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Abstract. In this paper, we introduce the Ensemble Kalman–Stein Gradient Descent (EnKSGD)
class of algorithms. The EnKSGD class of algorithms builds on the ensemble Kalman filter (EnKF)
line of work, applying techniques from sequential data assimilation to unconstrained optimization
and parameter estimation problems. The essential idea is to exploit the EnKF as a black box (i.e.
derivative-free, zeroth order) optimization tool if iterated to convergence. In this paper, we return to
the foundations of the EnKF as a sequential data assimilation technique, including its continuous-
time and mean-field limits, with the goal of developing faster optimization algorithms suited to noisy
black box optimization and inverse problems. The resulting EnKSGD class of algorithms can be
designed to both maintain the desirable property of affine-invariance, and employ the well-known
backtracking line search. Furthermore, EnKSGD algorithms are designed to not necessitate the
subspace restriction property and variance collapse property of previous iterated EnKF approaches
to optimization, as both these properties can be undesirable in an optimization context. EnKSGD
also generalizes beyond the L2 loss, and is thus applicable to a wider class of problems than the
standard EnKF. Numerical experiments with both linear and nonlinear least squares problems, as
well as maximum likelihood estimation, demonstrate the faster convergence of EnKSGD relative to
alternative EnKF approaches to optimization.

Key words. black box optimization, ensemble Kalman filter, affine-invariance, inverse problems,
parameter estimation
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1. Introduction. This paper develops novel methods for the numerical solution
of unconstrained optimization problems with the following structure

(1.1) min
x

{
Φ
(
x
)

:= D
(
G(x)

)
+ αxR(x) + αyT

(
G(x)

)}
where:

1. The objective function Φ(x) : IRNx 7→ IR is minimized with respect to the
state variable x ∈ IRNx .

2. The forward map G(x) : IRNx 7→ IRNy transforms its input x from the state
space IRNx into the observation space IRNy . The forward map can be evalu-
ated but its Jacobian matrix DxG(x) ∈ IRNy×Nx is unavailable.

3. The loss function D(y) : IRNy 7→ IR transforms its input y from the ob-
servation space IRNy to a scalar real number. The loss function is convex
and twice continuously differentiable, and its gradient ∇yD(y) ∈ IRNy and

Hessian ∇2
yD(y) ∈ IRNy×Ny are available.

4. The state space regularization functionR(x) : IRNx 7→ IR transforms its input
x from the state space IRNx to a scalar real number. The scalar real number
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2 B. IRWIN AND S. REICH

αx ≥ 0 is the state space regularization parameter. Depending on the specific
choice of state space regularization function, its gradient ∇xR(x) ∈ IRNx and
Hessian ∇2

xR(x) ∈ IRNx×Nx may or may not be available.

5. The observation space regularization function T (y) : IRNy 7→ IR transforms
its input y from the observation space IRNy to a scalar real number. The
scalar real number αy ≥ 0 is the observation space regularization parameter.
Depending on the specific choice of observation space regularization function,
∇yT (y) ∈ IRNy and ∇2

yT (y) ∈ IRNy×Ny may or may not be available.

Optimization problems of the structure (1.1) occur in diverse applications, such as:

1. Linear and nonlinear inverse problems, with and without common types of
regularization, such as Tikhonov regularization.

2. Finding the roots of a function.

3. Empirical risk minimization (ERM) problems occurring in statistical estima-
tion and machine learning.

Our work is motivated by the fact that in practice, derivatives of the forward map
G(x) are definitely not available, and derivatives of the regularization functions R(x)
and T (y) may also not be available. This is because the user does not have access
to a closed form expression for the function or because derivative computations may
be too expensive to use in practice. As an example, the forward map G(x) may be
a computer simulation tool used by engineers, and such simulation tools frequently
do not provide a way for the user to obtain derivatives. As a result, in this case
the forward map G(x) must be viewed as “black box” with unknown derivatives.
Similarly, one may need to evaluate the output of a trained machine learning model,
such as a neural network, to compute R(x) or T (y), but may not have access to the
model’s innner workings, and thus not have access to the derivatives of R(x) or T (y).

Furthermore, circumstances often arise where the forward map G(x) cannot be
evaluated without stochastic noise η(x) added. Mathematically, instead of G(x),
one can evaluate F(x), the noisy forward map defined by F(x) := G(x) + η(x). A
simple, yet relatively common, type of stochastic noise η(x) is produced by drawing
independent and identically distributed (IID) samples from a Gaussian distribution

(1.2) η(x) ∼ N (0, σ2INy×Ny) , σ > 0

where INy×Ny denotes the Ny ×Ny identity matrix.
Finally, when dealing with multi-scale problems, it is desirable to employ methods

which are invariant under affine changes of variables. That is, methods which are
affine-invariant; a property shared by Newton’s method but not by standard gradient
descent methods.

The characteristics mentioned above motivate us to develop methods based on
ideas from the ensemble Kalman filter (EnKF) [17–19] and its variants. To provide
the reader with important background material on the EnKF, in the following subsec-
tion we develop the essential ideas behind our proposed derivative-free optimization
(DFO) method in the context of quadratic minimization problems. A central build-
ing block is provided by a continuous-time reformulation of the EnKF: the, so called,
ensemble Kalman–Bucy equations [5,42]. This exposition is followed by a brief litera-
ture review examining the history and development of the EnKF, both in the context
of Bayesian inference and optimization. This section closes with a summary of our
key contributions and a layout of the remainder of the paper.
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1.1. The EnKF And Linear Inverse Problems. In this subsection, we ex-
plain the basic motivation for the proposed ensemble-based optimization algorithms
for a linear inverse problem. Let us assume that the objective function Φ(x) in (1.1)
has regularization parameters αx = αy = 0, and takes the following quadratic form

(1.3) Φ(x) =
1

2
‖Gx− yobs‖22

for appropriate linear forward map G(x) = Gx with fixed matrix G ∈ IRNy×Nx , and
quadratic loss function with fixed data vector yobs ∈ IRNy

(1.4) D(y) =
1

2
‖y − yobs‖22 .

We assume that Φ(x) is strongly convex and denote the unique minimizer by x†. The
continuous-time formulation of gradient descent is

(1.5)
dx(t)

dt
= −∇xΦ

(
x(t)

)
= −GT (Gx(t)− yobs) .

It is well-known that gradient descent can converge slowly for linear multi-scale prob-
lems, as it lacks the property of affine-invariance. More precisely, an affine transfor-
mation with invertible matrix A ∈ IRNx×Nx and vector b ∈ IRNx of the form

(1.6) x(t) = Ax̃(t) + b

transforms (1.5) into

(1.7)
dx̃(t)

dt
= −A−1GT (G(Ax̃(t) + b)− yobs) ,

which differs from applying gradient descent to the transformed objective function

(1.8) Φ̃(x̃) =
1

2
‖G(Ax̃ + b)− yobs‖22 .

For that reason, one often uses Newton’s method instead. The continuous-time for-
mulation of Newton’s method, which is an affine-invariant method, is

(1.9)
dx(t)

dt
= −

(
GTG

)−1
GT (Gx(t)− yobs) .

The affine-invariance of Newton’s method is revealed by its equivalent formulation

(1.10)
d

dt
∇xΦ

(
x(t)

)
= −∇xΦ

(
x(t)

)
.

However, the affine-invariance property comes at a price; namely, the inversion of the
symmetric positive-definite Hessian matrix GTG.

We now develop an inversion-free approximation to Newton’s method (1.9), which
is based on continuous-time mean-field formulations of the EnKF [5, 42]. The first
step is to treat the state variable x as a Gaussian random variable. We then consider
the family of time-varying Gaussian distributions

(1.11) ρ(x, t) ∝ exp
(
− tΦ(x)

)
ρ0(x)
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for t ≥ 0 and given initial Gaussian distribution

(1.12) ρ0 = N (x̄0,P0) .

Letting δ(x) denote the Dirac delta function, it is easy to deduce that

(1.13) lim
t→∞

ρ(x, t) = δ(x− x†) .

In other words, as t→∞, all the probability mass concentrates at the minimizer x†.
The associated, so called, Kalman–Bucy mean-field equation [42]

(1.14)
dx(t)

dt
= −1

2
P(t)GT (Gx(t) + Gx̄(t)− 2yobs)

satisfies

(1.15) x(t) ∼ ρ(·, t) = N
(
x̄(t),P(t)

)
.

Note that the Kalman–Bucy mean-field equation (1.14) has a structure similar to
Newton’s method (1.9), with the key difference being that the inverse of the Hessian
matrix GTG in (1.9) is replaced by the covariance matrix P(t) in (1.14). The Kalman–
Bucy mean-field equation (1.14) is affine-invariant [40] but converges slowly to x† as

(1.16) lim
t→∞

P(t) = 0

at a rate proportional to 1/t [44].
Following the closely related work [22] on Bayesian inference, we propose to in-

stead consider the modified evolution equations with small scale parameter δ > 0

(1.17)
dx(t)

dt
=
δ

2

(
x(t)− x̄(t)

)
− 1

2
P(t)GT (Gx(t) + Gx̄(t)− 2yobs) .

The evolution in x(t) remains Gaussian with evolution equations for the mean

(1.18)
dx̄(t)

dt
= −P(t)GT (Gx̄(t)− yobs) ,

and the covariance matrix

(1.19)
dP(t)

dt
= δP(t)−P(t)GTGP(t) ,

respectively. One finds that, asymptotically as t→∞,

(1.20) P(t) ≈ P∞ := δ
(
GTG

)−1
.

Hence, the evolution in the mean asymptotically reduces to

(1.21)
dx̄(t)

dt
= −δ

(
GTG

)−1
GT (Gx̄(t)− yobs) ,

which is a time re-scaled version of Newton’s method (1.9). Therefore, we finally
consider the re-scaled mean-field equation

(1.22)
dx(t)

dt
=

1

2

(
x(t)− x̄(t)

)
− 1

2δ
P(t)GT (Gx(t) + Gx̄(t)− 2yobs) ,
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which is affine-invariant for any δ > 0. Following our previous analysis, for the re-
scaled mean-field equation (1.22), one finds that P(t) converges rapidly to P∞ for
small values of δ, while the evolution in the mean x̄(t) mimics that of Newton’s
method for a quadratic objective function.

This paper studies generalization of the formulations (1.17) and (1.22) to nonlin-
ear minimization problems of the form (1.1). In this context, observe that the gradient
and Hessian of the quadratic choice of objective function Φ(x) given by (1.3) are

(1.23) ∇xΦ
(
x̄(t)

)
= GT (Gx̄(t)− yobs)

and

(1.24) ∇2
xΦ
(
x̄(t)

)
= GTG

respectively. Thus, after rescaling by 1/δ, (1.18) can be written as

(1.25)
dx̄(t)

dt
= −1

δ
P(t)∇xΦ

(
x̄(t)

)
and (1.19) as

(1.26)
dP(t)

dt
= P(t)− 1

δ
P(t)∇2

xΦ
(
x̄(t)

)
P(t) .

While (1.26) requires the Hessian of the objective function Φ(x), we propose a refor-
mulation of Newton’s method that not only avoids matrix inversions but also allows
for derivative-free implementations while maintaining affine-invariance.

1.2. Literature Review. A state-of-the-art introduction to unconstrained opti-
mization methods can be found in [36], including quasi-Newton methods, which avoid
the explicit computation of Hessians and their inversion. Completely derivative-free
methods have been recently surveyed in [31]. In contrast to those derivative-free
optimization methods, in this paper we build on extensions of the EnKF to optimiza-
tion problems. Historically, the EnKF has been developed as a Monte Carlo based
extension of the classical Kalman filter methodology [27] to nonlinear state and pa-
rameter estimation in the field of data assimilation [3,19,32,43]. An extensive survey
of the EnKF in the context of Bayesian inference and optimization is provide by [11].
Alternative extensions of the classical Kalman filter to nonlinear and non-Gaussian
data assimilation problems include the extended Kalman filter (ExKF) [4] and the
unscented Kalman filter (UKF) [26].

1.2.1. EnKF For Bayesian Inference. Since its introduction in 1994 [17],
the EnKF has established itself as a favourite data assimilation algorithm of geo-
science practitioners due to its wide applicability, ease of implementation, robustness,
and computational efficiency. From a Bayesian perspective, the analysis step of the
Kalman filter produces the posterior distribution of the state conditioned on obser-
vations. In the case of linear Gaussian dynamics, the EnKF converges to the true
posterior distribution as the ensemble size approaches infinity (i.e. in the mean-field
limit) [30,34]. However, in the case of nonlinear dynamics, the paper [16] establishes
that the EnKF does not converge to the true posterior distribution as the ensemble
size approaches infinity. Similarly, [33] shows that the mean-field EnKF provides the
optimal linear estimator of the conditional mean, but only produces the true posterior
distribution in the case of linear Gaussian dynamics. Further analysis of the EnKF
focusing on data assimilation in the large ensemble limit can be found in [35].
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In practice, the EnKF is most frequently used with ensembles of a fixed finite
size much smaller than the state space dimension [5, 6]. However, until the past
decade, there was relatively little research analyzing the behaviour of the EnKF for
fixed size ensembles. Recent research analyzing the behaviour of the EnKF for fixed
size ensembles in the context of data assimilation includes [28, 46]. The use of finite
size ensembles introduces errors that produce spurious correlations. Over time, the
spurious correlations may lead to an undesirable reduction of the ensemble variance,
with the ensemble ultimately collapsing to its mean. Several strategies have been
developed to combat ensemble collapse, including variance inflation, localization, and
sampling based strategies [19].

More recently, the EnKF has also been combined with sampling methods for
Bayesian inference. In [20], the authors introduce the ensemble Kalman sampler
(EKS). The EKS is a derivative-free approximate sampler for the posterior distribu-
tion. Unlike the EnKF, the EKS is designed to transform arbitrary samples at t = 0
into posterior samples as t → ∞. EKS is further discussed in [15, 37]. Furthermore,
building again on Gaussian approximations, a very efficient Bayesian inference method
has been proposed in [22]. The essential idea is to combine the EnKF with an appro-
priate McKean–Vlasov type dynamical system which has a Gaussian approximation
to the posterior as invariant distribution; see also [40]. In this paper, we have used
the same conceptional idea in deriving (1.22) but now in the context of derivative-free
optimization.

1.2.2. EnKF For Optimization. Over the past decade, an alternative perspec-
tive viewing the EnKF as a derivative-free optimization algorithm has emerged from
the work [25]. This perspective has advanced a line of work [1, 9, 10, 12–14, 24, 44, 45]
systematically developing the EnKF as a general tool for solving inverse problems.
The essential idea is to keep iterating an EnKF implementation for fixed observa-
tions until the ensemble has collapsed onto the minimizer of the objective function.
While most of the original work on the EnKF has focused on objective functions Φ(x)
with a quadratic loss function (1.4), extensions to more general loss functions can
be found in [21, 29, 40]. While the EnKF convergences at a rate of 1/t when used
as a derivative-free optimization algorithm, combining the EnKF with appropriate
dynamical updates leads to exponential convergence [23].

We finally mention the class of consensus-based ensemble methods for optimiza-
tion [41]. These methods are also designed to perform derivative-free optimization
but do not attempt to mimic a derivative-free version of Newton’s method.

1.3. Contributions. Having introduced the background material in subsec-
tions 1.1 and 1.2, we now outline the development of the main contribution of this
paper: the Ensemble Kalman–Stein Gradient Descent (EnKSGD) class of algorithms.
Section 2 develops a particle-based approach to solving a preconditioned gradient flow
for (1.1). Section 3 describes particle-based derivative approximations based in Stein’s
identity [38, 40]. Section 4 combines the content of Sections 2 and 3 to produce the
EnKSGD class of algorithms. Section 5 presents the results of numerical experiments
with minimization problems of the form (1.1). Finally, Section 6 concludes the paper.

2. Particle Based Approach To Solving Preconditioned Gradient Flow.
Recall that we seek the solution of (1.1). For a real, symmetric positive-definite matrix
B−1

(
x(t)

)
∈ IRNx×Nx , a preconditioned gradient flow for (1.1) is given by

(2.1)
dx(t)

dt
= −B−1

(
x(t)

)
∇xΦ

(
x(t)

)
.
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We are chiefly interested in the cases where B
(
x(t)

)
is the Hessian ∇2

xΦ
(
x(t)

)
, as in

Newton’s method (1.9), or a modification of the Hessian.

2.1. Generalized Ensemble Kalman–Bucy Mean-Field Equations. Fol-
lowing the probabilistic interpretation laid out in subsection 1.1 for linear inverse
problems, we now extend the ensemble Kalman–Bucy formulation (1.22) to general
nonlinear inverse problems with objective function (1.1). We consider (1.25) and a
modification of (1.26). As we want P(t) to behave like δB−1

(
x̄(t)

)
, we modify (1.26)

to obtain the modified Kalman–Bucy covariance equation given by

(2.2)
dP(t)

dt
= P(t)− 1

δ
P(t)B

(
x̄(t)

)
P(t) .

We next analyse the implied dynamics in P(t) for constant B = B(x̄) with x̄ held
fixed. Using the following relationship

(2.3)
dP−1(t)

dt
= −P−1(t)

dP(t)

dt
P−1(t)

allows one to express the covariance dynamics (2.2) in terms of P−1(t), and then
solve for P(t). Note that (2.3) is easily derived by differentiating the expression
INx×Nx = P−1(t)P(t). Substituting (2.2) into (2.3) gives

(2.4)
dP−1(t)

dt
=

1

δ
B−P−1(t)

which has the closed form solution

(2.5) P−1(t) = exp(−t)P−1(0) +
1

δ

(
1− exp(−t)

)
B

for initial condition P−1(0). As B � 0, and P(0) � 0 implies P−1(0) � 0, the right
side of (2.5) is a weighted sum of positive definite matrices with non-negative weights,
and thus also positive definite. Thus, the solution of (2.2) is

(2.6) P(t) = δ

[(
1− exp(−t)

)
B + δ exp(−t)P−1(0)

]−1

.

Hence, for constant B = B(x̄), the steady state covariance matrix becomes
P∞ := P(t → ∞) = δB−1 and (2.2) provides the desired inverse up to a scaling
by δ. Furthermore, upon substituting P(t) ≈ δB−1 into (1.25), we obtain the desired
inversion-free reformulation of (2.1).

We will later on add random perturbations to particle implementations of (2.2),
which, in the mean-field limit, amounts to replacing (2.2) by

(2.7)
dP(t)

dt
= P(t)− 1

δ
P(t)B

(
x̄(t)

)
P(t) + βδINx×Nx

with parameter β ≥ 0. Provided the stationary B has an eigenvalue decomposition
B = VΛVT, the resulting stationary covariance matrix P∞ will be now of the form

(2.8) P∞ = VDVT

and the entries dii of the diagonal matrix D are related to the entries λii of Λ via

(2.9) dii =
δ

2λii

(
1 +

√
1 + 4βλii

)
.
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Hence, provided β � 1/(4λii) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , Nx}, the eigenvalues of P∞ are
not altered significantly. However, the random perturbations break the well-known
subspace property of the EnKF that is present when the standard EnKF is used with
fewer particles than the state space dimension Nx.

2.2. Generalized Square Root Formulation Of Covariance. The introduc-
tion of a matrix Y(t) ∈ RNx×Nx such that P(t) = Y(t)YT(t) provides a key building
block towards EnKF formulations. In other words, Y(t) provides a generalized square
root of the covariance matrix P(t). Substituting the generalized square root Y(t) into
(2.2) gives

(2.10)
dY(t)

dt
YT(t) + Y(t)

dYT(t)

dt
= Y(t)YT(t)− 1

δ
Y(t)YT(t)B

(
x̄(t)

)
Y(t)YT(t)

and (2.10) is satisfied when the following equation holds

(2.11)
dY(t)

dt
=

1

2
Y(t)

[
INx×Nx −

1

δ
YT(t)B

(
x̄(t)

)
Y(t)

]
.

Note that substituting (2.11) into (2.10) verifies that (2.11) satisfies (2.2).

2.3. Particle Approximation. Further following the EnKF methodology, we
now define an empirical version of Y(t), which we denote Ŷ(t) ∈ RNx×K , using an
ensemble of K > 1 particles. Let the position of particle k ∈ {1, . . . ,K} be denoted
by x(k)(t) ∈ IRNx and define the Nx×K matrix X(t) of ensemble members as follows:

(2.12) X(t) :=
(
x(1)(t),x(2)(t), . . . ,x(K)(t)

)
.

Let m̂
[
·
]

denote the operation of taking the empirical expectation over the particles,
so that the empirical mean of the particle positions is

(2.13) m̂
[
X(t)

]
:=

1

K

K∑
k=1

x(k)(t) ,

which we can rewrite as

(2.14) m̂
[
X(t)

]
= X(t)wu ,

where

(2.15) wu :=
(
1/K, 1/K, . . . , 1/K

)T ∈ RK

is a probability vector of uniform weights 1/K. We also define the vector of ones

(2.16) 1K := Kwu =
(
1, 1, . . . , 1

)T ∈ RK .

Let the matrix

(2.17) Ỹ(t) :=

(
x(1)(t)− m̂

[
x(t)

]
, . . . ,x(K)(t)− m̂

[
x(t)

])
∈ IRNx×K

contain the deviations of the particle positions from the mean position as its columns.
Upon introducing the symmetric K ×K projection matrix

(2.18) ΠK := IK×K −wu1T
K ,
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which is easily verified to satisfy ΠKΠK = ΠK , (2.17) can be expressed as

(2.19) Ỹ(t) = X(t)ΠK .

Define Ŷ(t) := 1√
K

Ỹ(t). The empirical covariance of the particle positions P̂(t)

is now given by

(2.20) P̂(t) :=
1

K
X(t)ΠKXT(t) =

1

K
Ỹ(t)ỸT(t) = Ŷ(t)ŶT(t) ,

with P̂(t) → P(t) in the mean-field limit K → ∞. In other words, Ŷ(t) provides a
particle-based approximation to the generalized square root Y(t) of P(t).

We now state evolution equations for the ensemble matrix X(t) such that the
ensemble mean (2.13) and the ensemble deviations (2.17) satisfy the specified Kalman–
Bucy evolution equations (1.25) and (2.2) respectively. Thus, we obtain

(2.21)
dX(t)

dt
=

1

2
Ỹ(t)− 1

2δK
Ỹ(t)ỸT(t)

(
B
(
x̄(t)

)
Ỹ(t) + 2∇xΦ

(
x̄(t)

)
1T

K

)
subject to Ỹ(t) = X(t)ΠK and x̄(t) = X(t)wu. In the next section, we demonstrate
that there are implementations of (2.21) which rely only on evaluations of the forward
map G(x), the loss function D(y) and its known derivatives ∇yD(y) and ∇2

yD(y),
and the regularization functions R(x) and T (y) if regularization is present.

3. Stein’s Identity: Particle Based Derivative Approximations. We now
discuss how to use the ensemble of particles to approximate P̂(t)∇xΦ

(
x̄(t)

)
and

ŶT(t)B
(
x̄(t)

)
Ŷ(t) for different choices of B

(
x̄(t)

)
. We first recall a version of Stein’s

identity, which we use to estimate unavailable derivatives in the context of (1.1).
Let u ∈ IRNu be a random vector and M(u) : IRNu 7→ IRNv be a differentiable

function. Define the expectation of M(u) with respect to a probability density func-
tion q(u) : IRNu 7→ IR≥0 as

(3.1) Eq(u)

[
M(u)

]
:=

∫
M(u) q(u) du .

Now, let u be multivariate Gaussian distributed u ∼ N (ū,Σ). Denote the corre-
sponding multivariate Gaussian probability density function p(u) by

(3.2) p(u) :=
1√

(2π)Nu det
(
Σ
) exp

(
− 1

2

(
u− ū

)T
Σ−1

(
u− ū

))
.

A version of Stein’s identity says that if u ∼ N (ū,Σ), then

(3.3) ΣEp(u)

[
DuM(u)

]T
= Ep(u)

[(
u− ū

) (
M(u)− Ep(u)

[
M(u)

])T]
.

The identity (3.3) is well-known (see [38,40]), as the proof of (3.3) via integration by
parts is straightforward. Furthermore, the assumption of Gaussianity is justified in
our context provided δ > 0 is chosen small enough.

By the chain rule, the gradient of (1.1) decomposes as

(3.4) ∇xΦ(x) = DxG
(
x
)T∇yD(y) + αx∇xR(x) + αyDxG

(
x
)T∇yT (y)

with y = G(x). As the Jacobian matrix DxG(x) is unavailable, and the gradients
∇xR(x) and∇yT (y) may also be unavailable, we turn to Monte Carlo approximations
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based on the version of Stein’s identity given in (3.3). Using the ensemble of K
particles, for the forward map G(x), we define the following quantities

(3.5) Ep(x,t)
[
G
(
x
)]
≈ m̂

[
G
(
x(t)

)]
:=

1

K

K∑
k=1

G
(
x(k)(t)

)
∈ IRNy

(3.6) Γ(t) :=

(
G
(
x(1)(t)

)
− m̂

[
G
(
x(t)

)]
, . . . ,G

(
x(K)(t)

)
− m̂

[
G
(
x(t)

)])
∈ IRNy×K

where p(x, t) denotes the distribution of a time-varying Gaussian random variable
x(t) with mean x̄(t) and covariance P(t). If the gradient ∇xR(x) of the state space
regularization function is unavailable, we also define

(3.7) Ep(x,t)
[
R
(
x
)]
≈ m̂

[
R
(
x(t)

)]
:=

1

K

K∑
k=1

R
(
x(k)(t)

)
∈ IR

(3.8) R(t) :=

(
R
(
x(1)(t)

)
− m̂

[
R
(
x(t)

)]
, . . . ,R

(
x(K)(t)

)
− m̂

[
R
(
x(t)

)])
∈ IRK .

Now, by applying Stein’s identity (3.3) with the choices u = x ∼ N (x̄,P) andM = G
(in this case Nu = Nx and Nv = Ny), we obtain the Monte Carlo approximation

(3.9) P(t)Ep(x,t)
[
DxG

(
x
)]T ≈ 1

K
Ỹ(t) Γ(t)T ∈ IRNx×Ny ,

and by using M = R instead (in this case Nu = Nx and Nv = 1), we obtain

(3.10) P(t)Ep(x,t)
[
∇xR

(
x
)]
≈ 1

K
Ỹ(t) R(t) ∈ IRNx .

From (3.9) and (3.10), recalling (2.20), we further deduce that

(3.11) Ỹ(t)Ep(x,t)
[
DxG

(
x
)]
≈ Γ(t)

(3.12) Ỹ(t)T Ep(x,t)
[
∇xR

(
x
)]
≈ R(t) .

Thus, the terms in (2.21) involving ∇yD(y) and ∇xR(x) can be approximately eval-
uated using (3.11) and (3.12) when the derivatives DxG

(
x
)

and ∇xR(x) are unavail-
able. The state space regularization function T (y) can be treated analogously to
the loss function D(y) if ∇yT (y) is available, and analogously to R(x) if ∇yT (y) is
unavailable.

For second derivatives, the choices for B
(
x̄(t)

)
we consider are based on the

approximate Hessian of (1.1) given by

(3.13) ∇2
xΦ(x) ≈ DxG(x)T

[
∇2

yD(y) + αy∇2
yT (y)

]
DxG(x) + αx∇2

xR(x)

with y = G(x). As the Jacobian of the forward map DxG(x) is unavailable, instead
we will use Ep(x,t) [DxG(x)]. The choices of B

(
x̄(t)

)
corresponding to (3.13) can be

decomposed into the three term sum

(3.14) B
(
x̄(t)

)
= BD

(
x̄(t)

)
+ BR

(
x̄(t)

)
+ BT

(
x̄(t)

)
.
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The loss function component BD
(
x̄(t)

)
is always given by

(3.15) BD
(
x̄(t)

)
= Ep(x,t) [DxG(x)]

T∇2
yD
(
ȳ(t)

)
Ep(x,t) [DxG(x)] ,

where ȳ(t) = G
(
x̄(t)

)
. If ∇2

xR(x) is available, then the state space regularization
component is given by

(3.16) BR
(
x̄(t)

)
= αx∇2

xR
(
x̄(t)

)
,

and otherwise BR
(
x̄(t)

)
= αxINx×Nx . Similarly, if ∇2

yT (y) is available, then the
observation space regularization component is given by

(3.17) BT
(
x̄(t)

)
= αyEp(x,t) [DxG(x)]

T∇2
yT
(
ȳ(t)

)
Ep(x,t) [DxG(x)] ,

and otherwise BT
(
x̄(t)

)
= αyINx×Nx .

To conclude with a concrete example, the particle-based evolution equations

(3.18)
dX(t)

dt
=

1

2
Ỹ(t)− 1

2δK
Ỹ(t)

(
ΓT(t)∇2

yD
(
ȳ(t)

)
Γ(t) + 2ΓT(t)∇yD

(
ȳ(t)

)
1T
K

)
correspond to the regularization-free case αx = αy = 0 where B

(
x̄(t)

)
is given by the

single term (3.15).

4. EnKSGD Algorithms. We are now ready to put everything together into
a class of algorithms we call Ensemble Kalman–Stein Gradient Descent (EnKSGD).
The only missing ingredient is an appropriate time discretization of the particle-based
evolution equations (e.g. (3.18)). Our implementations of EnKSGD use an extension
of the well-known ensemble transform Kalman filter (ETKF) [8], which we summarize
next. In combination with the application of the version of Stein’s identity given in
(3.3), we then present a complete EnKSGD algorithm.

4.1. EnKF Update Step. To develop an efficient time-stepping method for
(3.18), we first return to the case of a quadratic objective function and a particle
implementation of the mean-field equation (1.22). Following our previously derived
evolution equations (2.21), and by noting that B

(
x̄(t)

)
= GTG for the quadratic

objective function (1.3), we obtain the continuous-time formulation

(4.1)
dX(t)

dt
=

1

2
Ỹ(t)− 1

2δK
Ỹ(t)ỸT(t)

(
GTGỸ(t) + 2GT(Gx̄(t)− yobs)1

T
K

)
.

An efficient time-stepping method is provided by the ensemble transform Kalman
filter (ETKF) applied to the continuous-time Kalman–Bucy filter equations [2]. More
specifically, given an initial ensemble X0 ∈ RNx×K and sequence of step sizes ∆tn > 0,
the ETKF proceeds as follows. For each n ≥ 0, the ensemble deviations Ỹn = XnΠK

are updated from time tn to tn+1 = tn + ∆tn as follows:

(4.2) Ỹn+1 = exp

(
∆tn

2

)
ỸnT1/2

n .

Here, the K ×K matrix Tn is defined as

(4.3) Tn :=

(
IK×K +

∆tn
δK

ỸT
nGTGỸn

)−1

.
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The update for the ensemble mean x̄n = Xnwu is given by

x̄n+1 = Xn

(
wu −

∆tn
δK

ΠKTnỸT
nGT (Gx̄n − yobs)

)
(4.4a)

= Xn

(
wu −

∆tn
δK

ΠKTnỸT
n∇xΦ(x̄n)

)
.(4.4b)

We observe that the only ingredient that requires adaptation to an objective
function with the structure of (1.1) is the definition of the transform matrix Tn. For
general B

(
x̄(t)

)
, a natural choice is

(4.5) Tn =

(
IK×K +

∆tn
δK

ỸT
nB(x̄n)Ỹn

)−1

.

Using Monte Carlo approximations of the form (3.11) and (3.12), we obtain the pro-
posed EnKSGD class of algorithms, which we summarize in the following subsection.

4.2. EnKSGD Update Step. Combining the particle-based evolution equa-
tions (3.18) with the time discretization (4.4b) leads to the derivative-free update

(4.6) x̄n+1 = Xn

(
wu −

∆tn
δK

ΠKTnΓT
n∇yD(ȳn)

)
of the ensemble mean x̄n, where ȳn = G(x̄n) and

(4.7) Γn :=

(
G
(
x(1)
n

)
− m̂

[
G
(
xn
)]
, . . . ,G

(
x(K)
n

)
− m̂

[
G
(
xn
)])

.

In place of (4.5), the ensemble transform matrix Tn is now given by

(4.8) Tn =

(
IK×K +

∆tn
δK

ΓT
n∇2

yD(ȳn)Γn

)−1

.

Combining the update (4.2) for Ỹn+1 and the update (4.6) for x̄n+1 into a single
update for Xn+1 produces

(4.9) Xn+1 = Ỹn+1 + x̄n+11
T
K .

The EnKSGD updating step for (3.18) can therefore be concisely summarized as

(4.10) Xn+1 = Xn

(
exp

(
∆tn

2

)
ΠKT1/2

n +

(
wu −

∆tn
δK

ΠKTnΓT
n∇yD(ȳn)

)
1T
K

)
.

The ensemble transform matrix Tn is provided by either (4.5) or (4.8) respectively.
It should be noted that the step size ∆tn has to be chosen such that Tn remains

positive definite. This restriction does not apply to (4.8) but may apply to (4.5) in
case B(x̄n) is not positive definite.

We finally need to break the subspace property in the case where K < Nx. One
possibility is to add random perturbations, as already discussed in (2.7), leading to
the following modification of (4.10):

Xn+1 = Xn

(
exp

(
∆tn

2

)
ΠKT1/2

n +

(
wu−

∆tn
δK

ΠKTnΓT
n∇yD(ȳn)

)
1T
K

)
+
√
βδ∆tn ΞnΠK
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where Ξn ∈ IRNx×K contains K independent perturbations drawn from the Nx di-
mensional standard Gaussian distribution N (0, INx×Nx) and β ≥ 0 is a tuneable
parameter. The ensemble mean is preserved via multiplying the perturbations Ξn by
ΠK . Adding the random perturbations breaks the subspace property of EnKF-type
algorithms but also violates the principle of affine invariance. However, the impact is
minimal provided β > 0 is chosen small enough (see equation (2.9) in subsection 2.1).

Algorithm 4.1 EnKSGD Minimization Procedure

1: procedure EnKSGD-Min(x̄0, Ỹ0, β, δ, µls, cls, τls, `max, γub, γlb, Nmax)

2: Set the initial particle locations X0 ← Ỹ0ΠK + x̄01
T
K

3: for n = 0, . . . , Nmax do

4: Calculate the forward map deviations matrix Γn using (4.7)

5: Calculate qn := ỸT
n∇xΦ(x̄n) using (3.11) and (3.12) as needed

6: Set ∆t′n ← µls, Ils ← False, `← 0

7: while Ils is False do

8: if ` ≥ `max then

9: Set ∆tn ← 0, x̄n+1 ← x̄n, Tn ← IK×K

10: break

11: Calculate the proposed transform matrix T′n using (4.5) or (4.8)

12: Calculate r′n :=
∆t′n
δK T′nqn

13: Propose the ensemble mean update x̄′n+1 ← x̄n − Ỹnr′n

14: if Φ(x̄′n+1) ≤ Φ(x̄n)− clsqT
nr′n then

15: Set Ils ← True, ∆tn ← ∆t′n, x̄n+1 ← x̄′n+1, Tn ← T′n

16: else

17: Set ∆t′n ← τls∆t
′
n, `← `+ 1

18: Update the deviations Ỹn+1 ← exp
(

∆tn
2

)
ỸnT

1/2
n +

√
βδ∆tnΞn

19: for k = 1, . . . ,K do

20: if 1
Nx

∥∥∥Ỹn+1[:, k]
∥∥∥

2
> γub then

21: Set Ỹn+1[:, k]← γubỸn+1[:, k]

/∥∥∥Ỹn+1[:, k]
∥∥∥

2

22: if 1
Nx

∥∥∥Ỹn+1[:, k]
∥∥∥

2
< γlb then

23: Set Ỹn+1[:, k]← γlbỸn+1[:, k]

/∥∥∥Ỹn+1[:, k]
∥∥∥

2

24: Update the particle locations Xn+1 ← Ỹn+1ΠK + x̄n+11
T
K

25: return Φ(x̄n+1)

4.3. EnKSGD Minimization Procedure. Our EnKSGD minimization pro-
cedure proceeds as shown in Algorithm 4.1. As input, the procedure takes an initial
mean x̄0 and deviations matrix Ỹ0, the tuneable perturbation parameter β ≥ 0 and
scale parameter δ > 0, the backtracking line search initial step size µls > 0, decrease
factor 0 < cls < 1, backtracking factor 0 < τls < 1, and maximum number of back-
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tracks `max, the deviation bounds 0 ≤ γlb < γub, and a maximum number of iterations
Nmax. The lower bound γlb and upper bound γub control a safety mechanism in lines
19 - 23 of Algorithm 4.1 that can be used to clip each column of Ỹn+1 if the column
becomes dangerously large or small. To preserve the ensemble mean, it is essential
that Ỹn+1ΠK is used in line 24 instead of Ỹn+1.

As a convention, in Algorithm 4.1, quantities marked with ′ represent proposed
quantities which may or may not be accepted. To illustrate, the if statement on
line 14 of Algorithm 4.1 uses Stein’s identity to approximately test if the sufficient
decrease (i.e. Armijo) condition

(4.11) Φ(x̄′n+1) ≤ Φ(x̄n)− cls∇xΦ(x̄n)TỸnr′n

is satisfied for a proposed step size ∆t′n.

5. Numerical Experiments. In this section, we use Julia [7] to study the
empirical performance of Algorithm 4.1. In all experiments, we compare EnKSGD to
a more standard EnKF-type approach that replaces line 18 in Algorithm 4.1 with

(5.1) Ỹn+1 ← ỸnT1/2
n +

√
βδ∆tnΞn

and thus, instead of (2.7), corresponds to the covariance dynamics given by

(5.2)
dP(t)

dt
= −1

δ
P(t)B

(
x̄(t)

)
P(t) + βδINx×Nx .

We calculate T′n in line 11 of Algorithm 4.1 using the second derivative approx-
imations given in equations (3.13) to (3.17) from Section 3. For the problems we
consider, Tn is positive definite, and thus has the decomposition (Tn)−1 = USUT

where U is an orthonormal matrix and S is a diagonal matrix, yielding Tn = US−1UT

and T
1/2
n = US−1/2UT. Our implementations of Algorithm 4.1 compute U and S

using the singular value decomposition (SVD) of (Tn)−1, and add the small positive
constant 10−7 to the diagonal entries of S to avoid numerical instability.

In all experiments, the line search parameters are set to µls = 1, cls = 10−4,
τls = 0.1, and `max = 15, the deviation bounds to γlb = 10−4 and γub = 104, and the
initial deviations matrix Ỹ0 contains K independent perturbations drawn from the
Gaussian distribution N (0, σ2

0INx×Nx) with σ0 = 10−2.

5.1. Ill-Conditioned Linear Least Squares. The first problem we consider is
an ill-conditioned linear least squares problem constructed by choosing αx = αy = 0,

D(y) = 1
2 ‖y‖

2
2, and G(x) = Gx. We study the case where the matrix G is diagonal

with entries gii = 10−2+0.5(i−1) for i ∈ {1, . . . , Nx} and Nx = Ny = 13. We also
study adding noise η(x) distributed according to (1.2) with σ = 10−2 to G(x). The
number of particles K = 20, the parameters β = 10−8 and δ = 1, and the initial mean
x̄0 = 105 · 1Nx . Figure 1 shows the progress of EnKSGD, the EnKF-type approach
using (5.1), and standard gradient descent (GD) using a central finite difference (CFD)
gradient estimate. For all components i ∈ {1, . . . , Nx}, the CFD gradient estimate is

(5.3)
[
∇CFDΦ(x̄n, h)

]
i

:=
Φ(x̄n + hei)− Φ(x̄n − hei)

2h

where ei denotes a vector with 1 in component i and 0 in all other components. For
the CFD GD approach, the stencil size is set to h = 10−4, and the analogue of the
approximate sufficient decrease condition test (4.11) is the following test

(5.4) Φ(x̄′n+1) ≤ Φ(x̄n)− cls∆t′n∇CFDΦ(x̄n, h)T∇CFDΦ(x̄n, h) .
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Fig. 1. Linear Least Squares: Results of 30 independent runs of EnKSGD, EnKF, and central
finite difference gradient descent for an ill-conditioned linear least squares problem with and without
IID Gaussian noise added to evaluations of G(x). The blue dashed lines in (B), (D), and (F) mark
the standard deviation σ = 10−2 of the noise added to G(x). The average total number of G(x)
evaluations for EnKSGD in (A) and (B) is 1261 and 1421 respectively, for EnKF in both (C) and
(D) is 1261, and for central finite difference gradient descent in (E) and (F) is 1885 and 2067.

5.2. Nonlinear Least Squares. Next, we consider a variety of nonlinear least
squares problems constructed by choosing αx = αy = 0, D(y) = 1

2 ‖y − yobs‖22, and
with yobs and G(x) being problem specific. All problems are taken from [39], and the
initial means x̄0 are problem specific. The number of particles K = 8, β = 10−8,
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and δ = 10−3. Table 1 compares EnKSGD vs. the EnKF-type approach for a fixed
budget of 500 forward map G(x) evaluations (the number of iterations n can vary).

Characteristics EnKSGD log10

(
Φ(x̄)

)
EnKF log10

(
Φ(x̄)

)
Problem Nx Mean Median Var. Mean Median Var.

nls rosenbrock 2 −2.1E+01 −2.0E+01 2.6E+00 +1.4E−01 +1.3E−01 9.2E−04

hs25 3 +7.8E−01 +1.2E+00 1.8E+00 +1.2E+00 +1.2E+00 4.6E−31

mgh11 3 +4.7E−01 +4.8E−01 3.8E−03 +6.7E−01 +6.7E−01 6.3E−06

mgh18 6 −2.2E+00 −2.3E+00 6.9E−01 −7.9E−01 −8.1E−01 2.0E−03

tp294 6 −1.0E+01 −1.2E+01 2.0E+01 +6.9E−01 +6.4E−01 3.3E−02

mgh19 11 −6.3E−01 −6.6E−01 7.0E−02 −1.1E−01 −1.2E−01 3.8E−02

tp296 16 +3.0E+00 +3.0E+00 3.2E−02 +3.0E+00 +3.0E+00 4.7E−02

mgh22 20 +2.3E+00 +2.3E+00 3.1E−02 +2.3E+00 +2.3E+00 1.8E−02

tp297 30 +3.8E+00 +3.8E+00 8.8E−03 +3.9E+00 +3.9E+00 1.2E−02

tp304 50 +4.0E−01 +3.3E−01 2.8E−01 +3.5E+00 +3.5E+00 1.2E−01

tp305 100 +1.4E+00 +1.2E+00 8.0E−01 +4.7E+00 +4.7E+00 1.3E−01

Table 1
Nonlinear Least Squares: Performance on 11 nonlinear least squares problems of varying

dimension after 500 evaluations of G(x) for both EnKSGD and the EnKF-type approach using (5.1).
Statistics are calculated with samples of 30 independent runs, and “Var.” denotes variance.

5.3. Poisson Regression. We now investigate a maximum likelihood estima-
tion (MLE) problem, where the goal is to minimize the negative log likelihood (NLL)
of Ny observed data points given the model parameters x. The forward map G(x)
outputs a vector with Ny components, each representing the probability of an indi-
vidual data point given x. Poisson regression is a type of generalized linear model
(GLM) that models count data using the Poisson distribution; the forward map is

(5.5)
[
G(x)

]
i

=
exp(bix

Tai) exp(− exp(xTai))

bi!
, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , Ny}

where bi ∈ N0 is an observed count (e.g. 0, 1, 2, etc.) and ai ∈ RNx . To compute the
NLL, D(y) = −1T

Ny
log(y) where log(y) ∈ RNy denotes the natural logarithm applied

component-wise to y. This problem is not regularized, so αx = αy = 0.
We simulated a Poisson regression dataset with Nx = 41 features by first drawing

Ny = 189 samples ai ∼ N (0,Σ) with Σ chosen as the ill-conditioned diagonal matrix
with diagonal entries given by 10−5+0.1(m−1),m ∈ {1, . . . , Nx}. Second, we drew
bi ∼ Pois(exp(aT

i x?)) for a fixed true parameter x? ∈ RNx . The true parameter x?

was computed once via a single draw from N (0, INx×Nx).
Given the simulated data ai and bi, Figure 2 compares EnKSGD vs. the EnKF-

type approach when minimizing the Poisson regression NLL. The number of particles
K = 25, the parameters β = 10−6 and δ = 1, and the initial mean x̄0 = 2.5 · 1Nx .
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Fig. 2. Poisson Regression: Results of 30 independent runs of EnKSGD and EnKF when
minimizing the NLL for Poisson regression with a simulated dataset. The average total number of
G(x) evaluations for EnKSGD in (A) is 1585, and for EnKF in (B) is 1561.

5.4. Signal Reconstruction. Finally, we consider the nonlinear problem

(5.6) min
x

{
1

2
‖G(x)− yobs‖22 +

αx

2
‖Wx‖22 +

αy

2
‖FG(x)‖22

}
where Nx = Ny, W ∈ RNx×Nx is zero except for a 1 in position 1 and position Nx

along the main diagonal, and F ∈ R(Nx−1)×Nx is a forward finite difference matrix
which is zero except for 1 along the main diagonal and −1 along the super-diagonal.
The forward map

[
G(x)

]
i

= 100 tanh(xi/25),∀i ∈ {1, . . . , Ny}, models a nonlinear
amplifier. Minimizing (5.6) is one way to reconstruct/recover an input signal x(t)
from noisy measurements yobs of the amplifier output.

Part (A) of Figure 3 shows the input signal x(t) we wish to recover, which is
the half-wave rectified version of the sine wave 20 sin(6πt). Part (B) shows x(t)
after amplification via G(x), and Ny = 101 measurements yobs of the amplified signal
corrupted by IID zero-mean Gaussian noise with a standard deviation of 15. Parts (C)
and (D) show reconstructions of x(t) obtained by minimizing (5.6) with αx = 1010 and
αy = 5. Note that increasing the value of αx forces the reconstructed signal towards
zero at the first and last measurements, and increasing the value of αy increases the
degree of smoothing. The results in Figure 3 were generated using K = 101 particles,
the parameters β = 10−6 and δ = 10−3, and the initial mean x̄0 = 0.

5.5. Discussion. Overall, the numerical results demonstrate that EnKSGD is
robust to noise and can consistently outperform alternative approaches, sometimes
by many orders of magnitude. In subsection 5.1, EnKSGD outperforms both alterna-
tives by over 10 orders of magnitude, and comes by far the closest to the noise level of
Φ(x). The CFD approach is not competitive with EnKSGD, and is most negatively
impacted by noise. The CFD approach also exhibits the slowest inital decrease, al-
though without noise it reaches a lower terminal value of Φ(x) than the EnKF-type
approach. In subsection 5.2, EnKSGD outperforms the EnKF-type approach with
respect to both the mean and median on 8/11 ≈ 73% of the problems, and performs
at least as well as the EnKF-type approach on all problems. Furthermore, EnKSGD
beats the EnKF-type approach by 20 orders of magnitude on the well-known Rosen-
brock function. Observe that EnKSGD can outperform the EnKF-type approach



18 B. IRWIN AND S. REICH

Fig. 3. Signal Reconstruction: (C) and (D) each show 30 independent reconstructions of (A)
obtained by minimizing (5.6). After 60 iterations of EnKSGD, the average total number of G(x)
evaluations is 6195 and the mean value of log10(Φ(x̄60)) is 4.28. After 61 iterations of EnKF, the
average total number of G(x) evaluations is 6223 and the mean value of log10(Φ(x̄61)) is 4.50.

when the number of particles K > Nx (e.g. subsections 5.1 and 5.2), when K = Nx

(e.g. subsection 5.4), and when K < Nx (e.g. subsections 5.2 and 5.3).

6. Conclusions. In this paper, we introduced the EnKSGD class of algorithms.
The EnKSGD class of algorithms improves upon previous EnKF approaches to opti-
mization by: (i) accelerating convergence in the context of derivative-free optimiza-
tion; (ii) enabling the use of a backtracking line search; and (iii) generalizing beyond
the L2 loss. Numerical experiments using linear least squares, nonlinear least squares,
and maximum likelihood estimation problems demonstrate that EnKSGD is robust,
fast, and applicable to a variety of important applied problems in scientific computing
and machine learning. In future work, we believe it is worthwhile to: (i) study the
performance of EnKSGD on empirical risk minimization problems with large datasets
where mini-batching becomes necessary; (ii) investigate what convergence guarantees
can be established for EnKSGD; and (iii) extend EnKSGD to handle constrained
optimization problems.
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