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A bstract:Thetopicofthispaperisa novelBayesian continuous-basis�eld

representation and inferencefram ework.W ithin thispaperseveralproblem s

are solved: The m axim ally inform ative inference ofcontinuous-basis �elds,

thatiswherethebasisforthe�eld isitselfacontinuousobjectand notrepre-

sentable in a �nitem anner;thetradeo� between accuracy ofrepresentation

in term s ofinform ation learned,and m em ory or storage capacity in bits;

theapproxim ation ofprobability distributionsso thata m axim alam ountof

inform ation abouttheobjectbeinginferred ispreserved;an inform ation the-

oretic justi�cation for m ultigrid m ethodology. The m axim ally inform ative

�eld inferencefram ework isdescribed in fullgenerality and denoted theGen-

eralized Kalm an Filter.TheGeneralized Kalm an Filterallowstheupdateof

�eld knowledgefrom previousknowledgeatany scale,and new data,to new

knowledgeatany otherscale.An application exam pleinstance,theinference

ofcontinuoussurfacesfrom m easurem ents(forexam ple,cam eraim agedata),

ispresented.
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1 O verview

Thepaperbeginsby reviewing traditionalapproachesto surfacerepresenta-

tion and inference.Then thenew �eld representation and inferenceparadigm

isintroduced within thecontextofm axim ally inform ative(M I)inference[5],

early ideas appearing in [4]. The knowledge representation distribution is

introduced and discussed in thecontextofM Iinference.Then,using theM I

inferenceapproach,thehere-nam ed Generalized Kalm an Filter(GKF)equa-

tionsarederived fora speci�cexam pleinstanceofinferring a surfaceheight

�eld. The GKF equationsm otivate a location-dependentadaptive scale or

m ultigrid approach to theM Iinferenceofcontinuous-basis�elds.

2 Introduction: Surface representation

2.1 Traditionalm ethods

M any m ethodsforrepresenting surfaceshave been utilized previously,how-

everthesem ethodsinvolve representing thesurfaceby a discretebasis�eld,

perhapswithadeterm inisticinterpolationde�ned(bi-linear,tensorB-splines,

etc.) to providea de�nition forthesurfaceatpointsinterm ediateto thedis-

crete�eld.Probability distributionsordensitiesofthesediscrete�eldsthen

often taketheform ofnorm alized exponentialsofsum sofcliqueenergy func-

tions,and produceaconstructcom m only known asaM arkov Random Field.

(See Gem an [2],foran often cited exam ple.) There are severalim m ediate

observationson theseapproaches:

� Thesurfacerem ainsunspeci�ed atpointsinterm ediate to thediscrete

�eld,exceptby theoften unde�ned notion ofinterpolation.

� W hen interpolation is notde�ned,the discrete �eld probability dis-

tribution saysnothing abouttheprobability distribution ofsurface at

pointsinterm ediateto thediscrete�eld points.

� W hen interpolation isde�ned then,given a value ofthediscrete �eld,

thereisno uncertainty in thesurfaceinterm ediateto thediscrete�eld

points.Thereisadeterm inisticm appingfrom anygivendiscrete�eldto

thecorresponding continuoussurface.In particular,when thediscrete

�eld basiscoversa �xed grid on the(x;y)planewith z heightsateach
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grid point,known here as a height �eld,allsam pling ofthe surface

interm ediate to the �xed grid is determ ined at the scale ofthe �xed

grid.Thisisgenerally notphysical,seenext.

� Thesurfacedistribution isnotan intrinsicpropertyofanyphysicalsur-

face,rathera post-hoc im position ofthe analyst attem pting a useful

regularization. Forinstance,necessary scaling propertiesare ignored:

M oving acam era closertothesurface,forexam ple,so thatthedensity

ofsam plepointson thephysicalsurfaceincreases,isnotproperly rep-

resented in the�xed basisofthediscrete�eld distribution;thereisno

consistency im posed thatrequiresa subsam pled setofpointsto have

thesam eprobability density thatonewould �nd by m arginalizing the

surfacedistribution overthesam plepointsnotin thesubsam pling.

2.2 Scaling consistency

Theconsistency condition m entioned in thelastsection,which m ustbeim -

posed on probability distributionsforcontinuous�eldsis:

Scaling ofsam ple points consistency: For S � A indices ofdis-

crete �eld variables,

P(X S)=

Z

P(X A)dX A nS (1)

Notethatequation 1 isa condition which m ustbeim posed on thedistribu-

tionswhich any m odelling system learnswhereitissensible to supersam ple

orsubsam ple the�eld arbitrarily,asin thecontinuous�eld basiscase.

2.3 Elem entsoftheparadigm

The rest ofthis paper discusses an approach to continuous �eld inference

which correctsthede�ciencies,including theinterm ediate valueand scaling

problem s,oftraditionaldiscrete-basisapproachestotheinferenceofdiscrete

height�elds,forexam ple.Thenew approach isherenam ed theGeneralized

Kalm an Filter.

Therearefourcentralobjectsofim portancewithintheinferenceapproach

described in thispaper,oneofwhich isa new objectto Bayesian inference:
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� Thepriordistribution for�eld.Thepriorholdsallinform ation about

�eldsbeforeany data isobserved.

� The likelihood distribution. The likelihood is predictive for data,

given the �eld. Itincorporatesallofthe physics ofthe m easurem ent

process.

� The posterior distribution. The posterior distribution sum m arizes

everything knowable about the �eld given assum ptions oflikelihood

form ,thepriorknowledge,and alldata.

� Theknow ledge-representation (KR)distribution.W ithin theusual

Bayesian pointofview,the KR distribution isthe new m athem atical

object. In the paradigm described in this paperthe KR distribution

is the object updated when new data arrives. The KR distribution

is param eterized by m axim ally inform ative statistics (see [5]) for the

learned �eld knowledge. Note that because the KR distribution has

a �nite num ber-of-valueslim itation,the KR distribution isnotneces-

sarily ableto representwhatcould have been learned from data about

the (continuous) �eld. Generally,the prior distribution and the KR

distribution determ ine an approxim ation (possibly exact)to the �eld

posteriordistribution. It should be noted thatm odern com puter ar-

chitecture (m em ory and space-tim e)constraintsappearto bethefun-

dam entalphysicaldrivers for the utilization ofthe KR distribution,

sim ply because storing the exact posterior generally requires an in�-

niteam ountofm em ory.

In the height�eld inference application discussed laterthe KR distri-

bution isparam eterized by heightsatasetofdiscretebasispoints,but

holdsknowledge abouta continuousbasisheight�eld. However,gen-

erally,theKR distribution m ay usean arbitrary setofbasisfunctions.

OneadvanceoftheGKF isthattheKR distribution isnaturally adap-

tive in both dim ension and scale,allowing the learning ofcontinuous-

basis�eld inform ation attheappropriatescale,whereappropriate.

Bene�tsofthe approach described in thispaperare thatithasthese infor-

m ation theoretically optim alfeatures:1.A location-dependentadaptiveand

scalable m ultigrid-like algorithm ,so thatonly the bytesnecessary to repre-

sentthelearned inform ationarestored,leadingtoastyleofm axim allysparse
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representation ofsurface knowledge;2. A recursive updating algorithm . It

willbecom e clearthatthe Bayesian GKF �eld inference paradigm also has

theseproperties:

� It is the inform ation learned about the �eld,(the KR distribution),

which takes the form ofa distribution over discrete values. In the

surface inference exam ple these discrete valuesare heightsatdiscrete

basispoints.

� Thepriordistribution for�elds,in conjunction with thelearned knowl-

edge ofthe �eld held within the KR distribution determ ine a well-

de�ned posteriordistribution overcontinuous�elds.

� The�eld posteriordistribution isalwaysa wellde�ned quantity every-

where.In thesurfaceinferenceexam plediscussed later,thiscontinuity

isatpointsinterm ediateto thediscreteheight�eld basispointsofthe

KR distribution.

� Thescaling condition equation 1 isautom atically im posed becausethe

posteriordistribution isa distribution over�elds.

Asan exam ple considerthe inference ofcontinuoussurfaces: W hile itm ay

seem obvious,in the case ofcontinuoussurface inference,thatwhatone is

actually representing with adiscretesetofvaluesin m em ory isonly apartof

theinform ationwhich helpstodeterm inethesurfaceposteriordistribution,it

isunusualto notbediscussing theheight�eld astheprim ary representation

ofsurface. Itisthe inherently discrete nature ofthe storage ofinform ation

in m achines which forces us into this stance -generally it is im possible to

represent an arbitrary continuous �eld with a �nite setofdiscrete values-

onem ustalso have anotherobjectfrom which to com pute the interm ediate

valuesofthe�eld.(Anotherway tolookatthedisparity between thecurrent

proposalfor�eld inference and traditionalproposalsisthatthe traditional

approachesaresu�cientonly forband-lim ited �elds.)

In section 3 the GKF isspecialized to height �elds,where an exam ple,

surfacerepresentation and learning,oftheGKF paradigm isdescribed.(The

approach taken in this section is to specialize to a case thatis then easily

seen to generalize to the generalcontinuousbasis�eld inference paradigm .)

Thenextsection continueswith observationson theupdateschem e.Further
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sectionscontinuewith theexam plespecialcaseforsurfacedistributionswith

particularly tractablem athem atics,and �nalsectionsprovideexplicitform s

for the generalGKF equations, a discussion on their relationship to the

standard Kalm an �lter,adiscussion on theam ountofinform ation learned at

eachupdate,andasearchheuristic.Extensiveappendicesprovidesupporting

m athem aticsforthederivations.

3 Surface representation and inference

Inthissection them ainideasoftheBayesian surfacerepresentation andinfer-

ence paradigm presented in thispaperare given. The technique isgeneral,

though: section 4 discusses the extension to an arbitrary-basis,arbitrary-

dim ension �eld.

3.1 Surfacedistributions

Thesurfaceand height�eld distributions(theprior,likelihood,and posterior

surfaceand height�eld distributions)arediscussed in thissection.

3.1.1 Surfaceand height�eld priordistributions

Considera setS ofsurfaceswhere each elem ents 2 S isa height�eld,i.e.

such thats = s(x;y)isrealfunction oftwo variables.W ritethepriorprob-

ability distribution forsurfacesin S given theparam eters� which determ ine

thepriordistribution as

P(s j�): (2)

Considera vectorv = (v1;:::;vn)ofdiscrete (x;y)points,vi= (xi;yi).For

any given surface s denote the associated vector ofheights by h(s;v) =

(h1(s;v);:::;hn(s;v)).W ritethepriordistribution ofthesurfaceheightsat

the chosen pointsv asP(hv j�). Thisdiscrete heightdistribution m ay be

found asfollows:

P(hv j�) =

Z

P(hv js;�)P(s j�)ds (3)

=

Z

P(hv js)P(s j�)ds (4)

=

Z

�(hv � h(s;v))P(s j�)ds (5)
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wherethevectordelta-function isde�ned as

�(hv � h(s;v)) = � n
i= 1�(hv;i� hi(s;v)) (6)

Now,given that what is known is the surface heights hv at a vector v of

discrete (x;y) points, the posterior distribution ofsurfaces is found from

Bayes’theorem as

P(s jhv;�) =
P(hv js;�)P(s j�)

P(hv j�)
(7)

=
P(hv js)P(s j�)

P(hv j�)
(8)

=
�(hv � h(s;v))P(s j�)

R
�(hv � h(s;v))P(s j�)ds

(9)

wherethedenom inatordistribution wasfound in equation 5.

3.1.2 M easurem ents:TheLikelihood

In general,a surface s and som e otherparam eters� notdependentupon s

(i.e. cam era pointspread function,cam era position and direction,lighting

position and direction,etc.) specify the probability distribution for data

(likelihood)

P(x js;�;�)= P(x js;�) (10)

wherethedata distribution isindependentof� onces isknown.

3.1.3 Conditioning on data:Surfaceand height�eld posteriordistributions

Givendata,thesurfaceposteriordistribution isinferredusingBayes’theorem

as

P(s jx;�;�) =
P(x js;�;�)P(s j�;�)

P(x j�;�)
(11)

=
P(x js;�)P(s j�)

R
P(x js;�)P(s j�)ds

(12)
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The distribution ofthe surface posterior m arginalized to a set ofdiscrete

points m ay be written using equations 11{12,doing steps sim ilar to those

taken in equations3{5,as

P(hv jx;�;�) =

Z

P(hv js;x;�;�)P(s jx;�;�)ds (13)

=

Z

P(hv js)P(s jx;�;�)ds (14)

=

Z

�(hv � h(s;v))P(s jx;�;�)ds (15)

In stepssim ilarto equations7{9 thesurfaceposteriorwhen a height�eld is

also known isgiven by

P(s jhv;x;�;�) =
P(hv;x js;�;�)P(s j�;�)

P(hv;x j�;�)
(16)

=
P(hv js)P(x js;�)P(s j�)

P(hv;x j�;�)
(17)

=
�(hv � h(s;v))P(x js;�)P(s j�)

R
�(hv � h(s;v))P(x js;�)P(s j�)ds

(18)

whereweused thefactsthat,given asurface,thedataand thesurfaceheights

are independent,and the surface distribution isindependent ofthe cam era

and lighting param eters�.

3.2 Approxim ating theposterior

One m otivation forapproxim ating the surface distribution isthatgenerally

a surfaceisan uncountably in�nite,continuousentity,and thereforethereis

littleelsewhich can bedonetorepresentitexactly otherthan togointo,lit-

erally,in�nitedetail(requiring an in�nitesupply ofm em ory).Itistherefore

usefulto havean approxim ation schem ewhich,although �nite,capturesthe

relevantinform ation provided by data.Anotherexcellentreason fordevelop-

ing an approxim ation ism athem aticaltractability.Having a representation

schem ewhich allowsa tractablecalculation oftheposteriorisa hugebene�t

forboth com putation and com m unication. Finally,itisofgreatinterestto

notwaste com putationalresourceswhile representing learned surface infor-

m ation. The solution to the surface representation problem presented here

addressesthecom petition forrepresentationalresources(m em ory)issuein a

uniquem anner.
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3.2.1 Theknowledgerepresentation distribution

Thefullposteriorm ay bewritten in theform

P(s jx;�;�) =

Z

P(s jhv;x;�;�)P(hv jx;�;�)dhv (19)

where the distributions inside the integralappearin equations13{18. The

issueofgenerating a �niterepresentation isnotyetresolved via equation 19

however,since storing inform ation su�cient to determ ine the distributions

P(s jx;�;�),and P(s jhv;x;�;�) generally requires storing an in�nite

set of values in a �nite am ount ofm em ory, or requires that alldata be

stored,disallowing any discarding ofdata and the increm entalupdating of

therepresentation.Instead,considerthefollowing approxim ation wherethe

prior conditioned on a set ofheights, along with a new distribution, the

knowledge representation distribution P̂(hv jx;�;�),aresubstituted forthe

distributionsinsidetheintegralofequation 19.

P̂(s j P̂(hv jx;�;�)) =

Z

P(s jhv;�)P̂(hv jx;�;�)dhv (20)

It is im portant to note at this point that any suitable surface distribution

m ay be substituted into the right-hand side ofequation 20 forP(s jhv;�),

since it is im portant only thatthe resulting integralbe capable ofm aking

a good approxim ation to the true posterior. Further,itisnotnecessary to

restrictthebasisv todiscreteheight�eld basispoints,anysuitablebasism ay

be taken,forinstance Fouriercom ponents. Although allofthe calculations

ofthis paper are carried thru with the form of20,other form s m ay prove

m ore convenient, and it is not di�cult to suggest others. In particular,

since equation 20 willbe used in an iterative update loop later,updates

thattake forthe right-hand side priorterm the lastposteriorterm appear

quite reasonable (the corresponding GKF update equations m ay be found

im m ediately from thosepresented later).

Although conditioning on the KR distribution P̂(hv jx;�;�)m ay seem

strange,a good way to understand the m eaning isthatitisthe KR distri-

bution which isbeing used asa statisticforthelearned surfaceinform ation.

The key thing to notice in equation 20 is that,with reasonable regularity

conditions,choosingthepointsofv su�ciently dense,theapproxim ation de-

sired to thefullposteriorm ay becom earbitrarily good.Thetrick willbeto
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choose v appropriately,properly weighting the com peting need to approxi-

m atearbitrarily welleverywherewith thelim ited resourcesthatareim posed

when a �niteam ountofstorageisavailable,i.e.when thedim ensionality of

v is �xed. This willbe addressed in the next section. In the case ofsim -

pleim aging system s,thepointspread function and pixeldiam eteraregood

indicatorsofthenecessary sam pling scale forv.In the super-resolved case,

the resolution expected available from the data isthe appropriate scale for

v.

The approxim ation to the posterior of20 has severalproperties which

m akeitvaluable:

� The prior distribution P(s j hv;�) which supplies the uncertainties

associated with pointsofthe surface notin the vectorv m ay be cho-

sen to have a sim ple form (see appendix 12.1)thatis easily encoded

algorithm ically in �nitem em ory.

� There is a clear separation between what was already known - the

prior P(s jhv;�),and what has been learned -the KR distribution

P̂(hv jx;�;�).

� Thereisa cleardescription ofthescaleatwhich inform ation hasbeen

acquired in term softhedensity and uncertaintiesassociated with the

points(v;h(s;v))on the surface,and in term softhe uncertaintiesof

theirpositionsasencoded in theKR distribution.

Inpractice,itisusefultotakeam ultinorm aldistributionoverthediscrete-

point height �eld as the KR distribution. Let the param eterization ofthe

KR distribution be � v. Forexam ple,ifthe KR istaken to be m ultinorm al

then theparam etersofthatdistribution are

� v(x)= (�v(x);�v(x)); (21)

the m ean and covariance m atrix ofthe m ultinorm al,where the functional

dependenceon x indicatesadatadependency through theupdateprocedure,

and thesubscriptv indicatesthattheparam etersparam eterizeadistribution

ofheightsatpointsv. Because the KR distribution and itsparam etersare

related by a one-to-onem apping,re-writeequation 20 as

P̂(s j� v;�) =

Z

P(s jhv;�)P̂(hv j� v)dhv: (22)
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In sum m ary,we have arrived atan approxim ation to the surface posterior

distribution,via theKR distribution,param eterized by � v.

3.3 Updating theknowledgerepresentation

Now we discuss updating � v when new data are acquired. Tem porarily

restrictattention to the�xed v case.During thisand thenextsectionsrefer

to �gure1 fora 
owchartofthegeneralGKF updateprocess.

3.3.1 Bayes’theorem

Having acquired � n
v = � v(x

n),from previously seen data xn = (x1;:::;xn)

and upon seeing new data xn+ 1, the goalis to �nd � n+ 1
v such that the

surface distribution given � n+ 1
v approxim atesthe surface distribution given

xn+ 1 and � n
v. Given new data xn+ 1 in the context ofthe previously seen

data xn sum m arized by � n
v,our updated surface distribution is found via

Bayes’theorem

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�) =

P(xn+ 1 js;�
n
v;�;�)̂P(s j�

n
v;�;�)

P̂(xn+ 1 j�
n
v;�;�)

=
P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�

n
v;�)

P̂(xn+ 1 j�
n
v;�;�)

=
P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�

n
v;�)

R
P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�

n
v;�)ds

(23)

wherewede�ned

P̂(xn+ 1 j�
n
v;�;�)=

Z

P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�
n
v;�)ds: (24)

The updated posterior P̂(s j � n
v;xn+ 1;�;�) willbe approxim ated by the

� n+ 1
v param eterized KR distribution ofequation 22 as

P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�) =

Z

P(s jhv;�)P̂(hv j�
n+ 1
v )dhv: (25)

Theapproxim ation condition fordeterm ining � n+ 1
v isthen written

P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�) � P̂(s jxn+ 1;�

n
v;�;�) (26)
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Equation 26 suggestswe try to m inim ize variousm easuresofthe closeness

ofthe two distributions. For exam ple,one m easure is the average square

di�erenceofthetwo distributions,

Z

jP1(s)� P2(s)j
2
ds (27)

but there is (apparently) no good �rst-principles reason to use this form .

In the next section we discuss the m easure ofdistance which leads to the

m axim ally inform ativechoiceof� n+ 1
v .

3.3.2 M axim ally inform ativeinference

The m easure ofdistance which leadsto the � n+ 1 providing the m ostinfor-

m ation aboutthesurfacedistribution isthem axim allyinform ativechoicefor

thestatistic� n+ 1.Thecondition forbeing m axim ally inform ative,see[5],is

thattheKullback-LeiblerdistanceD (P1(s);P2(s))ism inim ized,where

D (P1(s);P2(s))=

Z

P1(s)log

 

P1(s)

P2(s)

!

ds (28)

and wheretheP’saboveareposteriordistributionsof�eld,thatis

P1(s) = P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�) (29)

P2(s) = P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�): (30)

Thatis,

Find the � n+ 1 such that

@
�
n+ 1

v

Z

P̂(s j� n
v;xn+ 1;�;�)log

 

P̂(s j� n
v;xn+ 1;�;�)

P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�)

!

ds = 0

(31)

while atthe � n+ 1
v satisfying the derivative condition above

det

"

@
2

�
n+ 1

v

Z

P̂(s j� n
v;xn+ 1;�;�)log

 

P̂(s j� n
v;xn+ 1;�;�)

P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�)

!

ds

#

< 0

(32)
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i.e.,thehessian isnegativede�niteand theextrem um isa localm axim um .If

possible,choosetheglobalm axim um .NotethattheKullback-Leiblerdistance

is asym m etric. Generally,it is highly relevant which distribution contains

the prior inform ation and which distribution is being updated. M axim um

entropy techniquesreverse the rolesofP1 and P2 which appearhere. Fora

detailed explanation see[5].

In the following section are som e observationson the approach taken to

m axim allyinform ativesurfaceinference.Section5thenbrie
ym akesexplicit

thespeci�cdistribution form swhich areassum ed.TheGeneralized Kalm an

Filterupdateequationsforthesurface inference exam plewhich follow from

thisapproach are then presented in section 6,com pleting the derivation of

them axim ally inform ativeapproach.

4 O bservations on the update schem e

Notethefollowing:

� The updating schem e described here is a m axim ally inform ative up-

date schem e and is related to the Kalm an �lter. The Kalm an �lter

isa m inim um variance �ltering schem e applicable in the case of�xed

representation dim ension. The crucialstep which has been taken in

the currentwork isthe step ofallowing the representation schem e to

beadaptable.W ehaveadopted thelabel\Generalized Kalm an Filter"

(GKF)to describe theidea represented here.The GKF equationsare

presented in section 6.

� To thispointwehaveonly optim ized over�v.Itisclearthatwem ay

alsovarythenum berofverticesjvjoftherepresentation,allowingopti-

m ization overthenum berofvertices.Varyingthenum berofverticesof

therepresentation isabsolutely necessary ifsurfaceknowledgeatscales

sm allerthan thecurrentsetofverticesrepresentsistoeveraccum ulate.

In section 6 theGKF updateequationsarederived assum ing thatthe

num berofverticesin therepresentation basisvertex setisarbitrary at

each update.

� Beyond allowing the num ber ofvertices to vary,the positions ofthe

verticesm aybeallowed tovary.In section 6theGKF updateequations
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arederived assum ing thattherepresentation basisvertex setpositions

arearbitrary.

� Detecting when and where new vertices are necessary is a m atter of

observing directly in equations 28 or 31 when new data produces a

lowersurface uncertainty overa region,and when having sm allerun-

certainty atneighboringverticesisnotsu�cienttorepresentthislower

uncertainty overtheregion.

� Thevertex representation forthesurfaceknowledgeisconvenient,but

not necessary. For exam ple it is possible to extend a height �eld to

a height-and-re
ectance�eld or\arbitrary dim ension �eld",wherethe

re
ectance lies within a m any-dim ensionalspace. Reasonable struc-

turesforthecovariancem atrix allow di�ering correlationsbetween re-


ectance values and between height values. It willbe seen in in sec-

tion 6 thattheGKF updateequationsareeasily used in the\arbitrary

dim ension �eld" context.

� In itsm ostabstractform ,instead ofhaving a \�eld",there issim ply

a setofobjects,while foreach \object" there isan associated vector

ofproperties,where som e ofthe com ponents ofthe property vector

m ay beconsidered alocation in space.In thisfairly abstracted setting,

the collection ofobjects has an associated joint probability distribu-

tion which describestheprobability distribution overcon�gurationsof

objects.Itwillbeseen in in section 6 thattheGKF updateequations

areeasily understood in the\object" context.

� Equation 31 which de�nes the quantity to be m inim ized is where a

penalty term which indicateshow m any bitsin hardwareisavailablein

tradeforeach bitofinform ation learned from data.Forexam ple,one

m ightpenalizetheKL distanceby 1=10th thenum berofbytesittakes

to represent the new inform ation gained by extending the num ber of

pointsrepresented. The exactform ofthe inform ation learned about

the surface distribution contained in the KR distribution is found in

section 8,wherethedim ensionalityoftherepresentation entersdirectly,

and wherebits-used penalty-term sm ay beintroduced.

� Thepreviousnotepointsouthow am inim um descriptionlengthm ethod

fails for this problem . It is certainly the case that that our update
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schem em ayrequirem uch m orem em ory(in bits)torepresenttheinfor-

m ation learned than theinform ation learned (in bits).Atsom epoint,

ifinform ation atsm allenough scalesisdesired,M DL would truncate

and stop. Clearly,applying M DL would then be a disaster. On the

otherhand,whatseem sto work herem ay becalled an adaptiveM DL

approach.

� Notethata m ethod likem axim um entropy isentirely de�cientforpro-

viding distributions ofsurfaces: given the constraints im plied by the

knowledge ofthe distribution ofthe heights at discrete points: m ax-

im um entropy ignores correlations between nearby surface points no

m atterhow close,an entirely ludicroussituation.On theotherhand,a

m ethod likerelativem axim um entropy,based on inverting therolesof

thedistributionsin equation 28,claim stoprovidetheleastinform ative

inference relative to the priorinform ation,a heuristic,di�cultto jus-

tify,atbest.Further,such approachesaretypically based on likelihood

distributions,ratherthan theposteriorsthatappearin equation 28.

5 Surface D istribution Form s

5.1 Prior

For sim plicity ofm athem aticalpresentation only,the prior in our surface

inferenceexam pleistaken m ultinorm alovercontinuous,sm oothheight�elds.

Oneparticular,conveniently chosen,representation ofthepriordistribution

isconstructed in appendix 12.1.Thispriorm ay bewritten in theshorthand

P(s j�)= N (�s;�s)(s) (33)

where � = (�s;�s)isthe param etervector. The density ofthe height�eld

determ ined by theprior

P(hv j�) =

Z

P(hv js)P(s j�)ds (34)

=

Z

�(hv � h(s;v))P(s j�)ds (35)

= N (�v;�v)(hv) (36)
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where

�v = A vs�s

�v = A vs�sA
T
vs (37)

andtheprojection ontotheheight�eld isgiven byA vs.Notethatequation 37

im pliesthatthe surface density covariance isrepresented di�erently than a

discrete surface distribution covariance m atrix. Speci�cally,the projection

m atrix A vs isa delta-function-likeoperator,and �s isa continuousfunction

oftwo positions. In appendix 12.1 we show that the surface density has

a com pact continuous power spectrum representation, and there give the

explicitform ofthatrepresentation.Thusthenotation ofequation 37 m ust

beconsidered a shorthand fortheunderlying continuousconstruct.

5.2 Likelihood

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

noisewehave

x = M s+ �

� � N (0;��): (38)

or

P(x js;�)= N (M s;��)(x) (39)

where� = (M ;��)istheparam etervector.

6 T he G eneralized K alm an Filter equations.

In thissection a concisederivation oftheGeneralized Kalm an Filterupdate

equations specialized to the discrete basis m ultinorm alKR distribution of

equation 22 are derived. The updated KR need not have the sam e basis

dim ension norposition asthepreviousKR basis,solving theproblem ofhow

to allow updatesfrom onerepresentation to thenext,sam e,�nerorcoarser,

representation.

Proceeding,the KR distribution in term s ofthe param eterized height

�eld ofequation 22 is

P̂(s j� n
v;�)=

Z

P(s jhv;�)P̂(hv j�
n
v)dhv (40)
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Thedistribution ofsurfacegiven theheight�eld from equation 9 is

P(s jhv�) =
P(hv js)P(s j�)

P(hv j�)

=
�(hv � h(s;v))P(s j�)

P(hv j�)
(41)

Sim plify theintegraloftheKR distribution to �nd

P̂(s j� n
v;�) =

Z
P(hv js)P(s j�)

P(hv j�)
P̂(hv j�

n
v)dhv

= P(s j�)

Z

�(hv � h(s;v))
P̂(hv j�

n
v)

P(hv j�)
dhv

= P(s j�)
P̂(h(s;v)j� n

v)

P(h(s;v)j�)
(42)

Notehow thefullsurfacedistribution issim ply m odi�ed by theratio

P̂(h(s;v)j� n
v)

P(h(s;v)j�)
(43)

From equation 23 theBayesian updateoftheKR distribution is

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�) =

P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�
n
v;�)

R
P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�

n
v;�)ds

=
P(xn+ 1 js;�)P̂(s j�

n
v;�)

P̂(xn+ 1 j�
n
v;�;�)

(44)

Rewriting theupdated distribution using equation 42 yields

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�) / P(xn+ 1 js;�)P(s j�)�

P̂(h(s;v)j� n
v)

P(h(s;v)j�)

(45)

Form axim ally inform ativeinferenceofthenew KR wem inim ize,from equa-

tion 28,

D (P1(s);P2(s)) = D (P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�);P̂(s j�

n+ 1
v ;�))

=

Z

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)log

 

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)

P̂(s j� n+ 1
v ;�)

!

ds

(46)



A Bayesian Re
ection on Surfaces 18

Notethatitisnotassum ed herethatv and v havethesam edim ension.Ex-

panding the probability distributionswithin the logarithm appearing above

yields

D (P1(s);P2(s)) =

Z

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)

� [�log(P(h(s;v)j�))

+log(P(h(s;v)j�))

+log(P(xn+ 1 js;�))

�log
�

P̂(xn+ 1 j�
n
v;�;�)

�

+log
�

P̂(h(s;v)j� n
v)
�

�log
�

P̂(h(s;v)j� n+ 1
v )

� i

ds (47)

Each term has the form ofan inform ation (or uncertainty). Together the

six term spainta descriptive picture ofhow inform ation isacquired by the

m axim ally inform ative update when taken as three groups oftwo term s:

Denoteby \new KR"thetwo term swith v and � n+ 1
v ,by \previousKR"the

two term s with v and � n
v and no data,and by \new data" the two term s

with data dependency. Now,noting the signs on these quantities,because

D is positive,the whole point ofchoosing a good � n+ 1 approxim ation by

m inim izing D isthat

Expected inform ation in new KR ’

(Expected inform ation in previousKR

+Expected inform ation in new data) (48)

orin very rough term swem ay seetheupdateascapturing thesum -totalof

theavailableknowledge

Totalknowledge= Priorknowledge+ New knowledge from data (49)

Because only term sdepending upon theupdateparam etersv and � n+ 1
v are

needed to perform them inim ization,we drop theotherterm satthispoint,

and afterm aking the m ultinorm alsubstitutionsforthe distributionsin the

abovewehave

�D (P1(s);P2(s)) =

Z

P̂(hv jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)log(N (�v;�v )(hv))dhv
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�

Z

P̂(hv jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)log

�

N (�n+ 1
v ;�n+ 1

v )(hv)
�

dhv

(50)

Tosim plifytheP̂’sappearingin equation 50,thedistribution ofsurfacegiven

old knowledgeand new data,m arginalized to theheight�eld v,isuseful,as

isseen by observing equations47 and 50.Thus,consider

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�) / N (M (�)s;�n+ 1� )(xn+ 1)N (�s;�s)(s)

�
N (�n

v;�
n
v)(h(s;v))

N (�v;�v)(h(s;v))
(51)

found by m aking substitutionsinto 45 forthe assum ed distributions. Since

itisnotnecessarily the case thatvi 2 fvjg orthatvi 2 fvjg. proceed by

m arginalizing to the union ofthe com ponentsofv and v,which we denote

v [ v,and then to thev com ponents.LetA v[v;s denotetheprojection from

vs to v [ v,A v;v[v denote the projection from v [ v to v,and A v;v denote

the projection from v to v. In perform ing the two projections(from vs to

v [ v,and then from v [ v to v)in orderwe �nd (notnecessarily in m ost

sim pleform ),using resultsofappendices12.2{12.5,that

Z

P̂(s jxn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)dsnv = N (�R;�R )(hv) (52)

where

�R
v = �R (�

�1
Q �v

Q + (�n
v)

�1 �n

v
� ��1

v �v)

��1
R = ��1

Q + (�n
v)

�1 � ��1
v (53)

and where

�
Q

v = A v;v[vA v[v;s�
P
s

��1
Q = A v;v[vA v[v;s�

�1
P A T

v[v;sA
T
v;v[v

(54)

�P
s = �P (�

�1
s �s + M T��1

� xn+ 1)

��1
P = ��1

s + M T��1
� M

(55)

�n

v
= A v;v�

n

v
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(�n
v)

�1 = A v;v(�
n
v)

�1 A T
v;v

(56)

�v = A v;v�v

��1
v = A v;v�

�1
v A T

v;v

(57)

�v = A v;s�s

��1
v = A v;s�

�1
s A T

v;s

(58)

Using the resultsofappendix 12.6,the quantitiesofequation 53 above cor-

respond to thevaluesofthem ean and standard deviation param etersofthe

new KR,found at the m inim um Kullback Leibler distance,i.e. the m ini-

m ization isim m ediately apparentfrom thoseresults.Thus:

� n+ 1
v = (�n+ 1

v ;�n+ 1
v )

�
n+ 1
v = �R

v

�n+ 1
v = �R

v (59)

Equations53aretheGeneralized Kalm an Filter(GKF)updateequationsfor

thesurfaceinferenceexam ple,yetarequiteabitm oregeneral(thenecessary

changeofvariablesneeded when theforward projection isnonlinearappears

in appendix 12.10). Having these update equations allows one to consider

updating a representation ofany dim ension relativeto theoriginalrepresen-

tation. Thus. knowledge m ay be represented in �nerdetail,corresponding

to the old representation being contained in the new,knowledge m ay be

represented in thesam edetail,corresponding to thecasewhen thenew rep-

resentation isthesam eastheoldrepresentation,orknowledgem aybetossed,

corresponding to thecasewhen thenew representation doesnotcontain the

old representation. The m axim ally inform ative inference approach and its

resultoftheKullback Leiblerdistanceon conditionalposteriorsled directly

hereto deriving theGKF and thesolution oftheproblem ofstoring knowl-

edge atscalesadaptive to the actualneedsofthe data driving the update.

Thestandard KF isdiscussed in [1].
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7 Specializing the G K F

W hen the surface ofinterest is itselfa discrete height �eld, and the KR

representation basisneverchangesin dim ension norposition from thatheight

�eld’sbasis,then allprojectionsappearing in equations53 and following are

identities,and the update equationssim plify to the standard Kalm an �lter

equations, in e�ect equations 55 only, given suitable identi�cation ofthe

variables.

8 Inform ation learned

Oncea new setofparam etershasbeen chosen,and forthepurposeofeval-

uating the new update in the contextofotherpossible updatesatdi�erent

scales,using di�erentrepresentationalbases,itisusefultohavethequantity

ofinform ation about the surface distribution that is contained in the KR

atthe m axim ally inform ative update.Using theresultsofappendix 12.6 in

equation 50 wehavethisinform ation,up to a constant,isgiven by

IR = C(xn+ 1;�
n
v;�;�)

+
1

2

�

Tr
h

(�R + U(�R � �v))
 ��1
v

i

+ log(j�v j)
�

�
1

2

�

Tr
h

�R 
 ��1
R

i

+ log(j�R j)
�

(60)

Note that the d’s (representation basis dim ensions) from the dlog(2�)’s of

equation 94 have cancelled. However the d’s rem ain hidden within the

term sasm atrix dim ensions. W hen considering optim izing learned inorm a-

tion againststorageresources,onem ustweigh a separatecostin bitsforthe

m em ory used againstthe bitslearned,the expression above. Note also,in-

terestingly theexpression abovecontainsaBIC-likelog(d)dependenceterm .

9 Search for update param eters

Now thatwe know whatthe update equationsforthe updating ofthe KR

distribution look like,itisworthwhile considering how an updating schem e

m ightbeim plem ented toacquireinform ation attheappropriatescale.First,

we dism issthe notion thatwe willeverbeusing the continuousheight�eld

vs (the supportofs)atany tim e.None ofthe update equationsforce that
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to happen! Second, since we have concluded that com putationally vs is

a discrete set,and since there willalways be pathologicalcases where the

surfaceism uch rougherthan wecareto represent,weacknowledgethatfact

and proceed by presenting a usefulalgorithm which allowsthe updating of

theKR whilem aintaining theability to explorea largerangeofscales.The

following m ultigrid-stylealgorithm providesthegeneral
avor:

� Choosevs denserby severalordersofscalethan thecurrentrepresen-

tation,and using othercriteria associated with the knowledge ofthe

data acquisition system (seebelow).

� Choosev atregularscalesinterm ediatebetween vs and theold KR on

v,com putetheupdateson allv chosen atthesescales.

� Com putetheinform ation learned ateach scale.

� Plot the inform ation learned as a function ofincreasing density (de-

creasing scale).

� Choose,based on exploration ofthe plot,and costs associated with

storing the learned inform ation,whether to explore other octaves of

scale.IfChooseto explore,repeataboveprocedure.

� Ifchoice is to pick an inform ationally and storage attractive KR,do

thisand updatetherepresentation accordingly.

In the surface reconstruction problem data often com es in the form ofim -

ages. The im agesm ay com e from devices with vastly di�erentresolutions,

and theknown param etersofpixelsize,pointspread function and geom etry

determ inetheappropriatereconstruction scale.Finally adapting thesurface

to resolve atsub-pixelscalesrequiresa m em ory-aggressive approach which

extends the exploration farther outon the learning curve towards sm aller,

denserrepresentation scales.

10 C onclusion

Field inferencehasbeen generalized from thetypicaldiscrete�xed-basisset-

ting to a continuous-basis setting. The problem ofsurface inference was
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solved in thecontextofcontinuous�eld inference.Using theapproach ofac-

quiringthem axim ally inform ativeKR distribution,theGKF 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 al-

lowsthelearning ofinform ation attherelevantscalesdesired.Itprovidesan

inform ation-theoreticjusti�cation forlocation-dependentadaptivem ulti-grid

inference.Italso e�ectively providessim ilarjusti�cation forascale-adaptive

M DL m ethod.Thisisapparently the�rsttim ethatthem axim ally inform a-

tive inference ofcontinuous-basis objects and the m ultigrid approach have

been rigorously justi�ed.
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12 A ppendices

12.1 Construction ofa 2D surfaceprior

Inthisappendixwe�rstintroducethereadertothefourierrepresentationofa

gaussian process,then usingthenotionsdeveloped �nd therepresentation for

a 2D gaussian processoverthe plane,where the correlationsofthe process

at points x and y are proportionalto exp(�kjx � yj), k > 0, a sim ple

translation-invariantchoice forthe form ofthe correlation structure ofthe

probabilitydensityofsurfaceshavingtheplaneassupport.Theutilityforthe

GKF ofhavingthisprocessisthatitservesasasim plycom puted algorithm ic

representation ofthepriorforsurfaceshaving theplaneassupport.
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12.1.1 Thediscrete gaussian process

Consider f(n;c),n 2 ZN = f�N ;:::;�1;0;1;:::;N g,a discrete process

with expression asthefourierexpansion

f(n;c)=

NX

k= �N

cke
ikn (61)

where the coe�cientsc = (c k)are constrained by f 2 R so thatck = c��k ,

and the n and k range over ZN . Let the coe�cients be random variables:

ck = xk+ iyk with xk � N (0;�k)and yk � N (0;�k)both gaussian distributed

random variables with m ean 0 and standard deviation �k. Now,dropping

thek’s,thejointdensity of(x;y)isgiven by

Px;y(x;y)=
e�x

2=2�2

p
2��

e�y
2=2�2

p
2��

: (62)

From thisthejointdensity of(r;�)wherer=
p
x2 + y2 and � = arctan(y=x)

isgiven by

Pr;�(r;�)=
re�r

2=2�2

2��2
: (63)

Thedensity ofr isgiven directly by integrating over�

Pr(r)=
re�r

2=2�2

�2
; (64)

whilethedensity of� isgiven directly by integrating overr

P�(�)=
1

2�
: (65)

M aking a change ofvariables,the density ofcc� = x2 + y2 = r2 isgiven by

theexponentialdistribution

Pcc�(u)=
e�u=2�

2

2�2
(66)

Thedistribution ofck+ c�k = 2Re[ck]= 2xk,k > 0isofinterestbecausethe

processisreal.

Pc+ c�(u)=
e�u

2=2(2�)2

p
2�2�

(67)
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which isjusta gaussian with zero m ean buttwice the variance ofthe com -

ponents x and y of c. Note that the actual coe�cients in equation 61

cke
ikn + c�k e

�ikn = 2Re[cke
ikn]also have the distribution ofequation 67

sincethephaseofck isuniform ly distributed in [0;2�].

Now,given a setofintegers � � ZN we m ay ask forthe density ofthe

sam pled valuesoftheprocessf at� = (n1;n2;:::;nm )

f(�)= (f(n1);f(n2);:::;f(nm )); (68)

wherem = j�j;ni2 ZN ;i= 1;:::;m .De�ne

f(�;c)= (f(n1;c);f(n2;c);:::;f(nm ;c)) (69)

Then theprobability density function which describesthesam pled valuesis

P(f(�))=

Z

�(f(�)� f(�;c))P(c)dc (70)

where

P(c)= P(c0)

NY

k= 1

P(ck + c�k ) (71)

Note that that the density ofP(f(�)) is m ultivariate gaussian since the

representation off(�;c)asafourierseriesshowsthatitisthesum ofgaussian

random vectorswith com ponents2Re[cke
ikn].Thecovariancesoftheprocess

arefound as

�m ;n = E [f(m )f(n)] = E [f(m )f�(n)]

= E

2

4

NX

k;l= �N

ckc
�
le

i(km �ln)

3

5

=

NX

k= �N

E [ckc
�
k]e

ik(m �n)

= F[E [ckc
�
k]](m � n) (72)

whereweused thefactthatthecoe�cientsofdi�erentfrequency areuncor-

related fork 6= l,i.e E [ckc
�
l]= 0 fork 6= l.De�nethepowerspectrum R(k)

as

R(k)= E [ckc
�
k] (73)
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Then we have that the covariance is given by the fourier transform ofthe

powerspectrum ,

�m ;n = E [f(m )f(n)]= F[R](m � n)= �m �n (74)

wherewehaveacknowledged thatthecovariancestructureisdependentonly

upon thedi�erencem � n.From thisweseethattheinversefouriertransform

ofthecovarianceisthepowerspectrum ,

F
�1 [�u](k)= R(k) (75)

Finally,notethatthedensity ofckc
�
k given by equation 66 allowsusto infer

theparam eters�k which arethestandard deviationsofthegaussian processes

xk and yk underlying thecoe�cientsc k,sincefrom equation 66

E [ckc
�
k]=

Z

u
e�u=2�

2

k

2�2k
du = 2�2k (76)

In thenextsection thebasisforgaussian processesdeveloped hereisextended

to thecontinuous2D caseto com putethepowerspectrum ofa processspec-

i�ed by a continuous-basiscovariancestructure.

12.1.2 Thecontinuous-basis2D process

Sim ilarto thedevelopm entin thelastsection,in two dim ensions,given the

continuous-basiscovariance �x = exp(�kjxj),k > 0.,the powerspectrum

isfound astheinverse fouriertransform ofthecovariance,i.e.

R(u = (u;v)) = F
�1
2
[�x](u;v)

=

Z Z

e
�kj(x;y)j

e
�iux

e
�ivy

dxdy (77)

M akethechangeofvariables(x;y)! (r;�)sothatx = rcos(�),y = rsin(�),

then

R(u;v)=

Z 1

0

Z
2�

0

e
�kr

e
�ir(ucos(�)+ vsin(�))

rdrd� (78)

Forsim plicity,m ake the furtherchange ofvariables(u;v)! (s;�)so that

u = scos(�),v = ssin(�),so that

R(s;�) =

Z
1

0

Z
2�

0

e
�kr

e
�irs(cos(�)cos(�)+ sin(�)sin(�))

rdrd�



A Bayesian Re
ection on Surfaces 27

=

Z 1

0

Z
2�

0

e
�kr

e
�irscos(���)

rdrd�

=

Z
1

0

re
�kr

Z
2�

0

e
�irscos(���)

d�dr

R(s) = 2�

Z
1

0

re
�kr

J0(rs)dr (79)

Finally,

R(u) =
2�k

(juj
2
+ k2)3=2

(80)

Notethatwehaveneglected theproportionality constant1=2� in thefourier

transform , am ounting to norm alizing the delta function to 2�, and have

scaled u to unitsofcyclesper2�.Notealso thatboth thecovarianceofthe

processandthepowerspectrum scalewiththesam eproportionalityconstant.

Harm onicanalysisisdiscussed in [3]

12.2 M ultinorm aldensity M GF

The m om entgenerating function fora probability distribution f isde�ned

asthefunctional

M [f](�)= Ef[e
Tr[U (�;x)]] (81)

where U(y;z) is de�ned such that U = [Uij]and Uij(y;z) := yizj,from

which holdstheproperty

@kM [f](�)

@�i1 :::�ik
j�= 0

= E f[xi1 :::xik] (82)

i.e the m om ents are found as derivatives ofthe M GF with respect to the

param eter� at� = 0.

Takethem ultinorm aldensity function forx

P(x j�) = N (�)(x)

= N (�;�)(x)

=
1

(2�)d=2 j�j1=2
exp(�

1

2
Tr[U(x � �)
 ��1 ]) (83)
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where U(y)isde�ned such thatUij(y):= Uij(y;y)and d = D im (x). The

M GF ofN (�)(x)isthen given by

M [N (�)(x)](�)= E [eTr[U (�;x)]j�]

=

Z
1

(2�)d=2 j�j1=2
exp(�

1

2
Tr[U(x � �)
 ��1 ]+ Tr[U(�;x)])dx

(84)

M inustwicetheexponentoftheintegralabovem ay bewritten as

Tr[U(x � �)
 ��1 ]� 2Tr[U(�;x)] = Tr[U(x � (� � � �))
 � �1 ]

+Tr[U(�)
 ��1 ]

�Tr[U(� � � �)
 � �1 ]

= Tr[U(x � (� � � �))
 � �1 ]

�Tr[U(�)
 �]

�2Tr[U(�;�)] (85)

from which them om entgenerating function isim m ediately found as

M [N (�)(x)](�)= exp(Tr[U(�;�)]+
1

2
Tr[U(�)
 �]) (86)

From theabovewehave

E [xij�]= � i

E [(xi� �i)(xj � �j)j�]= � ij (87)

which agreeswith the calculation ofappendix 12.2. Two thingsto note:1.

The inverse of� is assum ed to exist. 2. Allm om ents are determ ined by

sim pleproductsand sum softheparam eters(�;�).

12.3 M ultinorm allinearchangeofvariables

Letting y = Ax be the change ofvariables,where P(x j�) = N (�)(x),

theM GF ofthedensity P(y j�)isfound from the M GF ofthedensity for

P(x j�)in a straightforward m anneras

M [P(y j�)](�) = E [eTr[U (�;y)]j�]
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= E [eTr[U (�;Ax)]j�] (88)

= E [eTr[U (A
T �;x)]j�]

= exp(Tr[U(�;A T
�)]+

1

2
Tr[U(A T

�)
 �])

= exp(Tr[U(A�;�)]+
1

2
Tr[U(�)
 (A�A T)])

(89)

Notethatthedroppedsubscriptsxandx ofthe�and� areeasilydeterm ined

by the context,and thatthe density used to take the expectation naturally

changed in equation 88 from P(y j�)to P(x j�)withoutconfusion.W ith

thisresultand referringtoequation 86and precedingwe�nd thatthedensity

fory ism ultinorm alwith

�y = A�x

�y = A�xA
T (90)

Notethateverywherethecondition ofA wasneitherm entioned norassum ed,

thusA m ay bea rectangularm atrix orotherwisenotoffullrank.

12.4 M ultinorm alprojections

Anotherusefuloperationisthatofprojectionontoasubsetofthecom ponents

oftheargum entofthem ultinorm aldistribution.Projectionsm aybetrivially

represented asa linearoperation,wherethe\projection m atrix" istypically

a rectangularm atrix having the form ofa unique (single)elem ent ofvalue

1 in each row and colum n,zeroeselsewhere.Finding thedistribution ofthe

projected variablesisequivalent to the operation ofm arginalizing overthe

com ponentsnotin theprojection.LetA betheprojection m atrix selecting a

subsetofthevariablesofx asy = Ax.Then,usingtheresultofsection 12.3,

weim m ediately �nd integralsoftheform

Z

N (�;�)(x)dx ny = N (A�;A�A T)(y) (91)

Both vectorA� and them atrixA�A T arenow justappropriately rearranged

pieces ofthe originalvector� and m atrix �. Speci�cally,ify k = xik then

[A�A T]pq = �ipjq.
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12.5 M ultinorm alm ultiplication

Oneoperation which frequently occursin Bayesian inferenceisthatoftaking

the productoftwo m ultinorm aldistributionsofthe sam e variable and nor-

m alizingthatproductto�nd anew distribution.Findingthenew �= (�;�)

am ountsto com pleting thesquare,butitisusefultostatetheresult,and we

do thishere.Let� 1 = (�1;�1)and � 1 = (�1;�1)betheparam etersofthe

m ultinorm aldistributionsin theproduct.Then

� = �(� �1
1 �1 + ��1

2 �2)

�= (� �1
1 + ��1

1 )�1 (92)

12.6 Expected uncertainty in m ultinorm als

Itisusefulto know theexpected uncertainty ofonegaussian distribution in

thecontextofanother.Considerthequantity

E [�log(P(� 2)(x))j� 1]= �

Z

N (�1;�1)(x)log(N (�2;�2)(x))dx (93)

which occursin sim ilarform in thedevelopm entoftheGeneralized Kalm an

Filter(section 6)and representstheexpected uncertainty,orentropy,ofthe

surfacerepresentation in thecontextoftheupdated surfacedistribution.The

value ofthisintegralisfound straightforwardly using the resultsm entioned

in appendix 12.2 as

E [�log(N (�2;�2)(x))j� 1] =
1

2
E
h

Tr[U(x � �2)
 ��1
2
]
i

+
d

2
log(2�)+

1

2
log(j�2j)

=
1

2
Tr

h

(�1 + U(� 1 � �2))
 ��1
2

i

+
d

2
log(2�)+

1

2
log(j�2j)

(94)

12.7 M axim izing theexpected inform ation

Varying �2,them inim um valueoftheuncertainty aboveoccurswhen � 2 =

� 1. That this is true for the � com ponent of� 2 is im m ediate from the
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positive de�nite quadratic nature ofthe �rst term . For the � com ponent

the following factfollowing from the propertiesofdeterm inantsand m atrix

inversesfacilitatestheresult:

@j�j

@�kl

= (�1)k+ l
Cofkl(�)

j�j
= ��1

kl (95)

12.8 Noteson m atrix inversesand subm atrices

Given theinvertiblem atrix V ,com posed in thefollowing m annerofsubm a-

tricesV11,V12,V21,V22,

A =

"

V11 V12

V21 V22

#

(96)

and itsinverse

A
�1 =

"

V̂11 V̂12

V̂21 V̂22

#

(97)

then itisim m ediatethatthefollowing relationshipshold am ong thesubm a-

trices
"

I11 N 12

N 21 I22

#

=

"

V11V̂11 + V12V̂21 V11V̂12 + V12V̂22

V21V̂11 + V22V̂21 V21V̂12 + V22V̂22

#

(98)

where I and N represent the identity and zero m atrices respectively. Any

quadratic operatorxTQx m ay be decom posed using projection m atricesA

and A wherethesearediagonalm atriceswith oneand zero entriesonly,and

where

A + A = I (99)

in thefollowing m anner

x
T
Qx = x

T(A + A)Q(A + A)Tx

= x
T
AQ A AxA + x

T
AQ A A

x
A
+ x

T

A
Q
A A
xA + x

T

A
Q
A A
x
A

(100)

Now,assum eQ issym m etricand thatboth itand Q A A and Q
A A

areinvert-

ible,and rewritethisform asthesum oftwo term sasfollows

x
T
Qx = (xA � �)TQ A A(xA � �)+ C(x

A
)

= x
T
AQ A AxA � x

T
AQ A A

x
A
� x

T

A
Q
A A
xA + �

T
Q A A� + C(x

A
)

(101)
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where� = (Q A A)
�1 Q

A A
x
A
.Thus

C(x
A
)= x

T

A

�

Q
A A

� Q
A A
(Q A A)

�1
Q
A A

�

x
A

(102)

Applying theidentitiesofequation 98

Q A A Q̂ A A
+ Q

A A
Q̂
A A

= N
A A

(103)

followed by

Q
A A
Q̂
A A

+ Q
A A
Q̂
A A

= I
A A

(104)

�nd that

Q
A A

� Q
A A
(Q A A)

�1
Q
A A

= (Q̂
A A
)�1 (105)

so that

C(x
A
)= x

T

A
(Q̂

A A
)�1 x

A
(106)

which im m ediately providesan alternatem ethod form arginalizing gaussian

distributions.

12.9 Alternateinverse form s

In the GKF update equations expressions forupdating inverse m atrices in

term softhe sum ofotherinverse m atricesoccur. Because one ofthe sum -

m and m atricesm aynotbewell-conditioned,itisofinterestto�nd an expres-

sion forthe updated m atrix in term softheotherm atrices,which explicitly

is not a function ofthe inverse m atrices. Thus,let P,Q,R be invertible

m atricessuch that

P
�1 = Q

�1 + R
�1 (107)

Then we�nd

P = Q � Q(Q + R)�1 Q (108)

by thefollowing directsubstitution

PP
�1 = (Q � Q(Q + R)�1 Q)(Q �1 + R

�1 )

= I� Q
h

(Q + R)�1 (I+ QR
�1 )� R

�1
i

= I (109)
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12.10 Nonlinearforward projection

In the nonlinear forward projection case the projection is given by f(s),

where f(�) is a nonlinear function ofs rather then the linear form M s.

Because the derivative ofthe forward projection is often a straightforward

objectto com pute,expand f(s)aboutthem ean oftheold surface,�s

x = f(�s)+
@f

@s
j�

s
(s� �s)+ � (110)

Letting M =
@f
@s j�

s
wehave

P(x js;�) = N ((f(�s)� M �s)+ M s;��)(x)

= N (M s;��)(x � (f(�
s
)� M �

s
))

(111)

so thatthe appropriate changes to be m ade to the GKF update equations

aresim ply

x ! x � (f(�
s
)� M �

s
)

M !
@f
@s j�

s
(112)

whileeverything elseotherwiserem ainsthesam e.
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GKF Update Loop Equation

Bayes update

MaxInfo Approx.

The elements going into  are the prior, restricted to some knowledge  about the
field, .  (In the main text example,  is the set of known surface height field values.)
and the Knowledge Representation (KR) distribution is , which is the learned
knowledge about the specifics of the surface at the 'th iteration of the GKF.

These form the approximate posterior  given by the integral over  of the product of
the KR distribution and the prior distribution given  known, that is

 (1)

At update , the new data and the approximate posterior from iteration n are incorporated 
using the likelihood  and Bayes' theorem to produce the data-dependent posterior 
written . Then, the new KR that caputres an approximation to this exact poste-
rior using (1) above with  via Maximally informative statistical inference completes 
the GKF loop.

Figure 1 - Generalized Kalman Filter Update Loop

xn 1+ P s Θn xn 1+,( )

P s Θn( )

Θn Θn 1+→

P s Θn( ) H
P s H( ) H

P H Θn( )
n

P s Θn( ) H
H

P s Θn( ) P s H( ) P H Θn( ) dH∫= s

n 1+
P xn 1+ s( )

P s Θn xn 1+,( )
n n 1+→


