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1 O verview

T he paper begins by review ing traditional approaches to surface representa—
tion and inference. Then thenew eld representation and inference paradigm
is iIntroduced w ithin the context ofm axin ally inform ative M I) Inference f),
early ideas appearing n []. The know ledge representation distrdoution is
Introduced and discussed in the context ofM I inference. Then, using theM T
Inference approadch, the here-nam ed G eneralized K aln an F ilter GKF') equa—
tions are derived for a soeci ¢ exam ple Instance of Inferring a surface height

eld. The GKF equations m otivate a location-dependent adaptive scale or
m uligrid approach to the M I nference of continuousbasis elds.

2 Introduction: Surface representation

21 Traditionalm ethods

M any m ethods for representing surfaces have been utilized previously, how —
ever these m ethods involve representing the surface by a discrete basis eld,
perhapsw ith a determ inistic interpolation de ned (poidhear, tensorB -golines,
etc.) to provide a de nition for the surface at points Intermm ediate to the dis—
crete eld. P robability distributions or densities of these discrete elds then

often take the form ofnom alized exponentials of sum s of clique energy finc—
tions, and produce a construct comm only known asaM arkov Random Field.
(See Gam an Q], for an often cited exam pl.) There are several inm ediate
cbservations on these approaches:

T he surface ram ains unsoeci ed at points Interm ediate to the discrete
eld, except by the often unde ned notion of interpolation.

W hen Interpolation is not de ned, the discrete eld probability dis-
tribution says nothing about the probability distribution of surface at
points interm ediate to the discrete eld points.

W hen interpolation is de ned then, given a value of the discrete eld,
there is no uncertainty in the surface intem ediate to the discrete eld
points. There isa determ histicm apping from any given discrete eld to
the corresponding continuous surface. In particular, when the discrete
eld basis coversa xed grid on the x;vy) plane w ith z heights at each
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grid point, known here as a height eld, all sam pling of the surface
Intermm ediate to the xed grid is detemm ined at the scale of the xed
grid. T his is generally not physical, see next.

T he surface distribbution isnot an intrinsic property ofany physical sur-
face, rather a post-hoc im position of the analyst attem pting a useful
reqgularization. For instance, necessary scaling properties are ignored:
M oving a cam era closer to the surface, for exam ple, so that the density
of sam ple points on the physical surface increases, is not properly rep—
resented In the xed basis of the discrete eld distrlbution; there is no
consistency in posed that requires a subsam pled set of points to have
the sam e probability density that one would nd by m argializing the
surface distrdbution over the sam ple points not in the subsam pling.

22 Scaling consistency

T he consistency condition m entioned in the last section, which m ust be in —
posed on probability distribbutions for continuous elds is:

Scaling of sam pk points consistency: For S A indices of dis—
crete el vardablks,

P(Xs): P(XA)dXAnS @)

N ote that equation [l| is a condition which must be in posed on the distribu-
tions which any m odelling system leams where it is sensible to supersam ple
or subsam pl the eld arbitrarily, as in the continuous eld basis case.

23 Elem ents of the paradigm

The rest of this paper discusses an approach to continuous eld Inference
which corrects the de ciencies, ncluding the interm ediate value and scaling
problam s, of traditional discrete-basis approaches to the inference of discrete
height elds, for exam pl. The new approach is here nam ed the G eneralized
Ka an Fiter.

T here are four centralcb fcts of in portance w thin the inference approach
described In this paper, one of which is a new cb fct to Bayesian inference:
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T he prior distribbution for eld. The pror holds all inform ation about
elds before any data is observed.

The likelthood distribution. The lkelhood is predictive for data,
given the eld. It lnocorporates all of the physics of the m easurem ent
process.

The posterior distrbution. The posterior distrlbbution sum m arizes
everything knowabl about the eld given assum ptions of likelhood
form , the prior know ledge, and alldata.

Theknow ledge—representation KR) distrbution. W ithin theusual
Bayesian ponnt of view, the KR distribution is the new m athem atical
ob Ect. In the paradigm described in this paper the KR distrbution
is the db fct updated when new data arrives. The KR distrdbution
is param eterized by m axim ally inform ative statistics (see []) for the
lamed eld know ledge. Note that because the KR distrbution has
a nite numberofvalues Iim itation, the KR distrbution is not neces—
sarily able to represent what could have been leamed from data about
the (continuous) eld. Generally, the prior distribution and the KR
distrdoution determ ine an approxin ation (possbly exact) to the eld
posterior distrioution. Ik should be noted that m odem com puter ar-
chitecture (m em ory and space-tinm e) constraints appear to be the fun-
dam ental physical drivers for the utilization of the KR distridbution,
sin ply because storing the exact posterior generally requires an In —
nite am ount ofm em ory.

In the height eld Inference application discussed later the KR distri-
bution is param eterized by heights at a set of discrete basis points, but
holds know ledge about a continuous basis height eld. H owever, gen—
erally, the KR distrdbution m ay use an arbitrary set ofbasis functions.

O ne advance ofthe GKF isthat the KR distrbution isnaturally adap—
tive In both din ension and scale, allow ing the leaming of continuous-
basis eld inform ation at the approprate scale, where approprate.

Bene ts of the approach described in this paper are that it has these nfor-
m ation theoretically optin alfeatures: 1. A Jocation-dependent adaptive and
scalable m ultigrid-lke algorithm , so that only the bytes necessary to repre—
sent the leamed Informm ation are stored, lrading to a style ofm axin ally sparse
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representation of surface know ledge; 2. A recursive updating algorithm . &
w ill becom e clear that the Bayesian GKF eld nference paradigm also has
these properties:

It is the inform ation lamed about the eld, (the KR distrbution),

which takes the form of a distrlbbution over discrete valuies. In the
surface inference exam ple these discrete values are heights at discrete
basis points.

T he prior distrlbution for elds, in conjunction w ith the leamed know
edge of the eld held within the KR distrbution determ ine a welk
de ned posterior distribution over continuous elds.

The eld posterior distribution is always a wellde ned quantity every—
where. In the surface inference exam ple discussed Jater, this continuiy
is at points Intemm ediate to the discrete height eld basis points of the
KR distribution.

T he scaling condition equation[] is autom atically in posed because the
posterior distribbution is a distrioution over elds.

A s an exam pl consider the inference of continuous surfaces: W hilke it may
Seam obvious, in the case of continuous surface inference, that what one is
actually representing w ith a discrete set of values In m em ory isonly a part of
the Inform ation which helpsto determ e the surface posterior distribution, it
isunusualto notbe discussing the height eld as the prin ary representation
of surface. It is the inherently discrete nature of the storage of Inform ation
In m achines which forces us Into this stance — generally it is im possible to
represent an aroitrary continuous eld wih a nite set of discrete values -
one m ust also have another ob fct from which to com pute the interm ediate
valuesofthe eld. @A notherway to look at the disparity between the current
proposal for eld Inference and traditional proposals is that the traditional
approaches are su cient only for band-Im ited elds.)

In section [§ the GKF is specialized to height elds, where an exam plk,
surface representation and leaming, ofthe GKF paradigm isdescribed. (The
approach taken In this section is to specialize to a case that is then easily
Seen to generalize to the general continuous basis eld inference paradigm .)
T he next section continues w ith cbservations on the update schem e. Further
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sections continue w ith the exam ple soecial case for surface distrbutions w ith
particularly tractable m athem atics, and nal sections provide explicit form s
for the general GKF equations, a discussion on their relationship to the
standard K alm an Ier, a discussion on the am ount of lnformm ation leamed at
each update, and a search heuristic. E xtensive appendices provide supporting
m athem atics for the derivations.

3 Surface representation and inference

In this section them ain ideasofthe B ayesian surface representation and infer—
ence paradigm presented in this paper are given. T he technique is general,
though: section [§ discusses the extension to an arbitrary-basis, arbitrary—
dimension eld.

31 Surface distribbutions
T he surface and height eld distrioutions (the pror, lkelhood, and posterior
surface and height eld distributions) are discussed in this section.

311 Surface and height eld prior distributions

Consider a set S of surfaces where each element s 2 S isa height eld, ie.
such that s = s(x;y) is real function of two varables. W rite the prior prob—
ability distrdbution for surfaces n S given the param eters which detem ine
the prior distribution as

P(Jj): @)
Consider a vector v = (vi;:::;Vv,) of discrete (x;y) points, vi = xi;vi). For
any given surface s denote the associated vector of heights by h (s;v) =

the chosen poIntsv asP G, j ). This discrete height distrlbbution m ay be
found as ollow s:

Ph,j) = P hy js; )P (sJ )ds 3)
= P by js)P (s J )ds 4)

= b, hs;v))P (s] )ds ©)
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w here the vector delta-fiinction is de ned as
h, h(s;v)) = L. by hi(s;v)) (6)

Now, given that what is known is the surface heights h, at a vector v of
discrete (x;y) points, the posterior distribution of surfaces is found from
Bayes’ theoram as

P hy js; )P '
P (s hy; ) - o} Pjézh )j )(SJ ) 7
P h, js)P ]
_ (hJS).(SJ) @)
PhyJ)
h (s; P '
. (oW s;v)P (s3] ) ©)

h, h(s;v))P (s )ds

where the denom inator distribution was found in equation [g.

312 M easuram ents: T he Likelihood

In general, a surface s and som e other param eters not dependent upon s
(ie. cam era point spread function, cam era position and direction, lighting
position and direction, etc.) soecify the probability distrioution for data
(ikelihood)

P&iJjs; ; )=P (x Js; ) (10)

w here the data distrdoution is lndependent of once s isknown.

313 Conditioning on data: Surface and height eld posterior distributions

G iven data, the surface posterior distribution is inferred using B ayes’ theoram
as
P (s3x; ;) = P(XJS;;.)P(SJ;) 1)
P&IJi)
_P&Jsi )P(s])
"P(xJs; )P (s] )ds

12)
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The distrbution of the surface posterior m arginalized to a set of discrete
points m ay be w ritten using equations [[]{[1J, doing steps sin ilar to those
taken In equations[3{{, as

P hyjx; ;) = P by Js;x; ; )P (sJx; ; )ds 13)
Z

= P hy Jjs)P (s jx; ; )ds 14)
7

= h, h(s;v))P (s Jx; ; )ds (15)

In steps sin ilar to equations [}{[d the surface posterior when a height el is
also known is given by

P hy;xJs; ;5 )P (3] ;)

P (s Jhyix; ;) = P hx ] ) 16)
_ P(hVJS)P(XJ§; )P (s3] ) a7

Phyix]J ;)
_ h, h(s;v))P x Js; )P (s] ) 18)

b, h(s;v))P & Jjs; )P (s] )ds

w here we used the factsthat, given a surface, the data and the surface heights
are ndependent, and the surface distribution is independent of the cam era
and lighting param eters

32 Approxin ating the posterior

O ne m otivation for approxin ating the surface distrbution is that generally
a surface is an uncountably In nite, continuous entity, and therefore there is
little else which can be done to represent it exactly other than to go into, lit—
erally, In nite detail (requiring an In nite supply ofm em ory). It is therefore
usefiil to have an approxin ation schem e which, although nite, captures the
relevant inform ation provided by data. A nother excellent reason for develop—
Ing an approxim ation is m atham atical tractability. H aving a representation
schem e which allow s a tractable caloulation ofthe posterior is a huge bene t
for both com putation and com m unication. F inally, it is of great interest to
not waste com putational resources whilke representing leamed surface infor-
m ation. The solution to the surface representation problm presented here
addresses the com petition for representational resources m em ory) issue In a
unigue m anner.
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321 The know ledge representation distribution

The full posterior m ay be w ritten in the form
Z
P(sJjx; i ) = P(sjhyix; ; )P by Jx; ; )dhy 19)

where the distrbutions inside the integral appear in equations [I3{f[§. The
issue of generating a nite representation is not yet resolved via equation [L9
however, since storing inform ation su cient to detem ine the distrdoutions
P( jx; ; )y,and P (s jhy;x; ; ) generally requires storing an in nite
st of values In a nite amount of mam ory, or requires that all data be
stored, disallow ing any discarding of data and the increm ental updating of
the representation. Instead, consider the follow ing approxin ation where the
prior conditioned on a set of heights, along wih a new distrlution, the
know kdge representation distrioution P hy jx; ; ), are substituted for the
distrbutions inside the integral of equation [[§.
z
P3P by 3x; ;) = Psihy; )B by Jx; ; )dh,  (0)

Tt is in portant to note at this point that any suitable surface distribution
m ay be substituted into the right-hand side of equation forP (s jhy; ),
since it is In portant only that the resulting integral be capable of m aking
a good approxin ation to the true posteror. Further, it is not necessary to
restrict the basis v to discrete height eld basispoints, any suitable basism ay
be taken, for nstance Fourier com ponents. A lthough all of the calculations
of this paper are carried thru with the form of[2Q, other form s m ay prove
m ore convenient, and it is not di cul to suggest others. In particular,

since equation PQ will be used In an iterative update loop later, updates
that take for the right-hand side prior tem the last posterior temm appear
quite reasonable (the corresponding GKF update equations m ay be found
Inm ediately from those presented later).

A though conditioning on the KR distribution B hy Jx; ; ) may seem
strange, a good way to understand the m eaning is that it is the KR distri-
bution which isbeing used as a statistic for the leamed surface inform ation.
The key thing to notice In equation is that, with reasonable regulariy
conditions, choosing the pointsofv su ciently dense, the approxin ation de—
sired to the full posterior m ay becom e arbitrarily good. T he trick w illbe to
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choose v appropriately, properly weighting the com peting need to approxi-
m ate arbitrarily well everyw here w ith the lin ited resources that are in posed
when a nite am ount of storage is available, ie. when the din ensionality of
v is xed. This will be addressed in the next section. In the case of sin —
Pl In aging systeam s, the point soread function and pixel diam eter are good
Indicators of the necessary sam pling scale for v. In the superresolved case,
the resolution expected available from the data is the appropriate scale for
v.

T he approxin ation to the posterior of [2( has several properties which
m ake i valuable:

T he pror distrbbution P (s jh,; ) which supplies the uncertainties
associated w ith points of the surface not in the vector v m ay be cho—
sen to have a sinpl orm (see appendix [[2.]) that is easily encoded
algorithm ically in niem em ory.

There is a clear ssparation between what was already known - the
pror P (s jhy; ), and what has been lkamed —the KR distrioution
Py ix; ;).

T here is a clear description of the scale at which inform ation hasbeen
acquired in tem s of the density and uncertainties associated w ith the
points (v;h (s;v)) on the surface, and in tem s of the uncertainties of
their positions as encoded in the KR distrdoution.

In practice, it isusefulto take am ultinom aldistribbution overthe discrete-
point height eld as the KR distrbution. Let the param eterization of the
KR distrbbution be . For exampl, if the KR is taken to be m ultinom al
then the param eters of that distridoution are

&)= (,&); v&)); @1)

the m ean and covariance m atrix of the m ulinom al, where the fiinctional
dependence on x indicates a data dependency through the update procedure,
and the subscript v Indicates that the param eters param eterize a distribution
of heights at points v. Because the KR distribution and is param eters are
related by a one-to-one m apping, re-w rite equation as
z
B3 vi ) = P(sihy )P hyj o)dhy: (22)
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In summ ary, we have arrived at an approxin ation to the surface posterior
distrdoution, via the KR distrbution, param eterized by .

33 Updating the know ledge representation

Now we discuss updating , when new data are aocquired. Tem porarly
restrict attention to the xed v case. D uring this and the next sections refer
to gure l bra owdhart ofthe general GKF update process.

331 Bayes' theoram

Having acquired o = "), from previously seen data x" = (x1;:::;Xy,)

and upon seeing new data x,:+1, the goal is to nd 3*1 such that the
surface distrbution given *! approxin ates the surface distrbution given
Xn+1 and . Given new data x,.; In the context of the previously seen
data x" summ arized by [, our updated surface distrdoution is found via
B ayes’ theoram

n

P (xnse13s; %5 5 B3 %5 ;)

B (S 3Xns1s %5 ;) = = :
P ®n+1J 37 7 )
_ P ®a13si P 55 )
B ®ne1 3 %5 7))
IR S >§(st ) 03
P ®n+1 Js; )P (53 35 )ds
where we de ned
Z

B ®pe1J 27 7 )= P ®pe13s; B (e3 25 )ds: (24)

T he updated poster:iorPA (s J LiXn+1s 5 ) will be approxin ated by the
2+ 1 param eterized KR distrbution of equation 23 as
z
P33 ) = Pihg B hy] i dn: (25)

T he approxin ation condition for determ ining 2! is then w ritten

Bsi 2 ) B (S %Xns17 25 7 ) (26)
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E quation suggests we try to m Inin ize various m easures of the closeness
of the two distrbutions. For exam pl, one m easure is the average square
di erence of the two distrdbutions,
z
P1(s) Pyls)fds @7

but there is (@pparently) no good rstprinciples reason to use this fom .
In the next section we discuss the m easure of distance which leads to the
m axin ally inform ative choice of 21,

v

332 M aximally nfom ative nference

The m easure of distance which leads to the "'! providing the m ost Infor-
m ation about the surface distribution is them axim ally infom ative choice for
the statistic "*!. The condition forbeing m axin ally infom ative, see E], is
that the K ulback-Lebler distance D P (s);P, (8)) ism Inin ized, where

7 |

Py (s)
D P:(s);P,(s))= Pi(s)log ds @8)
P, (s)
and where the P ’s above are posterior distribbutions of eld, that is
Pi(s) = B (S3Xni1i 4i i ) (29)
P,(s) = P (3 2% ): (30)
That is,
Find the ! such that
’ Bls 3 Tixeni i)
Q@ w1 B (s viXn+1; 5 ) 1log —~ ".' nrlr v ds=0
Y P(sJ3 574 )
(31)

whik at the 2*! satisfying the derivative condition above
" Z A ! #
N P S. H.Xn o« e
det @i B (53 2ixXps1; 5 )I1og (Aj vi%aeai i) g0 g
v P (Sj n+1; )

\4

32)
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ie., the hessian is negative de nite and the extrem um is a localm axim um . If
possiblk, choose the glolalm axim um . N ote that the K ulback-Lebler distance
is asymm etric. Generally, i is highly relevant which distrloution contains
the prior informm ation and which distrbution is being updated. M axin um
entropy techniques reverse the roles of P; and P, which appear here. For a
detailed explanation see [{I.

In the follow ing section are som e observations on the approach taken to
m axin ally inform ative surface nference. Section fj then brie y m akesexplicit
the speci ¢ distrbution form swhich are assum ed. T he G eneralized K aln an
F ilter update equations for the surface inference exam ple which ollow from
this approach are then presented in section [§, com pleting the derivation of
the m axin ally inform ative approach.

4 ODbservations on the update schem e

N ote the ollow ing:

T he updating schem e described here is a m axim ally Infom ative up—
date schem e and is related to the Kalnan ler. The Kalman Ier

isammnimum variance Xtering schem e applicable in the case of xed

representation dim ension. The crucial step which has been taken in

the current work is the step of allow ing the representation schem e to

be adaptable. W e have adopted the label \G eneralized K aln an F ilter"

(GKF) to descrbe the idea represented here. The GKF equations are

presented in section [g.

To this point we have only optin ized over . It is ckarthat wem ay
also vary the num ber of vertices v jofthe representation, allow ing opti-
m ization over the num ber of vertices. Varying the num ber of vertices of
the representation is absolutely necessary if surface know ledge at scales
an aller than the current set of vertices represents is to ever accum ulate.
In section 8 the GKF update equations are derived assum Ing that the
num ber of vertices In the representation basis vertex set is arbitrary at
each update.

Beyond allow ing the number of vertices to vary, the positions of the
verticesm ay be allowed to vary. In section [§ the G K F update equations
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are derived assum ing that the representation basis vertex set positions
are arbitrary.

D etecting when and where new vertices are necessary is a m atter of
observing directly in equations P§ or Bl when new data produces a
lower surface uncertainty over a region, and when having sm aller un—
certainty at neighboring vertices isnot su cient to represent this lower
uncertainty over the region.

T he vertex representation for the surface know ledge is convenient, but
not necessary. For exam pl it is possble to extend a height eld to
a height-and-re ectance eld or \arbitrary din ension eld", where the
re ectance lies within a m any-dim ensional space. Reasonable struc—
tures for the covarance m atrix allow di ering correlations between re—

ectance values and between height values. It willbe seen in in sec—
tion [q that the G K F update equations are easily used in the \arbirary
din ension eld" context.

In itsm ost abstract form , instead of having a \ eld", there is sin ply
a set of db cts, whik for each \ob gct" there is an associated vector
of properties, where som e of the com ponents of the property vector
m ay be considered a location In space. In this fairly abstracted setting,
the collection of ob Ects has an associated pint probability distribu-
tion which describes the probability distribution over con gurations of
ob fcts. k willbe seen in In section |4 that the GKF update equations
are easily understood In the \ob gct" context.

Equation 3]l which de nes the quantity to be m inin ized is where a
penalty term which indicateshow m any bits n hardware is availabl in
trade for each bi of nfom ation lkamed from data. For exam pl, one
m Ight penalize the KL distance by 1=10th the num ber ofbytes it takes
to represent the new infom ation gained by extending the number of
points represented. The exact form of the infom ation lkamed about
the surface distribution contained in the KR distrdbution is found in
section §, w here the din ensionality ofthe representation enters directly,
and w here bitstsed penalyy-term sm ay be introduced.

T hepreviousnotepomntsouthow am inin um description length m ethod
fails for this problem . Ik is certainly the case that that our update
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schem em ay requirem uch m orem em ory (In bits) to represent the nfor-
m ation leamed than the Informm ation leamed (in bits). At som e point,
if nform ation at am all enough scales is desired, M D L. would truncate
and stop. Clearly, applying M DL would then be a disaster. On the
other hand, what seam s to work here m ay be called an adaptive M D L
approach.

N ote that a m ethod lkem axin um entropy is entirely de cient forpro—
viding distrbutions of surfaces: given the constraints im plied by the
know ledge of the distribution of the heights at discrete points: m ax—
Inum entropy ignores correlations between nearby surface points no
m atter how close, an entirely ludicrous situation. O n the otherhand, a
m ethod lke relative m axin um entropy, based on inverting the roles of
the distrbutions in equation P§, clain s to provide the least inform ative
Inference relative to the prior nform ation, a heuristic, di cul to jas—
tify, at best. Further, such approaches are typically based on lkelhood
distributions, rather than the posteriors that appear In equation P§.

5 Surface D istribution Fom s

51 Prior

For sim plicity of m athem atical presentation only, the prior In our surface
Inference exam ple is taken m ultinom alover continuous, sn ooth height elds.
O ne particular, conveniently chosen, representation of the prior distribution
is constructed In appendix . Thisprorm ay be w ritten in the shorthand

P(J)=NI(g s @33)
where = ( ,; ;) isthe param eter vector. The density of the height eld
determ ined by the prior

z

Phy,j) = PhyJs)P(s] )ds (34)
z

= b, hs;v))P (s] )ds 35)

= N (4 v)hy) (36)
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where

= AVS S
v=RAys AL 37)

v

and the pro fction onto theheight eld isgiven by A 5. N ote that equation
In plies that the surface density covariance is represented di erently than a
discrete surface distrbution covariance m atrix. Speci cally, the proection
m atrix A ¢ is a delta-function-like operator, and ¢ is a continuous function
of two positions. In appendix we show that the surface density has
a com pact continuous power spectrum representation, and there give the
explicit form of that representation. T hus the notation of equation must
be considered a shorthand for the underlying continuous construct.

52 Likelhood

W hen m easurem ent is m odelled as a linear process corrupted by gaussian
noise we have

X = Ms+
N 0; ): (38)
or
P&Js; )=NMs; )&) 39)
where = (M ; ) isthe param eter vector.

6 The G eneralized K alm an F ilter equations.

In this section a concise derivation of the G eneralized K aln an F ilter update
equations specialized to the discrete basis m ultinom al KR distrloution of
equation P3 are derived. The updated KR need not have the sam e basis
din ension norposition as the previous KR basis, solving the problem ofhow
to allow updates from one representation to the next, sam e, ner or coarser,
representation.

P roceeding, the KR distrlbution in tem s of the param eterized height

eld of equation PJ is
Z
P(j 2i)= Psih; B h,J Jdh, (40)
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T he distrbution of surface given the height eld from equation { is
P hyjs)P (5] )

P (S jhv ) = P (h j )
_ (¥ h(S;v.))P s3J) 1)
PhyJ)

Sin plify the ntegral of the KR distrdbbution to nd

Z . .
PA(sz;)= P(thS)P.(SJ)
P hyJ)
Z 7 .
. Phyj 3)
P ) h (s;v))——"1—
sJ b ROV T

B h,3 )dh,

dhy

B his;v)j °

) (h(,)le) 42)
Phsiv)])

Note how the fiill surface distrioution is sin ply m odi ed by the ratio

P (s]

P h;v)j "
t (s; )J. o) 43)
Phsiv)d)
From equation B3 the Bayesian update of the KR distrdoution is
oo . P (nv13s; VB 53 55 )
P (s JXn+15 vi 7 ) = R : S
P ®n+1 Js; )P (53 35 )ds

P js; )P (s3 °;
(Xni-lj ’ ) ( J v’ ) (44)
P ®&ne1 ] g7 7))
R ew riting the updated distrbution using equation 3 yields

N , , Bhiv)j D)
P neli wi i / P (s ; )P —
(S JXn+1 ) Kn+1 Js; )P (5] ) A ——

45)

Form axin ally inform ative Inference ofthenew KR wem Inin ize, from equa—

tion 2§,

D P;(8);P,(8) = D @ (s3xns1; 25 5 )P (7 25 ) |
Z A . .
P (s JXn+17 H7 7 ) ds

N . n
= P (s Jxn+1i i i) o

B(sj 2% )
46)
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N ote that it is not assum ed here that v and v have the sam e dim ension. Ex—
panding the probability distribbutions w ithin the logarithm appearing above
yields
z
D P1(8)iP2(s)) = B (5 3Xnr1i o7 7 )

[ og® h(s;v) T ))
+log ® h(s;V) 3 )
+10ch (><n+ljs; ))

Iog B ®ns1 3 27 7 )
+log Bhsiv)y 5
1
g B his;v)g 24 ds @7

Each tem has the form of an Informm ation (or uncertainty). Together the
six termm s paint a descriptive picture of how nfom ation is acquired by the
m axin ally inform ative update when taken as three groups of two tem s:
D enoteby \new KR" thetwo tem swih ¥ and 2'!, by \previousKR" the
two tem swih v and J and no data, and by \new data" the two tem s
w ith data dependency. Now, noting the signs on these quantities, because
D is positive, the whole point of choosing a good "*! approxin ation by
m Inin Izihg D is that

E xpected inform ation in new KR ’

(£ xpected inform ation in previous KR
+ E xpected inform ation in new data) 48)

or In very rough tem swem ay see the update as capturing the sum -total of
the available know ledge

Totalknow kdge = P rior know ledge+ New know kdge from data 49)

Because only tem s depending upon the update param eters v and §+ Lare
needed to perform the m inin ization, we drop the other tem s at this point,
and after m aking the m ultinom al substitutions for the distrdoutions in the

above we have
7

D P1(s);P2(8)) = P g Iixni1; 25 5 Vog N (< ) @y) dhg
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7
B (g jXns1; 2 5 )1og N (271 2Ny hg) dhy
(50)

To sin plify the B's appearing in equation Q, the distrbution of surface given
ol know ledge and new data, m argihalized to the height eld v, isusefi], as
is seen by observing equations ] and [5Q. T hus, consider

B (S i%Xne1; %5 ) / NM™M ()s; "N &N (7 o) 6)
N (57 3) & (s;v))

(51)
N ( ,; v)h(s;v))

found by m aking substitutions into [43 for the assum ed distributions. Since
it is not necessarily the case that v; 2 fvsg or that v; 2 fvyg. proceed by
m arginalizing to the union of the com ponents of v and v, which we denote
v [ ¥, and then to the Vv com ponents. Let A (3,5 denote the projction from
vs to v [ V, Agy (v denote the profction from v [ V to ¥, and Ay, dencte
the progction from v to v. In perform Ing the two progctions (from vy to
v [ Vv, and then from v [ V to V) In order we nd (not necessarily In m ost
sin ple om ), using resuls of appendices {f23, that
z

B (s 3Xne17 o7 7 )dsnV =N (; =)y (52)
where
5= rlg F+H(PT LT 9
Rl = Ql + %) ' vl ©63)
and where

°4)

(53)
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(56)
v = A\_I;v v
1
v - A'\_/'/'V le\_'E;v
©7)
v o Av,s s
vl = AV;S slA\Tl;s
(58)

U sing the results of appendix 2.4, the quantities of equation [53 above cor-
respond to the values of the m ean and standard deviation param eters of the
new KR, found at the m minum Kulbadck Lebler distance, ie. the m Ini-
m ization is In m ediately apparent from those results. Thus:

n+1l _ n+1

n+ 1
v v v )

v

~

nl

v
n+1

v

<w <lw

59

Equations[53 are the G eneralized K aln an F ilter (G K F ) update equations for
the surface inference exam pl, yet are quite a bit m ore general (the necessary
change of variables needed when the forward proction is nonlinear appears
in appendix [I21(). Having these update equations allow s one to consider
updating a representation of any din ension relative to the orighal represen—
tation. Thus. know ledge m ay be represented In  ner detail, corresponding
to the old representation being contained In the new, know ledge m ay be
represented In the sam e detail, correspoonding to the case when the new rep-—
resentation isthe sam e asthe old representation, orknow ledgem ay be tossed,
corresoonding to the case when the new representation does not contain the
old representation. The m axin ally Inform ative nference approach and its
result of the Kulback Lebler distance on conditional posteriors led directly
here to deriving the GKF and the solution of the problem of storing know -
edge at scales adaptive to the actual needs of the data driving the update.
The standard KF is discussed in 1.
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7 Specializing the GKF

W hen the surface of interest is itself a discrete height eld, and the KR
representation basis never changes in din ension norposition from that height

eld’s basis, then all profctions appearing in equationsf3 and ollow ing are
dentities, and the update equations sin plify to the standard Kalman Ier
equations, in e ect equations pj only, given suitable identi cation of the
variables.

8 Informm ation learned

Once a new set of param eters hasbeen chosen, and for the purpose of eval-
uating the new update in the context of other possibl updates at di erent
scales, using di erent representationalbases, it is usefiil to have the quantity
of nform ation about the surface distribution that is contaned in the KR
at the m axin ally inform ative update. U sing the resuls of appendix n
equation we have this nform ation, up to a constant, is given by

Ik = C &nt1s vi 7 )
1 h ll .
+ ETI(R-I_U(R %)) s t+tlog@+I
1 h i
5 Tr = & t1l90s) (60)

N ote that the d’s (representation basis din ensions) from the dlog@ )’s of
equation P4 have cancelled. However the d’s remain hidden within the
tem s asm atrix din ensions. W hen oconsidering optim izing leamed inom a—
tion against storage resources, one m ust weigh a ssparate cost in bits for the
m em ory used against the bits lramed, the expression above. Note also, In—
terestingly the expression above contains a B IC —like log (d) dependence tem .

9 Search for update param eters

Now that we know what the update equations for the updating of the KR
distribution look like, it is worthwhilk considering how an updating schem e
m ight be In plem ented to acquire inform ation at the appropriate scale. F irst,
we dian iss the notion that we w ill ever be using the continuous height eld
vs (the support of s) at any tin e. None of the update equations force that
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to happen! Second, since we have concluded that com putationally vy is
a discrete set, and since there will always be pathological cases where the
surface ismuch rougher than we care to represent, we acknow ledge that fact
and proceed by presenting a useful algorithm which allow s the updating of
the KR whil m aintaining the ability to explore a large range of scales. The
follow ing m ultigrid-style algorithm provides the general avor:

Choose v denser by several orders of scale than the current represen—
tation, and using other criteria associated with the know ledge of the
data acquisition system (see below).

Choossv at regular scales Interm ediate between v and the old KR on
v, com pute the updates on allv chosen at these scales.

C om pute the nform ation leamed at each scale.

P Iot the informm ation lamed as a function of ncreasing density (de-
creasing scale) .

Choose, based on exploration of the plot, and costs associated w ith
storing the lreamed nfom ation, whether to explore other octaves of
scale. If Choose to explore, repeat above procedure.

If choice is to pick an infom ationally and storage attractive KR, do
this and update the representation accordingly.

In the surface reconstruction problem data offten com es in the form of in -
ages. The iInagesm ay com e from devices w ith vastly di erent resolutions,
and the known param eters of pixel size, point soread function and geom etry
determm ine the appropriate reconstruction scale. Finally adapting the surface
to resolve at sub-pixel scales requires a m em ory-aggressive approach which
extends the exploration farther out on the lkaming curve towards an aller,
denser representation scales.

10 Conclusion

Field inference hasbeen generalized from the typicaldiscrete xed-basis set—
ting to a continuousbasis setting. The problm of surface Inference was
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solved in the context of continuous eld inference. U sing the approach ofac—
quiring them axin ally inform ative KR distrdbution, the GKF equationswere
found. The GKF allows the updated KR param eters to be found at any
scale and/or \positions" (abstractly, basis com ponents). The approach alk
low s the lraming of inform ation at the relevant scales desired. Ik provides an
Inform ation-theoretic justi cation for location-dependent adaptive m ultigrid
Inference. It also e ectively provides sin ilar justi cation for a scale-adaptive
M D L m ethod. This is apparently the st tin e that them axin ally Inform a—
tive Inference of continuousbasis ob cts and the multigrid approach have
been rigorously justi ed.
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12 A ppendices

121 Construction ofa 2D surface prior

In thisappendix we rst Introduce the readerto the fourier representation ofa
gaussian process, then using the notionsdeveloped nd the representation for
a 2D gaussian process over the plane, where the correlations of the process
at points x and y are proportional to exp( kx vyJ),k > 0, a simple
translation-invariant choice for the form of the correlation structure of the
probability density of surfaceshaving the plane as support. T he utility forthe
GKF ofhaving thisprocess isthat it serves asa sim ply com puted algorithm ic
representation of the prior for surfaces having the plane as support.
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1211 The discrete gaussian process

Consider f n;c), n 2 Zy = £ N;:::; 1;0;1;:::;N g, a discrete process
w ith expression as the fourier expansion
A ik
fm;c) = ge™ " (61)

k= N

where the coe cients c = (ck) are constrained by £ 2 R sothat g = ¢,
and the n and k range over Zy . Let the coe cients be random variables:
G = X+tippwihx, N ©O; y)andyy N (0; y) both gaussian distributed
random variables wih mean 0 and standard deviation . Now, dropping
the k’s, the pint density of x;y) is given by

2_5 2 2.5 2
ex 2 ey 2

Pyy &Xiy)= P (62)

— p—
2 2
From thisthe pintdensity of (r; ) wherer= P x?+ y? and = arctan (y=x)
is given by
rer 2’
P, ( )= ﬁ: (63)

T he density of r is given directly by integrating over

r2=2 2

P.(0)= —5—; (64)
while the density of is given directly by integrating over r
1
P ()=—: (65)

2
M aking a change of variables, the density of cc = x? + y? = r? is given by
the exponential distribution

u=2 2

e
2 2

P ()= (66)

The distrbution of g, + ¢ = 2Relg ]= 2xy, k > 0 isof interest because the

process is real.
u?=2@ )

Poc W)= P—— ®7)
2 2
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which is jast a gaussian w ith zero m ean but tw ice the varance of the com -
ponents x and y of c. Note that the actual coe cients in equation 1
ae™ + cye™ = 2Refge™] alo have the distrbution of equation [6]
since the phase of ¢ is uniform Iy distrdbuted in 0;2 1.

Now, given a set of Integers Zy wemay ask for the density of the
sam pled values ofthe process £ at = (;ny;:::;0, )
£()= E@)if@)izeif n))s (68)

wherem = j §;ny 2 Zy ;i= 1;:::5;m . De ne
£(j0)= E@ic)ifmy;c)iigt Oy o) (69)

Then the probability density function which describes the sam pled values is
z

PE()N= €(C) £(;c)P (©dc (70)
where
¥
P)=P @ Pl+ck) (71)
k=1
Note that that the density of P (f ( )) is multivariate gaussian since the

representation of f ( ;c) asa fourder serdes show sthat it isthe sum ofgaussian
random vectors w ith com ponents 2R e[g.e*" ]. T he covariances of the process
are found as

nn=EEM)E@0)] = ng(m)f ®)] 3
bl .
— E 4 Ckclel(km In) 5
ki;= N
by .
— E [qu(]elk(m n)
k= N
= FE kgllm n) (72)

where we usaed the fact that the coe cients of di erent frequency are uncor-
related ork 6 1, ieE [gcc 1= 0 fork € 1. D e ne the power spectrum R (k)
as

R k)= E &g (73)
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Then we have that the covariance is given by the fourier transform of the
pow er soectrum ,

mn=EEf@m)f@)]=FRIMm n)= ., (74)

w here we have acknow ledged that the covariance structure is dependent only
upon thedi erencem n.From thiswe seethat the inverse fourier transform
of the covariance is the power spectrum ,

F'[.&=RK) (75)

F inally, note that the density of g.¢, given by equation [64 allow s us to nfer
theparam eters  which are the standard deviations ofthe gaussian processes
% and yx underlying the coe cients ¢y, since from egquation [64
Z u=2 i
E kg l= u

77 du= 2 ; (76)
k

In the next section the basis for gaussian processes developed here is extended
to the continuous 2D case to com pute the pow er spectrum of a process spec—
i ed by a continuousbasis covariance structure.

1212 The contihuousbasis 2D process

Sin ilar to the developm ent in the last section, in two din ensions, given the
ocontinuousbasis covariance x = exp( k¥ J), k > 0., the power spectrum
is found as the Inverse fourier transform of the covarance, ie.

R U= (v) = gzzl [ x1@;v)

= e Mg X e MY dx dy 77)

M ake the change ofvariables x;y) ! (r; ) sothatx = roos( ),y = rsin( ),

then A
R (u;v) — ekrejI(UOOS( )+ vsin (1)) rdrd (78)
0 0
For sin plicity, m ake the further change of variables (u;v) ! (s; ) so that
u= sos( ),v= ssin( ), so that
Z 1 Z 2

R (S; ) — ek]:elrs(cos( Jcos( )+ sin ( )sin ( )) rdrd

0 0
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21 2
— ekrejrsoos( ) rdrd
0 0
Z 4 Z
— rekr ejrsoos( )d dr
0 5 0
1
R() = 2 re ** J, (rs) dr (79)
0
F inalky,
R (u) 2k (80)
uw) = ————
1§+ k?)*2

N ote that we have neglected the proportionality constant 1=2 i the fourier
transform , am ounting to nom alizing the delta function to 2 , and have
scaled u to units of cycles per 2 . Note also that both the covariance of the
process and the pow er spectrum scale w ith the sam e proportionality constant.
Ham onic analysis is discussed In f3]

122 Multinom aldensity M GF

The m om ent generating function for a probability distribbution £ is de ned
as the functional

M [F1()=E 7P ] (81)
where U (y;z) isde ned such that U = U] and Uy(y;z) = yizs, from
which holds the property

M EI( ),
mj:O—Efkil...Xjk] 82)

ie the m om ents are found as derivatives of the M GF with resoect to the
parameter at = 0.
Take the multinom al density function for x

Pxj) = N()K)
= N (;)&)

1 1 )
= s el T ) ) (@3)
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where U (y) isde ned such that U;5(y) = Ujss(/s;y) andd= D im (x). The
MGF ofN () (x) is then given by

MN()&)()=ER™P XI5
z 1 1
T g =Rl JTrhe ) "1+ TrU ( ix))dx
(84)
M Inus tw ice the exponent of the Integral above m ay be w ritten as
TrU & ) Y1 2TrU ( ;x)] = TrU & ( ) ']
+TrlU () ']
TrU ( ) ']
= TrU & ( ) ']
TrU () ]
2TrU ( ; )] (85)
from which the m om ent generating function is Inm ediately found as
1
MN(())I()=ep(TrU ( ; )]+ ETrD( ) 1) (86)
From the above we have
Ekij 1= 4
E [(x; 5) (X5 I 1= 5 @87)

which agrees w ith the calculation of appendix [[2J. Two things to note: 1.
The inverse of is assumed to exist. 2. A llm om ents are detem ined by
sin ple products and sum s of the param eters ( ; ).

123 M ultinom al linear change of variables

Lettihg vy = AXx be the change of variabls, where P (x j ) = N () &),
the M GF ofthedensity P (y j ) is found from the M GF of the density for
P X j ) in a straightorward m anner as

MP(Jj)) = ETEVCYI4
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= F [eTr[U( ;AX)]j ] (88)
= F ETI[U @t iX)]j ]

T l T
= exp(TrU ( ;A" )]+ ETI[U(A ) D

1
= exp(TrU @ ; )1+ ETr[U() @ am)
89)

N ote that the dropped subscripts x and x ofthe and areeasily determ ined
by the context, and that the density used to take the expectation naturally
changed in equation [8§ from P (y j ) to P (x j ) without confusion. W ith
this result and referring to equation 84 and preceding we nd that the density
fory ismultinom alw ith

y= A «
y= A AT (90)

N ote that everyw here the condition of A wasneitherm entioned nor assum ed,
thus A m ay be a rectangularm atrix or otherw ise not of full rank.

124 M ulinom alprofctions

A notherussfuiloperation isthat ofprofction onto a subsst ofthe com ponents
ofthe argum ent ofthem ultinom aldistribution. P ropctionsm ay be trivially
represented as a linear operation, where the \profction m atrix" is typically
a rectangular m atrix having the form of a unigque (sihgk) elem ent of value
1 In each row and colum n, zeroes elsew here. F Inding the distribution of the
proected variables is equivalent to the operation of m arginalizing over the
com ponents not in the proction. Let A be the profction m atrix selecting a
subset of the variables ofx asy = Ax . Then, using the result of section 2 3,
we Inm ediately nd integrals of the fom
z
N (;)x)dxkny=N@ ;AA")E) (91)

Both vectorA andthematrix A A T arenow just approprately rearranged
pieces of the original vector and matrix . Speci cally, ifyyx = x; then
BRA L= 43-



A Bayesian Re ection on Surfaces 30

125 M ultinom alm ultiplication

O ne operation which frequently occurs in B ayesian inference is that oftaking
the product of two m ultinom al distribbutions of the sam e variable and nor-
m alizing that product to nd anew distrdbution. Findingthenew = ( ; )
am ounts to com plkting the square, but it isusefiillto state the result, and we
do thishere.Let ;= ( ;; 1)and 1= ( ;; 1) bethe param eters ofthe
m ultinom aldistributions In the product. T hen

= ( S+ Mt 92)

126 Expected uncertainty In m ultinom als

Tt isusefiil to know the expected uncertainty of one gaussian distribution in

the context of another. C onsider the quantiy
z

E[l IogP ( 2)&))J 1= N (4 1)&)IogWN (57 2)K))dx (93)

which occurs In sim ilar form in the developm ent of the G eneralized K alm an
F ilter (section [§) and represents the expected uncertainty, or entropy, of the
surface representation In the context ofthe updated surface distrboution. The
value of this integral is found straightforw ardly using the resuls m entioned

in appendix [2J as

1 h i
E[ IogWN ( ,; 2)&) 3 11 = SE TrU& ) S
+9bg<2 >+31og<'
> > J2)
1 h i
= STr (1+UC, 2D -

+Si @ )+} A
zlog zlogj 2)
(94)

127 M axin izIng the expected inform ation

Varyihg ,,them nimum valie of the uncertainty above occurswhen , =
1. That this is true for the com ponent of , is mmediate from the
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positive de nite quadratic nature of the st tem . For the component
the llow ng fact follow ing from the properties of determm nants and m atrix
Inverses facilitates the result:

@33 _

x+ 1€ OFk1 () 1
@ x J ]

= x1 95)

(1)

12.8 Notes on m atrix inverses and subm atrices

G ven the invertble m atrix V , com posed in the follow ing m anner of subm a—

trices Vi1, Viz, Va1, Voo, " #
\% \Y4
A= 11 Vi (96)
Vo1 Vo
and is nverse " A F
Vv A\
al- Vu Vi 97)
Vo1 Voo

then it is In m ediate that the follow Ing relationships hold am ong the subm a—

trices
" # " N R R A #
Ly Ny _ Vll\/]\ll + V12\/7\21 Vll\/{12 + V12\/7\22 98)
Nor Iz V21Vi1 + VaoVor ViVip + VpoVap
where T and N represent the identity and zero m atrices respectively. Any
quadratic operator xT Q x m ay be decom posed using projction m atrices A
and A where these are diagonalm atrices w ith one and zero entries only, and

where
A+A=1 99)

In the follow Ing m anner
xTox = XT(A-I-K)Q(A-I-K)TX
= X;QAAXA + XZEQAXXK+ xi—QKAxA + x;—Qﬁx; (100)

Now, assum e Q is symm etric and that both it and QA and Q ;7 are nvert-
ble, and rew rite this form as the sum oftwo tem s as follow s

x'0x = &a ) Qan Xa )+ C xy)
= x,0aaXa X;{QAKXA_ X%QXAXA"' "Qan + C &xy)

(101)
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where = Qaa) 'Q,7%5. Thus

C ®5)= %= O35 Oz Qan) "0,7 X7 (102)

A

Applying the dentities of equation [0§

QAAQ\AA_+ QAXé\ﬁ: N, (103)
followed by R R
QzaQaz t OxaQaz = &z (104)
nd that
Osx Oma Qan) '0,7= @) " (105)
so that
C &3) = xr Oxz) " x5 (106)

which mm ediately provides an alternate m ethod for m arginalizing gaussian
distrbutions.
129 A temate inverse formm s

In the GKF update equations expressions for updating inverse m atrices in
tem s of the sum of other Inverse m atrices occur. Because one of the sum —
m and m atricesm ay notbe welloonditioned, it isof interest to nd an expres—
sion for the updated m atrix in tem s of the other m atrices, which explicitly
is not a function of the inverse m atrices. Thus, et P, Q, R be mnvertble
m atrices such that

P'=0'+R"? (107)
Then we nd
P = Q QQ+R)'Q (108)

by the follow ing direct substitution

pp ! © %@+mlm@l+RU
I 0 Q+R)'@T+QR*') R!?
= 1 (109)

i
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1210 Nonlnear forward proction

In the nonlinear forward profction case the proiction is given by f (s),
where f ( ) is a nonlinear function of s rather then the lnhear form M s.
Because the derivative of the forward proction is often a straightforward
ob Fct to com pute, expand £ (s) about the m ean ofthe old surface, |

Qf
x=£f()+—3 € )t (110)
@s ~
. ef .
LettingM = 55 J _ wehave
P&ijs; ) = N((E(y) M H+Ms; )K)

NMs; )& (E(g) M o))
111)

so that the appropriate changes to be m ade to the GKF update equations
are sin ply

x ! x (£ ( 4
M o1 E 112)

while everything else otherw ise ram ains the sam e.
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GKF Update L oop Equation

Xn+l P(gen,xn‘*l)

P(s@" Bayes update

V

o" . o't MaxInfo Approx.

The elements going intB (§ ©")  are the prior, restricted to some knowlddge  abdut the

field, P (s H) . (Inthe main text exampld, is the set of known surface height field va
and the Knowledge Representation (KR) distributionPigH| ©") , Which is the leg
knowledge about the specifics of the surface ahthe 'th iteration of the GKF.

ues.)
rned

These form the approximate posteribfs ") given by the integraltdver  of the product of

the KR distribution and the prior distribution giveh  known, that is

P(s@") :Ip(s H) P (H| ©") dH 1)

At updaten+1 , the new data and the approximate posterior from iteration n are incorp
using the |Ike|lh00d3 (x" \s) and Bayes' theorem to produce the data-dependent pos
written P (s @", X" ) Then, the new KR that caputres an approximation to this exact
rior using (1) above witlhh -~ n+1 via Maximally informative statistical inference complg
the GKF loop.

Figure 1 - Generalized Kalman Filter Update Loop
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