assumed to be given and to be generated with a
prior probability measure that is unknown. A target set of realizations of the Qol is available for the two considered
cases. The framework is the one of non-Gaussian problems in high dimension. A functional approach is developed
on the basis of a weak formulation of the Fourier transform of probability measures (characteristic functions). The
construction makes it possible to take into account the target set of realizations of the Qol in the Kullback-Leibler
minimum principle. The proposed approach allows for estimating the posterior probability measure of the Qol (un-
supervised case) or of the posterior joint probability measure of the Qol with the control parameter (supervised case).
The existence and the uniqueness of the posterior probability measure is analyzed for the two cases. The numerical
aspects are detailed in order to facilitate the implementation of the proposed method. The presented application in
high dimension demonstrates the efficiency and the robustness of the proposed algorithm.

Keywords: Probabilistic learning, realizations as targets, statistical inverse problem, Kullback-Leibler divergence,
uncertainty quantification

1. Introduction

This paper deals with a probabilistic learning inference that permits the effective integration of data (target set) into
predictive models. The target set is constituted of realizations/samples of the quantity of interest (Qol) and the training
set is constituted of a small number of points, each point being a realization of the pair made up of the random Qol
(output) and the random control parameter (input). Taking into account constraints in learning algorithms remains a
very important question and an active research topic. Bayesian updating provides a rational framework for integrating
data into predictive models (see [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10] for general aspects, [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21] for specific aspects related to statistical inverse problems, [22, 23] for variational Bayesian methods, [24] for
Bayesian sequential inference, or [25] for Bayesian inference for changepoint problems). Bayesian inferences have
also been considered in the framework of machine learning [26, 27] and probabilistic learning for small data sets and
in high dimension [28]. Bayesian inference is therefore a powerful statistical tool for integrating raw data but requires
that targets be given in the form of realizations, which is not the hypothesis introduced in this paper. Note also that
Bayesian inference can remains tricky to use [29], in particular for the high dimension. However, in many instances,
relevant information is available in the form of sample statistics, such as statistical moments, rather than raw data; this
is the case when the statistical moments have been estimated with realizations (samples) that are no longer available.
In these settings, the Kullback-Leibler divergence minimum principle [30, 31, 32, 6] can be used for estimating a
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posterior probability measure given its prior probability measure and the constraints related to the statistical moments.
This principle has extensively been used over the last three decades for imposing constraints in the framework of
learning with statistical models (see for instance [31, 33, 34, 35, 36]), in particular for reinforcement learning [37]
and for probabilistic learning [38, 39]). However, the use of this principle requires that the constraints (related to the
target set) be expressed as the mathematical expectation of a random variable that is the transformation of the quantity
of interest by a measurable mapping.

In this paper, we present a novel method, which makes it possible to use the Kullback-Leibler divergence minimum
principle when the constraints are not defined by statistical moments but when a target set of realizations is directly
integrate to define the constraints. We then obtain a probabilistic learning algorithm that allows for integrating raw
data into predictive models.

1.1. Framework of the considered problem, objectives of the paper, and methodology proposed

(i) First case referred as the unsupervised case. The quantity of interest is a R"-valued random variable Q, defined
on a probability space (®, 7, P), whose prior probability measure is Pg(dq) on R". This prior probability measure is
unknown but is the underlying probability measure that has been used to generate the training set D, = {q(ll, ces qilvd }
constituted of N, independent realizations {qé eR%,j=1,..., Ny} of Q (the subscript ’d” is introduced to reference

the data” of the training set). It is assumed that n, is big (high-dimension problem). For instance, qé can be the
realizations of the discretization of a random field indexed by a bounded part of R? with d > 2. Related to Q, a target
set Dy = {q}arg, ey qf;/l’.;a,} is given, constituted of N, given points ¢y, in R", which are N, independent realizations of
a R™-valued random variable Q,,,, defined on (®, 7", ), independent of Q, whose probability measure PZ’g of Qe 18

assumed to be unknown. Giving the training set D; = {qcll, e, qﬁjv" } of @ and the target set D, = {q}arg, e, qur’g} of
Qe the Kullback-Leibler divergence will allow for identifying the probability measure P"Q"Sl that is closest to Po(dq)

while satisfying the constraint defined by D,,. The measure P%*, which is the measure updated with the constraint,
will be called the posterior probability measure of the R"-valued random variable @, defined on (®,7,P). The
probabilistic learning thus consists in using a MCMC algorithm for generating N realizations {qﬁost, ¢ =1,...,N}
of Q. Regarding the resampling of a probability measure with MCMC algorithms, it should also be noted that,
when the available training set is composed of a small number of points, suitable algorithms should be used like those
which have been specifically developed to deal with the case of small data (see [40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 39, 47] for
data-driven problems and [48, 49, 50] for optimization problems).

(ii) Second case referred as the supervised case. The quantity of interest is the above R™-valued random variable
0 and there is a control parameter that is a R"*-valued random variable W. The random variables Q and W are
defined on the probability space (®, 7, #), whose prior joint probability measure is Pgw(dq,dw) on R™ x R™. As
for the unsupervised case, this prior joint probability measure is unknown but is the underlying probability measure
that has been used to generate the training set D; = {x:l, .. ,xfjvd} constituted of N, independent realizations, {xé =
(qil, wﬁ), Jj=1,...,Ng} of the R*-valued random variable X = (@, W) with n, = n, + n,,. The probability measure of
X is Px(dx) = Pgw(dq,dw). It is assumed that n, and n,, are big (high dimension problem). This supervised case
can correspond to Q@ = f(W) in which f is an unknown measurable mapping from R™ into R™ or to @ = f(W,U) in
which f is also an unknown measurable mapping from R™ x R" into R™ and where U is an uncontrolled R”-valued
random variable defined on (®,7,%). In the first case, qfl = f(wg) and Pgw(dq,dw) has no density with respect
to dq ® dw, while in the second case, qj = f (wj, ué) and Pg w(dgq, dw) can have a density. As for the unsupervised
case, we consider a given target set Dy, = {qtlarg, cens qur’g} for the quantity of interest, constituted of N, independent
realizations of the R"-valued random variable Q,,, that is independent of Q. Note that no target realization is given
for the control variable W. If we gave target realizations for W, which would amount to giving ourselves a target set
of realizations for X, then in terms of the methodology presented in this paper, we would be in a situation similar
to that of the unsupervised case. In the supervised case that we consider here, the considered system is under-
observed with respect to the given target set of realizations. Similarly to the unsupervised case, giving the training set
D, = {x:l, .. ,xfjv“} of X and the target set Dy, = {qtlarg, e, qf:fr’g} of Q. the Kullback-Leibler divergence will allow
for identifying the probability measure P‘;’“ that is closest to Px(dx) while satisfying the constraint defined by D,.
The measure PPX"‘“, which is the measure updated with the constraint on @, will be called the posterior probability
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measure of the R™ x R™-valued random variable (@0, Wpos) defined on (®,7,P). The probabilistic learning thus
consists in using a MCMC algorithm for generating N realizations {x, ., = 1,..., N} of X, that is to say, N
realizations {(qgost,wgw), t=1,...,N} of (Qposts Wpos)-

{
post?

1.2. Novelty of the paper

In this paper, we propose to use the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle to estimate the closest probability mea-
sure to a prior measure, which is indirectly defined by giving a training dataset, under the constraint defined by a set of
realizations for which the statistical moments cannot be estimated and therefore are assumed to be unknown. As the
considered problem is in high dimension and as the target corresponds to given realizations from which statistics such
as high-order statistical moments cannot be estimated, this problem is not trivial at all and requires the development
of an appropriate approach. We therefore propose a novel functional method, which allows the target set of the real-
izations to be integrated as a constraint imposed in the form of a mathematical expectation. The functional approach
consists in constructing and analyzing a weak formulation of the Fourier transform of the probability measure and to
derive from it a finite representation of the functional constraint.

1.3. Organization of the paper

All the developments given in this paper will be presented within the framework of the supervised case. Given the
proposed approach, the unsupervised case follows immediately. This paper is organized in three parts.

The first part (Sections 2 to 5) is devoted to the formulation and the construction of a finite representation of
the functional constraint. Section 2 deals with the scaling and the reduced representation of random vector X for
which the realizations are the points of the training set, which allows for constructing a normalized random variable
H with values in R” with v < N; < n,. In Section 3, Definition 1 and Lemma 1 defined the functional constraint
as an equality of the Fourier transform of the probability measures of Q and Q.. and then of the random variable
H and H,,,, in which H,,, is the ’projection” of Q. on the model. Section 4 is devoted to the weak formulation
of the functional constraint imposed to random variable H giving realizations of H,,,. Under adapted mathematical
hypotheses for covering a large part of applications, Theorem 1 (proven with the help of three Lemmas) gives the
required mathematical results that are necessary to construct the weak formulation (Definition 2) of the functional
constraint defined on the space H; = L'(R",C) N L?(R”, C). In Section 5, we present the construction and the analysis
of a finite representation of the functional constraint derived from the weak formulation, which is restricted to a Hilbert
space H, , that is a subset of H; in which ¢ = p,(v) dv is a Gaussian probability measure on R”. Theorem 2 studies
the Fourier transform ¢ of a function ¢ in H; ,, which is a C-valued analytic function on R” and which belongs to
Hy = 6o N L*(RY,C) (in which % is the space of all the C-valued continuous functions on R”, which go to zero
at infinity). While the considered weak formulation of the functional constraint is posed on a Hilbert space, the
Hilbertian structure leads naturally to introduce a Hilbertian basis used to construct a finite representation of the weak
formulation of the functional constraint. Given the fact that the measure u related to H; , is Gaussian, the multi-
dimensional Hermite polynomials could be used. However, the multi-index is in high dimension v and consequently,
the curse to dimensionality prevents using this type of finite representation. Based on Theorem 2, Lemmas 5 and
6 give sought construction of the functional family of functions in #; ,, which allows for constructing the finite
representation that is explicitly described in Definition 4 and that uses the realizations of Q,,, (the points of target set
D). Lemma 7 gives an important property of the constructed finite representation, which will allow for analyzing
the existence and the uniqueness of the posterior probability measure. The first part ends with a numerical illustration
of the behavior of the finite representation of functional constraint that is proposed.

The second part of this paper corresponds to Section 6 in which we present the methodology to construct the
posterior probability measure based on the use of the Kullback-Leiber minimum principle with the prior model and
the target set. This methodology is similar to the one we have used in [38, 51], but for which the constraints are now
the one presented in Section 5. Thus the mathematical proofs are adapted and modified because the hypotheses are no
longer the same. The finite representation of the weak formulation of the functional constraint is taken into account
by introducing a vector-valued Lagrange multiplier A. The posterior probability measure is constructed as the limit of
a sequence of random variables { H,}, indexed by A. Theorems 3 and 4 give the explicit construction of the probability
measure of H, and its MCMC generator based on the nonlinear stochastic dissipative Hamiltonian system studied in



[52]. This second part ends with the iterative algorithm for computing the optimal value of A and gives elements for
its numerical implementation.

The last part, Section 7, is devoted to a numerical illustration of the supervised case for which the training set
Dy is made up of N, independent realizations x/= (qil,wé) € R*»=R" xR"™ of random variable X = (Q, W) for
which n, = 430098, n, = 10098, n,, = 420000, and N4 € {100,200, 300, 400}. The target set D, is made up of N,
independent realizations Qe € R" of random variable Q,,, for which N, € [50, Ny, ] with N, € {100, 200, 300, 400}.
As we will see, we will also give a lighting on the associated unsupervised case to this supervised case.

Notations

x,n: lower-case Latin or Greek letters are deterministic real variables.

x, n: boldface lower-case Latin or Greek letters are deterministic vectors.

X: upper-case Latin letters are real-valued random variables.

X: boldface upper-case Latin letters are vector-valued random variables.

[x]: lower-case Latin letters between brackets are deterministic matrices.

[X]: boldface upper-case letters between brackets are matrix-valued random variables.

i : imaginary unit, i* = —1.

%) continuous C functions on R” going to 0 at co.
%a.2: admissible set of 1 € R

C: set of all the complex numbers.

Dy training set of points xil in R™.

Dy: training set of points qﬁ inR”.

Dun,,: constrained learned set for A = ',
Dy, constrained learned set for A'.

Dy, target set of N, points Grave in R,
M, : set of the (n X m) real matrices.

M,.: set of the square (n X n) real matrices.

M set of the positive-definite (n X n) real matrices.

M,J;O: set of the positive (n X n) real matrices.

N: number of points in the constrained learned set.
N,: number of points in the training set.

N: set of all the integers {0, 1,2,...}.

N*: N\{0}.

R: set of all the real number.

R": Euclidean space of dimension n.

[Z,]: identity matrix in M,,.

x = (x1,...,X,): pointin R".

(X,y) = x1y1 + ... + x,y,: inner product in R".
[| x||: norm in R” such that || x ||= {x, x).
[x]7: transpose of matrix [x].

tr{[x]}: trace of the square matrix [x].
II[x]1l = SUP\|y||:1|| [xIxll.

|| [x]||F: Frobenius norm of matrix [x].

O - Kronecker’s symbol.

0x,: Dirac measure at point x in R".

Z: conjugate of complex number z.

a.s.: almost surely.

BVP: boundary value problem.

E: mathematical expectation operator.
ISDE: It stochastic differential equation.
KDE: kernel density estimation.

pdf: probability density function.

PCA: principal component analysis.
PDE: partial differential equation.

Convention used for random variables. In this paper, for any finite integer m > 1, the Euclidean space R™ is equipped
with the o-algebra Bg». If Y is a R™-valued random variable defined on the probability space (®,7,%), Y is a
mapping 6 +— Y () from O into R”, measurable from (®, 7") into (R”, Brn), and Y () is a realization (sample) of ¥
for 8 € ®. The probability distribution of Y is the probability measure Py(dy) on the measurable set (R™, Brm) (We
will simply say on R™). The Lebesgue measure on R™ is noted dy and when Py(dy) is written as py(y)dy, py is the
probability density function (pdf) on R™ of Py(dy) with respect to dy.

2. Scaling and reduced representation

Before performing the construction of the reduced representation that is performed by using a principal component
analysis (PCA) of X, it is assumed that training set D, is scaled using the formulation presented in [40]. The target
set Dy, is also scaled using the same transformation that the one used for obtaining the scaled training set Dy.

Let ¥/ = xé — x be the realization of X with x = (1/Ny) Zyjl xj e R™. Let [%] = [#'...%"] be the matrix in

M, ~, and let [®] [S ] [@]7 = [%] be the economy size SVD (thin SVD [53]) of matrix [¥]. The diagonal entries of [S]
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are the singular values S| > ... > Sy,—1 > Sy, = 0 that are in increasing order and we have Sy, = 0. The matrix [®]
isin M,_, withv = N; — 1 and [®]7 [®] = [I,]. Let X* be the representation of X defined by

XY = x + [@][«]'* H, 2.1

in which [«] is the diagonal matrix in M such that x, = [k]ee = S(ZI/(Nd — 1), and where H = (Hi,...,H,) is the
R”-valued random variable whose N, independent realizations are

’li = [K]71/2 [(D]T (x(]l—ﬁ) s j= 1,...,N;. (2.2)

The positive real numbers {k,}, are the eigenvalues of the estimated covariance matrix [5 x] of the covariance matrix
[Cx] of X, performed using the training set. Therefore, [«] and [®] depend on N,. As it can be seen, these eigenvalues
and the associated eigenvectors are computed without computing [Cx] because n, can be very big. It should be noted
that, if N; = n, and v < Ny — 1, then the sequence of random variables X" is mean-square convergent to X when v
goesto Ny — 1, and if v = N; — 1 = n, — 1, then Eq. (2.1) is not an approximation and corresponds to a change of
basis. In general, for the high-dimension problems, n, is very large and N; < n,. Therefore, Eq. (2.1) corresponds
to a reduced representation, which is an approximation whose accuracy depends on v and N, and which is classically
controlled as follows. For N, fixed and for v < Ny — 1, letk; > ... > k, > 0 be the v largest positive eigenvalues of
[5 x]. Let v be chosen such that

E{| X - X |? e Ka
ertpen (Vs Ng) = l > I ~1- Z"ik <&cx » V<Ng-—1, (2.3)
E{ll X117} tr{[Cx]}

in which &, is a given positive real number sufficiently small. The trace tr{[a x]} of [5 x] is calculated by estimating
the diagonal entries of [6 'x] using the training set. Note that v — erryea(v; Ny) defined by Eq. (2.3) gives the relative
error as a function of v < N; — 1 for a fixed value of Njy.

Throughout the rest of the paper, in order to simplify the notations, the superscript ’(v)” will be omitted and the
random variable X*) = (@, W®) will simply be denoted by X = (Q, W). From Eq. (2.1), it can be deduced that

Q=q+[P]I'"*H , W=w+[d,][x]'"*H, (2.4)

in which x = (¢g,w) € R™ = R%xR"™, and where [®,] € an,v and [D,,] € M,,,, are the corresponding block extraction
with respect to Q and W. The training set related to H is

Dy=mh...on)y , mieR , j=1,...,Na, (2.5)

in which I)g is given by Eq. (2.2). Using Dy, the estimates 5 € R” and [CH] € M of the mean value and the covariance
matrix of H are such that B

n=0, , [Cul=IL]. (2.6)

The first Eq. (2.4) allows for defining the R"-valued random variable Q such that
0=0-q . 0=[0]['"*H. @.7)
Note that we have [(I)q]T[(Dq] # [1,]. We also introduce the R™-valued random variable
Qur = Qs — 4 2.8)

whose N, realizations are
Qg = Qg — 4 > TELL....N}. (2.9)

Note that élarg is generally not centered because ¢ is not the mean value of Q.,,, but H is a centered one (see Eq. (2.6)).



3. Definition of the functional constraint for estimating the posterior probability measure

The objective is to construct the posterior probability measure PZ’“(dq) = Pgsvlv(dq, R™) that is closest to Pzrg(dq),

which is equivalent (see Egs. (2.7) and (2.8)) to construct the posterior probability measure PEQf’S‘(dq) that is closest

to the probability measure P**(dq) of ng for which N, independent realizations {g,,,,” = 1,...,N,} are given. For

using the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle, we need to express the constraint as a mathematical expectation of a
random variable. We propose to use the equality of the Fourier transforms of the probability measures (characteristic
functions) instead of the probability measures for the reason given in Remark 1-(ii).

Definition 1 (Constraint defined by the equality of the Fourier transform of the probability measures). The con-
straint is defined as follows,

VyeR™ , f(y) =f., ), 3.1

in which the complex-valued functions T and T, are the characteristic functions defined on R™ of the R"-valued
random variables Q and Q

f) = Ee VD) | fuy(y) = Efe! Q) (32)

The constraint defined by Eq. (3.1) is in high dimension because y € R". We then propose to reduce the dimension
using the representation of Q given by Eq. (2.7).

Lemma 1 (Functional constraint using the representation of é). It is chosen to project the target on the prior
model. Therefore, let H,,, be the R”-valued random variable defined by

Htarg = [V]T é{arg B (33)

in which the matrix [V] € an,y is written as [V] = [®,] ([(Dq]T [CDq])‘1 [kK]"Y2. Using the representation ofé defined
by Eq. (2.7), the functional constraint associated with Eq. (3.1) is written as

¥YveR" |, f(V) = fue(V), 3.4)

in which the complex-valued functions f and f., are the characteristic functions, defined on R”, of the R”-valued
random variables H and H .,

fW) = Ee 1y fa(v) = Efel YV Hued) 3.5)

PROOF. (Lemma 1). Using Eq. (2.7), for all y in R™, we have (y,Q) = (y, [D,1[K]'"?H y = ([«]'*[®,)y , H) =
(v,H) in which v = [«]" 2[<2Dq]T y € R”. In the other hand, we perform the projection of Qa,g on the prior model.
Since the matrix [CDq]T[tbq] € M} is invertible and since the diagonal matrix [x] € M; is also invertible, we introduce
the pseudo-inverse [V] of [«]Y 2[CI)q]T) (projection) such that ([«]" 2[CI),]]T) [V] = [1,]. Therefore, taking y = [V] v for
all vin R”, we have (y, Qlarg Yy=A([V]v, Qarg Yy =(v,[V]" Qta,g y =(v,Hy,). Egs. (3.4) and (3.5) are then deduced
from Egs. (3.1) and (3.2).

Remark 1. There are two difficulties.

(1) The constraint does not concern all the variables, that is to say X = (Q, W), but only the quantity of interest Q.
We are therefore in an under-observed case with respect to the applied constraint. This choice of the developments
framework imposes to project the target Q,,, on the prior model in order to obtain a representation of the target H,
that only depends on Q,,,, and not on Q,,, and W, because W, is not given as a constraint.

(ii) The explicitness of the constraint defined by Eq. (3.4) requires to sample v in R”, what is not easy, not efficient,
and not accurate in high dimension (v > 1). If such a sampling method was used, then the number of constraints that
should be considered in the Kullback-Liebler minimum principle would be huge or even unrealistic. We thus propose
to construct a weak formulation of the functional equation defined by Eq. (3.4) using the fundamental properties of
the Fourier transform of the probability measures (see for instance [54]).



4. Weak formulation of the functional constraint

Notation 1 (Defining %,, 6y, H, and H, complex vector spaces). (i) Let C°(R?, C) (resp. L*(R”, C)) be the complex
vector space of continuous (resp. bounded) functions on R” with values in C. The norm || g||.~ in L*(R”,C) of a
function g € C'(R",C)N L=®(R",C) is

|l g ll= = ess. supy | g(V) | = supy | g(V) . 4.1

The norm || ¢ ||z« in LY(R”, C) of the complex-valued functions on R” is

1/q
l@lla= ( [o(v) |1 dV) , 1<g<+oo. 4.2)
RV

(i1) We define the vector spaces of complex-valued functions, 6, %o, Hy and H, such that

6 =C'(R,0O)NL (R, C), (4.3)

% ={ge C°R".C), |g(v)|> 0 as || V]|> +eo} € 6 ¢ L°(R",C), (4.4)
Hy =6 NLAR",C), 4.5)

H, = L'(R",C)n L*(R",C). (4.6)

Hypothesis 1 (Existence, regularity, and integrability of the density of Py (resp. Pp,,)). It is assumed that the
probability measure Py (resp. Pp,,,) on R" of the R"-valued random variable H (resp. H..,) is defined by a density
n = pu(n) (resp. 1= pa,, (1)) with respect to the Lebesgue measure dn, such that

pu (resp. pa,) € C°(R",R)NL'R",R)nL*(R",R). 4.7)

Remark 2. (i) A probability density function on R” is always in L!(R”, R). The unusual hypothesis is the belonging
to C°(R”,R) N L*(R”,R). As part of the method we propose, the prior probability density py of H will be estimated
using the KDE method of the nonparametric statistics with the training set (see Section 6.1). In this situation, the
hypothesis will be verified. This hypothesis will allow us an efficient finite representation of the weak formulation to
be constructed.

(i1) The prior pdf pg will effectively be used to construct the posterior pdf p%m by using the Kullback-Leibler minimum
principle under the constraint defined by the target set Dy, as we have previously explained. The pdf pg,,, is not used
in the methodology proposed and moreover, if it were to be used, there would be a difficulty because it is assumed
that v is large enough and that N, is not sufficiently large for obtaining a converged estimate of pp,,, using the KDE
method with the target set Dy,,. The hypothesis defined by Eq. (4.7) for pg,,, will strongly be used and is coherent
with the one introduced for py.

Lemma 2 (Fourier transform of the probability measures Py and Py, ). The Fourier transform of the probabil-
ity measures Py and Png (characteristic functions) v — f(v) = E{eVH and v — Jearg(V) = E{ei<V'Hlafg>}from R
into C are such that

f € 7‘{() . fmg S 7‘{0. (48)

PROOF. (Lemma 2). Since Vv € R, f(v) = va elv-m pu(n) dn and taking into account Eq. (4.7), it is deduced that
f € % because py € L'(R”,C), and on the other hand, since PH € L*(R”,C) then f e L*(R”,C). Consequently,
f € Hp and the proof is similar for fi,,.

Remark 3. Since f is the Fourier transform of probability measure Py (dn) = pg(n) dn (positive bounded measure),
then it is known (Bochner’s theorem) that f (same properties for fi,) is a positive-type function, that is to say, for all

integer m > 1, for all complex numbers zi, ..., z,, and for all vectors vl ..., v"in R", we have
m m
Z Z FOVF=vV)zez > 0. (4.9)
k=1 k'=1
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Note that Eq. (4.9) can simply be deduced without evoking the Bochner theorem because Y f(vF — Ve % =
Sew Ete! VM 27 = E{| s ey I} > 0. We have a similar property to Eq. (4.9) for f,, that is to

say,
m m

DD faV =V 2T 2 0. (4.10)

k=1 k'=1

Lemma 3 (Convolution operator A). Let f be defined by Eq. (3.5), which belongs to Hy (see Lemma 2). Let A be
the convolution operator defined, for all v € R”, by

(Ap)(v) = fR fov=v)e)av', 4.11)

in which ¢ is a function from R” in C. Since f € Hy, then f € L*(R",C) and A is a continuous linear operator from
L'(RY,C) into €, and we have || Ap ||~ < c1 |||l in which ¢y is such that || f ||;~= c¢1 < +oco. This Lemma holds by

replacing f by fs.

PROOF. (Lemma 3). For the proof of this usual result, we refer the reader, for instance, to [55] or to Propositions 1
and 2, Pages 164-165 of [56].

Remark 4. Since f € Hpy, then f also belongs to L?(R¥, C) and consequently, A is also a continuous linear operator
from L' (R, C) into L2(R", C), and also from L2(RY, C) into %, but we do not need to use these properties. This remark
holds by replacing f by fiu,-

Lemma 4 (Hermitian form F on H; associated with f). Let ¢ — F(y) be the functional defined on H, with values
in C, such that

F(p) = fR V fR o= V) (V) e(v)dv' dv. (4.12)
Then F is a positive Hermitian form on H,. There is a finite positive constant 0 < ¢; < +oo, such that for all ¢ in Hj,

|F(p) < arllgli < +00 , Flg) 2 0. (4.13)
This Lemma holds by replacing f by fiu,.

PROOF. (Lemma 4). (i) Using Eq. (4.11), we have | F(¢) | = | [, (Ap)(V) (W) dv| < [L [(A@)(V)| [@(v)|dv. As ¢ €
H,, we thus have ¢ € L'(R",C). Using Lemma 3, since f € Hy, ||A¢llr~ < c1ll¢llz. Consequently, | F(p)| <
lA@lizs fol @) [dv = | A@ll= | @l and | F(@) | < c1 @2, < +eo, which proves the first part of Eq. (4.13).

(ii) Let us proof that F(¢) € R. We have F(¢) = va va FOV=v) (V) @(v)dv' dv = va va FOV =v) (V) (V) dvadv’
and f(v' —v) = f(v—Vv’). We then have W = F(yp).

(iii) Since ¢ € H,, we have ¢ € L'(R, C). The property F(p) > 0 is similar to the one defined by Eq. (4.9) or (4.10).
Since | F(g) | < +o0, F(p) exists and F(¢) = o, |, f(V = V) @(v) (V) dV'dv = E {| e e‘“v/’mgo(v’)dv’lz} > 0.

Theorem 1 (Representation of Hermitian forms F and F.,). (i) The positive Hermitian form ¢ — F(p) : H; —
R*, defined by Eq. (4.12), can be rewritten as

F(p) = N FWyvydv, (4.14)

in which v = ¥(v) : R” — C is such that = go_vﬂa e LY(R",C), with ¢"(V) = ¢(—v) and where (¢" * @)(V) =
va @V (v —=V) (V) dV is the convolution product of ¢V with ¢.

(ii) The Fourier transform n — @) = va e 1Y) o(v)dv of ¢ € H, is such that $ € Hy. For all j in R”, the Fourier
transform J(n) = va e NV (v dv of  is written as Y(i) = | () I> € R* and s is a positive-valued function that
belongs to €, N L'(R, C).



(iii) We have the following representation of F(yp),
VoeH , F(p)=E{¢H) ]} = E{y(H))} < +co. (4.15)
Results (i) and (ii) hold by replacing f by fi., and F by F,, and we thus have the following representation of F (),

VoeH, , Fup(@) = E{1GUV] Qu) P} = E{J(IV] Qup)} < +00. (4.16)

PROOF. (Theorem 1). (i) The change of variable v — v/ = @’ in the right-hand side of Eq. (4.12) yields F(¢) =
va va f@)e(v —u)p(v)dvdu'. Using the notation ¢, F(p) can be rewritten as F(p) = va f@) va o' -
v)p(v)dvdu' = va f(V)Y(v)dv in which ¥(v) = va @' (v=V) (V) dV'. As ¢ € H;, we thus have ¢ and thus ¢" in
L'(R”, C). The convolution product of two functions in L'(R”, C) is a function in L' (R”, C).

(ii) Function ¢ belongs to . Therefore,  belongs to Hy. Since ¢ € L'(R”, C), its Fourier transform 5 ~ /(1) on R

belongs to € and is written as (1) = @" (1) x ©(17) = | $(n) |, which shows that ¢ is a positive-valued function. Since
® € Hy, this means that $ € %, N L>(R”, C) and then i is a positive-valued function that belongs to %, N L'(R”, C).

(iii) Using Egs. (3.5), (4.14), and Hypothesis 1 yield F(¢) = [, [, ¢'"Y y(v)dv pa(p) dn = o, §ppu(n)dn =
va' o) 1> pu(n) dn. Since ¢ is a continuous function on RY, $(H) is a C-valued random variable such that F(¢) =
E{|p(H) [}, and due to Eq. (4.13), we have F(¢) = | F(¢)| < +oo. The proof of Eq. (4.16) is similar to the proof of
Eq. (4.15) by using also Eq. (3.3) with the second equation in Eq. (3.5)

Remark 5 (Functional F(y) on L' (R”, C)). Due to Theorem 1-(i), functional ¢ — F(¢) on H, can also be viewed as
a functional ¢ — F() on L'(R”, C), such that F()) = F(y) and

F(y) = fR V fmyvyav, (4.17)

with |F()| < +oo (due to Eq. (4.15)). Since %p c L*(R”,C), the right-hand side of Eq. (4.17) can be seen as the
duality bracket of L*(R",C) and L'(R",C). Similarly, ¢ + F, wre(¢) can be viewed as a functional ¥ — F,() =
Fuu(p) on L'(R”, C).

Definition 2 (Weak formulation of the constraint). Lemma 2 and Theorem I can be applied to function v — f(v) =
E{exp(i{v,H))} and to function v = f,,(v) = E{exp(i(v, [V]TQmrg N }on R, Forall ¢ in H,, we have

H@=£fmﬁ6wzo, RM@=Lﬁ@wﬂ6WZO, @.18)

in which ¢ = ¢V = ¢ € L'(R”, C) (see Theorem 1-(i)). We thus define a weak formulation of the constraint { f(v) =
Jure(V), YV € R}, as follows
VoeH, , F(p) = Fuy(p). (4.19)

Using Egs. (4.15) and (4.16) for F and F\,, yields, for all ¢ in H; and = oV« pin L'(R",C),
E{gH)} = B°W), (4.20)
in which J(n) = 1¢(q) € 6o N L'(R",C), {n  ¢(x) = va e 1Y) o(v) dv) € Hy (see Theorem 1-(ii)), and
BW) = E(J([V]" Qup) } < +0. “.21)

For N, sufficiently large, the right-hand side of Eq. (4.21) can be estimated with the realizations of Qlarg, yielding

1A, ,
BW) = 5 D IV 8y < +oo. 4.22)
T =1



Remark 6 (Rewriting the weak formulation). It can easily be seen that the weak formulation defined by Eq. (4.19)
can be written as follows

geH, , Yy=¢"+9el'(R,C) , FW)=FuW), (4.23)

in which using Remark 5 yields
WFRNWWHWWL (4.24)
HﬂwiﬂmmMEM=®@. (4.25)

5. Construction and analysis of a finite representation of the constraint derived from the weak formulation

We have seen that the weak formulation of constraint was defined for ¢ € H, (see Definition 2). If the Gaussian
KDE of PHarg WS used with a finite number of realizations Mg = [V]qu’,clrg of H,,,, then PHiurg would be decreasing as
n — exp(—| 7 |[>/(25%)) in which § would be, for instance, the Silverman bandwidth [57]. Then the Fourier transform
would be decreasing as v — e:xp(—(§2 /2)|Iv]?). This remark leads us to restrict the weak formulation defined by
Eq. (4.19) to a subspace H, , C H, defined as follows.

Definition 3 (Definition of vector space # ,). Let u(dv) be the probability measure on R” defined by

SV VP vst o,
uldv) =p,(v)dv , py(v)=s (—) exp|——IlvI], (5.1
2w 2
in which s is written as
4 1/(r+4)
=— . 5.2
g (N,(z n v)) (5-2)

The subspace H, , of H, is then defined by
Hiu={p:R" = C, ov) =M p,v), ¢ € LR, O}, (5.3)

in which the Hilbert space Lﬁ(R", C) is equipped with the inner product and the associated norm,

’ — > 1/2
(g,g)LffR e(WM) ') pu(v) ||f||Lﬁ=(Lv|f(v)| ). (5.4)

Remark 7. (i) The choice of the probability measure defined by Eq. (5.1) will appear later. But already now, it can
be seen that, for all  in R”,

: 1
P — —i{n,v) — 2
mw—f;"VMWmebbymw. (5.5)

Since s — 0 as N, — +oo, the sequence of measures ( V27 s V)™ p,() dn converges to the Dirac measure 6,(1) on
R” in the space of the bounded measures on R".

(i1) Parameter v has been introduced in the exponential of p, for numerical conditioning. It can be seen that, if all the
components of 5 are of order 1, then || p >~ v and consequently, || /v ~ 1. _

(iii) Note also that s defined by Eq. (5.2) is the Silveman bandwidth corresponding to N, realizations of Q,, and not
to the N, realizations of Q As we explained, we have to construct a finite representation of the constraint, which is
consistent with a ”projection on the model” of the target set of the realizations, that is to say, of the realizations of the
random variable H,,,, = [V]Tng. We recall that the pdf of H,,, is assumed to be unknown and will not be estimated
with the Gaussian KDE from the training set D, = {ql'arg, R qff;g}. Indeed, we have only assumed that the unknown
probability measure Pp,,,, of H,,, which is unknown, admits a density pp,,, with respect to dn, which belongs to
CO%(R”,C) N H, (see Eq. (4.7)).
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Theorem 2 (Properties of the Fourier transform of #, ;). (i) For all ¢ € LIZI(RV, C), the complex-valued function

v = (V) = o(v)p,(v) on R belongs to Hy, C Hi, in which p, is defined by Eq. (5.1). Let n — ¢() =
e KM Vo(v) dv be the Fourier transform of ¢ on R”. en § belongs to Hy. (ii e complex-valued function
R‘<'7>()dbhF R”. Th bel Ho. (ii) Th l lued

@ is analytic on R”. (iii) Let Hy,, = [V]TQV“lrg be the R-valued random variable defined in Lemma 1, whose N,

realizations are {1, = [V]Tq[’arg,r = L....N:L If () = O for all v in N* = N\O, then ¢ = 0, dv-almost

everywhere.

PROOF. (Theorem 2). () ll¢ll= [l ¢ pu¥)d¥ = [l g1 p¥)'2 pu)'2av < ([l oW P puv)dv)
(J P dv)” = llgllz < +o0 because ¢ € L2(R”, C). Tn addition, it can be scen that [|¢[l2= [, ¢(W) [ p,(v)2 dv
< (sup, py(v)) fRVIf(V) P p,(v)dv = s ((v/2n))"? |If||i2< +oo0. Consequently, ¢ € L'(R",C) n L*(R",C) = H;.
Since ¢ € Hj, its Fourier transform ¢ belongs to Hj. '

(i) We have now to prove that the complex-valued function ¢ in analytic on R” using a proof similar to the one of
Proposition I1.2.36 of [58]). For j = 1,...,v,letz; = u;+in; € Cwithu;and;in R. Let & > 0 be a given real number.
Letu = (uy,...,u,) be in R such that max;|u;|< . Consequently, forall v = (v{,...,v,)inR”, leZisVi|= e Zi%Vi <
eVl with |[v|= |vi|+... + |v,|. Let us consider the Laplace transform ¢(z) = va eZiwVip(v) p,(v)dv for z € C
of function v = ¢(v) = @(v) p(v). We have [F@)|< [n, e @) pMdv = [o,leW)| pum)'2 e p,(v)/2 dv
< (f loW) > p (V)dv)l/2 (f eVl p (V)dv)l/2 < +oo because we have f lo(V) ? py(v)dv = |l¢]|?, < +oo and
- R> I 14 R v R r v X Lﬁ

va eV p,(vdv = s (v/2n))? va exp(—(vs?/2) || v|* +2&|v])dv < +oco. Consequently, z > @(z) exits in the
domain D, = {z € C", u; €] —¢&,¢e[, j = 1,...,v} and is a holomorphic function in D, C C”. Therefore, the
conjugate (1) of the Fourier transform (1) = Jou €71V (V) dv can be written as () = @(0 + i 1), which shows
that n — @(n) is a C-valued analytic function on R”.

(iii) Finally, we have to prove the last assertion of Theorem 2. It should be noted that, although $ is an analytic
function on R”, the conditions ¢(n;,,) = 0 for all r in N* do not imply, a priori, that ¢ = 0 because the independent
realizations {1, € N*} constitute a countable number of zeros of ¢. However, §(1;,,) = 0 for r € {1,...,N,}
implies that (1/N,) er\'z’llcﬁ(qt’arg) [2= 0 and therefore, for N, — +oo, implies that E{| $(H ) [’} = 0. Since ¢ € Hy
(and is also analytic), ¢ is a continuous function on R” and H,,,, has a probability measure pp,,, (17) dij on R” for which
the pdf belongs to C%R”,C) N H, (see Eq. (4.7)). We can then conclude that E{| $(H ) Py=0 implies ¢ = 0. Since
v = @(v) = @(v) p,(v) € H; , C Hi, then the Plancherel equality, || ¢ ||2= 2n)~? [|@]l;2 shows that $ = 0 implies
¢ =0, dv- almost everywhere, and since p,(v) > 0 for all v in R”, then this implies that ¢= 0, dv- almost everywhere.

5.1. About a possible use of a polynomial representation

The weak formulation defined by Eq. (4.19), restricted to subspace H, , of Hj, is written as

VQD € 7‘[1,,14 B F(QD) = Flarg(QD) . (56)

For constructing a finite representation of Eq. (5.6), a classical method consists in performing the expansion of ¢ €
H,,, with respect to the orthogonal polynomials in Lﬁ(RV, C). Leta@ = (ay,...,q,) be the multi-index in N”. We
introduce the classical notations: |a|= a; + ... + a,, @!= ;! X... X a,!, i =i and fornp = (p1,...,n,) € R,
ne = rfl" X...xny. Forv = (vi,...,v,) € R, let Hy (V) = Hg, (v1)X. . .XH,, (v,) be the multi-index Hermite polynomial
on R” of degree || such that the real Hermite polynomials Hi(y) on R are Ho(y) = 1, Hi(y) = y, Hy(y) = y* — 1,
Hs(y) = y* — 3y, etc. It is known that the countable family {?a,a € N} such that Zﬁa(v) = (a!)?Hy (s v V) is
a Hilbertian basis of LZ(RV, R) and is also a Hilbertian basis of Lfl(RV, C) considered as the complexified space of
Lfl(RV, R). We then have (?a, ?ﬁ) = Oap for @ and B in N”. Therefore, any function @ in L;ZI(R", C) can be written as

+

e(v) = (lo\o(l’l:() éa @ (v)in which &, = (¢, ¢ )2 = f R @(v)¢ p,(v)dv. The series in the right-hand side member
~ ’ ~a ~ ~a H ~ ~a

of the expansion of ¢ is convergent in Lﬁ(RV, C) and we have || ¢ ||i2= :;‘Tal:o | €4 [> < +00. It can be deduced that all
~ ~ ‘U ?
function ¢ in H;,, C H; can be written as ¢(v) = Z;OTM:O &x ¢ (V) py(v). For all v € R”, from a classical formula,
: 2
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we can deduce the following one,

. ||
[t vmmpmay (L) oo (- i)

Thus, the Fourier transform ¢ of ¢ € H, , belongs to Hy and can be written, for all nin R”, as ¢(57) = Z;rflowl —0 éa b ()
in which
1 ( —i
Va! \s Vv
Using the family {$ ), defined by Eq. (5.7) and Definition 2, the finite representation of the weak formulation defined
by Eq. (5.6), can be written as,

- || 1
Pa(n) = ) n" exp (_F Ilnllz) . @€eN". (5.7
Vs

EhSH) =b,, , acla?, ... o™}, (5.8)
in which _ _
Hm} =1 ¢a() P=¥o) ., aeN’, (5.9)
— (vsz)fl‘” 1
Yo() = —— 1" exp(-— Il (5.10)
a!l )
and where, for N, sufficiently large,
1 oy
b, =~ ~ Yo(V1'q,) . aeN. (5.11)
" =1

The finite representation defined by Eq. (5.8) with Egs. (5.9) and (5.10) will not be efficient as soon as v will be large.
In addition, ¥,, defined by Eq. (5.10) does not depend on the sampling defined by the points of the target set D,,.

5.2. Construction of an adapted finite representation of the functional constraint

The following Lemma gives the construction of a family in 9 ,, which is based on the sampling points of the
target set Diy.

Lemma 5 (Construction of a family {fﬁ,}, in 6N L'(R",C)). Letr be fixed in {1,...,N,}.
(i) Let v = ¢.(v) € H , defined, for all v in R”, by

e =g P . ¢ W) =exp(iv. [VITZ,)). (5.12)
in which p, is defined by Eq. (5.1) with Eq. (5.2) and where ¢ € Lﬁ(RV, C) such that || f,“Lﬁz 1. Then the Fourier
transform 17— ¢.(1) = va e M-V) o (v) dv belongs to Hy and is written as

A _ 1 T ~r 2 v

b =exp( = = VI'g, 7). VneR (5.13)

Egq. (5.13) shows that ¢,, which is analytic (see Theorem 2), also belongs to Hy N LY(R",C) for all 3 < g < +oo.

(ii) Let Y, € L'(R”,C) be the function defined by W, = ¢\ * ¢,. Its Fourier transform is such that (see Theorem 1)
U, € 6o N LY(R,C) and is written as

N 1
do) =100 P =exp( = — = V', IF) . VneR" (5.14)

Note that s, is also in H, N LY(R”, C) for all 3 < q < +co and function v, is written as

14

l/fr(v)=(% E)V/va(v)l/z exp(i(v,[V]th’arg)) , VYveR". (5.15)
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PROOF. (Lemma 5). (i) We have || ¢ ||Lf,= va py(v)dv = 1. From Egs. (5.1) and (5.12), and introducing o =

/(sv) yield @, = [fo e Y exp(i (v, VI @0 ) (53/22) exp( = S IVIP)dv = [, exp(i (V. [VI" gL, -
m)( \/ﬂo')"’ exp( - Qo) v ||2) dv, which gives Eq. (5.13). (ii) Eq. (5.14) is obtained by substituting Eq. (5.13)
in () = |&,() >. For all v € R”, we have y,(v) = )™ [, e’ () dn = Qo)™ [, "M exp( - Ll -
V1T, IP)dv = (s/2)" (v/x)"* exp (i (v.[VI'gl,)) = % IVI?), which can be rewritten as Eq. (5.15) by using
Eq. (5.1).

Lemma 6 (Orthonormal family {t,NDr, r=1,...,N,}in Lfl(R", C)for N, » +c0). Forr € {1,...,N,}, let ¢ be the
function in Lﬁ(R", C) defined by Eq. (5.12). For N, — +oo, the family {fr,r =1,...,N}in Lﬁ(R",C) goes to an
orthonormal family in Lﬁ(R", C): limy, 00 (fr’ fr')Lﬁ = §,. Let LZ’(N") = span { Pl ’fN,} be the subspace of
Lﬁ(R", C) spanned by {fr, r=1,...,N,}. For N, — +oo, the sequence of subspaces LZ’(N’)
dense in Lﬁ(RV, o).

goes to a subspace that is

PROOF. (Lemma 6). We have (¢, )z = [, fr(v)m py)dv = [o, exp(i (V. [VIT (G}, — Gl ») Pr(V) dV. Using
Eq. (5.5) allows for writing (¢ .¢ ).z = exp(—vs)) " 1 [VI" (@, — @, IIP). For r = r’, we have g llz= 1. Let
us now consider the case r # r’. For N, — +oo, we have s — 0, and consequently, (fr’fw)Lﬁ — 0. We then
have proven the first part of the Lemma. We have now to prove that, for any @ in Lfl(RV, C) and for N, — +oo if

(f, fr)Lﬁ = 0,VYr, then @ = 0. We have (f, fr)Lﬁ = va f(v) fr(v) py(V)dv = va exp(—i(v, [V]TZI{arg ) @(v)dv, in
which ¢(v) = ¢(v) p,(v). We then obtain (¢, ¢ ) = QZ([V]TZ]{M%). Using Theorem 2, the condition @([V]thrarg) =0,
¥V r € N* implies that ¢ = 0 dv-almost everywhere. We then have proven the Lemma.

Definition 4 (Finite representation of the functional constraint). Using the family {1/7,,r =1,....,N,} in 6 N
LY(RY,C) defined in Lemma 5 (see Eq. (5.14), taking into account Lemma 6 and using Definition 2 of the weak
formulation of the constraint (see Egs. (4.20) to (4.22)), restricted to ¢ € H, , C H,, the finite representation of the
constraint is written as

E{h‘(H)} = b° on R, (5.16)

in which h‘(n) = (hf(l)),...,hf\,r(l])) and b¢ = (bc,...,bf\,r) are the vectors in RN, which are written, for r €
{1,...,N,}, as

1 ~r v
Ha) = exp( = — =V g, IF) . VneR. (5.17)
C 1 TN ~r 2
by = E{exp (= — IV Qu — @i IP)} - (5.18)
which can be estimated, for N, sufficiently large, by
] & 1

c _ T/ ~r’" ~r 2

b = N ;:1 exp (- S NV @~ @ | ). (5.19)

Remark 8. (i) Definition 4 shows that if the random variables H and H,,, = [V]TQtarg are isonomic, then the con-
straint defined by Eq. (5.16) is exactly satisfied. Consequently, the use of the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle for
estimating the posterior probability measure under this constraint will be well posed.

(ii) Let ) be the function in %y N L'(R”, C), such that for all n € R, §™) (@) = 3+ T (s vvm) (). Using
Eq. (5.14), we have the following equality in the space of the bounded measures, ™ (5) dp = NL Zivz’l( \/ng)’v
exp( - Qo) g - V1I'g, ”2) dn, in which ¢ = sVv/2. For N, — +oo, since ¢ — 0 because s — 0, it can
be seen that the right-hand side of this last equality goes to the probaEility measure pp,,, (1) dn in which {n;,, =
[V]TZI{arg ,r=1,...,N,}are N, independent realizations of H,, = [V]Tng. We then have the following convergence
property in the space of the bounded measures, limy, _, ;. " (1) dnp = PHre (1) d). This result contributes to justify
the construction presented in Definition 4.
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The following Lemma will be used in the next section for analyzing the existence and uniqueness of the posterior
probability measure constructed by using the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle.

Lemma 7 (Positive definiteness of matrix E{h“(H) ® h‘(H)}). Let us consider any finite positive fixed value of in-
teger N,. Let H be the R”-valued random variable whose probability measure Py(dn) is such that the following
M;{,O-valued matrix exits,

E(h(H) ® h(H)) = fR 1 () @ B () Pr(dn) (5.20)

in which, hi(n) = exp( - (s n- Nl ) with 1, = [V]Tqm> forr=1,...,N,. Therefore, this matrix is positive
definite,
E{h‘(H)® h‘(H)} € My, . (5.21)

PROOF. (Lemma 7). For all w = (wy,...,wy,) € R, we have ( E{h°(H) ® h°(H)} w ,w ) = E{(h‘(H),w)*} > 0.
We then have to prove that, for all w in RV with ||w|| # 0, we have E{(h°‘(H),w)*} > 0 or equivalently, that
E{h‘(H),w)*} =0 @ w = 0. We have E{( h°(H) ,w )*} = va<hC(q),w)2PH(d7]) =0 = va<hC(n),w)2 dn =
0= 3V, z’f L wewp fo,exp (= (vs?)ly, () dy = 0 in which for all 5 in R, y,»() = |l — m,,|P+ln -
Mgl = 2113 = 30, + Mo )IP+3 110y — M, |>. Consequently, E{Ch(H),w)?} = 0 < YN 8 wrwrr(exp( -

@vs) g = Mg fo X0 (= 208271 = S0l + Mu)IP) dy = 0 = (s/2) V270 ZNr SN wow, exp (=
Qvs?) N g = M) =0 = w = (w1, wy,) = O,

5.3. Illustration of the numerical behavior of the functional constraint

In order to illustrate the numerical behavior of the finite representation of the weak formulation of the functional
constraint, we consider the following simple numerical case. We assume that H and H,,, = [V]Tng, which are
statistically independent, are Gaussian random vectors. Random vector H is centered and with an identity covariance
matrix [/,] (see Eq. (2.6)). The mean value of random vector H,,, is written as nmg = My, a € RY in which m,,

is given in R and where @ € R” is any given realization of a uniform random vector on [0, 1]” with independent
components. The covariance matrix of Hy,, is written as o, [/,] in which o, is given in ]0, +oco[. For analyzing the
numerical behavior of Eqgs. (5.16) to (5.19), we introduce the function (., Ture) F J (Mg, Tare) = || E{RC(H)} = b€ ||
for My, € [-3,3] and o, € [0.1,2.3]. For v = 100, the values of function J are estimated using the realizations
{ng,j =1,...,Ny} of H and the realizations {n{arg, r=1,...,N,}of H,, with N; = 1000 and N, = 100. Fig. 1 displays
the graph of function (M, Carg) > J (Mgarg, Trare)- It can be seen that J is effectively minimum in the region centered
at point (M, = 0, 0w, = 1) (What was expected because H and H,,, are isonomic when my,, = 0 and o, = 1) while
J is larger when H,,, is not isonomic to H, that is to say for m,,, # 0 and/or o, # 1.

0.9
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Figure 1: Graph of function (Mg, Otarg) = J(Marg, Oarg) = IIE{h(H)} — b€|| that illustrates the numerical behavior of the finite representation of
the weak formulation of the functional constraint used to identify the posterior probability measure of H from the target set Diyarg.
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6. Kullback-Leibler minimum principle for estimating the posterior model

In this section we reuse part of the developments that we presented in paper [51]. We do not want to limit ourselves
to referring the reader to this reference, because the hypotheses are not the same, the Lemmas and Theorems must be
reformulated, and their proofs must be adapted and modified. In addition, the presentation chosen makes it easier to
read and understand, thus avoiding going back and forth with this reference.

6.1. Prior probability measure of H

Let Py(dn) = pu(n)dn be the prior probability measure on R” of H, whose probability density function n +—
pu() : R” — R* is estimated by using the Gaussian kernel-density estimation (KDE) with the training set D, =

{r]}l, e )13] “}, involving the modification proposed in [59] of the classical formulation [57] for which s is the Silverman
bandwidth,
pam =c, @) . YpeR . ¢, =(V2rd)”, (6.1)

in which § = s (s + (Vg = D/Ny) - with 555 = (4/(Na(2 + )"0, and where 5 > () : R = R* is written
as

Ny .
1 l S j 2
- _ iy . 6.2
(o= ; exp( = 5l m -l (6.2)
We define the potential function n — ¢(n) : RV — R, related to py, which will be used in Lemma 8 and such that
{(n) = exp{—g(m)}. (6.3)

With such a modification and using Eq. (2.6), the normalization of H is preserved for any value of N, that is to say,

1
252

E(H) = fR Mpamdn= 357 =0, (6.4)

§2(Ng—1
E{H®H}=fn®an(n)dn=§2[lv]+—2( =)
RY s Ny

Theorem 3.1 in [45] proves that, for all i fixed in R”, Eq. (6.1) with Eq. (6.2) is a consistent estimation of the sequence
{puin, for Ng — +oo.

[Cul = [L]. (6.5)

6.2. Posterior estimate using the Kullback-Leibler divergence minimum principle

The posterior probability density function 5 — pI;;St(I]) on R” of the R”-valued random variable Hyoss = (Hyost 15 - - - »

H,q,) is estimated by using the Kullback-Leibler divergence minimum principle [30, 31, 32, 38, 51]. This estimation
of pZ“ is performed by using the prior pdf n — pg(1;) on R” in which pg is defined by Egs. (6.1) and (6.2), and by
using the constraint defined by Eq. (5.16). The pdf pﬁ“ on R”, which satisfies the constraint defined by Eq. (5.16) and
which is closest to pgy defined by Eq. (6.1), is thus the solution of the following optimization problem,

post __ : P(’])
Py = arg min f _p(m log(—pH(m) dn, (6.6)

in which the admissible set €, , is defined by

Cuap = {'I = p(p) R — R+,L ppdn = l,vahC(n) pmdn = bc} : (6.7)
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6.3. Methodology for solving the optimization problem

The constraints defined in admissible set €,q, are taken into account by introducing two Lagrange multipliers,
Ao — 1 with Ay € R* associated with the normalization condition and A € 6,44 C RMr associated with the functional
constraint. The admissible set 6,4, of A is, a priori, a subset of R which will be defined in Section 6.4 (in fact,
we will see that €,ya = RM). The Lagrange multiplier Ay is eliminated as a function of A. In Eq. (6.6), the posterior
pdf p";“ is constructed as the limit of a sequence {pg,}, of probability density functions of a sequence {H,}, of
RY-valued random variables Hy = (H,,...,H,,) that depend on A. For A fixed in 6,44, a MCMC algorithm is
used for generating the constrained learned set Dy, = {7]5, . nf } constituted of N > N, independent realizations
{l]fl, ¢ =1,...,N} of Hy. When the convergence is reached with respect to A, the constrained learned set Z)HpoSt =
{ng‘m, . .,n{j\f)sl} is generated. This set is made up of N independent realizations {nﬁos[,f = 1,...,N} of H,, whose
probability measure is pp"S‘(n) dn. The MCMC generator will be a nonlinear It6 stochastic differential equation (ISDE)
associated with the nonlinear stochastic dissipative Hamiltonian dynamical system proposed in [60] and based on
[52]. This MCMC generator allows for removing the transient part to rapidly reach the stationary response associated
with the invariant measure for which measure pp‘m(n) dn is the marginal measure. The ISDE is solved by using the
Stormer-Verlet algorithm, which yields an efficient and accurate MCMC algorithm. This algorithm can then easily be
parallelized for strongly decreasing the elapsed time on a multicore computer (See Algorithm 1 in Section 6.7-(ii)).
Note that this MCMC generator can be considered to belong to the class of Hamiltonian Monte Carlo methods [61, 62]
but is not similar due to the dissipative term, and is a MCMC algorithm [11, 63, 3].

Let us assumed that the optimization problem defined by Eq. (6.6) has one solution p},~ and that p = p"‘”l is a
regular point of the continuously differentiable functional p — va he() p(n) dn — b¢. For Ay € R" and A € G4, We
define the Lagrangian,

post

p(n)
(1)

We define the sequence {pg,}1 of pdf n — pp,(5;A) on R”, indexed by A, such that pg,(.;4) is an extremum of
functional p +— Lag(p, A¢, ). Using the calculus of variations yields

Lag(P,/lo»/l)=jF;vp('7) 1og( )dn+uo—1><f p(n)dn—1)+</lfh‘(n)p(n)dn by,

pa, (5 ) = co(D) L) exp{—(A,h°())} , VnpeR’, (6.8)

in which ¢y(4) is the constant of normalization that depends on A (note that A, is eliminated and we have co(d) =
¢, exp{—A1p}). Since Lemma 7 holds for any probability measure Py on R” with support R”, we can conclude that the
N, constraints defined by the components of Eq. (5.16) are algebraically independent. Consequently, there exists (see
[64]) 2! in €44 such that the functional (p, 9, d) — Lag(p, Ao, A) is stationary at point p = p} *' for A = A and
Ao = —log(co(A*")/cy). Consequently, pi™ = pp,.,(.; ') and Eq. (6.8) yield

Py = o) {ap) exp{—(X*, hGp)) , VYpeR”. (6.9)

post

Therefore, p};™ is the unique solution of the optimization problem defined by Eq. (6.6), in which A**' will be the unique
solution of a convex optimization problem that will be defined by Theorem 3 in Section 6.4) and which will be the
solution of the following nonlinear algebraic equation in 4, va he(n) pu,(n; ) dn = b°.

6.4. Analysis of the optimization problem

In this section, we study the admissible set of the Lagrange multiplier, we analyze the integrability properties of
the probability density function py, of H,, and we give an explicit construction of py,.

Lemma 8 (Admissible set 6,4, of Lagrange’s multiplier and integrability properties). Let N, be fixed. Let h‘(n)
= (h{(m), ..., hCN,('l)) be the function on RY with values in R™, defined by Eq. (5.17), and let py be the prior probability
density function on R” of H, defined by Eq. (6.1).

(a) The admissible set 6,42 of the Lagrange multiplier A, which is defined by

Gua={1€RY | 0 < E{exp(— (A, h°(H)))} < +oo], (6.10)
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is such that €,u 0 = RM".
(b) For all din 6,4, let n — V() be the R-valued function on R” such that

Va(m) = ¢(m) + <A, h°(y)), (6.11)
in which ¢(n7) = —log {(n) (see Eq. (6.3)). We then have,

0< f exp{—-Vapldn < +oo. 6.12)
RV
(c) The pdf n — pu,(n;A), defined by Eq. (6.8), which can be written as
p, (15 ) = co(D) exp{—-Va(p)} , VpeR’, (6.13)
is such that the constant co(d) of normalization verifies
0<co) <+c0 , YA€ Ga- (6.14)

(d) For all Xin €,y 5, we have V(1) — +co if || p||— +co, and

valh”(ll)ll2 exp{=Valptdn < +co [Vyh“ ] IF exp{=Va(p}dn < +oo. (6.15)

I
R
PROOF. (Lemma 8).

(a) Forallp e R” and forall r € {1,...,N,} , Eq. (5.17) shows that 0 < hS(57) < 1. It can then be deduced that, for all
A€ R, wehave 0 < E{exp(—(A,h°(H)))} < +oo, which proves that €,,4 = R

(b) Using Egs. (6.1), (6.3), and (6.11), yields va expl—=Va(p)}dn = ¢! va exp{—(A, h°))} pa(m) dn = ¢, E{exp{—(4,
h¢(H))} }, which is positive and finite due to Eq. (6.10) and to 0 < ¢, < +co. We have thus proven Eq. (6.12).

(c) Using Eqgs. (6.12) and (6.13), and since we need to have va pu,(n)dn = 1, we deduce Eq. (6.14).

(d) As A€ is continuous on R”, (see Eq. (5.17)), YA € G2, n — exp{—TVa(17)} is continuous on R” and then is locally
integrable on R”. Eq. (6.12) implies the integrability at infinity of  — exp{—V,(5)}. Since  — V,(1) is continuous
on R, it can be deduced that V(1) — +co if || ||— +oo. Using Eq. (5.17), Eq. (6.15) can easily be proven.

Theorem 3 (Construction of the probability measure of H,). For all Ain G4, let
pr, (M3 A) = co(D) L) exp (= (A, k() )) (6.16)
be the pdf of H, (see Eq. (6.8)) with co(Qd) satisfying Eq. (6.14)).

(a) The RN -valued random variable h‘(H,) is a second-order random variable,

E{|h*(H) P} < +oo. 6.17)
(b) Let A — T'(Q) be the real-valued function defined on €, such that
['(A) =(A,b°) —logco(A), (6.18)
in which b€ is given in RN'. For all A in €, ,, we have
Vil(A) = b — E(h°(H,)} € R™, (6.19)
[T”(D)] = [covih®(HD}H € My, (6.20)

where the positive-definite covariance matrix [T " (X)) of h(H,) is such that [T (D) = 0°T(A)/00 .
(c) T is a strictly convex function on 6, 5. There is a unique solution A**' in G,y 4 of the convex optimization problem,

A = arg /lmin I\, 6.21)

€Cad.

which is the unique solution in A of the following equation,

VaI'(2) = Oy, . (6.22)
The pdf pgm of H™, which satisfies the constraint E{h‘(H™")} = b, is written (see Eq. (6.16)) as
Py = pu. ;) . VpeR. (6.23)
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PROOF. (Theorem 3).
(a) Using Eq. (6.13), Eq. (6.14), and the first equation Eq. (6.15) yield

E(l h°(HY) I} = fR 1B @p) I co(A) exp{=Va(m)} dnj < +oo.

(b) Let us prove Egs. (6.19) and (6.20) using a similar proof to the one introduced in the discrete case for finding the
maximum entropy probability measure [65, 31]. Eq. (6.11) yields V;V,(;7) = h°(n) and from Eq. (6.13), it can be
deduced that

Vapr, 3 A) = (co()™ Vaco(D) — K@) pa, (13 ). (6.24)
By integrating the two members of Eq. (6.24) with respect to i on R”, we obtain

o)™ Vaco(A) = va heGp) pa,(n; A)dn = E{h (H))} . (6.25)

Eq. (6.18) yields V;I'(A) = b¢ — co(A)~! Vyco(d), which proves Eq. (6.19) by using Eq. (6.25). Note that Eq. (6.17)
implies the existence of the mean value E{h“(H,)}. Taking the derivative of Eq. (6.19) with respect to A yields

"] = - fR 1) ® Vapi,(7: D . (6.26)

Substituting Eq. (6.25) into Eq. (6.24) yields Vipm,(7; ) = (E{h°(H))} — h°(n)) pu,(n; A), which with Eq. (6.26),
gives [T”(A)] = E(h°(Hy) ® h°(H))} — (E{h°(H))}) ® (E{h‘(H,)}) that is the covariance matrix of the R -valued
random variable h°(H,). Again Eq. (6.17) proves the existence of matrix [I""’(1)] as a covariance matrix, which is
semi-positive definite. Using Lemma 7, this matrix is positive definite.

(c) Since [I"”’(A)] is a positive-definite matrix for all A in 6,4, it can then be deduced that A — T'(Q) is strictly convex
on %, 2. Therefore, Eq. (6.21) holds, 2! is unique, and Eq. (6.19) shows that E{h°(H 1)} = b°. Taking into account
Eq. (6.9), the solution is given by Eq. (6.23) and is unique due to the uniqueness of solution 2! of V;I'(1) = Oy,

6.5. Dissipative stochastic Hamiltonian system as a MCMC generator of H,

For the reasons given in Section 6.3, the chosen MCMC generator is based on a nonlinear It6 stochastic differential
equation (ISDE) associated with the nonlinear stochastic dissipative Hamiltonian dynamical system proposed in [60]
and based on [52].

Let {WYer(r) = (W)e'(0), ..., W) (r)), 1 > 0} be the Wiener process, defined on (@, 7", P), indexed by R*, with
values in R”, such that W, ..., W}"" are mutually independent, W**"(0) = 0, a.s., W**" is a process with indepen-
dent increments such that, for all 0 < ¢ < t < +oo, the increment W*"(¥) — W¥(¢’) is a R”-valued second-order,
Gaussian, centered random variable whose covariance matrix is (¢ — t’) [1,].

Theorem 4 (MCMC generator of H,). Let h° = (hS,... ,h,cvr) be the function whose component h¢ is defined by
Eq. (5.17). Let A be fixed in €,qa. Consequently, Eq. (6.15) of Lemma 8 holds. Let {(Ux(t), Va(t)),t > 0} be the
stochastic process, defined on (®,T ,P), indexed by R*, with values in R” X R, which verifies the following ISDE for
t > 0, with the initial condition (u, vo) given in R¥ X RY,

dUy(t) = V(1) dt, (6.27)
1 )
aV(t) = LyUxn) dt = = fo Va(t) dr + Vo dw¥ e (), (6.28)
Uy (0) =uy , V(0) =vy a.s. (6.29)
(a) The initial condition uy € R” is chosen from the points of the training set D, = {1][11, ey 7]2]"} (see Section 6.7-(i))

while the initial condition vy is chosen as any realization of a normalized Gaussian R”-valued random variable Vg,
independent of W¥, whose probability density function with respect to dv is py,(v) = 2n)™/ exp{=|v|*/2}.

(b) The parameter fy > 0 allows the dissipation term in the dissipative Hamiltonian system to be controlled and to
rapidly reach the stationary response associated with the invariant measure (the value fy = 4 is generally a good
choice).
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(c) Forallu = (uy,...,u,) in R”, the vector L (u) in R” is defined by Ly(u) = —V,V)(u), which can be written as

Law) = —— V@) - [Vh“Go)] A. (6.30)
{(u)
(d) The stochastic solution {(U(t), Va(t)),t > O} of the ISDE defined by Egs. (6.27) to (6.29) is unique, has almost-
surely continuous trajectories, and is a second-order diffusion stochastic process. For t — +oo, this diffusion process
converges to a stationary second-order diffusion stochastic process {(Uy'(7), V}'(7)), T 2 0} associated with the unique
invariant probability measure on R¥ X RY,

P,V D dn @ dv = (pu,(17; D) dip) ® (py,(v) dv), (6.31)
in which pg,(n7; A) is the pdf defined by Eq. (6.13).
(e) For t, sufficiently large, H, is chosen as U)(t,). The generation of the constrained learned set Dy, = {qi, ey 1]11\' 1,

made up of N > N, independent realizations of Hj whose probability density function is pg, (1 ; ), consists in solving
Eqgs. (6.27) to (6.29) for t € [0, t] and then using the realizations of U)(t,) (see the numerical aspects in Section 6.7).

PROOF. (Theorem 4). For r € {1, ..., N,}, function  — hS(1n) defined be Eq. (5.17) is twice continuously differen-
tiable. Since ¢(u) = —log {(u) with {(u) given by Eq. (6.2), it can be deduced that function u — V,(u) defined by
Eq. (6.11) is also twice continuously differentiable. Consequently, u# +— || V,,V (u) || is locally bounded on R”. Using
Eqgs. (6.11) and (6.12), it can be seen that, for all A € Gyq 4, infjjy >z Vo) = +o0 if R — +o0, and infy,err Vy(u) is a
finite real number. Using Egs. (6.2), (6.3), and (6.11) yields

fR 1% Vi@l s A < fR V %n Vil (@) | pi, s A) e + fR TGO s D, (632)

because || [V,h°@)] A|| < |[[Vuh @]l 21| and || [V B @)] || < || [V (@)]||r. From Egs. (6.16) and (6.2), the first
term in the right-hand side member of Eq. (6.32) is finite, while from the second equation (6.15), the second term is
also finite. It can then be deduced that the left-hand side member of Eq. (6.32) is finite. Consequently, Theorems 6,
7, and 9 in Pages 214 to 216 of [52], and the expression of the invariant measure given by Theorem 4 in Page 211 of
the same reference, for which the Hamiltonian is H(u, v) = || v|?/2 + Va(w), prove that the solution of Egs. (6.27) to
(6.29) is unique and is a second-order diffusion stochastic process with almost-surely continuous trajectories, which
converges for t — +oo to a second-order stationary diffusion process with almost surely continuous trajectories
{(Uj‘(T), Vj‘(r)), 7 2 0} associated with the invariant probability measure given by Eq. (6.31). For any 7 > 0, Uj'(7) =
lim;_, ;o Uy(t + 7) in probability measure.

6.6. Iterative algorithm for calculating A*

Let us consider Theorem 3. For A fixed in %4, the value of I'(2) cannot be evaluated in high dimension using
Eq. (6.18) due to the presence of the normalization constant cy(d). Consequently, 2**' cannot directly be estimated
using, for instance, the gradient descent algorithm applied to the convex optimization problem defined by Eq. (6.21).
We will then calculate A*' as the unique solution in A of equation V,I'(2) = Oy, (see Eq. (6.22)), that is to say (see
Eq. (6.19)), solving the following equation in 2 on RV,

E{h‘(Hp)} - b =0y, . (6.33)

This equation is solved by using the Newton iterative method [66] applied to function A +— V;I'(1) as proposed in
[67, 68], that is to say, A A A A

AT = ' — 0 D [T AN, =01, s (6.34)
with 10 = Oy,, in which @, (i) €]0, 1] is a relaxation factor, where V,I'(1) and [I"”(4)] are defined by Egs. (6.19)
and (6.20), and where i, is a given integer sufficiently large. An estimation of A*” is chosen as

A= =arg min _err(i), (6.35)
=1,..., Imax
in which the error function i - err(i) from {1,. .., i} into R* is defined by
. 1 c c
err(i) = [| b — E{h(H )}l . (6.36)
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6.7. Numerical implementation

A time-discretization scheme (see for instance [69, 70]) must be used to solve the ISDE defined by Egs. (6.27)
to (6.29) for t € [0, t,] with the initial condition at ¢t = 0 defined in Theorem 4, in order to generate the constrained
learned set Dy, = {I]/ll, . ,qf} with N > N,. It is assumed that N is written as N = Ny X nyc with nye > 1. The
case of Hamiltonian dynamical systems has been analyzed in [71] by using an implicit Euler scheme. Presently we
propose to use the Stormer-Verlet scheme (see [72] for the deterministic case and [73] for the stochastic case), which
is an efficient scheme that allows for having a long-time energy conservation for non-dissipative Hamiltonian dynam-
ical systems. In [74], we have proposed to use an extension of the Stérmer-Verlet scheme for stochastic dissipative
Hamiltonian systems, that we have also used in [75, 59, 40, 38, 39, 47, 51].

(i) Stormer-Verlet scheme and computation of the constrained learned set Dy ;. Let i be the index of the sequence
{d1,i = 0,1,...,iny) of the Lagrange multipliers that are computed using Eq. (6.34) with 2° = Oy,. For m =
0,1,..., M, (with M, > 1 an integer), let #,, = m At be the time sampling, which is such that y;, = ¢, with ¢, = M, At.
Let AW;’V’lifi = W¥er(t,..1) — W¥e(z,,) be the Gaussian, second-order, centered, R”-valued random variable such that
E{AW)S @ AW} = At[l,]. Let {0,,¢ = 1,...,N} be N independent realizations in ®. Form = 0,1,..., M, -1,

m+1 1 .
let AWC = AW™*"(6,) be the realization 6, of AW™L. Following the choice of (u, vo) defined in Theorem 4, let

m+1 m+1 '
uy,...,u) in R” such that for k = 1,...,nyc and for j = 1,..., Ny, we take u{ = 5, with £ = j + (k — 1) X N. Let
V(l), e, Vf)\' in R” be N independent realizations of the R”-valued random variable V¢ also defined in Theorem 4. For

¢=1,...,N, the realizations AW";H, ué, and VS are independent of {A1);. Fori e {0,1,...,in,} andfor £ € {1,..., N},
we introduce the realizations Ui;f = Uyi(t,, ; 67) and Vﬁ;f = Vyi(ty;0;). Form € {0,1,..., M, — 1}, the Stérmer-Verlet

scheme applied to realization 6, of Eqgs. (6.27) to (6.29) yields the following recurrence,
. . At .
Uz,[ — Ui;f + 7 V;,’f , (637)

m+1/2
, 1 - . At ,
l,f — y il l,[ \/% AW€

m+l — l+yv’;’ + 1+7/L/l“'(um+1/2)+ 1+y m+1 > (6.38)
. . AY 2
e _ it i,0
Um+l - Um+1/2 + ? Vm+l > (6.39)
with the initial condition . ‘
Ui =uf , Vi=v, (6.40)
in which y = fy At/4 and where, using Eq. (6.30),
1 , i
Lyi(w) = —— VL) = [V,h @) A" (6.41)

{(u)
Using Eq. (5.17), fore € {1,...,v}and r € {1,..., N,}, the entry [V, h°(u)],, of matrix [V,h°(u)] € M, . is written as

2 1 .
[Vl @)y = 5 (V) Gy = ) exp (- IV 2, —u 7). (6.42)
The recurrence defined by Egs. (6.37) to (6.42) allows Dy, to be calculated as

Dy, = my--myd o mh = Unlie:00) = Uy (6.43)

(ii) Summary of the algorithm. The algorithm for calculating A" and the Dgpost = (I - - - » Moo} With 7l = qism
for £ = 1,...,N is summarized in Algorithm 1. We then obtained the N independent realizations n;m, cees qu\f)sl of the
posterior R”-valued random variable H . Then, the realizations q;w, e, qf)\f,st of the posterior observations @, and
the realizations w! w  of the posterior control parameter W, are computed using Eq. (2.4), that is to say,

post? * * * > "post

Qoo = 4+ [P (K" Hyow  Woow =W + [0, ] [K]"? Hpog. (6.44)
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Algorithm 1 Algorithm for calculating 2**' and Dy, = {1];051, ce nﬁ,\gsl}.

1: Data:N;, D, = {1](11, .. .,ng"}, N, imax» M, t5, AL, fo, v = fo At/4
2 Init: AW Cefl,...,Nhme{l,...,M;—1}, uland v]for€e{l,...,N}, 2% = 0y,
3: fori=1:1i,,do

4: for £ =1 : N (loop in parallel computation) do

5: Dn,, = {I]/ll,-, e, 7]%} from Eq. (6.43), using Eqs. (6.37) to (6.42) and Dy, , (Dp,, not used fori = 1)
6: end for

7: Vil'(A) and [T ”"(2%)] using Eqs. (6.19) and (6.20), and Dy,

8: err(i) using Eq. (6.36)

9: A = AT — @ () [T 7(AD)]7! VI(A7) using Eq. (6.34) with a relaxation factor e, (i) €10, 1]

10: Al — /li+1

11: Dn,;, < Dn,

12: end for

13: A = A, i, = arg min; err(i)) from Eq. (6.35)
14: DHposl — -Z)HN

7. Numerical illustration

We consider a supervised case. The training set D; = {x!,...,x"} with x/= (qi,, wé) € R»=R"%xR"™ is made
up of N, independent realizations of random variable X = (Q, W), which are generated as explained in Appendix
A for which n, = 430098, n, = 10098, n, = 420000, and N; € {100,200,300,400}. The target set D, is
made up of N, independent realizations g;,, € R" of random variable @, for which N, € [50, Ni] with Ny, €
{100, 200, 300, 400}. The R"-valued random variable Q corresponds to the finite element discretization of a R-
valued random field {U(w) = (U (), U>(w), Us(w), w € Q} and the R™-valued random variable W is a nonlinear
transformation of the finite element discretization of a M -valued random field {[G(w)], w € Q}, in which Q is the
open bounded set of R? defined in Appendix A.1, and where Q and W are constructed in Appendix A.2. Regarding
the presentation of the results, and having to limit the number of figures, the probability density functions and the
convergence curves when they will be relative to @, will be limited to 3 components, denoted by Qgps.1, Qobs2, and
Qobs.3 that are also defined at the end of Appendix A.2.

7.1. Training set

The training set is generated as explained in Appendix A.2 with the stochastic boundary value problem defined
in Appendix A.l. For illustration, Fig. 2 shows one realization 8 € ® of the components (1, 1), (1,2), and (4, 4) of the
Mg—valued random field (wy, w;) = [G(w], w2, w3)] in the plane w3 = 0.095774 and Fig. 3 shows the corresponding
realization of the components k = 1,2,3 of the real-valued random field (wi,w;) — Ui(wi, ws, w3) in the plane

w3z = 0.095774.
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W

Figure 2: For the training set, example of one realization 6 € © of the components (1, 1), (1,2), and (4,4) of the random field (w;,w>) —
[G(w1, w2, w3)] in the plane w3 = 0.095774.

21



W

—o0
0,01
-0.02
0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
w1 wi w1
(@) (w1, w2) = U(wr, w2, w33 6) (b) (w1, w2) = Uz (w1, w2, w35 6) (©) (w1, w2) = Us (w1, w2, w33 6)

Figure 3: For the training set, example of one realization 6 € ® of the components 1, 2, and 3 of the random field (w1, wz) = U(wi, w2, w3) in the
plane w3 = 0.095774.

7.2. Reduced representation
The reduced representation is constructed by using a PCA of X = (Q, W) as explained in Section 2. With &, =
0.0001, for N; = 100, 200, 300, and 400, we have, respectively, v = 99, 192, 271, and 331. For N; = 100, Fig. 4

displays the graph of the eigenvalues a — «, of [5 x] and the graph of the error function v - errpe, (v ; Ny) defined by
Eq. (2.3).
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)
< 400

errpea (v; Na)
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o 14

(a) Graph of @ - «, (b) Graph of v > €ITpca(v; Nyg)

Figure 4: Principal component analysis of the training set performed for N; = 100. Graph of the eigenvalues a + k, of [Cx] and error function
v = eITpca (v ; Ng) defined by Eq. (2.3).

7.3. Numerical values of the algorithm parameters for computing the constrained learned set.

In all the calculations and for any value of A, the number N of the independent realizations {ni, e, nf } of the
constrained learned set Dy, (see Section 6.7) is fixed to the value N = 1000 (this value has been obtained from a
convergence analysis with respect to N). The parameters of the Stormer-Verlet scheme are M, = 30, At = 0.2188,
and fy = 4. Due to the choice fy = 4, the stationary regime of the ISDE is obtained from instant 21 X Af and the
realizations is extracted at 30 x At.

7.4. Iterative algorithm for computing A*°..

For computing the solution A°' of the Lagrange multiplier, Algorithm 1 is used. For N; = 100 and N, = 20,
Fig. 5 displays the graph of the relaxation factor i > @, (i) and the graph of the error function i +— err(i) defined
by Eq. (6.36). It can be seen a fast convergence of the algorithm as a function of the iteration number. Fig. 6 shows
the graph of function r — b} defined by Eq. (5.19), representing the components of vector ¢ = (b1, ..., by, ), and the
graph of function r 1), representing the components of vector *' = (1",.. ., Ay') defined by Eq. (6.35).

7.5. Posterior probability measure of Q. estimated with the constrained learned set

For N; = 100, the convergence with respect to N, of the posterior probability measure of Q. (N,) estimated
with the constrained learned set has been analyzed by studying, for & = 1,2, 3, the mean-square norm ||| Qobs x (V,)|l|=
{E{Qobs x(N,)*}}'/? of random component Qups 1(N,) of Q,05(N,) (which depends on N,). For k = 1,2, 3, Fig. 7 shows
the graph of function N, = |||Qobs k(V,)||| as well as the corresponding value for the training set and for the reference,
which are both independent of N,. This figure shows the good convergence with respect to N,, which is reached
for N, = 20. Always for N; = 100, Fig. 8 (a), (b), and (c) related to N, = 20, and Fig. 8 (d), (e), and (f) related
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Figure 5: Iterative algorithm for calculating A°°' with the constrained learned set for N; = 100 and N, = 20. Graph of the relaxation factor
i > Qrelax (i) defined in Algorithm 1 and graph of the error function i +— err(i) defined by Eq. (6.36).
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Figure 6: Constraint and optimal Lagrange multiplier estimated with the constrained learned set for N; = 100 and N, = 20. Graph of function
7+ bS defined by Eq. (5.19) and graph of function r > 2°' with 2°°! defined by Eq. (6.35).

to N, = 100, display the probability density functions of the random variables Qgps.1, Qobs2, and Qobs 3, €stimated
with the training set, with the constrained learned set (the posterior), and the reference. Figs. 7 and 8 show that the
posteriors are close to the targets (this good result holds for all the components of Q). For this supervised framework,
it can be seen that the proposed method performs very well for the quantity of interest Q for which a target has been
given, which means that there would also be very good behavior of the method if used in an unsupervised setting.

3 -3

12 x10 0.04 12 x10

11
_ — 0035 — 10
= 10 = =

9 . : 0.03 . 3

8 s IS4

0.025 6
7
6 0.02 4
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
N, N, N,
(@) Ny = [I1Qobs 1 (NI () Ny = [1Qobs 2, (NI ©) Ny = l1Qobs 3N

Figure 7: Convergence of the mean-square norm with respect to N, for Ny = 100. Graph of N; = [[[Qops 1 (NI, [11Qobs 2 (NIl and [[|Qops 3 (NI
estimated with the training set (top black line), with the constrained learned set (the posterior) (blue line), and the reference (red thick line).

7.6. Posterior probability measure of W, estimated with the constrained learned set

Fig. 9 is related to the standard deviation fields (w;, wy) — 011(W1, W2, W3), TG12(W1, W2, W3), and Tgaa(wy, W2, W3)
in the plane w3 = 0.095774 of the components (1, 1), (1,2), and (4, 4) of the random field (w;, w;) — [G(w], W2, W3)]
for the training set with Ny = 100, for the transformation of the posterior W, (see Appendix A.2) computed with
the constrained learned set for which N; = 100 and N, = 20, and finally, for the reference. Since there is no target
for the control variable, we cannot directly compare W, (that is to say the random field {[G,.«(w)], w € Q}) with
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Figure 8: For N; = 100, for N, = 20 (Figs. (a), (b), and (c)) and for N, = 100 (Figs. (d), (e), and (f)), probability density functions of the random

variables Qgps 1, Qobs,2» and Qs 3, estimated with the training set (black line), with the constrained learned set (the posterior) (blue line), and the
reference (red thick line).

0-38 036

0.15 036 . 0.23 015 034
034

3 04 0.32 . 022§ g4 032

03 03

0.05 028 ! 0.21 0.05 028
026

02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
w1 wy w1

(a) Training set, (w1, w2) = oGi1(wr, w2, w3)  (b) Training set, (W1, w2) - o2(wi, w2, ws) () Training set, (w1, w2) = Teu(w, W2, w3)

0.16 0.09 0.145
0.15 015 0.15 0088 0.15 014
3 o041 014§ o1 5 o1 0.135
013 0.08

0.13

0.05 042 0.05 0.075 0.05
0.125

02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
wi wq w1

(d) Posterior, (w1, w2) - 0611w, w2, w3) (e) Posterior, (w1, w2) = ogia(w, w2, w3) (f) Posterior, (w1, w2) = ogu(w, w2, ws)
0115 017
0.18

015 o 0.15 0.15
: 011 016

5 01 016 3 04 5 01
0.105 015

0.05 0.15 0.05 0.05
014 o4 014

02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
wr wy wi

(g) Reference, (w1, w2) P ogi1(wr, w2, w3) (h) Reference, (w1, w2) P ogi2(w1, w2, w3) (i) Reference, (w1, w2) P ogu(wr, w2, w3)

Figure 9: For the training set with N; = 100 (Figs. (a, b, and c), for the posterior estimated with the constrained learned set with N; = 100 and
N, =20 (Figs. (d, e, and f), and for the reference (Figs. (g,h, and i), standard deviation fields (w1, wz) = oG11(w1, W2, W3), 0GI2(W1, W2, W3), and
0Gaa(W1, w2, w3) in the plane w3 = 0.095774 of the components (1, 1), (1,2), and (4, 4) of the random field (w1, w2) — [G(w1, W2, W3)].

a target. In the case of the numerical illustration that we present, the map f such that @ = f(W) is known numeri-
cally, that is, for w{i given, we have calculated q(’j =f (w{i) with the boundary value problem to generate the training
set. This situation is particular and is not that of the general framework that we have given ourselves. Nevertheless,
this particular situation allows us to use another method to qualify the quality of the probability measure of W,
estimated with the constrained learned set, as follows. The proposed constrained-learned-set algorithm allows for
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computing the realizations {ngosl, s ’7{,\23[} of the posterior random variable H,,, which constitute the points of the
constrained learned set. Using Eq. (6.44), the realizations qgm, e qﬁfm and w;‘m, cees wé\fm are computed by the equa-
tions Qo = g + (@] [K]'/? Hpoy and Wyoq = w + [@,,] [«]'/? H 0. We can then compare Qo = ¢ + [@,] [«]'/? Hpoy
with Q% = f (Wpose) in which W = w + [D,,] [x]'/2 H,, and where mapping f is evaluated with the computational
model.

For N, = 100, the convergence of Q% = f(W,) with respect to N, has been analyzed by studying, for k = 1,2, 3,
the mean-square norm |||Q2§S’k|||= {E{(Qgﬁs’k)z}}” 2 of random component lefs,k of Q% (which depends on N,). For
k = 1,2,3, Table 1 yields the values of o Il The expected convergence can be viewed with respect to Ny (this

obs,
result is consistent with the convergence of the pdf’s shown in Fig. 10). In addition to the convergence analysis of

Table 1: For N, = 100, convergence of the mean-square norm of |||Q8|fS s ”lQS{; ,lll, and HIQSI?s 4lll as a function of Ny.
Ny 100 200 300 400
MO Il [ 739 %107 | 815x 107 | 8.12x 107 | 8.20x 10
IO I | 244 %1072 | 2.60 x 1072 | 2.63 x 1072 | 2.67 x 1072
IO M | 5.11x 1073 | 5.46x 1073 | 6.35x 107 | 5.56 % 10~3

the mean-square norm with respect to N, Fig. 10 displays the probability density functions of the random variables
Qobs.15 Qobs2. and Qops 3, for Q estimated with the training set, for Q% = f(W,,,) estimated with W, and for Q,,
corresponding to the reference. Similarly to the convergence of the mean-square norm, this figure shows a clear
convergence with respect to N;. For N; = 100 and N, = 20 or even N, = 100, compared to the reference, the posterior
O evaluated with W, thanks to the knowledge of f, is less good than the prediction of the posterior Q. This is
mainly due to the use of the reduced representation for a problem in high dimension. Fig. 10 shows that the prediction
can be improved by increasing the value of Ny, that is to say, by increasing the value of v, which requires to increase
the number of points in the training set and consequently, which can induce potential difficulties if the numerical
cost for constructing each point of the training set is high. However, the presented numerical illustration shows that
the proposed method allows for integrating,with a good quality, a target set of realizations (i.e. data) in a supervised
model, which is defined only by a small number of points in a training set and for which the target set of realizations
are specified only for the quantities of interest (output) and not for the control variable (input). Finally, it should
be noted that, when the training set is generated using a stochastic boundary value problem, there is also another
method as we have proposed and validated in [39, 51]. It consists, for the generation of the constrained learned set,
to introduce an additional scalar constraint to minimize the norm of the residue of the partial differential equations of
the boundary value problem. This procedure can be implemented without difficulty in the methodology presented in
this paper, involving only one additional component in the vector-valued function A€ and the vector b°.

8. Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented a novel functional approach that makes it possible to take into account a target set
of realizations in the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle for constructing a posterior probability measure from a prior
probability measure defined by a given training set of realizations. This approach thus allows for integrating a target
set of realizations in a supervised model, which is defined only by a small number of points in a training set. It consists
in constructing and analyzing a weak formulation of the Fourier transform of the probability measure (characteristic
function) of the observed quantities of interest and to derive from it a finite representation of the functional constraint.
On the basis of the positive Hermitian form associated with the Fourier transform of the probability measure, we have
constructed and analyzed the properties of a functional family of functions, which only depends on the target set of
the given realizations. These properties have allowed us to show the existence and the uniqueness of the posterior
probability measure constructed by using the Kullback-Leibler minimum principle. The numerical aspects have been
detailed in order to facilitate the implementation of the algorithms. The presented numerical illustration that is in high
dimension demonstrates the efficiency and the robustness of the proposed method.
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Figure 10: For N, = 100, convergence analysis in Ny, for Ny = 100 (Figs. (a), (b), and (c)), for N; = 200 (Figs. (d), (e), and (f)), for Ny = 300
(Figs. (g), (h), and (1)), and for Ny = 400 (Figs. (j), (k), and (1)), probability density functions of the random variables Qgps 1> Qobs2> and Qobs 3»

for Q estimated with the training set (black line), for QQA = f(Wpost) estimated with the posterior learned set of Wy (blue line), and for Qarg
corresponding to the reference (red thick line).

Appendix A. Generation of the training set, target set, and numerical values of the parameters

The training set D, = {x!,..., xV} with x/= (qé, w;’;) € R™=R"xR™ is made up of N, independent realizations
of random variable X = (Q, W), which are generated by using a stochastic computational model corresponding to the
finite element discretization of a stochastic elliptic boundary value problem for which n, = 430098, n, = 10098,

and n,, = 420000. The target set Dy, = {qtlarg, .,qu;g} is generated using the stochastic computational model with
another values of the parameters (see Appendix A.3).

Appendix A.l. Definition of the stochastic boundary value problem

Let Q =]0,1[%x]0,0.2[%x]0,0.1[m> be the bounded open set of R3, with generic point w = (w;, Wy, w3), and
with boundary 0Q = Ty Uy UT, in whichTy = {w; = 1,0 < 0w 02,0 < w3 <01, T ={w; =0,0 <
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wy) <02,0< w3 <0.1},and I, = 0Q\{I'o UT}. Let be Q = QU JQ. The outward unit normal to 4Q is denoted
by n = (N, N2, N3). We use the usual convention of summation on repeated Latin indices. Domain Q is occupied
by a heterogeneous and anisotropic elastic random medium for which the elastic properties are defined by the fourth-
order tensor-valued non-Gaussian random field A = {{Akmnq(w)}km,,q, w € Q}. Let U = (U}, Uy, Us) be the R3-valued
displacement random field defined in Q. A Dirichlet condition U = 0 is given on Iy while a Neumann condition is
given on I'; U T,. The stochastic boundary value problem is written, for k = 1,2, 3 and almost surely, as

akm

-——— =0 in Q, (A.1)
ow,,

U, =0 on Iy, (A2)

km N = pron 'y, (A3)

wnNm =0 on Iy, (A4)

in which the stress tensor is related to the strain tensor by ,, = (dU,/dw, + dU,/0w,)/2 by the constitutive
equation, (@) = Agung(w) ng(U(w)). For k = 1,2, 3, the applied stresses p, on I'; are defined as follows:
p1 =0onT7y, except:

p1=-18x108N/m*forw € {w; =0, 0<w, <0.02,0<w; <0.1}.

P1=+9.0x 10" N/m? forw € {w; =0, 0.18 < w, <0.2, 0 < w3 <0.1}.
p2 = 0on I, except:

p2 = +1.0x 107 N/m? for w € {w; =0, {0 < wy <0.02} U {0.18 < wy < 0.20}, 0 < w3 < 0.02}.

p2=—-1.5%x 10" N/m? forw € {w; =0, {0 < w, <0.02} U {0.18 < w, < 0.20}, 0.08 < w3 < 0.1}.
p3 = 0on Ty, except:

p3 =240 x 10" N/m? forw € {w; =0, 0 < w; <0.02, 0 < w3 <0.1}.

p3 = +2.64 x 10" N/m? forw € {w; =0, 0.18 < wp, < 0.2, 0 < w3 <0.1}.
Using the matrix representation in Voigt notation, the random elasticity field is rewritten, for k, m, n, and ¢ in {1, 2, 3},
as [A(w)]ij = Amng(w) with i = (k,m) with 1 <k <m <3 andj = (n,q) with 1 < n < g < 3 in which indices i and
jbelong to {1,...,6}. The Mg-valued random field {[A(w)], w € Q} is a non-Gaussian, second order, and statistically
homogeneous. Its mean function is the given w-independent matrix [A] = E{[A(w)]} € M/ corresponding to a
homogeneous isotropic elastic material whose Young modulus is 10'° N/m? and Poisson coefficient 0.15 (note that
the fluctuations around the mean are those of a heterogeneous anisotropic elastic material). The non-Gaussian M -
valued random field {[A(w)], w € Q} is constructed using the stochastic model [76, 77, 68] of random elasticity fields
for heterogeneous anisotropic elastic media that are isotropic in statistical mean and exhibit anisotropic statistical
fluctuations, for which the parameterization consists of spatial-correlation lengths and of a positive-definite lower
bound. The random field {[A(w)], w € Q} is written as,

1
[A@)] = T ILI" (e[l + [G@))IL] . YweQ, (A.5)

in which [L] is the upper triangular (6 x 6) real matrix such that [ A ] = [L]7[L], where € is a given positive number
(which can be chosen arbitrarily small), and where {[G(w)], w € R3}is a Mg -valued random field (by construction),
defined on (®, 7", P), indexed by R3. Then [G] is homogeneous, mean-square continuous, and such that E{[G(w))]} =
[Z6] for all @ € R3. Note that the lower bound €[ A]/(1 + €) used in Eq. (A.5) could be replaced by a more general
lower bound [A,] in M; as proposed in [75, 68]. For all w fixed in R?, the Mg—valued random variable [G(w)] has been
constructed by using the Maximum Entropy Principle under the following available information, E{[G(w)]} = [Is]
and Ef{log(det[G(w)])} = bg with |bg| < +c0, which has been introduced in order that the random matrix [G(w)]™!
(that exists almost surely) be such that E{||[[G(w)]'|*} < E{|I[G(w)]""|[2} < +oco. In this construction, for all @
fixed in R3, [G(w)] = [g({Gm(w),1 <m <n<6})]isa Mg-valued nonlinear function [g(.)] of 6 X (6 + 1)/2 = 21
independent normalized Gaussian real-valued random variables denoted by {G,.,(w),1 < m < n < 6} and such that
E{Gmm()} = 0 and E{Gm(w)*} = 1. The spatial correlation structure of random field {[G(w)], w € R3} is introduced
by considering 21 independent real-valued random fields {G ., (w), w € R¥}forl <m<n<6, corresponding to
21 independent copies of a unique normalized Gaussian homogeneous mean-square continuous real-valued random
field {G(w), w € R*} whose normalized spectral measure is given and has a support that is controlled by three spatial
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correlation lengths L.y = Lo, = Ls = 0.4. Note that this Gaussian field G can be replaced by a non-Gaussian
field for taking into account uncertainties in the spectral measure [78]. The constant bg is eliminated in favor of
a hyperparameter 6 > 0, which allows for controlling the level of statistical fluctuations of [G(w)], defined by
¢ = (E{||[G(w)] — [16]||12p}/6)1/2, which is independent of w and such that 6 = 0.6.

Appendix A.2. Stochastic computational model for generating the training set D, and observed quantities of interest

The stochastic boundary value problem defined by Egs. (A.1) to (A.4) is discretized by the finite element method.
Domain Q is meshed with 50x 10x5 = 2500 finite elements using 8-nodes finite elements. There are 3 366 nodes
and 10098 dofs (degrees of freedom). The displacements are locked at all the 66 nodes belonging to surface I'y and
therefore, there are 198 zero Dirichlet conditions. There are 8 integration points in each finite element. Consequently,
there are N,, = 20 000 integration points ', ..., @"». The R"™-valued random variable W is generated as follows. For
allp=1,...,N,, let [Gl,f’g] = log,,([G(w”)]) € Mg in which log,, is the logarithm of positive-definite matrices. The
R™-valued random variable W is then defined as the vector that is the reshaping of the upper triangular part of the N,
matrices { [Gl;g], p =1,...,N,}.We then have n,, = 21 X N, = 420000. The finite element discretization of random

field {U(w), w € Q} is the R"-valued random variable 0 with n, = 10098. Consequently X = (Q, W) is a random
variable with values in R™ with n, = n, + n,, = 430098. The stochastic computational model is then represented by
a stochastic linear matrix equation that is solved by using the Monte Carlo numerical simulation method yielding the
training set D, = {x',...,x"?} in which x/= (qfl, wfl) € R™=R™xR" is a realization of random variable X = (Q, W),
the computed realizations being independent. For studying the convergence properties, the considered values of N,
are N, € {100,200, 300, 400}.

The components of the quantity of interest Q, which will be observed for presenting the results, are the 3 compo-
nents denoted by Qobs.1, Qobs2, and Qops 3 that correspond to the 3 dofs along directions wy, w,, and w3 of the finite
element node of coordinates (0, 0, 0.1) (located at top corner in which the displacements are significant and result from
tension, torsion, and two bendings contributions).

Appendix A.3. Target set of realizations

The target set Dy, = {q}arg, . qf;/r’g} is generated using the stochastic boundary value problem defined in Sec-
tion Appendix A.1 for which the elasticity matrix [A“#] is the one of a homogeneous and isotropic elastic material
with a Young modulus 9 x 10° N/m? and a Poisson coefficient v = 0.15. The level of statistical fluctuations of the ran-
dom field {G"¢(w), w € R3} is 62* = 0.3. In order to analyze the convergence with respect to N,, we have considered,
in consistency with the values of Ny, the intervals N, € [50, Ny, ] with N, € {100,200, 300, 400}.
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