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5 G RBLA IS (kS 12322116, 12271428, 12226004 1 12326606) FE 5 & S HF &% (kS : 2023YFC3503400) %
BB H

HE RAAZ- N EZNEFAANR, BEEF KRG, BEEHFE G, BRAEMRIHMRFR
SIREAGBAE ZWAEA. 2T REBEAEZE, AMIFINEN AR B KRME L, 72
SHE— NI, BT R R, £ EF REMEHRRRFIR, AT EHRLT RIS
SHE—ANeBMET, MEREZ 2 Ra RN ENT AT EER, SHFESE T AW
TEZE. T ZIX— B, KRN Bayes it # W75 B, #if 4 B H T Bayes RIEE®
EHERE TRTEENFIHFFR, RAARTFRESHKEUNHEER G EANEFHEE (w
M 774) Bk R RARMW, B & EIAFOHEBAFHRFER. ASCRE T4 TIRE K F A2
LT IR % Bayes RIEE W, A%l A€ | Bayes EREM . ARTH M. K itEHEFTEGEIT A
BARWF T EREIE WK T, & EEATIRYE Bayes KIE 77 ik o0 AR 58 B E . AZQH R
R, R & R A0 T7 ik DLRCR R T RE BB R 7 1.

X§EA REM TIR% Bayes 7 BRIXEE Zodlr ERKERE
MSC (2020) E&457Z  65L09, 49N45, 62F15

1 45

BB 3t B PR AR 7 T ol R % TR A [ LA I R [ 58 4k A 5 3 2 AR 1
M2 TR FLE R 2 0E. B 20 TS 50 SRAX, FRREE Bk B B 2R 56 TRE U 755K, S A i3k
37 HERURE, 1B O8N A S — A EERT T (SO0 [41]). 4 X MY RTEL
PEAsTa], S i EUE 2T MW B v e YV HEWE RS HL o e X X BRI S0 DL Es 2 18] (1 5%
A AN R

y=G(u), (1.1)
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PURMES: ToPR4E Bayes RIUEFLIS 5 HVE

Hf G: X = Y BOSSHEIN s (BFROYIEHRE 7). 1IEH5E 7R lid 25 8l 2 18 R R 1)
BB, N, 78RR BIR BUR Hh aT B A AN R s sh 7 e 7, FEBUE R IR T B iR
PRJ7RE U1 FERUR 53 B R A A 22 I 2% (22, 157) A SR i i e LN e A 5 A MR R ) (R s L 0
MR B IR 22), HEARIE Al HOfE DU 2, (B GETHE R e Wl ARG, X BB R80T RN 1
PR

y = G(u) +mn, (1.2)

For np R MMMEFE . 5T HoAd Qg me AR mTk— 202 W SCHk [121].

78 20 20 5L, o0 P a) R B0 IR, BT T A, R P B ) R ) — AN IR A A
AT E 1, B 2 B2 K Hadamard B0 78 1923 F45 H03E @ PEMES, HAE 3 AN, W+
B3R AR AR AT R IR 0T

(1) (MBI RAER) X THAER ye Y, BVFE D ue X, 115 y = G(u);

(2) (R RME—1): X THAR yeY, BEHFE D ue X, H1F y=G(u);

(3) (1 A R SO T 240 ) S8 o TSRO T I B s .

SR, MR AR G ORI 5 27 AR 55 LR ) J o R AN AR 3K 8 A% i R ANAE G IRELIR P
fl AT BEANATAE; 2475 8 AT PRI B s By N e I, o Pl e AN P —; IETR R B2 AT i, g1
REWRTAF Y. KT 3 ANTTHBIRE IR, 72 Wk (79, 5 2 ). IEREYIXLREE, A
1T 8 B ) REAEAR A R — BN 8] A A 51 R 2 R AR 78 70 BN, JRIBERL B8 Tikhonov P - B3V
PEH T IRk 7572 [69:204) ) FLBEA AR 5 REANIE 5 i R ) — ANy A B 20 DR 10, 3¢ Jot i) Rt ) —
AN ABAIE 7 i @, M) FH XA ALLE € 1) R SR AT S il e ) A s AU 23 LRI R R, IR AR TG i
TERT FE B A R, £ M) Banach 7% [A] b 57 1R WAk 7732502 AN3d 5E 1) @A 70 AR — 4 E 2 45U
(ZWCHR [193]). KT IEMME kI R R, Sk [17) 4 H T 5 1A,

AE AR5 32530 B0 AR T P B A B 28 A A 2 B — A S A . B AN, 1R
1970 SEHSCHER [75] 1, Franklin £ 4o S il @R AL N Bayes SEiHHENT IR R, £E7] 7> Hilbert 7%
] L VEANHES T Gauss J650 . Gauss B THIE N Bayes J5ie. MR I TH568 I RIBR I, Bayes
BEOTEIFRAR R AR R E. ANF T RNV, Bayes RIE T IER AR WIS #RER A5 M B
MU &L, BEALPE SO T U0 206 FAUE AN 2 . A\ Bayes IEJTVEII A E KRG, )8 I fEAS 2
ZR BN IS T, T2 2 T AT RGBS A NS e 45 31 1) )5 SRR 0 A, X — MR A 2
T RSN EMNE, 2S8EENERERE. KT ERMES10, S Harh ki, 3-ATTLL
25 A E B ZHUN (R ISE MR R A TE), FFF G5 A0 PR Bl R A SR, 2
TR ARG S, AT — B NGE 7%, 7 SERr ) U R B R SR, 40 B 2 g
Pyst Ay 12231,

H 1970 4F Franklin W) TAEZ )5, £%) Bayes #7150 K JE F EEPEHRYE Bayes HEWTT
5. HIGAE R BHR UL 7 L, Tarantola 7E3: %35 [202] i & 1A IR4E23 0] P ) Bayes I T72%,
R, 2B E R 5 FATCIRYAE S 8] i KR Sttt (U B T T AN e 4 ) 1A R T
Bayes LSBT fE5R 3 [121] H, Kaipio 1 Somersalo 56 % ik | A R4E Bayes KIHEL I A
HAE X S 2t . mEPTRAR S Do = U S 2 g b R . fEE 3 [36] Y, Calvetti Al
Somersalo T AN2H | Bayes [ s A (AR o 5073 SRTM, AW Tdcs) 77 18 e il il — s 72 o PR
dir W BRI SE M TR RGA S F BN BEE. T A BRYER Bayes [ 72,
IR SR SR — MG A, Pk B )RR B, A5 2 R AR R SRS M A IR ZE Bayes [T
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HERE HeE 55k 8 M

TR M BB S R R, RN OB, B Bayes”. “JuBSHEL. P Bayes” MEESHUE T 2N, (EAL
T —Le ]/, 40, (1) 7 2004 4F, Lassas Al Samuli 1451 FRSIEZR B, 3E 45 B8 2 2 [B] i 48 22 2
6T ) Bayes JHETCIES 1B BN IR I EAG T, RIS 058 PR FFL SR RIVE T 22 B B AR 2L
Y NI 2, 31 B 4 22 S T AN 2 To PR 4 7 [A) v (R 5 FOME R DI FEE. (2) A7 PRZE 7 18] ooty g (B A L
7 Markov %% Monte Carlo (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) HyZ: [ A 2502 0] T B8 He4E 2 3 hn
FA B, BEA B AR R I R R R T R (S WK [48]), IXFR# T Bayes SR JTTIEAE R
Y ) R R

AT RPEX L, Cotter 55 45 75 2009 EIFBIMEHLFE T ToBR4E Bayes Sl (113 e PE 18, 2
82 b, 1970 4F Franklin BI3CHR [75] FEEA 7 LMR4E Bayes Sy id @ Y BG4I, (HH A 7404
XF Gauss 7 ARG G S ), HJ7 i CLELHAE BIARZE L AF Gauss 55 5 — AL, BJE,
Stuart 195 FEHI IR T JCIR4E Bayes OIS & VEERIE « H7 AT RO AN 2 450 T 1) MCMC
S, PR — B R AR HE SR G S I AE 3 R U« e sl U5 REIBGH S i« T #ufe &  RATI
HUR A B R R B S A . ERYE Bayes SO JTIER M T S AR4ERC A —FER M, A%
FETCIRYE 7 (M AL Bayes € PEFIE . JEURHIRE S, BT B BOEIR B AT eI B e — 2, FROy 5k
Bayes. FFEHC. BT LB EL. B Bayes” BB, “Jt Bayes. B EHU EEFHE LH NE A
i s HICPRYERT 73 Banach 75 8] b MR B2 B0 . BEATL S B 38R 45, R MR 1 MR 2 47 4b.
(1) M3 T Bayes 3&@E M, RIS I0MEZ I EEAFAE « P — HOESRARI T WA E. TCPR4E Bayes IEH)
T E PRI 23 J7 BRI € MR BRI 55 Bayes Sl B SR HIIC R TR, (2) TCPR4E Bayes S FE
Wt T o IRZE 7 ) b i BAR AR (To PR 47 1A) L ) SR SR MR I 2, AT & T S INBUE s 2y 7 A 23 A
Mg, g5 A BRAEE T R WCSicE 204 1. (3) JoRYE Bayes S BRI A5 3RATTAT LA SE B b 2 372
Bayes Pt 5 TG0 R 47 (8] E i) IE AL J592: 691 2 [ RIBR R, (4) BELFRAE TG PR 4k~ (8] EA4EE Bayes SR
VORI A 1 ) P DG B 4 22 1) S 1) B (i el 705 R B e ) PR ARG, DA T ) 2 il A R AN T
Wk B Rk, BT A BEE . Hessian {5 BHIFEEEME T, AL GIA “efith. EE#H
AR TT 5. FE9 b, Se o T Jo R4 2 [ L fy 1) e, R B HCHEIR 2 mT RE R f i — 20 OB 7 S8 %, | iz 3t
HBLAE AN SR, i Bl 75 R R TR AT AT (225) LA 2 ST AT 166,151

LR R PO K R, TR 4E Bayes SOEIIE 5 5% CAE 0 BN I In) AT 78 ) — A B 2R
AU, ASCBAEM Bayes 1€ ARRICEBUEILT . 30 mfhTE SRR IR R S
THER R S 7 AR ERIA (A 78 TAE, [ I JCPR4E Bayes J I8 77 I FE A 70 LS « A% OoFF 52 i) 8L
A G RN AR AR KT BERITIE TT 5 7], DAL 1 g — Ut 2 MERA Tt Fe il s e it — Moy
RGMEES. BARINTUR T BRIy, (HERTIRATAT RN, — 2 S R R A B a & HER,
PSRBT 1O R AU AL AR 7 (136,196, 214]

AR THNERZHW . 5 2 1555 4 AN/NREE Bayes O 138 @ YEELR AIEUEE T 757k, B
IS, 56 2.1 AN fa B A R TEBR 4 25 (8] 1 Gauss MESRMIFE, Fa5 H S S0 ME 28 I 25 1) — Lk S gt
J&. 55 2.2 /AN ANEMLI A FE 45 H TCPBR4E Bayes A3\, JEfRIIR Bayes [T (P, d) &EENE. 5 2.3 /)
TSR PR IC BB, A PR AE B EOE T R A B 5 2.4 /NTTXTCIR4E Bayes B IR K5 B Al
Th Gt R BAR AT R N A1, ETT R Bayes J7VE S IEMMEITIERI G R, 55 3 970 4 AN/
Bayes [SUHE P JEWMFESE. 58 3.1 /NI RIET Metropolis-Hastings ik — MHESE, F3E T — OHESL
AR H WL 4 Bl BN E S, 58 3.2 /NI AR Kalman SR HEAT fRIWIHI2H, J40 H BoR i
WEFCRERE. 28 3.3 /N AN 3 AR5 1~ HE O Tl B/ 4RI B HLAS 22 S T FE AL HE T T . 26 3.4 /)
FEREET Darcy WiiE F) 8, MEE S BRI A FE PR B BOANAR I, DT 1) WA JFG PR 2 ) A 3 BRE 25 )
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PURMES: ToPR4E Bayes RIUEFLIS 5 HVE

WM fJE, B4 TTHESERINGE R 451 Bernstein-von Mises & PR A TR 4E Bayes IE G811 B
W TR .

2 Bayes EIEL

AT B TR H LK E AERT 7 Banach 77 ) LRI EE. SRS, 7EXTH ILHMEZR I ZA T
SERW TR, Xt Bayes 38 € PEBNSHEZHEAT f] 2/ 41, KRBTy J7 FE 8 2 PEBEIR, Bayes
(3 E PRS2 W8 Bayes R THE . BUEIEITEIS . JEISTHETU T I BUCE EIR RRA. $EROR,
{7 B 21 B OB 1 — AR 7T HEZR. A d i a7 22 (ol it e K Aty th B4R A SR s K a Bt v )
WHEHEZR T Bayes IE TR IE WAL T2 18] (O 2.

2.1 SEIGEEERNE

Bayes S5 5 {0F FE 5 R (V0 e Srmh A< I 58 o T s 3 N0 2« e MR 40 58— i 5 T o (A T
7y Banach ZE[A] £, (A A] 7 Banach 25 [A]_E [ BER I EE B XT Bayes S A M 70 BAT EE 1
X TePRAETT 7323 8] RN EE PG O AR AW T s s, 58 T3 07 A — M8, JEOS R A 1 2

A2 WLOCHR [25,27,140,181). N LA Gauss I R, S H 32 BB AR BT A B A 44,
4 H FoRNF4r M Hilbert Z510], H M ARANEE S BER () B - . — &S, BB

H = L*(D;R), Bl XAE Lipschitz A IF X D ¢ R _ERIPF 5 Al AR s(d ek 8, Hob d R 23 a1
YR AENT ) Hilbert 2308 H b, FATCAUW R 77 305 LHEHL R £

u :'UJOJFZ'ngjQSj; (21)

j=1

b (65)32, TR H LR HEREEREEE, € = {6)52, R XIEMARI (0 = R, B(Q),P) L
HIALSE R AT I BE LA R A, oy = {352, RN BAERMERITIRF A, uo € H RISBEL R )1
. — =, BEIE (2.1) N Karhunen-Loeve &I, FFAERREUR {4,152, 79 Karhunen-Logve %, 4
H' 2R Hilbert REAS(E], F ERITEEATE AT

0 0 1/2
e = (Zjd<u,¢j>|2> .
j=1
S SR s
LA HY) :={v : D x Q= R|E(||Jv]j3:)?* < oo},

Hrb B R oRMIE. BB & ~N(0,1), v =<7 Bt <s— < MBEHLERE o J&T Hilbert %507
L2y HY), BRW] 4y Hilbert 75 [H B/ Gauss BEALIC, JFFR uw MRAGE XAEF] 4 Hilbert 25 [H H EH)
Gauss ME N (u,C). XF 250 H _ERIRERIE p, 7T XH T ZH TR

C :/ u @ up(du),
H
Hrh @ IR Hilbert 25 L7k & 182 41T Gauss M N (mo, C), I R AIHES, 7T

C=Bu@u=>Y_ 7¢;®¢;. (2.2)

Jj=1
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HERE HeE 55k 8 M

W HIX BTy ZE TR AR AR T, BAESE N {7, 0152, R ERT C KFHILE - F
fIE [ X

L Gauss W EEAE A SEI0 ML, FENLREOE R BT HE 5L Ct (0 <t < s— 2), RIBEHLER BB
T, PR eI 2 AN T S pR A, n gy B AE e . SR, 78 R R 55 S v (1870 Hh it IR R 68 (R
UG (total variation, TV) IENFRAE T Z KR (ZHoCHR (17)). 2T TV IERFEIERI{E
T AR R, MTRESR H TV a0l fE. £ R4 E, TV Jela i ERE A 4, B3
R [145) UER] AT BRYEA = XK TV SE5600 B Tk ELEAHE T B TC R 4E 23 8], Feonlih, EoesE A B
TRIFID G R BA R A& B BON R, T R X — A, Lassas 45 144 #)3& T BSHCA AL Besov i
FE. k20 Hh, Dashti 5% 52 fEICIR4E W] 7 Hilbert 258 3T RIFA (2.1) A1 T Besov M E 1 E
X, TERYE, 2 & RN - TaBor A B W62 — € RIEEIRERS, BEVLEREL o BI W] BLEAE & A Besov
DU RFEAF RN, B, SCHR [108] #E—2BHET™ T Besov 152 X, FIFHZFEFR Besov bR EL S A1 IS,
Y5t T AT AR Besov Zalnil B 5E X, 15 Besov FE A B w] LALE oy X 38 221 1 e 5 ] R AT AT
S

EXT Besov ZEALHSCIGINEE, SCHR [31,92,133] WA /R EUE 45 R R B Besov Joiu vl DLOREFIH
., ABRFFIA G PE A T Haar /ANBEE, PRI ANIEESE s AL B 20117 T7E Haar /NEEE) 40 4% A1
Ab. BT RHXEEAS E , Markkanen 25 16U $2H 7 Cauchy ZE435850; Yao 25 P16 /T TV-Gauss Je56
J&; Hosseini 1 Nigam 7 RG0 50 | R H TR HCZ RSB0 M EE, 45 T Bayes &€ 4047

VERIX— /N B S5 o, FRATTAA b 22Uk B o PR 4E 23 [H] B/ Gauss BENLIGYE Gauss BENLIAH & IR A
IR R, (RN s . RGBS A ot s b, X— IR R AAEEMEM. X4 D cR? |
FIFTIBR v D x Q — R™ FON—ANBENLY, 248 — 7, X TAEEBEER © € D, B u(z;-) Z2H
BT R EMBENARE; 5 —J70, M TEERN w e Q, u(hw) : D —» R* 2—N &Y. ST X D
EEUERR AR {2}, (K RS IERER), HRHLAE (u(z;),. .., u(zk;-)) £ Gauss FEHLIAE,
TR w2 —A Gauss FENLIZ. X5 T Gauss BHLIZ, W LAG 5l 5E SCIAME BRHOA B 7 22 eR A T

wo(z) = Bu(), oz, y) = Eu(z) — uo(x))(u(y) — uo(y)). (2.3)
Uy 2B, T B ST T T
(Co)(x) = / () d(y) dy. (2.4)
D

T 81, o ) NTCMRYES A A A X Gauss IEF2 (Gauss BENLIZ) BEAT T 400U
W, A T Gauss IFEMIRENT. fEL 3 [80] M . ==L atH, /E# WIES Bayes
GuitAHE YT LA EEXT Gauss AT TAHBUNNH, FHFR T Gauss 25 TR 4E 25 (] 111
Gauss FENLICZ AR R, F5L E, Gauss IHE S LR4EZ A EH Gauss FEALIGIEIR 55 19 2614 T # 72
EMm, 2T ERE (3 EE 80, 513 1.7)):

T 2.1 T4 Gauss W v = (u(z;w) : x € [0,1]%), HHAEARYUEE T2 C5([0,1]4), N
XA Gauss IEFEZZEA] C2([0,1]4) (a < B) L Gauss FEALIT.

KT Gauss 25 Gauss FENLIGCHIAN4H L LIX PAFPAS[F I 55 7E Bayes Sy N F , BEOSER ] 132
FH LIS WL L3 (168]. ZRNREEME ML T JE K, IRFE Gauss I FEIRMG 1) 12 Q3. &I, Dunlop
S 16T] M3 PR AR FE SRS Gauss I FEHET TSRS, Abraham 1 Deo 2 ¥R % Gauss I FEH T
Bayes KEBTTL, 45 T 5500 BEAH & AL 11, HAE Darcy Wil REZEZHE F15 3] [ RA M Gauss
S5 S PR I W AR T R A
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TIRMESS: TCRR4E Bayes iP5 5L

2.2 EEMIEL

FEANAT R, AT FEANHT B8 07 B HE- 5 1) A T A o PR 4E Bayes 3@ € PERE IR, 17 /2
MARYE Bayes A A, REMNEWK AR LIRYE Bayes &€ VBRI 0 BAE. LM
#£ [121] #, Kaipio Ml Somersalo X3 fR4E Bayes IHEICHAT T IHEMIIITR. & X MY RIRA[ 45
Banach Z=[8]. SN 1 /]y, 25 & a0 R

y=G(u) +n, (2.5)

Sk y e Y ZAMMBIMAIE, « € X FRMHIHISAL, 1 e Y Fmis,
EARAE I F, 4 N, BN, RIESH B X = RN, Y = RN, WSS F 9 Bayes
A5
p4(0) = ol — Gu)polu), (26)
St po(u) FRARIR I, ply — G(u)) FORDMRBEL, ov(u) TR RRBAIE, 20 SR — I3
H, BT R AR

7v = / oy = Gu))po(u)du

1X— Bayes AZUMOLHIZKMFAE ZY > 0, VEAIRIWRIE, 715 WCik [121, EFE 3.1].

¥ Bayes A3\ (2.6) ) 20 IR 4575 (8] 2338 21 (1) 1] A2, T PR AE 2 8] b AN 78 18 55 2 A4 1) %5 2
BRI (MEZR I EE 2T Lebesgue M EEfY) Radon-Nikodym 34§ [42’60]). BARME, BATEW IR E
H 2.2 (ZILICHR (11, HE 10.41)).

I 2.2 4 (X, |-|) RERYER 5> Banach 23508, p 23 L REHREFBAZENE, W 4= 0.

WA 3 AT FREER Bayes 7€ BEFIJCHR 425 [AIWE? — A BB 0 SR 2, K 5 TE PR 4EBEAL 7T HI 551
R RBUE IR, BRI S, & X MY ZTEBR4EN] 4> Banach 5[0, 4 po Al p¥ 73 3RR G
6 MR 2R TN PR 5 SR ME S B, B A < B(X), Hirb B(X) #anasii X LHIFTA Borel RMAE R IIEE
&, MBI R (2.6) 4TI FS:

/A o (du) = /A p(G(); 9o (du), (2.7)

o
7v = /X (G (u); y)po (du).

TR R, X BRI X2 TC IR 4E T 4> Banach Z%[8]) L1 Borel A 4E (Fl4n, £6 A A LHHE
A Sobolev 7% [8] H1 ) B A J), 58 T-IX RAR 73 B TELEARRE 2 WOCHR [51,181). — KM &, Bayes AN
M 5R X A Took, BT AT DL — 245 HIERR4E 7] 4 Banach 2% [A] EH) Bayes A

dp¥ 1

dne () = 7 oxp(=2(usy). (2.8)
X BB SCHER [45,55,195]) H ) SIE, KR BREL p(G(u);y) BT BHEIATE, HA A3 R @ (u;y)
= —log p(G(u);y) JHFRN TS EALIR R EL.

MATRYER] Bayes ANEIEK TS KM Bayes A3 (2.8) & 1A W HIEU € 7 M2 HER,

X—TEA M) Bayes AXAEG TSGR S H I, HEXT & MG vh5 0 8 5 £ 5 U sR (S0
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HERE HeE 55k 8 M

SCHR [81,222]). ANFETE MBI G0 IT, 12 R R RIRE T, AL PR AL @ (u;y) HLZE A E AR ARL
PESFF (40 Darcy it J7 F2 1991 Navier-Stokes J7 i 145) Flgy {7y # (110114 [l 22 i (¥ Ge k-2 72 07
V25 B U s SR DA B I P T TG B 4 R B0 B S i) R (G o 07 R s 1 i ). FLEE 1970 4R,
Franklin ["5] £ Gauss 55\ Gauss Mg R BE R, £ 2R S in) AN ET 8 T Wi #4282 TC PR 4E Bayes
SIEFEIR. Tarantola fE% 35 [201,202] HHEF G2 i 1) REAE TG FR 4E 25 [A] (AESE R 4R T Bayes i P
1 (AR B AR R T RO R KA ). H A 2009 45, Cotter 25 491 k32 H T 3@ A Wi 4
TR A A Bayes [iEIE E MEERR GEH TAEL M M), FFRIE T —4EA 7] K46 Navier-Stokes /7
FRIIHE [F) 4k 7 f ) Bayes &€ PE. Stuart 1991 gE—20 DLSH BORE. 8l 7 FRPOE I . = ] #AfE
T RATHREE ) Oy, se B X — AR HEZE, SRS T Bayes SOUEBELIR KR, Bl ),
Dashti A1 Stuart 55 554k 7 Sk [45,195] RIZATE, 45 T BN — R Bayes EFRIEHESE.

4 Prob(X, po) F7x A 73 Banach 58] X _FICTIIRE po A% L MEZR M EMI IS S, duen (-, -)
FoR M E R Hellinger FE B, WISCHR [55] HF T EEIA 1) Bayes & @ MEAT W1~ & .

EX 2.1 X T Bayes I (2.8), #X Bayes /& (Lipschitz, Hellinger) i& % [, 415401
= REAL:

(1) p¥ € Prob(X, po) AF1E (Ja Bl BEAFAE);

(2) 1 6 Prob(X, o) HHEME—FHE M (53T AEME—);

(3) duen (¥, 17) < Clly — glly (53800 FE T M H 5 )= &8 Lipschitz #4E).

IR Bayes i) (Lipschitz, Hellinger) & B PESRAF 1T V2 K3E. AW E E XA F BRI 7
FE I A IE R T H Bayes [i# [ (Lipschitz, Hellinger) & % 14, 41 Darcy 3 B B i 1] 8 54 103]
BT IKPAE T I 0] (O] 22 AT A S A i (1020 104 S S o T R B s ) A 1592210 | LA
Dirac Y5 Helmholtz J7 72 5 U8 vl & 681 F0Z1 ki g 2E K (1) Cahn-Hilliard #5284 1201 25 T iE B Bayes
S (Lipschitz, Hellinger) &€ 1%, — MM &, FRATFR EIEBEE 7 (KA S0 I EHE ko) 78
B A ) R R A S B LE, JF B U e 7 (R 28 207 1 7 AT I A I BUE . XSk
S X AR (AL 27 > AT 43 6 1) JSUR e 7 SRR Ak, 437 1) S ) ), DRI, Ltz (146: 1471 S g g 7
Bayes /i ] (Lipschitz, Hellinger) & %€ 14, & T Bayes RIEN (P, d) &€ 4.

EX 2.2 % P F/RA[4 Banach 0] X _ERMERIM B R IES, (P d) ®ox X _EEIEERN
JERIEI LA d DB FE & (R], W Bayes A @EFRA (P, d) 1&E M, /218 Bayes S o] @i 241~ 3
SRNEN:

(1) p¥ € P A721E (Ja5 I BEAFAE);

(2) p¥ £ P hRME—BHE R (J5 50 EEHE—);

(3) BRI y — p¥ KT EEE d 2SN (550 R e k).

mEfR, X 21 5 2.2 WEZEXHILE T E 50 IR A E . £EE X 2.1 H 7 ZEE 5 5
T WM EPELE Hellinger & N /2 )56 Lipschitz ZE4EH), IXTE Hadmard BT H B M CHE 2
AT, € X 2.2 §940 1 /¥ Lipschitz B85, AE R 556 I 5T WL cdh 70508 i B i 1 i 2k
(). FEIXAE SUR, BAVAHUT 1 4 NEAF BRSOk 147):

(1) AR ECR T A EE y e Y FLFRITA R v Z1ER;

(2) MTLHER ye Y, PIRRECR T HRBM L 1o 7IHR;

(3) M TAEREEIE y € YV, PUIRRE BB — KT 2B ML o WIA I B HE )

(4) XTI R w, R R EOS T8 v 2L
BT X B A, Latz 146147 I84E T (Prob(X), dprox ), (Prob(X), drv) Al (Prob(X, uo), duen) & &, X

1655
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H Prob(X) Fx X EHIMER I IS, dprox F78 Prokhorov 5, dry FnBEZRM FE ) 2748
ZRE R, XY AR TE 7T IR ST AR S A R R, 0 9E T JCPR4E Bayes SIHEL IS 13 H
Y. Ok Bayes G € B # B s e, v DLt —20 2 WCHR [29, 95,124,143, 148)].

F 2.1 EWE AT EIRYE Bayes RIEMIFFFLH (S WICHR [55,195)), FRATHI2H FE W] 4301
Banach 7= [A] B¢ R] 4; 1 Hilbert 25 [8]. 27 ZAEAR] 43 2% 8] 235 58 n) B, FRATT & 3R AEAN AT 43 2% 6]
)—ANAT 53725 (8] AR Bayes JRUEFIFHICERD (S 3CHk [55, 252 Al 3%)). MRIEFA AT AN, X H
(1) J R AT RETE T

o TEANTT 73 I JC PR 4E 23 (8] I Borel o- ARES 2510 Ll FERAE LI o- AREA—2L, SR TEIR £ 7]
R o3 AT R 3K 3 1) — B 2 i SR AR 77 (8. SR (113238 1T 2 STk (181, 28 1.1 /AT), Hohir
% FEB ) 8 BRSO T I o ARER — B0

o 7 EANAT 73 (1) o B 4E R0 A (R, 35 P SRR I B2 () SCPE AR R v R AN 1,

REMER 2 0 (S 3CHk [80, 35 A4 /NTH)), X EH AL

o MTCIRYE A (Al B = v o PElE, B (2.7) B SRR IR, HowfE LU Bochner FR 2> K EE fif
(Z WLSCHR [181, 2 1.1 A1 1.2 /1)), ArRER ZE gl N B e T A,

2.3 BHUEIE

8 el i 23 77 A2 138 5E VE G, Bayes [ 38 € PR BAR N BUE R R BEE 1 BEIRIEAL. JE T e
PEFRIR, W] AR G Mok B B8 9 23 A1 38 T SRR AT 20 A, 49 B B U JE 58 A BE A B R n s i
SACBITE R 7 1) | i 56 0 B2 (R Aty v, 1 Se i 2L [BIBT Bayes SO BB R, FERETRET
A BRI B I T 772: B2 79208 e TR T IR ZE 4 1S VE S I S HOE IR, W3 WOCHR [4,63).

4 D C RY ZAHFE@BIIFIXIR, & Vv, & L2(D) T I TES: Lagrange JE K%L {(bj};’;l £
AIRTTEEE N, IS FERBUARITT SN {x; )0y, NITH ¢;(x:) = 6;; i, j € {1,...,n}. fEX
PR, BAITEGTHHER R RS E v e L2(D) M n 4EEIL up = Y7 ujh; € Vi HEAR
Hy, FEEGIHERT R AR m = (ma,...,m,,) . FEAR/NTTUEHAUR H, AR T BERS SRR IR 9]
AR

SRR A R R B — pUR TR R B A L2(D) ERARL X T wg,ue € LA(D), iIBH
PR AEE T BN wip, uon € Vi, AT S5 0

(u1,u2)r2(py = (Uin, uon) = (w1, u2)pr = ui Mus, (2.9)

b wg 1wy 302 G PRAERREL iy AT wgp, NIRRT, FERE M = (Myj)i =1, 0 & XWIF:

Mz_] :/L)¢l(m)¢3(w)dw

M TR ZAUR AT 1, L2(D) (1B BOE T 2 (B2 AE M AFRM) Buclid 73 [8] Ry, 1A 238 % 1)
Euclid #¥[d] R™. {E Bayes RIE7EH, TATE RN ZZE] L2(D) 273[E] L2(D) BIH T (JobR4E=3(A]
FITCRRZEAEA]), M L2(D) | g 4E7F1A) R ME T (ToPR4E7S B BIG BR4EE 8], L& r 4E73[6] RT3
L*(D) M T (A MR4E =0 20 R 425 1), DA Le g B 5 7. Wil fE L2(D) 1 & HuE T =

] Ry, 25 HE T AR T 1S 0T U B RO SR OCRE. @ R R S B2 AT DR A

57l
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(1) XTHT B: L*(D) — L*(D), HEHUEME T B : Ry, — Ry, BAWM TR
B=M'K,

b K = (Kij)i 1,0 B Kij = [, ¢:Bo;de. H—HHh, HF B MxHEHT B = M'BTM.
(2) X THT F: Ry, — R HXMBE T F? R — Ry, AJ001F &R

Fi=M'F".
(3) MNTHEHT VR =Ry, HAIHET Ve Ry, — R ATUTF &R
Ve=VvTM.

YT Gauss JeISIEE N (uo,Co), B Co = A72, Hi A 2w WA DA) = {u € H*(D) :
EXIIAF 0D Eiid aVu-n =0} (n RRINELTTA) PG H. BAETS, X uwe D(A), f €
L*(D), i Au= f &

{aAqu fu=f, xe€D, (2.10)

aVu-n =0, x € 0D,
Hebt o, 8> 0. HTHT A, TUEEEBIGT A MoK, Hib
Ky = [ (aVoi(a) - Vo,(@) + fou(@)o; (@)de.
WIS 1) 19 Gass W A (uo, Co) T LA ELAT AT 85 BOACATATIRAE Gauss 5333
() ocexp (= IA(u - wo)lr ) (2.11)
K o BREREF, W b EAAHERE C HER o — Cb. JETIRREMEEOTR, M Gauss I
(P AT SRR 35 AR 52 1
u=wuy+ K 1M%, (2.12)

SEh €~ N0, 1) (LAY T FOREH 0 Buclid 200 R FROHESET). 00 S TAORERE M
T RS, BT B M/2€ HART AL (— AT, 40 MY KT R B
e, T RALIE 5 M2, SRR B M), G TS L [10]. BT KRERR
WP, BB 555 (2.4) 5 %5 F AR Gauss BB BURIEAE ABR L o0 (), FitBEA R
wr:

cn(z,y) = ®(x) K "MK '®(y), (2.13)
S B (@) = (61(2),.. ula))".

ST FEA BT, ST EIEST G (9B G IR, TR B8 AL (s y) 190
HOB R 07 (u; ). 0BV I8 4 IRAE 2101, FLEUR 5% Gass 4045 (0, T), RUTT BL7G
S5 BUAE BTG Bayes 45X

() o ex (= 310" ) = I~ A ol ): (214)
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T EREEOTIE, Bayes Giit IRIETTVEW TSR AR — R BV KIUBL B ia) 7, A BR A2 A 5
T B2 YKL 1) R R G I AR e 7T 2 A S O a0 Y ) A (S0 e 7 R A U T S R 17
IEEU_T‘-I [224].

F 2.2 R EESEUET R IE S, OCT IRV BT IR UK T R T B BARYE . KR, 7R
53 WHERT G TR TR AT W R, AR 2 g R T R, AT E EALE R @ (u;y)
KT ZH u WBLEEA Hessian H 755, WRIZ ISR, LT IRiMo 77 BRI R A @i <4
BEL et A el EEEC Mhie, RATERERIE “JaB#. J5 Bayes” fl “Jt Bayes. JG &5
B WA 2

A RKET “J5 Bayes. J5 B HY MITCIRYE Bayes [IHFEE 55 77 XPif #5505
SR, ML B8 I AR BE AT B IR . AR o FE L SRARAL ) G T IX R 2
FITHE, FRATTHERE SCHR [56,79,93]. SCHR [33,46,107] M Bayes /i J5 THIGHX B A5 07 s T 7 L.
HEAART &, R TIXBMHE T BRI ARG B, R SR ot B E . Hessian 5155, Wik 77
ELYHARAY 18] F R A BT FEAE Bayes SIS 78 A A REHAT B EANMA.

AT ES — 0 A A A T B T R T BB, I TGS B HROE T R Al v AT 1 Y IR
(Z IL3CHR [46,54])). 2 pf K1 @7 (uyy) 7 AEXT G IR v AL AR @ (usy) 18 X B n 457250
E, WA

dps,
dpo

(u) = Z%{ exp(—®"(u;y)), (2.15)

oo
7 = / exp(— @™ (us ) dpo (u),
X

XH o (u;y) PEFZMIERE T ¢ BREECT HAALS s B B HOEIE. STk [46] AERT 1 0 F <
SEH.

EIR 2.3 BB M o R AERIFM (AP A EEGR, BTl S RIE T Bayes S i A
ANES ORI o] UE E ). X TR e > 0, AAEHE K = K(e) > 0 15

|®(u; ) — D" (u; )| < K exp(ellull5)¢(n), (2.16)
Hr limy, o0 tp(n) = 0. FEIXSEEMT, FATA
duen(p?, ) < Cp(n), (2.17)

Hrh ¢ REBHZES n TTRIEH. BT Hellinger JEE ML, TAMG RN T 5 WRIEMER T 25
TR ORI T

MR BOWIIME y € RNy, RN 7S ]2 A7 BRAE R, B3 S IR Gauss 2340 A(0,T) B, A7 3568
HOMTES ORI A 3 AR A I R

B(uy) = 2600~ yl2, " (i) = 516" (w) — yl}2 (218)
LIPS 547

1G(u) — G (u)] < K(e) exp(el|ullX )t (n), (2.19)
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SRy PATS 2
@ (u;y) — @" (s y)| < K (2¢) exp(2e[ul %) (n). (2.20)

AT EHE 3 2.3 AT A5 3 f5 Be@ i il B2 o 3@ T B SE SR S0 BT Y IR R A U]

BT S0, G- ke sEE (A SO R & ) MOMC hiAESE) Bt gt (nidE) MRz
WAL VN (N RRFEARANE) PEE IR, B 2.3 FIEEOR Z 5T 5 SR Z g5 Al
RAFAFIRA TS TH R ARZEA 7 BRI BEARE, T AE ff e SI2 o S FH 1) R0 B B b~ 487 2 F5ORS FSE R A G
BE (R BIRARR). A EECEEE 2 ST A2 A @ oA R iE R, W2k T Navier-Stokes
T3 FE B R 1) #1461 Darcy 7 FEV8I% 2 SO ) #0154 L 0 TR P 3 0T ) R 1301 L it s AR A
ST 10 (651, Tlb 7K Iy @ It 45 PR B AR PR S it T 1] 788 71 R AT SR BV ¥ 23 A 141,

2.4 mXEFEMHIT

Bayes 751205 5 il UL A N G v HEWT I8, T &5 17 B il REANS 5 1k 23 BT 1) e BE B R 2 AT E 2.
R T I P AE Bayes JOUEHER, FATA L EEFELE Bayes i 7155 4 M IE M7 2 TR TG 2
5. A RYE Bayes S ITIERIVT IR, X — B A2 RIRA, Bl Bayes S 85 K m B fdi v X
TG RO i R, 20 8t B TE A D 5 SEAS BRI AT LAACA 2 Bayes Ja S0 BEAS S ORI AL 38 H R
NECK G B AT 120121 (HPETER4E W] 4> Banach Z8[A] b, iX— RIEAR BN, EERKER
G THZ AR E SCEAN PR AR . TP Gauss BEFR G50 AT Besov el AR 78 A 5119 ik 5 K e 56
(maximum a posteriori, MAP) fli tH i 7T A% 0o 2514

4 X FoRTBRY4EN] 4 Hilbert 2500, %8 X LM Gauss SBHMERME uo = N(0,C), E FoR
Gauss M 1o 1 Cameron-Martin 75 8] (F_ERIJEEUE N ||CO_1/2 Nlx). X R

1 2
) - {@(u) +3llulf W e B, o)

~+00, MR u¢E.

% z € E, B(z,6) C X £onFiE 2. 12N 6 BITFER.
EIR 2.4 AL RECH 2 W F A
(1) SFAEER e > 0, FES e ARMEBR M ¢ R HHSFTAEER ve X, B d(wy) > M
—ellull%;
(2) PLA R O (u;y) KT u &AL,
(3) LA ®(u;y) KT u JRHB Lipschitz FESE.
BE— PR po(X) =1, W TAEEN 21,20 € E, H
o (B(e1,)
S (B (=2,9))
XA EBAE SR (53] HHGER], HiX—4510 8 H T 70755 Navier-Stokes 77 FEAHH I (1) Hfs R4k )
AL eI 2.4 FRIHFLTE 2 € B RI/NERAE Y 5 S 2R B LU AR >R L MAP Al AR 5 PR 4E 2 (8]
MAP {11 SCH—2, 3+ H % (2.22) ARG MAP {5THEN T REZ R 1(u) W E/ME.
S 2.3 EHE 2.4 FR/NERIGEROEUE T-2556 Gauss M 1o 1) Cameron-Martin Z¥[] F {H3FA]
FRRER, IXIE Bt 7 IR 4EE TE 50 RS T AZ O X, 7EBR4EIIETE T, Cameron-Martin %%

= exp(I(2) — I(z1)). (2.22)
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] B a0 X ERMAER, BEN B & —DFNE, B p(E) = 0. EHRYESE R §, 4750
X =E=R", Bl po(F) = 1. X—A%0 X HOH BRYEA 0] _E R0 I AR L A 4EEL n — oo
AT B TC R 47 1R R 45 2R, 40, SCHR [90] 204 T MAP filivt, {HHAE RO A BRAE RS T L.

FEEFE 2.4 HHTE LT MAP A5 BE SO, RIE T RIS 2 Besov S840 702 et %
5 R N2 bR R AR IR R N 5 AR PR L ST B ) Fomin RIAMEFES, Helin A1 Burger U
e 759 KEH (weak MAP, wMAP) iX—#T LS, & LR,

BN 23 4 B(0) C X Fmb 2 Fe. § AERIIER, WHRAFTE u € supp(p?) HiHTHiA
heEH

(Blu—h.0)) _

BB .

MIFR u & wMAP fitiit.

ke R E B ARG RSB K Cameron-Martin 25 8] (%F F3F Gauss A X —HEE),
T A2 3 A2 2 SR (1) 2% )

(1) =56 B {E2506] X 23R N 2 1,

(2) 18 dpp? - B(X) — R ZWE pv 3 b (1) Fomin S8 20 B TFHIEM he B A

ddp ¥
dpy

Bl dppy KT ¥ 1 Radon-Nikodym ‘FHUAEZELEH.

BT € X 2.3, ik [5,91] 53] 7 Besov el N wMAP Al tH 0T 40~ 2 B AR fH ] 75

€ C(X),

1
argmin S |6(w) — yl2 + [l (2.24)

NTHEE DM REAE T BANE BT, X BT Besov JLi0 T wMAP it 5Z
W AR e 2 A UL B 505 A 45 2 B 2. 56T Bayes BRG 5 1E AL IS IIE R, TR0 (3522 7] DLk
—5% WICHR [58,64,108,128,138,159,211].

JEWR BRI EAR T Bayes I A S IENML 72, X HAF A BRAG EENZE L. 74, RKER
o TE A2 5 56— B Al v, R0, 7E Bayes it 58 IME (posteriori mean, CM) {11

ﬂ:/quy(du) (2.25)

R HINE R M b, R R EIE T ER LS H— > RfhiTh (Bayes tREEFIR), WRAR A i1 2
AP Sk b, X PIRML THES A AT RSO IR RIRE RO A . SRBT SR (121, S =] RTREOR
3.0, AXAEWE 1 a7 —4 I — MR REEL NE 1(a) A BUE R CM ST 2 —ANMFH
flitt, B 1(b) Wil MAP fiiHEEIRIIEE T AR — M fhit.

£ Bayes ity EIILH, AMi15E X T Bayes fii%k (Bayes cost, BC) F LAZ i #2451 2%, AT XT
CM Al MAP {2 (R ERf#. anilid O (-, ) PR AL, W Bayes $i 2k BT 2 L F:

BC(i) = / Cu, @) (du), (2.26)
X
Hr a2 a5 bk, AR B FHRAETS Bayes iRk Sl v, B

e = arg min BC(4). (2.27)
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MAP

5 MAP CM

0 05 10 15 0 05 1.0 15
(a) (b)
1 (MERFE) AN —HEZERBRAR KRR MITSERNEMITHRENEASZR—NTFNMEIT. (2) RS
BEENEUAIEER, RRHIEMITEET REEXE; (b) BESHTH—IMRRANES—NTFENIENRK, RXE
TR TIERB N RIRIER
ZUuRFEI R RTRE, TS HmES e RET ML R, B o SAR4ERE) SRR, 4
C(u, @) := |lu —al|% B, [E (2.27) FIFERDA CM fliTt. SR, FoATTRE ZHE R R

A {o, [T
C(u,q) = (2.28)

1, |lu—dle >0,
HEE 5§ — 0 WIS A G755 MAP 5. ATLLE R, CM Al o458 2k eR 50 i) ik BUCEE Dy 1 4R,
DRI ZE SE T 24 A STk A AT M il tH 58 2. {ESCHR [34] f8 H, fEmdE (B PR4E) [ @ S it
FoH, CM Al TSR HE LIRS, [FIE) MAP ittt & &/ HAER 2 15 1 o] DLy AR U7 At 1H &5
RN T HEZI AR MAP 511, % SCERUER 75T Bregman FEES Fres H I H K %L, MAP {1t
RATAF Bayes TR /MO SAGTE, AWTIAE— @R LU 7 MAP fliit2 — NG M Bayes flith. 3
Bk [91,175] Bt CM A1 MAP ffi i1 76 TE R4 25 (M S T2 A T ansnyit e, 19381 7RIS ie, [FFE
ULEH T MAP i 1H ] LUEAE Bregman BH &4 % BAHE T HH 1) Bayes fliih. X T siflivh it —2 it
(A FE ST () A T RS T B AR N R TSGR 2 AT ), BN R ()i 3 v BARE— 25 & LS

R [14,15,62,142].

3 RESITIHE

AT T PR 4E Bayes [ E M @D R A TFSEENS AT RE T R R
M EEAE BRI R 56 3.1 /N RIS TC IR 4E 2% 8] 1 ) Metroplis-Hastings 7%, 25 % WL MCMC
HIFEEE. 5 3.2 NTIXTCPR4E Bayes i 5 A Kalman 8 EVEFEAT /24, F 10— Lo i 8k 2.
55 3.3 /NTIONAR S HEWT VAT T A 4R, el b, U A TG PR A 2 () R H IR B R U VAT [l
WG, B 3.4 /NN T IR A ) P iy 3 S0k R BN AR PR AT T SR, T i B B A A SN
ToRYE ) TT i

3.1 SoitisEEE
WRYEER 2.2 NN, AT T B TERYE Bayes AXREH W FER:
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2 0) = g expl—uiy). (31)
TN E T SCHR [48,55,195) X MCMC Sk BARBHTRIEANH. 4 P(u, dv) FR Markov ¥ 1%, Bl
MAEER v € X, P(u,-) £Z00 (X, B(X)) ERBEZRMEE. 57 M550 HE2 00 B HdhAE, AT K
BREATESE (WERIEMER T %), BAIFE Markov HBAZ P(-,-) KT /550N EZAE
fty, Rl

[ P = w), (32)
HHER, R Markov # 1% P A I0MER M EE 19 36 R 4HBCFH (detailed balance) 2514
¥ (du)P(u,dv) = p¥(dv)P(v, du), (3.3)

I Markow B85 B 6T R ARASH. HEF Markov 6B P HASHIRAT F 70825 Markov 6
ug — P(ug,:) = u1 — P(u1,) = us — P(ua,-) > ug — -+ .

HT %1% P ST R30I EE 2 AR, B LLRE S S 5000 B2 rh il RO B RE A, 7T DL B3
Markov [ RBEAE T WA & F81% P(-, ).

R 1 H, FATE/R T Metropolis-Hastings J77E M — M HEAESE, ol #22 8ifE 4% Markov
% Q (FET BNV 7RG, TR EGEN4R) 25 H IR E S 3, MIETRATIAEE ) Markov #%

=57} Metropolis-Hastings TR — T S AE SR
WFHEER a: X x X — [0,1], Z W0 TP IRAEBEEAR {u®} 50
1. BHE k=0, ER O e X;
2. FEHOHTIIREA o) ~ Q(u®), du);
3. MR a(u®) oR)) B w1 = (B FRIEL (k1) = (k)
4.8 k— k41, REDER 2.

¥¥ P WL 1 2 5IR4RTHRERE T, B O IER Rz P BT RIER:
P(u,dv) = Q(u,dv)a(u,v) + 6u(dv)/ (1 - a(u,w))Q(u, dw). (3.4)
b's

KA AR T REAE B, TS E A C B(X), MEM EA
/ a(u,v)Q(u,dv) +/ (1—a(u,v)Qu,dv), u€ A,

A b'e
/ a(u,v)Q(u, dv), u ¢ A.

A

BT BRI AN, TRBOVE S BE A (3.4). AR RNHES, AIRMEBCrERE (3.3) ST
AL

P(u,A) =

1Y (du)Q(u, dv)a(u,v) = p(dv)Q(v, du)a(v,w). (3.5)
WA ST [48] TR B, BATEZ (X x X, B(X) @ B(X)) FEX
v(du, dv) = p¥(du)Q(u,dv), v (du,dv) = p¥(dv)Q(v,du),

Hrb B(X) @ B(X) Fonsfefizsa] s o 3. SCHR [55, 2B 21] UER] 140 F e 2.
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EIE 3.1 Bl v BT BN (X x X, B(X) @ B(X)) RRISNE, 5+ BA
v(du, dv) = r(u,v)v" (du, dv).
XFTAE (3.4) HE LK Markov ##64% P, Foph @ 40T 5645 (3.3) 31 (3.5) IS 2612
r(u,v)a(u,v) = a(v,u), v-as.

R, 0 SR
. . dvT
a(u,v) = min{1,r(v,u)} = min {1, dy(u,v)},

DU A0 BT 25 A 1 2R3 2
AILLE 2, #iE MCMC S5 a B — R b RS i Q. fER4E 2 A E e, A1 2T

TePR4E Langevin A2/ Q. BRI 5, LMR4E Langevin FFERA W A

d dB

o= —K(Cy 'u—yD@(uiy)) + VIK =S, u(0) = uo, (3.6)
Hrr ¢y RAIME 1o = N(0,Co) MTERT, K RUZMHET, B 220 X LW ER T NES
H T 1) Brownian 183l, D®(u;y) RNEKESEL u [ Fréchet FH. —WIMF, ¢t =M E T, M
TR (3.6) — M —Mmii 7 J7FE. 3T Crank-Nicolson @UTH& =, Al LTS 5

1
v=u— §5ICCO_1(U +v) — VKD (u;y) + V26KE, (3.7)

H ¢y & Gauss MRS, THFTRKITE, 2 v = 1 B, &85 B (conditioned diffuion) [A] 7L 3L
Bk [197) PR . BEJE, STHR [21) TR T 4 = 0 IETE, HFH TR RN B — 28 A T HdRE R
S [47) . TBEU— T, 2480y = 0 BT R BRI, 75 1998 I SCHR [18] O &pitt & (S
P FEH AR T T a0 I BENLIS Y 72 (3.6), Ry RIRAN R I il K TG PR 4E Bayes R J7923). NI
53 4 MR LA 48,

B 1 y=0,K=L

TEXFIEE T, TLIRYE Langevin A2 EA W M A

du aB _
il Colu+v2 s u(0) = ug. (3.8)
iR 2 Crank-Nicolson i8I TN
<I + ;JCOI)U = (I — ;6COI)U + V26, (3.9)

PR Crank-Nicolson (CN) 81, £ (I+36Cy ")~ &G 5, MIFT LS (3.9) FARREAR, BRI 1
(DI 2. IR Co = A2, Hob A H (2.10) & X, WIS (74 36Cy ")~ KBS T E Wi o
JifE (2.10).
1B 2 v=0,K=0C.
TEIXFER T, TTIR4E Langevin 52 BAA W1 F R
du

dw
o = Ut \/iﬁ, u(0) = u, (3.10)
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Hr W £ Cp-Wiener I F2. H Crank-Nicolson &%= HN

(24 0)v= (2_5)U+\/§w, (3.11)
ot w ~ o = N(0,Co). = /B6/(2+6)2, Ul (3.11) A5 N
v=(1-p8)"2u+ puw. (3.12)

R (3.11) 31 (3.12) NS ﬁ: CN (preconditioned CN, pCN) &, ZET5 2.3 /NITH T2 2
BT, AR w BB ECELT AT DU (2.12) PR WS 1A 2, (B TE B 3.1, W LAiHEAS
BURE o UNF:

a(u,v) = min{1, exp(®(u; y) — ®(v;¥))}. (3.13)

KT R o MVEIHESRIRE, W2 0LSCHR [55, 55 5.2 /N1]. B (3.9) F1 (3.13) IRAEIGHL 1 9, 155
ON % 4 (3.12) A1 (3.13) FRAANBIEE 1, 153 pCN Hik.

E 3.1 R LM 2 T, BTFIERT v =0, /£ Markov 1% Q A AR RE IR NIE R,
BATAT LAE B BEN LI T FE (3.8) A (3.10) & & T Je B BEANAR (1), ki n] AA3 31 (2 WSk [55, 1 7
F8))

/ o) Q(u, dv) = pio(dv).
X

B3 y=1,K=L
TEIXFE T, TIRYE Langevin 77 FE 2040 -
du

== ~Cytu —yD®(u; y) + \/ﬁﬁ7 u(0) = uo. (3.14)

FTIX— AW 75 #2, 7T L4332 Crank-Nicolson Langevin (CNL) #i41F:
(2Co + d)v = (2Cy — 0)u — 26Co D (u; y) + +/ 86Cow, (3.15)
Ht w e~ g = N(0,Co). tEBNTEEE 3.1, 7T BATHHAG 2R o Q7R

Gy (u+0), DB ) + S IDB )P (3.16)

¥ CNL & (3.15) 5%k (3.16) ARG L 1, 85 CNL Bk KT (3.15) A (3.16) BTN
SRR, WIS WO [21, 5 4 19, B
1B 4 y=1,K=_Co.
EIXFEE T, LIR4E Langevin R0 TF:
du

d
pria i CoyD®(u;y) + \@d—vf, u(0) = uo, (3.17)

Hr W & Co-Wiener i #2. #EM, 7 LA 2|25 F Crank-Nicolson Langevin (preconditioned Crank-
Nicolson Langevin, pCNL) Z1i{

a(u,v) = ®(u;y) + %(v —u, D®(us; ) +

(24 0)v = (2 — 6)u — 26Co DD(u; y) + V80w, (3.18)
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Hrfw e~ po = N(0,Co). 20, (B T2 3.1, W LITHEAS SRR AL o Q1T

1 0 0
a(u,v) = (usy) + 5 (v~ u, DB(wsy)) + 3 (u+ v, D(usy)) + 1[Gy D2 (usy) . (3.19)

¥ pONL #2i% (3.18) FHRR%L (3.19) ARABIGIEL 1 W, 188 pONL B3k, 56T (3.18) M (3.19) MV
He IR, AT S WOCHR [21, 25 4 11, PSR

F 8.2 AFETEE 1M 2, a5 3 f 4, HTERIL T v = 1, /£ Markov #% Q T & HLAK
BT R AL S B, BT OART DUEBABENLM > 7 FE (3.14) A1 (3.17) R TIRIRIME wv AASH, RIS
BEAE ] 2 WCHR [55,88,89] T AEVEANIMR K SUER SRS, X T EULHIE, STk [55,88,89] X #
BREL @ (u;y) 1E T 20 R

®(u;y) < Mi(L+ [[ul)™,  [D@(usy)]| < Ma(l+ [|ul)™2, (3.20)

Horh Ny Ny BRPIANIEFEEL, My R M, 725 o TORIIEHEL, | - || Fona@miet okt A%
—, X HEIF A AT AN B AR A IE, A — SRS XSRS TR 2 AR Gt S ) i A
W) (AR A EE), WAeAS Darcy WEE R S M@ (S WICHR [55] HHHIEE 1.3 /NFIAIES 334
U 3). HEBRATFTEN, SCHR [55, 2 5.6.1 /NT1] R H, B AT LA IS 5] N5 (stopping time) SRR 5
RIS (3.20) M2 AT LA ] TA82S Darcy BB A5 RO A R0, HAE 2024 4 8 AR EA H
PR SR BRI IT.

E 3.3 KT LEPTRRICIR4EAS ] MCMC e S%, BRHT I 70 M AN J7 T 48O iR
(scaling limit) FI1E IR (spectral gap) Z34T. EARURER 7 1H, SCHR [20,162, 178] HH )0 AT R BH, Frife
) MCMC 5Lk o A7 1) 7 22 5 ZEAR I B B B A R ok, v 1w fl vk givh- &, pras i
P2 B B BAE A3 D0 T3 K JEBR4E 73 1B MCMC 8505 2 WU A3 A1 1 7 22 0 75 AR 4 B B 4 40t
TR, BT T HERRAS TR SR, T B R R AN S R A AR s T G oK. SE A i R
AT 5E Hh AT SRAL T A TN PR B 1S 18, ISR 3% W 2 WOCHR [107) TR s b aa 17— AN
BIHEUETA]) LR AT J7 R L RARAR T B ) & 3 [56). FEIE IR BR 0 #r 7 1, SR [87) TR pT
B, ARAER) MCMC S50 0 (7] i £ it 25 28 A 20 B N T s>, pCIN B35 B4 1% 1) R AN AR T 29 Ak 4
K. Bk, TR4E MCMC i F B 2 HrEe gy R 2 1Ak Gauss SG50 I ERITEIE (2 WU [96)).

I 3.4 AFET R BRI Z BOE T2, Bayes [ 771215 2 IR HAUAUE BRESEUT
BAMETE (AR, IATAT LGB Bayes tRIEIIRZE U 2 — & T KI5 flith, Z WE 2.4 /1Y), T2
AN JE BRI, PRI FATTASBE FH 5 96 A 45 s A T B0 1k R e S0 WS B PRI SRV )
FERCR SR, R TR RO e & 5 7870 « WA 7 22 2 e BCE 21 L An e U BT AN [R) b A S50 5
R, AT A IR I (trace), THEREAR ARG AR SE. X IR TR 08, A HAE
HECHIA 4l AT 2 WOCHR [37).

FTTIRYES A MCMC KR, IEE IR ZAESHRIT A (HF Gauss 650 T hFESEE
(I#J% « Metropolis-within-Gibbs Z7%£H1 Hamilton Monte Carlo 5y%455), B4R nl it — 25 L
ik [7,19,20,50,63,67,94,100, 174,188,199, 203, 210, 212).

3.2 &4 Kalman JER

AN H KR IR A S Kalman JEROSRMETC T 4E Bayes A HEAS R BANHLE.
Bt JePIBEE AN Kalman JEH &AM REIL. O 168+ BAR OGS I A AR Z 124, M il e
WA BRAENG LA TR, AOREIARITE 55 At T ASLI (241911920 B IRAERSTE 21T 1.
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Kalman JEJ 2 B H AR T 4 R4 K Kalman Dy 1 fF G0 K 2 W4T A0 1S A B 4 ) 1 BT 42
(¥, W2 W SCHR [122,123]. Kalman S8 (054 AR A R G ) SR Bt , it id
AR TT At T RGURES, IR T APIRAS R A /N8 U5 22, T RO It 75 AAN B 52 P25 FEAE N
FLARH, 5 RS0 7 2

Vppr = P(v) + & OSAESK -1, kS N(mo,Co), &k Y N(0,%) (3.21)
e LN R
Yke1 = h(vgr1) + merr, 0< k<K —1, "~ N(0,T), (3.22)

Horbvg SR8 {6} A {ny} AHEISL, HXFTAR § Ak, & 5 ne AT, FESERRR A, (3.21)
A AR 4% RS TRAL I BE LI T AR R B AL, BIE TR AE A 502 i e VRS » P dastil, BEALSN
JIEERR (3.21) FFRIBENLE & BRI BLADY A E PEBUR AR iR 22 3d

Yi ={y, 92, Uk},

U (3.21) AN (3.22) FIERAL R SAHCE [F) £ A9idek (149 1890 (10368 Fi 40 1), JHG 8 AT 55 mT LATRTIR 4 R
BT PRI AT (filtering distribution) P(vy, | Vi) BFIE 70 (smoothing distribution) P(vy, | Yi), XM
PS8 X AAE TIRES v SRFE T AT & AN 2 RS20 2 JE 148N I 1) i85 152 A cd e R Bt AT HE BT/, T
SCH O T AT R

s (3.21) F (3.22) B RL AL, BB RAL

(3.23)
Y1 = HUpp1 + iy,

{Uk+1 = Y + &,

Hor vy KA {&} K {ne} BIREIRTHTE. BT vipr M oyepr #R Gauss BEHLAZ & 07 5 3 e,
B, P(og | Vi) W72 Gauss 7040, AT HISME L7 Z 58 20E. 55T Puy | Vi) BIBME P72/
WRIEARTE T A X BUAFTE ) Kalman JE9% (Kalman filter, Kf) 52
id
(FRAIAT)  Rpgr = P(vrsr | Yie) = N (geyr, Cirr),
(ﬁﬂ:ﬁﬁ\%ﬁ) M1 = Pogtr | Yig1) = N(mk+1vck+1)~
i 42 F S, T3 AT 7y 245 ARSI FEM OB HHE Vi SPIRES o, BRI FEAT I, 55
M3 At mppr WORAEIMAF B BAE vy BITETE T RIHEIE Vi XS TS RBAT R I, T A € BR4S
T KE SRR AR Z .
EIE 3.2 (W OCHk (189, EH 8.3]) M THIAM 1<k < K -1, M (3.23) e I8N /A
P(vy | Vi) BIW T 2 Cp RIEER, H

Miy1 = Ymy,

Crpr = WCUT + 3,

Cit1 = (WCY" + %)~ + H'T'H,

Crtimir1 = (VCp™ + 2) " Wmy, + HTT Ly,
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X HLAA WG b BPAE B, OB I ] 2 ILOCHR (189, EHE 8.3). (EHFERME, bia R
HB 7 22 00 ST U BB AR R, ELTRGI S B o g W 0 72 2 LA S A8 e 1) O AR T 10— IRZS B 7
72, T A AT BR B 75 22 W2 DAARZR P 1 7 s i — IRAS B 7 2. A5 Bh T Woodbury A3 (2 W3
ik [189, 512 8.6]), Kf HIE A LA Ml 5 0 EE: 2 fEa, b i K, PR Kalman 3475 (Kalman
gain). A LUIER K 5ikgs 1 ARSIE R BARAAL T (S TR (189, € #E 8.7)). X T+ Kf kR H
fin e T 7 BB A X, 712 WCHR 13,149,183, 190] M H A 22 S0k,

B2 KfHE
EWIIRI AT mo = N (mo, Co).
1. ®H k=0.
2. T

Mgy = Umy, Cppr = VCUT + 5.
3. HT:
mp1 = g1 + Kpp1 (Ye+1 — Hgp1),
Kpg1 = Cog1 HT(HCoy  HT 4 1)1
Chs1 = (I = Kpp1 H)Cpr-

4.8 k—k+1, % k< K, REBIE o HNEH B 7 = N (g, Cr) BB mxc = N (mx, Crc).

i BRI, KE SR R REAC B AN BB /) A R RN 2R M S Bt A A (s 1, A BB 7557
AN AR Z N (1 HL BRI AR RO AR 15, WL

{vkﬂ = $(vx) + &, (3.24)

Yk+1 = Hvpp1 + g1,

Horbvg KFA {&} A {ny.} BB (3.21) A (3.22) Firid. LEi, #RZE vp MONHIIE my. BO/NE
), RIS

Y(vr) = P(my),
IS
M1 = Elvg41]Yi] = E[Y(vr) + §e|Ya] = ¥(vr) = ¥(mi)
M
Crt1 = E[(vir1 — k1) @ (Vg1 — 1) Vil
E[(¢(vr) — P (mx) + &) @ (P (vr) — 1 (mx) +€k)|Yk]
E[(¢(vk) — (mr)) @ ((vr) — (ma))Ye] +
~ Dw(mk)E[(Uk — mk) X (vk — mk)|Yk]Dz/J(mk) + X
= Dyp(my,)Crp Dp(mi) T + 2,

HA Dy(my) N () £ my K Fréchet T30, H My M €k+1 FtEERPHRIT & 5 % &
& 5 vp BOHE RSV, RFRAE K SRS B fyy FETT 2 Crpy VEAHISLIE N5 39
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Kalman JEJ (extended Kalman filter, ExKf) Hi%. 1 LUF H ExKf Bk 2@l 20 7y 2oRIE IR
TR 7 220, AT Fe v AR 2 EAE T AR o B Fréchet FEAI T, 8T ExKf BHIEMK
J&& K RGP T 2 WLOCHR [106], ExKE BIEAE R STR A R H T 2 WOCHR [43). K 2 Hcth BRYp 8
IR FH RS 2 [ AE R AR 5, X A5 ExKE BIE IR BB A Y] SRR,

METTH SR o] /0, fEm 4B TR IR A, ok Kf Fikid 2 ExKE 5k, Ty 2 (Rel2
Fréchet T4 Dy (+)) WIS THRIAAAEER S AR R RO & 57, 54 Kalman JEJ (ensemble Kalman filter,
EnKf) BIEIER N T X — WA = A 1), HIEA B AR — MR R A A Kalman BUEE
MG £y, I S FT I R A A% R 1 4 (R4 56 B 05 2B TS BRI W )7 2 Chyy. X T EnKE 5
VAR R Rl 2 DLSCHR [71,73,98,99], RS DL I ZRARYE SCHER [72,149,189] &, H BT/E EnKf 5
AR ER R T — RAVBIA G EE, KER 3 #P TN AEE M e/ 3k 5 Gauss-Newton 1248
&), Levenberg-Marquardt J7VAEAHSE & I —ELALHEZE N (2 DLSCHR [189, 25— 77, Kalman J<i5]), 3%
TR IR — KL G MO EnKS B

T ] AT B 3, B AR G R A EnKS RBESK K Bayes [ i)

y=Gu)+n, weX, yevY, n~N(T), (3.25)
g H— R REEAE LR, SN, S DUBGR I i N T3 71 R 4

_ (3.26)
A1 = Hzpp1 + g1,

() )
G (ux) Pk

H=(0,1): XxY =Y, {G} B {7} FHSLEPFI (Go ~ N(0,5), 70 ~ N(0,1)), {ug}_, — &
EBONARRE o BISCIMEZR AT RIBEHLREE. 5 B G - X — Y 2 AREVER, W (3.26) HHPIRZS
B 200 = S(z) + s BIRARLEVE RS, (LECRAUIBIA dyyy = Happy + Tosr RERPER, X5 (3.24)
s 1 — 2

e kDA RR T &l

M \)’
(o = { ( . ) } ,
g(ﬂﬁ ) =1
W (=9}, BIZIT7 210

J uu up
~ 1 N N Cy Cy
Cer= 52~z () ~2) = (( ,

C;:IJ)T Cgp

{zk+1 =Z(zk) +sC, s€{0,1},

=

Hrp
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16 Kt Fkeh, R B B o T (20}, BT, WA U By 77 25 60 5 7 B 4
IO TG I I I T7 25 (ST, ST LAE BRI AT (3.25) ) EnKf 50 (513 3) 102,

B3k 3 EnKf &4
o4& NIRRT {zé”}jzl.

L WH k=0
2. TR
Cl(gj) iAL’d‘ N(07 i): j=12,..., J, Z({gl = ( (J>) Cl(j)’
_ Is~o0) ¢ o ar
M1 =~ sz+1 Cr1 = '
J 4 (CZP)T czp
3. 34

7D RN, =120 dY) =dip+ ), T e {01},

Zl(cJ21 = Mpy1 + Kk+1(d§ﬁ31 — Hitgy1), Kpgr = Copr HY (HCpy H +T) 71

44 k- k+ 1 k< K REDBEE o BB TES (0}, k=12,... K.

XEA EnKf FAE KD 3 A, BRI 545 K SRR, Sehbrp I,
AR EZHIEL T, A VERE H ORI o (158, AT LUBSE 3 sh IR T 2 Cpop MHHT
R LI TT 22 CpP R CPP I, TR T4 (=) IO A AR R T A ()
ISR, AIMTBCR ST EnKE SRRt RACE, BRI AT 2 WOCHR (101, 5i% 1)

FH b, EnKf HEAT LEIERIER A0 m(v | Vi) MIFEIBUFH] Monte Carlo (sequential Monte
Carlo, SMC) T 24,189 191] 3¢

J
1
Tl () = = Z 2k — z;C , (3.27)

T

2 BENLEN S A o R R 2 1 5% 2R A 58 KR e P RN, SR A AT IE AR B2 Gauss 200 2 T
FEITRIN, ol (zr) FIAEDNBEE AT BRI, T EnKE HE PR 758 & AT MU I 20 A1 118
UTRAE (BERS, (3.26) PHIZH s = 1, HH MR 7RG ERIEBR AR 1) (778 2, i
WLB A3 2 A5 R rp ) AR 2 1 5% 2R 0o 3 e 7 K, 7l () Lﬁ/ﬁ&"*ﬁﬂ’];&%ﬁﬁ B 4t
EnKf HE40 I 067545 I EE T BRI g D IRS 2 B, ARSI B IFK EnKe 5% g
NFFFRALTT 5 1890 (BERE, (3.26) TS HL s = 0) MIAR HEEILRAETTE.

EnKf S50 S il /L IR B2 o) BB R AL SE USRS 1) 2 N, s R KRB I 3 ANy
I IRl (2 ILSCHR [189]). (1) EnKf SERT LAEAAG THEENLAN /7 AR R (78 S 1] R 7 b U Oy I 38
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Wit G) SRS R TS, FA R A0 St 2R Ak SR E I A 5 Sk, 3ot TR AL S 8ok L
THEECH BARRA G BAF IO E L, (2) MR TFEAG MR J /N TR0 & 4R, 82500 5 2
AR AR ALY 7 22 7] LA 3 FRAR T BROAS; (3) MBENLEN ) A58 (AR LR 1 Ok RAS & KR, B T4 A
I ATES T ARMEBATEHRNE G R, AR TEA ARG T UAERNIER 7 (T Bayes J ) i
TR Ja SRk 28 73 A ) A& T BEATL L.

e T BRI, 0T EnKE S4BT 2 BRAER), A CHENR B FUIR A T IR ERY B, 0 21
T, 2SR T — oo I, EnKf H2K 8T Kalman B 7 Af (141,150, 1601 jsskF AR 28 PE IS 1, ki
THEA WA BEAR U & 3 AH S IR 0 AT (S WOk [70]). TE—BCFAMESR R, X T EnKf HER
ZEIR T2 DLSCHR (35, ZMELL NI HT EnKE S VEIE I B8P A A I HER MR AL T BIS JEAE. X6 TR
FRUREA KB [ e R T AR E T, EnKf FE e Rt R RS AG vF, XA EnKE 520
G AR sz —, OGN IR AT T 2 L SCHR [9,24, 83,127,191, 192,205,206] 4.

B2, BT EnKf BEEE LR R R RN B RV KR SIS S, b
U 0 PO KRN T R AR B R R, P CATRU EnKE S0 26 35 5000 fE 1R 8 FH A sl
R IEA ().

3.3 /il

PA pCN S AR AR S R R E A NI T B R G5 &, 0 FEaS Darcy Wi RZ1#E
R e) i, SCHR (48] HEX T 106 AMFEAR, BITHE 7 108 MRS 7R, RIERATRHHE LR, X T E
M I ) R, K275 EEAhEL 10°-107 MFEAA T LA ot il h fE 3 gt H 5 B SKRE 108 Ml 7 77 72
se THE R KT EAE S, B pCN AR 1 T BR4E 2 [A] il A SRk I 2 M DL, FH T4 % I
e 1184] S5 KRR 35 1)

2012 4, AlexNet 139 £ TmageNet LLFEHRTT | RAEIERERE, R — 4 (55— 2T T
RZEH (Top-5 error rate) FIRZFE N 15.3%, 5 %N 26.2%). HIL, IREMBEMLEIREG 7T 2 R0,
FHORHF SIS IR T Ak 22 0. 5 ) 1, R FEE 2 2] 7 VA AE S 0] jEKR A Fh BSR4 N8 B IRUR (2 03
Bk [12]). SRTTER S T e 1) 27 20 e R I AR 22 ANB s MEAS IR, DRI LA 00 B0 VR 25 = IR AN PR kAT
I3 4T, Bayes Gttt i 7 HER M0 (S WOTHR [1]). RGN Z rp S R E AT 2 o) 28,
T IR FE A 22 X 4 ] LA A e 24 20 1) B B e v HE T ) R, [T 36 5 TG PR 4E Bayes S8 AL IR X
W s 4 (A2 055 4E) 25 18] BRSPS IR A HE R

T A E YR ) A SR I TH B R A, ZENLAS 22 ST BUBUR R T AR HEWT B e k. AR
S HEWTI A AT LB 2 20 D 80 AEAX, FET-F I3 R v i AR 73 4 Wr J7 V2 AR 5 A0 48 FH R BF 78 4
Zm g 0731760 Bl S, £E 20 D 90 EAR, AR AR HERTIE A 2 3 H TR B R B AL (2 03
R [105,119,172]). 24, W HENTEREE NI 2] CRenl2 R ¥ 2) BIBFFERTS TR SG0E:, #ig
HREFMEORBTEE . ST XI5 T R R, FRATHER IR 4508 SR [23,219). WnETSCRTR, TR 4E
Bayes [ 511485 > B FUIH G AR AZ Co M, I8 — A S 170 2 DL FR) i) R, 78 2 HHE W 7 V2 g 15
TRk Bayes RIEIH? 55 “SeBHL, 5 Bayes” (B, £6 A RYE & in) @, 5 — SR A =
) TAE. SCHR [117) BF9E T A S EIN 02 Bayes [, T F3giEin (R RESHSESHRZ
MOLIBENLAL &) . Gauss Jel0Me BRI, 45 7 AR HEWT Rk AR it X, & — DA B A i &
ik, DRI TSR0 AR SRR A5 B T ORI T, R, STk [117) 5 T SRS TGI8 o i,
NEEZHMER GG T — e fe T, WE, X— TR 2] 7waERS A WA -t 20
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T P B B A BR A ] 185 1260 DL K 22 LAY S5 P R BE LA B J8 il 7 2151, SE Y, A PR 4 ]
PRI 3 M R A e P T SRRk 2 S i) R 12200 T JR) R 3 O R s e (041 AT B b T B T B
JRISEHE S, T TCIRYE Bayes S BRI L, X2 70 HEWTAE S 1] il 5T ) i Fee A — 1 [ .

B, TR A AR HEWT. AN X 2 — AT Hilbert Z3[A]. ] B UE, 22 HEWRRE
JE S S EEAL Y T AR AT LA ]

argmin D(v || p¥), (3.28)
veA
Hdt D(-|| ) RN ER PR E, A 2 B(X) ERIRBEERI R RS, B, AT A FoR
Gauss WIS

A={N(@,C):ueX, CE X ERXFR. IEEMBET). (3.29)

HIAR - HEWTIX — B8 02 1€ T AR, AR BE & . BRI B AR G e £ ) USSR R B0k X BRAY
e D(-| ) BUNTTR Kullback-Leibler (KL) % (15 E::

Diav ) = [ 10w (250 ) 22 o, (3.30)

dpy
7E b, SRAEFFIE 0log0 = 0.
E 3.5 TEVEEMA, XEFCRAM KL fUE KA 2 RIER X B EE, H—Bin s Ak
JEXFRRIE, R
Drr(v|p?) # Drr(p ||v).

SR KL BRI, HRA SRS B (2 W3R [179]), B0, @R Dgr(v||p?) = 0,
WA v =pv. KL BUERER 7RI v BIRERNE v 1915 B35 (information gain), K1 7EA
PR 2 =% 18] b (AR 2 WA 78, 8% IR B KL 5 R B2 B ISR 2RI B R B (2 W0 [22)).

A TERE D(||-) 25, BE A WAk U R EEAR 3 HERT TR R

(1) AR A SRR I /N, AL S A9 AT SRR D, IUARAK 0] R 2845 5 T SR A, (BN J 36l 22
(R AL DA IR 22 A .

(2) QR A EEUASAR O, o Be il 2 (3 Bk 22 S Ak o, (R UE B 2 AR A, i, B AL RS
N 08 SR T AT R MR I 2, ) d DI el J Bl 2, TSR0 B 45 1 fi 4k,

AR A 73 HE W 77 1k 2 I AN [F] R & A, INTTTZE SR ARG 1 5 T oF Stk 2 18] 55Kk ~F 47, R IEx 3
T B AY PR A5 TR EAT a1 2/ 41,

% 3.1 A& Gauss MR ERIRAIIES.

RS A & Gauss MEZR I A ARSI, SCHR [179,180] 25t 1 VELE) 0 A, B &, 3C
BR [179] WERH 740 E B

EIE 3.3 4 X &04 Hilbert 250, JeIMERIE 1o = N (uo, Co), H Co & X LMIEE . Xt
FRIIEE T, uo € H (H RRFIMEZM L 1o 1) Cameron-Martin 7¥[A]). H &M NES A:

(1) A; = {=[A] X L Gauss HERMEY;

(2) Ay = {7 X EEENT o B Gauss BRI AL}

(3) XHF2s1) X EROHR IEE B E T C, B Az = {2518 X AT ZH T C 1 Gauss BERM Y,
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(4) XTREER o e X, Bl Ay = {2 X BE¥YME o 1 Gauss BERMEZ ).
TR 4 FEI, WIRAEE ve A (i =1,2,3,4) 118 Drr(v|| 1) < oo, WARSMEAL ) &

argmin Dy, (v || 1)
vEA;

M EAIRAEAE, H H s M E v 52N E po 5.

K gy AR IR R AR, IF B VR TR &R I v 5550 1o
A, BEMA AFER Gauss W BESEAN T po Wt — MEEZR) AE. & HS(H) Fn7E H _EH Hilbert-
Schmidt B R 23 8], SCHk [179,180] #E—PER] T, X T Gauss BERME v = N (u,C), R v e H
HrESET ' =c;t +T e

" TCo" sy < oe,
W Gauss MEZRME v 5EMABIEE 1o 0. TN Gauss BEZRMFER Z0H, SCHR [180]) 25 T
HIRESEAL A Schrodinger Z 4L vk, 313 T Robbins-Monro 5354038 7K Gauss @148 5
FHE Db 025

FT Gauss MER N & UL J5 50 WE R0 B 1) 55— Fh 752 Laplace 1@ 512, BIXFIEEE T G i3
ITENEAL. 1E Gauss 630N Gauss M MR T, R T2tk )@, AT DL 2CHE T s S0 ME 0 22 1) 3%
R, M PRI TH Py 25 bR A S G 182,

g 3.2 Pk, BRI KRS8 70 & L A BAR AL,

KPR AR HEWT, SCHR [115] EBCN 582 1) —MBase S A 1 o PR 4E = 1] b i)~ 35
AR e S, R HE T A Gauss M . Laplace Mg 5 ) 2 554 Helmholtz J5 R0 Y5 2 7]
L X B, 28N B O AR B R )

y=Gu-+mn, (3.31)
HergyeY cRw, n ~NO,77'1),G: X - Y B—PERUEERT, ve X (X &2 ANLRYEn 4y

Hilbert #*[A]) H.

K &S]
u~ g =NO,C (), CF(N) = Z A ager ® ey, + Z ager & €k,
k=1 k=K+1

A~ ) = Gamma(ag, fo), 7 ~ = Gamma(a, ).
KH {ag, e )72, RFENXIFR IEEREE T IFHE RS, Gamma(a, 8) RARSHON o Ml 5 1) Gamma
I3AR. AERZA AR R T AR TT Z RIS A 5N AT S R AR SEL,
M7E Bayes IHMAEZEH, B ENIIRM Gamma 7745 (Gamma 4377 7EIX A ) @ & e HE o046, Bt
5o 15 R T FIRE RO ). FEBUAT RO T, TR PP LB P AR, RS 1%
0 (u, \, 7), Bayes AXEA W T IEA:

——(u,\,7) = iT%’ exp (— ;||gu—y||2>, (3.32)

Hrb o = pf @ py © pg RFRBBEFRNE, zv NA—AHE PP A, MR RIESE u, A
A7 EEARMSLN 3 NS EL AERXM T, FATIIASHNE

pr = it @ pp @ iy = N(0,Co) @ iy @ g,

1672



HERE HeE 55k 8 M

Hrp N
Co = Zakek X eg.
k=1
BHER, LWINEE o SSHMEE w, 25N, WA
ZZj (1, A, 7) o exp(— B0 (u, A, 7). (3.33)
R BOEEIE v BA N RIE
j—;(u,)\,ﬂ x exp(—7 (u) — DY (N) — DL(r)), (3.34)
EdIIEE]
. o7 (u)) ” (—ar(n), W o 3.35
e x exp(—®; (u)), i —0A), G oc exp(—®7(7)). (3.35)

bk SO (3.34) M SR, GEIE LR T 2B ML N ERBCR TS u, A M+ ALK 3 A
oy AHMEORTE, SR HERT AR E S A= Ay x Ay x A, Hp

A, = {v" € B(X) :v" 5 p S, H @) 2 —LA 5, n &M,

B An AU A; FTRACLE S IRTRIME, 1 BLANS AL 55 bR BT I A2 R B A F L TR SR A, HERR
HF 8 XS WOCHR [115). B TIX S8, SCHR [115) 1B T @ T REZR I BE 18 S (3.34) AL H pR 4 A
AR

= / / (®°(u, \, 7) + ®(u, X, 7)) (d\)v" (d7) + Const,
Rt JRT

= / / (®° (u, A\, 7) + ®(u, A\, 7)v*) (du)v” (dr) + Const,
R+ J X

= / / (®° (u, X, 7) + ®(u, X\, 7)) (du)v (d\) + Const,
R+ Jx

i @ /& Bayes AU AT ELISA RS, Const R LRIF . £ LRMEE T, FRATILSZAT LA
ﬁ#/ﬁ‘ﬁﬁiﬂ or, o H O BT FRIAI. R, AT E U WX BAG B 1) Rk X0 A R B
THEL, BOAARART— M7 5% R B g A i sCUH T FoAt P9 S S B0 i oL fs Bl B2, 9l an, @7 iAo
AT oA AT SR T @7, ©f A o B, FATTA 5 WG kAL 4 e M H R Eh 28
(FTREZ B ESHL) AME, SRE KIRIEIA SE R AL F5 R4 @7, @f A &7 E BIE ST B2 b (1 2 23 Ak /)
THRABIE.

E 3.6 T PHIZEIR ) — A HERT IS AGE R T ik Gauss 656 . Gauss = 5,
FIREE T Laplace MeFS (H6TE (22 WLSCHR [115, 45 3.2 /M), S100F &2 05 i f 88181 3
TP (RSN SERMAL I FENLAR &) M8 28 M SR E A3 — PR 5T

A 3.7 AE BB RETSE w IRNRR AT o = N(0,CE V), HTERFAEAWT
T

K oo
Cé((A) = Z/\ilakek@)ek‘F Z arer X eg.
k=1 k=K+1
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TIRMESS: TCRR4E Bayes iP5 5L

XERHESE N AR ZR TR K O R URRESARZNER, RATEESH K &
IR F A P A 25, ] SR — PR A — MR AT = R ) . SR [198] SR T AR O EU 77
RIE T #3535 728 o W 7, INITAE — 8RR FE b3 il 173X — ) .

E 3.8 FETFIE LT AR o HERT IR AE ML ST AR 2 IS, B, BT A58 5
HEBTEE R, 76 MR & SR [F] S A7 S T, STk [217) 9% 748 4> WA i3k — 25 Sk [218] #iE
VARG AR B BTG BRAE 1)~ 413578 S AW B S, SCHR [113] AEJEASL [F] 23 AT e A R IS TE R
KT HT AR Ay 10 VR B AR AR AR F 22 AT8E Helmholtz 5 FEI06 IR i) 8 A S AR BUPS T AR U IO RICR.

Bi% 3.3 A:={v:iv=pogoT 1T BEMAEH].

FEAR VR 3.3 WA T HOAS [RGB AT DL HAR 2 AN [R1 SR AU (138 - HEWT 7572, anJE T FRifEAL iRt (nor-
malizing flow) 725 HEWT (2200 1 Stein 284346 % N B4 (Stein variational gradient descent, SVGD) [156]
5 X H WA SVGD Hik TR A iSVGD (infinite-dimensional SVGD) (107],

SVGD 72 Liu 1l Wang 1561 $2 1) (BE50G PRAEZS ), ARAEFRATT A BR AR, FIHEA AR G A 4
T S fs— R A, WE 2 FiR, Ko i n RSB BIFEARLT. VIS IAEAS R T — &
MIEIEIME po AL, 23— RIVARL AL (TS T HIRUNED) 445 2 REACKL T 5UAT LA
WG 50 IR il B R . SRR, 18] 2 th AN B an R IR

T%:I+€¢i, 121,27

)

N, (3.36)

Hor e Z—MRANIIESL, T RoRTEEAR, {0}, RAFHE 2SR FHWER], W N — o H ¢
FIEEA I AR, M 5284 Ty 0o Th o -+ AT LUEITATR R R, T iHHAA ARG, /£ SVGD Jik
Wi, AR o BEPRHIFE— N AEAZ Hilbert 250 (reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, RKHS) H1. it
RKHS N Hg, i K RRZEREL KT RKHS BITEAIN4H, 012 0LSCHR [49,163]. 34 ¢, BREIFE
Hi HIFHIL v = poo (Ty 0+ o Ty) 1, WIEM ESRPER il 0 77 i E ¢

¢; =  argmax { - diDKL(Viq T ) } (3.37)
Gi€Mrc,||dill e <1 € e=0
SCHR [156] L THEAS R TR (3.37) BIfEATAERIA W
¢ (") X By, [K(u, ) Dy log p(u | y) + Dy K (u, )], (3.38)

Hrb g(u | y) R Jm WM B B A (IX B /25 e AT RYEAS(R]), D, Rom w HIBBRE. I FEACKL T
H EHE IR e i A ik 2K (3.38) AR 1, 13 2T A RE AR T A

L
uf —ukt 4 ek; > K (ug )D, s logp(uf ' | y) + Dule(qufl, I, (3.39)
(=1
°
o..o:.m....m m...o
e®°°® ® o o 0% o e® 00
° ° ° .. ° oo > (XX oo [ J
[ ° [ ] ° o % % [
° ® ° ®e ° %o
~ U ° ~ Hg © T-l ~ gl E>
o 0 o° 1 1 GEI)

> (MEKFE) SVAD £ARBREE
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Horp k FoRIERBH, j=1,..., L (L FoREMFEAREH). SVGD FIEENL &5 I SUEsk13 17T 21
FKYE (W CHR [57,84,185)), HAFJE 2807 Riemann K L RIBE B IR0 M 8 R 2 B2 8 (B0
Hk [134,154,155,158]).

W& “J¢ Bayes, J5 @0 AT 7L EEE, — N EEMIAEZ, SVGD BIHLIR 5% A8 75 75 0 PR 4E 25 1]
ALy e b, R AEIR EE A Z X 48 (BT T, B O A B A TG R A s T A g R TR I A
AChFRAE 80925, AN TR 4 2 )X — R st H ] LA G R P 450 22 I 28 A8 22 A [R] 00k I8 7] — 400 & R BT
1§45 SVGD SRALHIAMER (2 WCHk [213]). SCHR [107) £F5F IR ZE Bayes SIEIE, 5IN T H TEZ R
e, BT AE TR ZERT 73 Hilbert 2518 E#EEST T SVGD S (RN iSVGD). #E— 4, & cikrb 5l
AN TR BB 5T, T2 T A TSR 1 0 iSVGD. J8 i o FR4E = 18] 1404, STk [107]
BT ISVGD AR B SIS A, R HEIR T AT A PRYE R EE 1R (1541 T PR 4 = ] b i 4% 1
BT ANRERE S, JRBEAZ R B AN AL E 2858 Gauss M) Cameron-Martin % [H] Y0 EM 0 R A A
KA RS, £%F ISVGD, i8R 2 BRAG 0] UG F3 ik, 40, Wi Sk [158] o i F IR HE ™ 2
iSVGD I, ML iSVGD W 4856 73 A7 & T Ja 56 0 B2 1 3 R A 1

3.4 BHATET

AR /INT N B AN M AT — SR, 3k a8 T B A ) B A5 8 s oy ] L R B S ) B A
MCMC- Kalman &8 FIAR 73 Wi 25 5k
BART S, % EfaA Darcy R 55 47,

{—V (e"Vw)=f, x€D, (3.40)

w=0, x € 0D,

Hrp f=1Z—MEHERE, D=(0,1)2 Cc R2 BT R 2T I7RRMME w 78 XA # B HUY
100 A s EHEAT DU B A5 20 A0 B A5, TR BB v FERX IR, BTSCR R X = LA(D).
M u e L®(D) B, GG w e HY (D). B0 — B AR 8, B A s uf = V(0,C) (3
H1 Co = (0.5 — 0.1A)72) F p = N(0,1) (e 1 N7 E X ERBRAET). B8, Jele pd KT ER
TR M pd BT ZF T AL 7, B SGIRINE p3 KB RT & T IR4E Bayes BLGHIZK.
FESCHR, WEFEE SNSRI, AT A S BEALIE AL, pCN 5% (B8 3.1 /M) B A T
22 SUBE NI A N 220, 24 S S R R B A BN sk n] DR B AR . A
HARH, pCN SR T Jo PR 4 23 [), X 225K FL A 56 I B2 o 20 T PR 48 2% 18] o BT B A2 8 3, A
FIBERILE . PRI, 2 A R AE S R PR T pCN SRR BT SR F 5 5650 Gauss 437 (14 77 ZE 56 FEAS
ACEH R IEFE « WS FRSFAT, FURRAEAR 75 2000 A 8 R8I 2 A (B SR A AT 2 TR [55, ik 2)).

EE 3 H, B FRES Darey Wil @, FAVER TARISIAE B HLEECN {502, 1502, 3002, 4502} B
FAT 9. BT EORALFR 2 (3.12) HHIZ L B, JLRECRTHE NG, BBk, MCMC HiliREH B /5 FOAE
AFBARL BRI FR RN MOMC Fk i, X R JRRTHE G R R T4 2.3 M ind
BBV, A RTTIHFE TR FEniCSx 161570 sB ), #2757 Af DAZE Ik https://github.com/
jjx323/IlustrateDimIndependenceMCMC /tree/main | N3k, & 3(a) 7R T 4 ML BE LT & 5k 48]
fugs . FTLLE R, 2 g BNy, Bellcde o R, T HAROER R BRI R 5 B HRAE RO o0, B B4R Hohk
K, B2 RAE g MIFIR/N. B 3(b) BRI 3.1 ANTRTA4811M pCON Bk CRA T /& R4
WHISEIRME ng) FIEER. ATLE B, A @ ideSnaett, g 52 2R A2 # 3(c)
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PURMES: ToPR4E Bayes RIUEFLIS 5 HVE

(a) Vanilla MCMC (b) pCN (/= 5B 56)
LOf — ‘ 1.0} ‘ ‘ ‘
0.8+ 08l
H0.61 1 45
fé B 0.66
£ \ il's
0.4+ | = oal
dim=50 — dim=50
02 - dim=150 A0\ 4 ] dim=150
dim=300 o 0.27 dim=300
N\
ool 7 dim=450 N ——= dim=450
10-° 1073 104 1073 102 10-° 103 10~ 1073 102
Beta Beta
(c) pCN (=i I e (d) pCNL (= 4556
1of ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1of ‘ ‘
0.8 0.8+
0.6 s 1 4z 0.6¢
1ls | LS
Fo4 | Foal
dim=50 B —— dim=50
ARt
02F dim=150 \.;-;:“\\ 020 dim=150
dim=300 W dim=300
——= dim=450 RN ——= dim=450
0.0 ‘ ‘ b 0.0t ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10-° 103 104 1073 102 10-° 103 10~ 1073 102
Beta Beta

3 (MEEEE) FRIEEY, SKEBESTEZEMNXR. (a) LHEMETHEIIGEN MCMC % (Gauss %
¥ N(0,(0.51 —0.1A)72)); (b) #H Gauss %3 N (0, (0.5 —0.1A)"2) B pCN Ex (LERVEFSIRL
EXK); (c) FAKEMNE NMN(0,I) B pCN EE (AEMNEAFEEREXK); (d) £F “S%t Bayes. BEH” M
B (BEEIEFATE) 528 pCNL &% (Gauss &% N(0, (0.5 — 0.1A)72))

JEIRIIZE 3.1 /AN 4EI) pCN B CRA T ARF& LR 4E R R 1) S50 pd) S5, WG
3, g HEZHRNBNRRIA—F, SEgEEOR, BRI R AL, B 3(d) BRI 3.1 /)b
TR pONL HiE CRA TG TCBR4ERR 1 SR 50I BE 1) MIEE R, T LAE 2, A0 B i s
284k, B 532 TR R RE B BIRRE SRR R RCR R T B e R AR .

Kl 3(d) B7n T pCNL HIEM45 . £ pCNL SHykh, JATRE L ER R B X 2RLT <5l
1k, JEEHC BIRETT, BATTHEEHXE 7L (adjoint method) THE FHUE B 7 5e43 2K 4 B /R AN F
BIHUAEEC T, 28 B SEZF BN KR (—BUNHIFEECER). ER BRI E o TR, W]
DIMEER] “Jethifh. JEESH 5 Bk, G @ o5 AR EER N, 6T pCNL &7 2t
FRREAE B SE R et EEEr BT A 5ok, BRI 5L ] DL — 2
2 WLSCHR (79, 55 496-497 TU] A1 [33].

TETC PR 4k 23 8] L AR 2 HEWT R BIBFFC A, SCHR [107,113,115,198] 76 BUE SL56 FF [FIFELGAE 1 5920
BIHCANASYE. SCHR (198, B 7) XFEG 1 G BRAE 7 8] )i (1) 2 TP 3 R AR HE T L S B T <ok
BSHL. J5 Bayes” RLESZE H 1R o HEBT B (7)) [RIREILEE S T ok Bayes. Ja BH0 B R B A
ARk, SCHR [113]) KPR A HEWTHR 5 Fourier #£R 51 [195:152] Z2op4fgh &5 bt 7 A 5
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HIAN AR T A% 52 2T A BRI S 387 1.

4 IR

Tz IR i B, TEBR4E Bayes S 71242 X0 I i) @UEAT AN e VE Al A 2T R, X3
RN PR A Bh T JRA TS H S0 200 s v A — MR BB TN T, UGt 2118 (R Bt
FOPE L. SR [131) FIBRRES R, FEA MR

1

y=Gu+ %n,

HfneN G X - Y 2GRALMEAFET IRZ R DR ZEEET), HRFTF5MNE S
5 2.2 NTIAHIE]. 43 ) B S B R A 1) 2 A i

(4.1)

u ~ o ZJ\/(O,Co), UNN(OJ'). (4.2)
Y5 Bayes Bit, Al E1GIMERIE 0¥ = N (u,, Cp), FHH
up = CoG(GCoG +nl) 'y, C,=Co— CoG(GCoG + nl)~*GCo. (4.3)

ME T IR, BRI EWA IR,

(1) SRS EIE R E v, MIENITE OBHEE) KT E5807 25T Co.

(2) JEWITZE C, 4R T B BHMERRERL, ek 1 3AT HME 2 S HHE il SR, 1
CoG(GCoG + nI)~1GCy BAREARYUEN, PRIANRL T 5656, MU Ja U6 00 B2 s th A5 2., BRATT 2 S A
fER s AMES T HERRIKAL T

AP R BB )E, BAIHE G RS o e L2(D)\H' (D), MBRHSHA T T
(IENERAR); SeB T ZH T Co = ol — A) 75, Kt a e RY; ] Y = L*(D). ERXMHET, hEk
PERRIE B D E W vy, € HO(D) GREIFAR KU, BOY A 7RI F LR, u, ™ ER VI
AE H'O(D) iR 4E—4 Hilbert RUZZ AW, (BT E Z u, & NIENEELF R ). JF5054
8w, IENPEAR R, SR AR A — B 3s S EHEAE L2 R AL, S8R B EAZ A RER
filith HURIER o 28/, WEKTT Z 2 S IFRRAVRRBMEN T2 G, JFHX SR A 2hiE
e P R B RIS (n — oo) TTERAR. IXAMR] A ~Ud B, e 9l B2 2 T de fit 1 AERA Y . A R SR AN
SE P A T ST 30 L RIS UM LS S A PR R, AL T AT 46 B J TE R 4E Bayes I ik ge it 2
W, 9N FE R A8 ORI

LR (FZ) Bayes HEWTHIBI T (BEXr@ i Giit M), Caf FE BB RR (ST
R [186]), X FEAUREE T TIRYE Bayes IETTTE (B0 R IARE) MGeTHHE, ik 2 32 g B GE Y)
K. BATLLER 3.4 /NFIFTI 4310 Darcy IR BUNBIR 4 TEIRYE Bayes Sttt BB HEEAEHE, AAR
MH, %

yi = G(u)(x:) + ni, (4.4)

Hrpi=1,2,.. N, EERIMIEHET ¢ LRI (3.40) Frifie M E 7, Hol S8 w MRS BIR w 78 XI5
D P R g

w(z;) = G(u)(z;), z; € D.
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g ER A, BREFEYLINE, B o, 220 D LIRS 2], 12 (2, v) FTIRMNBI A2 Py,
B Dy = {(zi,y:)}Yy ~ PN BFEATEE TN E, BT LAIX 55 46w S B F A Ja 3600 2
FIC S pv N pPy . T BENLINES T R B Bayes 2 L2 BB 101E 2 W0k [81,168).

B > 1+d/2, & R & L? FEPFEBABHL |- |lge <C|-lr. X Br(M) = {u €
R |ullr < M}, EBSEE6 U ¢ HP(D). BHIUEY, Darcy IR IER T G 28 50t 5 /&
Lipschitz %2214

sup  sup |G(u)(z)| < C1|fllp=(p) < +o0,
weUNBx (M) z€D

1G(u1) — G(u2)ll2(py < Callur — uzllg-1(py, Yur,uz €U N Br(M),

Hrp 0y M Cy 5 u, uy M ouy FTEREVEHL B0, 72X £ A U DURTTRERIE w 45 1A d R
BT, ARG BN SRR M A i

-1
o = wallaoy < ClG ) =~ Glun)fe n= 577

FMS SR, FEEHE i 2 /i a A . R Lipschitz G M A Fa e )G, R R A & —
B REAR S 1) Gauss MERMEE, 658 Gauss MEZRIE M HAMZ Hilbert 5[0 H ¢ HY(D), HH
a>B+d/2, HESEZH uf cH, M2 N — oo B, AT LAAF 240 R Ak i1

PP ({u: G(u) = G(uh)|[ 12 < méw, Ilull s <m}) <1 — e "N05) = o(1), (4.5)

Horb b >0, m=m(b) ZRWRIVFEL, ZH oy = N0t/ Cot2rd) 1t FRORH SR B, %t
TR RIHEE M > 0, FIFH KR E MEAL T AT LS 21

PP ({u s ffu— w2 > M%}) > e ™N9%) = o(1). (4.6)
E SRR AT TR R o, W
sy =l 122 = Op (%), (4.7)

Horp Opn (3%) FRKRMERE o7, IR BEUSSI 1207, 11 (4.5) KB, UEIRTLIRIE 2 N — oo B, TR
% (G(u) 5 Gul) IRZE) IR oy #MT 0. 80U, fhiih (4.6) £, “UEIELREL N —
I, J5 30 MEZR I B 4 R 2R 67, SRR E A L. — R0 &, PR T (4.6) NSRRI ZRAG T, R S5
W AE 245 THUFR Bayes J& 5l B2 AHG 1 (consistency). 77 2B, F IR J5 30U s 2 Ak 1175 1 7 28
JCRRHG 22 I 5 G0 MR 00 P2 (R A PR BT R T An =] () J (4.1), B0 bR EO0 & 2048 FE TTAIT 9%, 20 B P K
ST 0 I S g0 A AR I A B BRI BT, 2 T A5 3 fE B U A Al

fE b —Berhr, JATLL Darcy ISR R EUSEIX —JELeM: S ) O B3I T H-4 2 5 SR 4e %4k
Th L b ST E s R AN T IR 70 A Gauss JoB0 AT Gauss M A B 15 T 1 2R M in) BT 45 114,
NAEX BT, W LATHSR 5 SR I 2 ) BAARIA 20 (4.3). F&T 5 SR I 22 i BAA R aA =X, T
CAIEAT W 22 07 22 40 A, TS B e 3o Zeqilivt. BT iX — JEK, SCHR [131] 1 O 2t s il i, 725
W75 R 5 R ] LR AR R REAT T VR 2T, 45 T R SR dE R s A A T, JF
HEEBE— 0 46 BAR AT 1 VRARI A, 48 AR PRIE b, AT BRI 6 e o S EU
PAgE i i BAS it TE, ROGHE ISR IR o4 tORST B BAS A . b5, STRR [131) RO 24t
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FH RAF 57 7 B AN I8 5 [l L 18] 136 ) A% 3 et 1320 S T (il 0 5 R S IR) R, S8 77 22 5 FIE 5
][RI F A AR — AN PR R 25, STk (6] BTN T Wil 75 FE I ER S 43 B 5 ik, dEmEANEL R
[F XA 264 N4 T LT B L WSSO Za Al vk, 06k T 10 R0 A B A B 51 A 15 T, SCHR [126)
R T SCHR [125] WO, SIN TR B TR, S T RIS s A TR B A A . A
6] T IxX SR 5T, SCHR [153] 2t 7 26 PE I A1) Oracle 2 J5 30U 4s 3 At 1. felr, SCik [39) it iz H ke
WH ST R, Wik 18277 250 A XE, £ 77 4> Banach 758 BZ45H T R iUl da 2 fhiih. ELL
AR T S e 2R E 1k BRGSO T B, (H D T 1S B (U AR FR A, G R B eI
MBEES FAE 2 A B IR PEVCEL. 7 AR —n) @, fE5e50 77 251 RS- RINg S U7 22 51 0T [A] I
XA BRI, SCHR [130,200] TEAHHILAR 7T 1 2256 Bayes 773210 G Sl 2l vh, TE400 5T T Bayes
BAE X SR B X PR R, B, SCHk [109] FEA AT [FIE X AR R4t 745 Bayes
TP E R AR ZR A, TR T B Bd VG L SCHR [129] 51N T IESAR, 4 T R 22 (U 4 26
fhTH BN T TS0 JE SR 245 v, b e 1 9 N IR 1A AR, ATE TR
12 ) 1a) .

PEFRATTIT N, 0 e 1 B 1v) RS B SO 2R A T R e LRI AL 2 2013 AR SCHR [209]. % SCERYE S
AR ZR AT e T AR B AT EDE R (TR G(u) () R SRR AE Al 58
TP, AR B I R SR AR M RN BR L G () () B JE SR B A T R O R A S o 1 E S e
FAGE. X R RS — AN B AR T, WA RS E o 1R S B R 0 R A 5 A 48 O (] U R
G(u)(-) BT MEZEI B2 PR BT, 2R AT LA RS 9E 2 Bayes O BB LS5 R (2 WCHR [186)).
SCHR [209] $RH T X—HEMERE, S TP RRER, ER TS0 UE B EOR, 1% OCHRES 8 R
G REA R, a0, ik NH T3 Darcy i Gauss JeI & B TE. H 2013 SFERISCHR [209], X
LR M S i) R fE B S R A T A T B FR, B3 2019 SEA4 A 7 RYVEEFEE R, £ X Xoray A8
i [164,166] | Schodinger J5FE A7 35 b8 £y [167: 1691 | Darcy it/ i 1] @ [82:165,169] F1 Caldéron [1] @ [3:28]
BT SN TS . 5 A5 T EZ I HES Bayes G50 M BL, #4201 52 5k
MEZR I B ARV T 1 R ANCAE 2 A6 1

B T e S Z A, B — AN EE TG IRYE Bayes RIES T EL L /2 Bernstein-von Mises (BvM) J&
H. 5INE5 L,[h] := DG,[h], XH DG, XRAFLMEIEBEE T1E u A1) Fréchet 38 XHHILT I,
R T, I, EEFONEEE T, XN 7 4ttt H [ Fisher /55 (information) 5 HI#E&. BvM
SEFRGE T A YRS A il

VN{(u— 1y, )z | Dy ~5 N(O, [Tyt |122), 455 PY i, (4.8)

H any FoRJFBEIMEATE, Pur FE Ty Ly = CERRIZ T BNERTRE). BRI
R PN oAk, BRI S, WREVERE Zy ~ py, Z ~ p H py = pn | Dy (BRI
pn AT RS Dy ~ PN), WK Zy #2E8E PN AR ATIEE] Z, 7248

PN
dweak(lffNa /14) _’“) 07 N — 07

o dyear AL BE (0 SSYCSICHE T I AOPERS. FSE b, FTRUIER, QR EAE BUE of BHEA T (u, ¢) L2,
WU ESARAR PR A3 A0 (8 75 2 | Lyt |22 IEE]T Cramér-Rao 7 (W Fisher {58, RIS H T S/ MRIHRER
JrZE. falidh, BvM EBRN] T, R EEE O IR G 2 0, 5 S0 AR A AR AR IR R ST AT DA —
A Gauss MERDATIRIL, XA Gauss BRI AT KA R R R E, 5 22185 B E 7. AR m %
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TIRMESS: TCRR4E Bayes iP5 5L

% [168] X Bayes SHHK) BvM & BAE T RAN . BvM @B 2B HAL 5E R I Ly = ¥
ARG RIEE, X T ESCHTIR I Darcy i) @, 25 5 1350

L[] = =€V - (e*hVwd)],  Lilg] = e"Vw, -V, [g],

u

Hrh w, BN « WITENME, €, = —V - (V). 3k [165,168] #i& T G, WHH T 1,
AIREAS R B GT AT RS MBI, ATXTT 6 R AL o (5 B 7 FEME DR, B BvM @ BT
Darcy ¥ 7 F& SIS I 2 E00 1) R AR AL ). (BT Schrodinger 5 R S I8 A 34 06 305 0] 8 (2 IS
fik [165,167,168]), 7 LLZEAR— A4 4F FER] ByM 52 3L, AT 35 36 HE R A R e i s LR
AT LA Gauss BER A ol, HEAEE I & ST Bayes BLAE XA fE B Gauss 734 H#E47 %1 1.

MIETF JE SIS AE 2 A T By M 2R ] 5 [ - m] LA 31, & R 1 S il AR PR R T 2 56
R BRSNS, R8T o R EHE SR A R e AT (B B (L i
Sy TTRE) BT, I S E AR T LA R 1 1) R AR o A, DRI T R AT AR LR A i o T R, FRAT
DAIAARE an [R) 2Pk ) B — e A i G — BB AR R B T Givh I ) i 225 25 S8R Darey ViSO I 4
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Infinite-dimensional Bayesian inversion theory and algorithms

Junxiong Jia, Deyu Meng & Yuanxiang Zhang

Abstract Inverse problems constitute a significant area of mathematical research, with extensive applications
across various engineering and technical fields such as medical imaging, seismic exploration imaging, image pro-
cessing, and weather forecasting. Owing to the ill-posedness of inverse problems, the concept of regularization is
introduced to solve these problems, resulting in an approximate estimation of the parameters. With the advance-
ment of computational capabilities, people in fields like medical and exploration imaging are no longer satisfied
with obtaining a reasonable estimate of the parameters to be estimated. Instead, they attempt to integrate
empirical knowledge and uncertainty information of observational data to provide a complete characterization of
the uncertainty of the parameters to be estimated. To achieve this goal, people transform inverse problems into
Bayesian statistical inference problems, leading to the development of Bayesian inversion theory and numerical
algorithms. Unlike classical statistical research, in inverse problem research, the parameters to be estimated and
the observational data are connected by complex mathematical models (e.g., partial differential equations), thus
necessitating the introduction of new ideas and mathematical theories. In this paper, we focus on the infinite-
dimensional Bayesian inversion theory established for inverse problems and organize existing research work from
aspects such as prior measure construction, Bayesian well-posedness, finite element discretization, statistical sam-
pling algorithms, and statistical large-sample theory. The aim is to clarify the basic research ideas, core research
issues, existing results and methods of infinite-dimensional Bayesian inversion methods, and potential future
research directions.

Keywords inverse problems, infinite-dimensional Bayesian methods, discretization-invariant algorithms,
variational inference, posteriori contraction estimates
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