6. Bayesian Inverse Problem
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BfED> > HEOREEZHEE S 2 THHE) 2 —RIICERLS 5. Banach 22 D IRFEZE
MeBRzEMzEZ 2, 20 LOMRAUECLIERRICI T/ A XPBRAZRET 5. B
fEfr=> (Banach 2%f Lod) MIEGR, MERmOMMzHE L 35, EAMNIC Sullivan[?] ©
Chapter6 1285 T\ % %% Nickl[B]  RWIZBEITLT-.

1 Inversion and Regularization

BRAEOE#R, > EOREEZHET 2 L5 RUHEEZEZ 2. HOREDZEM H L BAlED
EHMKZEZD. BIWEHZEA - H->K L, Bl A X2WREBne CTERT L, ueH
WL TBINR y = Au+n & RSN 5. BllllEy € KIS LUTHEME e H 25 X 2#E/F
HEZ2K:K—->HZ2EZ5. YLD XS HIPHEICONT TRl 2ZIEHEEZ S X 2R
PUT e .

Definition 1.1 (MEHEE). BHIET L y = Au+ n TN T2HEERBIEHR K : K — H B2
EKy] =u Zifi/z3 L ERRHEEL S S.

Definition 1.2 (#/E:R7%). #HEME o 1T L TUAT2ERT 5.

o P TFAFE (MSE): El||4 — ul|3,]
o RAITHUWERZR (Cov.op.): E[(4 — u) @ (4 — u)]

Definition 1.3 (fEHZE DK/, PIEEMEEHZE A, B 12 LT
A>BY A-B: FiEEM
LEDD.

Theorem 1.4 (Gauss Markov). H,K Z R[5 Hilbert 25[H, A:H — K Z{BERAE L 5 5.
WREZH ue HIiTHL, Bllly=Au+n 2 35ETVEEZSL. 2750L, ne KIZFH0, &
RGO FEEMEEARZR QK > K TH2L5K8 /4R T 5. £, AQ A AL



T5.
DO E, MMREHE K : K — H DT MSE ¥ Cov.op. % RIFHZ /ML 2 B CHRiE
IRAEHZRZ

K = (A*Q—lA)—lA*Q—l
Th3. X512, 4= Ky 3T 2T,

(1) Eld] = u
(2) E[(d —u) @ (4 — u)] = (A*Q~1A) !

Remark 1.5. TheoremI.Z THRKITLDIZEIT A*Q LA XA TR WA IIXH T4 % bl
AT (Moore-Penrose @ pseudo inverse) TIRATZ 5.

K = (A*Q—lA)TA*Q—l

AIRXITT Q DREDGRILL TV 25513 2 QLTI EAUE AR TH 5.

2 Bayesian Inversion
Banach ZE[] Eo#EEICH LT, XA X2HWEERLZ2ITS.

Theorem 2.1 (generalized bayes rule). U: Banach Z%fH, H : U — R™ ##t, n: r.v. on R™
R = ZREICH T 2HERE p 2 b DMERBEICES 55, ur rov. on U IE po IZHEW,
y=H(u)+n&35%.
Ot E, Puly) 3Rz T p? THERAONS. p¥ < po 2D
dpy
dpio
772U, ®(uyy) = —log(p(y — H(w))) + f(y), f(y) \FMEEDIENIBEIEL.

(u) oc exp(—®@(u;y))

Remark 2.2. EH DRI ONWT

o REZH uec U OB H £ /A X nikoTHLNZEREy 25 u Z1EILT 5
BRONRA ZDEMERLTWVS.

o p— O DRDFOEHBEDS pY IFEFLEOTHRNZ Ehbh 5.

o /A X n I FZEMDM RS20,



3 wellposedness and Approximation

U,Y % Banach ZZfie L, u~pgonld £3%. ZITRIERESHOHERDMEEZT (e
po WIEMDH), Hifi ZB LD EZoNERT VI Yy L O OoHENHEERT I 2E
Z5.

Assumption 3.1 (& ~NODfiliy). @ IZXDHFIZED B.

A1) Ye,r > 0,IM = M(e,r) € R s.t. for alluelU,|y|ly <r
P(u;y) > M — el|ully
A2) ¥r > 0,3K = K(r) > 0 s.t. for all ||ully, |ly|ly <r
D(uyy) < K(r)
A3) ¥r > 0,3L = L(r) > 0 s.t. for all ||uy||ee, [|uz|lus |ylly
[®(ur;y) — P(uz;y)| < Lljur — uz|lu
A4) Ve,r > 0,3C = Cl(e,r) > 0 s.t. for all ||ullu, |y1lly, l|ly2lly
D (u; y1) — P(u; y2)| < explellullf, + C)llyr — vally
Remark 3.2. BHIBE H 1 2 00%&H4% 2125 Z 2 THIEICBWT H »SERSINS & 11X
oDl ez 3 Z LAREnd [1].
KOEHT O O EE DERTMD well-defined TH 2 Z L MRFEE NS,
Theorem 3.3 (welldefined posterior). ® 1& A1) A3) %7z, wuo & Banach 2 U LD
EHT e 3 5.

ZOtE EEDy e YIIMLT p? ZRTERT 5 & well-defined 72 U L DOHEZRHNE
2%,

a
d o
722 L, Z(y) = [, exp(—P(u;y))duo(u)

RE A3) Bk p¥ OFFREIRER VD, 2D bound 135225 Z e TX 5.

(u) = Z(y) " exp(—P(u;y))

Theorem 3.4 (locally Lipschitz). ®(u;y) (& A1),42),A4) Zifi7z L, po & U LOERITH
L35 EREDy e YITHL, p¥ < pug 0 Z(y) RIERLERE LT
W 0) = 2() " exp(—(uiy)

DR DO T35,



ZOrE, Vr>0xfLT3IC(r) >0 s.t. Vy,y' € B.(0)
di(u, p1¥") < C)lly — o/ lly

B DD, 27, B0)={yeVilyly <r}THY, dy(-,) & Hellinger B,

RICHERCE 7T XK 2FREDRA AHEEN O E 2 5. Bt 7 X -2 N e N*%
HAT 5.
Assumption 3.5 (B#E 7 AALEEZE). A5) Ve > 0,3K(€) s.t. VueU,Vy € Y

| (u; y) — @V (u; )| < K exp(ellullf)(N)

72720, Y(N) = 0(N — o0) B DIIDE T 5.

Theorem 3.6 (locally Lipschitz2). Bf({t89 X —% N € NI LT, ®, N 1k A1),42),A5)
Ziilz3e 32 (NIksF—H). 251, u¥ < po BIEBULER Z(y)N ZffioT

%(U) = (Z(y)") " exp(—2N (usy))

TED5.
ZOE MEEDr > 0L T, NIZKFELRWCO(r) > 0 BFEL TREWMZT. Vy| <r
‘f\\

4 Frequentist Consistency of Bayesian Method

Bayes #E 1BV TCIEHBR MO ERTDMICH < MKAFE L (BRI Banach Z2f ETlX), 7—X
DEFHRDBME D 5. Bayes HEEDFERICH L TZD NEL X ) ZHERDIE»HE X T
H5. ZDHEITI estimator DFIDIHZBE LT NEL X ZiEms 5.

Definition 4.1. U,Y: Banach Z2%[, My(Y) : YV L OMRAE O 24K, Bl 7 — X
{YV1,.... Y, } CYDPEZALATVWE LT S.

(1) pt € My(Y) PBHF—& {Y1,...,Y,,} C Y DEDHi
Yoy, Y, 3ot ut o did

(2) u e U DBEZONTZLZD y D% u(-lu) € My(Y) & UTHERAEDOE {u(-|u) €
Mi(YV);uelU} ZREETIVEMS.
EEMEBOEET 2583 EOBREREETNVERRZI D 5.



(3) TLEETIVH well-specified TH 2 LIZLLTAMD IO ZE D.
Jut €U s.t. ut = p(-|ul)
F7z, DIV F misspecified W05

Assumption 4.2. U TZRET 5.

(1) U CRP, Y CRI T3
(2) & u €U T p(-|u) FAN—FHEICH L THERETH 5.
(3) TLEE T WL well-specified TH 2 LT 5.
(4) % f(|): Y xU —[0,00) s.
e Zucl T p(Elu) = fE y]udyVE Y ORJHIEE
e % yecYTflyl): U — RIFHKE

Definition 4.3. @7 —% Yy,---Y, ZHW MLE) #fl7—% 1 {Yy,---,Y,} C Y iZHt
LT,

(1) NECERE 2 XK TERT 5.

L (u; Y1, Vo) = =3 320 log(f(Yilu)
(2) BRHEE (Mazimum Likelihood Estimator: MLE) 4, X TED 5.

Uy, € ATgMAT, 4 HZL L fYi|u) = argming, gy Ly (u; Ya, -+, Y5)
(3) B pf 123t LT log(f(-|u)) BATEDTH % & %, EFENRNECERME L 22X T
EDD.

L(u) = Byt [=log(f(Yu))]
(4) {f(-|u);u € U} DY identicable L IR ZiTzTIEZ2ED.

fClur) = f(-uz) a.e. & up =wug

4.1 Consistency

MLE O —~HER DOV THRZRDIONRZE L TEX 5. ¥F, WENZERT — X
Y ~ ut RS NEHEO—BIZ oW TRT.

Lemma 4.4 ( G#fEHY) MLE O—&¥). f 23 identicable TH2 2 %, ul e U THL T,
ph=p(luh) ol ul X L O—BNRBR/NEL 725,

Theorem 4.5 (Consistency of MLE). f(y|u) > OV(u,y) e UxY, U: 2% F {f(-|u);u €
U}: identificable, fy sup,ey | log(f (y|w)| f(y|ul)dy < 0 &5 3.
ZDEE,

Qi 5 ut (n — o0)



i.e. Ye > 0,P[|t, —uf| > ¢ =0 (n — c0)
A IE R DM 2 S .

Lemma 4.6 (Theorem 1 in Nickl[3]). Y CRP: 2> %27 F L :U — R: #ifE (ETERLAL L
CEU RS, ul: L O unique minimizer £ U, sup,eyy | Ln(u; Y1, -+, Yy) — L(u)| £
0(n—o0)&55.

ZDEE, Yi,: MLE from {Y1, - Y, } &R L, RHED LD,

. P
Uy — u (N — 00)

4.2 Locally Asymptotic Behavior

Definition 4.7 (Fisher TE#ATA). {f(-|u);u e U} : REETNVETS. weld C RPITXHL
T, Fisher TE8ATH ip(u) € RP x RP ZLL T TED 5.

ip(u) == Ey g [Vulog f(Y]u)Vylog f(Yu)T] (4.1)
Assumption 4.8 (Regularity Assumption). f:Y xU — [0, c0)

(a) Yu e U,y € Y, f(y|lu) >0

(b) Fut € int(U) s.t. pt = p(-|ub)

(c) U C U;BIEA s.t. Yy e Y, fly|-) € C*(U)

(d) E[V2log f(Y|u")|,—yui] € RP x RP (ZIERIfTH]T
E[[[Vulog f(V|u)|u=yi 7] < 00

(e) Ir >0 s.t. B= B,(ul) C U LLFHHD LD

E[sup | V2 log f(¥u)]] < 0o
ueB
/ sup ||V log f(V]u)lldy < oo
Y ueB

| sup [ 1og £ (1 1)y < o0

ueB

772U, WREC OV TR E[g(Y)] = Eynpt[9(YV)] = [, 9(v) f(ylu)dy (Vg : FTRIBEE) © 5 5.
JNVBIFERT Bov, [THNSH L TEERD Qﬁnop?mﬁm‘é.

Theorem 4.9 (Local asymptotic normality of MLE). f & Regularity AssumptionZ-§ % {ifi
EEeTs. e, G, Du(n— o) T 5.
ZDEELLTAMD LD,



2
(1) ip(u) = By, [21osU W)

(2) (i, — ut) 5 N0, ip(uh) =) (n — oo)
FERALE Nickl[3] 2SR,
Theorem 4.10 (Berstein von Mise). f & Regularity Assumptionf-8 Zii7z L, uo € M1 (U)

FLR— Z R U TR ESE T ul € supp(po) €35, X512, UFD & 5 7% uniform
consistency estimator T, DFEEZRET 5. T, : V" - RP s.t. Ve >0

SUEPwa(-Iu)(HTn(Yh oY) —ull >€) =0 (n— o0)
ue
if:, U @%%ﬁﬁ\?ﬁ% M = Mo("Y1, s ,Yn> enKl.
ZDEE, RHBWDILD.
dry (pins N (@, ip(uh) ™1 /n)) 50 (n = o)

Remark 4.11. ZEBRICIE Parametric Testing Theory X Local Asymptotic Normality, Con-
tiguity &\ o T BERHINETH % [3]. K7z, Prohorov DEMS Markov DRE7L ¥ DREZRG
DEMZHHT 3.

43 FEE

4.3.1 Cramér-Rao

Theorem 4.12 (Cramér-Rao). f : Regularity Assumption-§ ZWi7z=3 &5 5. BHl7—%
E Y1, Y O op(clu) RV, Gy, =0, (Y1, ..., Y,) B u OREHEE T3, (ie Euld,] =u)
ZOLEEED u e int(U) XL T

Varlin] > %ip(u)’l (4.2)
L, TINCHT 2 RERIEPEEMEITICH 2 2 L 2o TERT 5.
Proof. n € NZREEL, F(Y|u) =i, f(Yilu), I'(u,Y) = 4L log F(Y|u) = 31y 44 log f(Vi|u)
8L, () ®22HE DCT X DEED u € int(B) T
0= L [ty = [ i@y = [ L iog fyhw)f(ylw)d
—duL wwszémlwu>wiédu% (y|w) f(ylu)dy

L7ehioT
E[l' (u,Y)] =0 (4.3)

%3, Xtk p=1 ¥ LT, Cauchy-Schwarz D FEFHKp 5

’

Cov? (tin, | (u,Y)) < Vary[in]Vary[l (u,Y)]

= Vary|ip]n - ip(u)



BABIZ Cov2 (lin, 1 (u,Y)) = 1 ZREIZEV. Cov 2EHE T2 L (E3) 25

Couv(ins ! (w.Y)) = [ (it = )5 log Flylu)F(ylu)dy

= [ (= ) Fyhu)dy

. d d
— [t Fldy [ u F(lady

d . d
— o | ) FGdy -~ [ ug gy

U IARHERE & D

d d
- F _ 2 F
T ynu (y|u)dy /nudu (y|uw)dy

d d
— | F ZF — ZF
/n (ylu)dy+/ynudu (y|u)dy /ynudu (y|u)dy

~ [ Fluluay
1

KiZ—WD p e NOBE € = 1y, —u, A = Llog F(Yu),V = Vary(i,), I =ipu], E : p KH
(475l LT T2 REIER W

SHEIE
V E
s 0 *]
[ E I V-I!' FE E O
| O FE E I I' E
(iv) A:1EEME, ERI, ATBA: FEfE = B : EEE

(v)
< A0 )

(iii)

O B
= A: 1EEE

(i) B8
(i)Ey[(Gn — u)Vylog F(Y|u) "] = E %Z/~3. LHS O (i,5) 5 p =1 TD Cov DFtH L



gus =i BB
Bul(in — w5 os F(Vu)] = [ 4Py =0,
ERB5DTREINT.
(iii) FHE$ 5
(E 17! V-I' FE E O
s[5 4]V 5] A 2]
[v-I1t FE E O
1 o I I' E
[V E
| E I

(iv) BEVAIC KD /RT. Jyst. y By<02 353, 2 =A"lyrBLERELD 2T (ATBA)z >
0. L»L, BHEOREDLS v (ATBA)r =y By <0 X hFJE.
(V)Vx e RPAIZHLT, 2= (2,00 eRP XRP 2 5 &

0§2T<é g>z:mTAx

4.3.2 Bernstein Von Mise ND %5
Parametric Testing Theory & Local Asymptotic Normality

BE 3k
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