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1 HENEIL

7 — XA Z DIT L 72 % Bayes HE DBFAHIERMLE RIRNEZHIHZOWTEM ST 2. 173, H2 %
RIHES RERFNOHEERIEE NA ZHEEEZHOWTERLT 2. X512, BRI S N HEE D &2 BRI
WIS 2 TENBED (XA W) T—=XEULT ATV XL 5.



1.1 &E&

No = NU{0} ¥ 2. HERZM%E (OF,P) 55, (X,]-],( ) %% Hilbert 2 & 3 3. XLO)E@*A?
HIERKOEE % M, (X) LB . Banach 220 X, Y cht LT, BRSIHERZ A: X = Y 2ok
LX,Y) LB - CB) EEMARIEAZ A% A= 0 (A= 0) L8,

1.2 E&E
Hibert 22 X FOEDORERINID 2 HFERIHKES 3 2E,
— = F(u). (1.1)

TP FOL () 12HES BERIFEIEDS 1-85 X — ZBRE W, : X — X TEI 2 LAEL, A > 0 Rz
B U=0, B, UFOMMN¥REERZ LT,

uj = W(uj—1) (1.2)
Fh, JARXEBUONHEREEZLDLEDD 5.
Uj = W(Uj,1)+£j, fj NN(O,E) (13)

ei2l, /AXE € Xidiid. % Hilbert 22 £ Gauss / A XTH D, REHETHIEHZERL X - X &
XS - FIEEEE T2, EH50DERTD, FIHMER po € My (X) TRESND N HEEEZFFOL T 5.

ug ~ po(du).

JARE € X Fug LMY THZLFTS. ZOrE, HOMRINIHERBR u: Ngx Q > X &7
5. BTN AZDBRROBER uj BHEICKEET o({u})-TTHITH D, /4 X035 BHER F =
o({uo,&1,...,&})-AIHITH .

Kz, WERfERE b > 0 THIO Hilbert 220 Y € X EOBANEABIIEAZ H: X - Y Z@BLTHELNS
CIRET 5.

yj = H(uj) +n;, nj ~ N(O,T)

ZZT, nj €Y FEHELSHIERRED L(X,Y) 22T =0 2%% iid BB 4 XTHY, up 2T
fj Zjﬂﬁt?é %ﬁ(ﬁﬂﬂﬁbiﬁﬁ%‘zi@ﬁy NxQ — y'fé‘%éﬂ, %yj = ]:Jy = U({UO,fl,...,fj,T]l,...,T]j})—
AlHITH 5.

1.3 EBEFXRNEBER

Fo 2L (7 4 A2 Y ¥ ZHE) O BEEBIBIE Y, = (y,))_, £ RS HERONHED S, HO
Ty BALMT 5 FU-TRIHERARR o, $7203Z DA EMRT 5 2 L ich 5. FHT, Bl j € N Tolf
E P(dvy|Y;) LB gy D5 BRI, B+ 1 TOMEE P(dvja|Yjr) HEFIT = 38R0 %
FATY X 2pKD B (K.).

*1 PDE B3#ERXTTON¥ERE LTEZ 50, ZHM#LE L THRIOTICRE T 5.



£1: ETNVOKE

R T BN R i s A ZE RS Bk ER ZE ]G
JARXRRL BRI R S ERNIFER AR PEERUIY R ERZOTIR
JAXHYH  Markov EEH SDE JARXBHY SDE SPDE

(a) ODE.

(b) PDE. iy + 3.

uj ———44E1444> Ujy1
\ \
81 Rl
N2 N2
Gl Yj Yj+1
l HAEE U l
S E S A P(du;|Y;) BT Pdujn|Yign)
\ \
L S
N2 N2
R ZetEAt &= 51 P(dv,|Y;) —  P(dvj41|Yj1)
BiZ
BRI T AR

1: 7—=RE{E 7 ATV XLDA X—

Remark 1.1. #5225 D

o HEERTHAME 1o (dug).

e TNV, /A4 XDIFHHD HIUX

o BIHIMERZR H.

o Bl BHELIOHETETVWE LT .

o BIMHE (y;)]_1. JDELALAREL BTV GELD .

j=1

1.4 F—2EL7IILIVXILORFEPER - ERL

FHE EITEEE, HOBRHEEY Y IV FOERXTRET 2 b b3 v, ZhlE, sample path
% L < 1& Markov chain TOXRB E WZ 5. EHLHEMOBRICIE, STOMOEFFEHETT LIV L%
HERL, ARXTCADHELWEFRARZRFA T2 TETALTY X625 FTHRWV. Gaussian NDH5
ER# Z A% Z ¥ C Kalman Filter 288515, %7, 2MOEHZEEL L TRANFELZITS 2L
T Particle Filter 23854, 2 XU TDE—X > b DAEE LWL DN FiEEl2 % Z 5 Z & T EnKF 3%
5%, EAKF S ETKF d#iEON F A TRHAEINS. 2O XS ICEEBEHRTHMOEREZRT LT
B FEURDO 7 VT X% lE3 2 e HTE 0], mean field % transport DRILE WR 5. HEHHOHEIT
%, sample path ®FEHH SDE & 72 D 7340 D E#H1E Fokker-Planck UGS 5. ZDftl, Gradient
Flow Z lWTHMOEH ERBL, 713V XLZ2EBHT 3 HitdH 3 7).



15 mINEZL

DUF, 7= X [FMEREICBNTHRIESNEIRZ I e 2E T 2. ZASMBER Lo TEOBENERED, 2
b ZHMEDONRINT D 2004 D % DTHE.

1.5.1 Wellposedness

1) HRDMHEEREICE T 2 0 DA — B e Bl 7 — 205 2t 2) FEMERERL R
HEE) 1ITBT 2 mRAROFIE L — B Bl 7 — &0t 2 itE. —Mic, 2) 0fA2RTONEHL <, 1)
DrANZ MER Bayes FIIZEZ 2 XV v b [B, p.67].

1.5.2 Posterior consistency
kT =2 oL, EDOREE ol % recover TE R Z Y. F— XD oo, Bl 4 XH 0 DMRIC
BOTHEAHPEDKREICY K — b &£ Dirac WIEICIRT 2 Z EDRAEINDZNRE. V) = (yn)]_1,

d(p¥ D §,4) =07 (J— oo, tr(T) = 0).

1.5.3 Stability
il Z1X, EnKF 1I2BWT, EEHSHEITH0F FMCEEMEICE § 2 Rl —H 7255, ensemble 23FEE L
720, EHELLRWI BRI 5.

ICl < C, Amin(Cy) >0, Apax(Ct) < o0, ¢ >0.

1.5.4 Bayesian Quality Assessment
PERH R H 0 g OERID 73V X LI K DI fappros DENL VIRV ZFHES 2 Z &, (BERL
LR X =21Th5 258l B ERX2?)

d(MappTOzau) S 2.
Bz, PRICBIIZ7 ¥ 708 (RFE) N TORMmEERZE O RFHi.
1.5.5 Signal Quality Assessment
EEHE (T MECBWTHEEM o PEORE «f 28 SWEW RS2 . £, 5—

ZPEDIREEE recover § 2 DI IEME R > T3 (MLE consistency ¥ b5 %% ?) ZaHfiL, &
7o, RO 7 NTY X LHE ORREEHRZHD 1Y 5 02 5Hli§ 2 0H23H 5.

limsup E[||@; — u'(jR)|x] < ?

Jj—o0 o

1.5.6 Ergodicity
PF B OHEE 73 D3 —E % invariant measure IZCR S 222, ZO3 i S W0\ Z G 5.



1.5.7 sampling error
PF % PO 7 &' O stochastic filter (FM{tR 7 v FTEEZHEH T %) 2GR ensemble THEDEL 123
Z ¥ DG EHE. QMC convergenceE2% FlWTREHTE 208 LA W,

1.5.8 computational complexity

TNV XALOEEEFHET S e EE, £, WHHLATREES BRI T RE.

1.5.9 (model M Wellposedness %)
E TN DIREFGEDFHE LT — X FALOBITICBETH 5. 207Dz, ETFATERDMER global
attractor DIFER L IZOWVWTHANZRDENH 5.

1.6 %+ -1RE

DURD & 5 756 - IEZ KRS 2B KD 51 5.

o B 4 X: BUR, B £ XDHDNEVEWIREERBEN D2V, £z, ERDFHIES 0D
RED 2.

o BRMIRERARIFE: BRI DS+ & W 5 RGE.

o BIHIEHZE: L ERATRAL WS IE. BEXTOMETIE 7V —2AXRZ PRI E WS E

k.
o HEHR(L: WEREA NI ERECHIE SN D (BEBULIAZED ) T 2 2RE L T TTON S Z e
2\,
2 R
2.1 Bayes

A EREDBITIE, BEREF > v L (= log BE) ICH LTI EE SRS, SAIZBIMEY
4 2D T B AL B ER D,

(1) Standard assumption[d]: K7 > v WIS 5 HFES Lipschitz £, Wellposedness (2202,

(2) Identifiable[d]: H#EE T X —&ITHS 2 LD B M.

(3) Regularity assumption[d]: TR $ 2 Al oM, AIREDED S, RAHE & KT 2 Xk
(Consistency) IZEBWTHWSHNS.

*2 prior 78 QMC iIC& D N D7 ¥4 ¥ IATH LA TWHEI, posterior 25 O(N 1) TIUH T 52 ? stochastic filter D
BEE, IR — 28 O(N~Y2) 2B 3 2D TRL RV,



2.1.1 Wellposedness

HEFRXTT (1)generalized Bayes(H: Banach to Euclid): ZHTHEBRIMOELIRE 5. (2)well-defined
posterior: H& 7D well-defined TH 2 Z & A/REN 3. (3)Locally Lipshitz: Bl 7 —&i2xt3 %
Hellinger #E#fT® Lipshitz 4.

2.1.2 Posterior Consistency

Bernstein—von Mises(Bayesian)

2.2 (MLE Consistency)

[@] (1)Consistency of the MLE, (2)Local asymptotic normality of the MLE

23 DA

% 2. 7— 2 FEULDOREFITSE (AR

L63 | L96 | 2D NS | 3D NS-alpha general
3DVar || [6] | [6]
4DVar
KF
PO [@], [8, finite-dim)]
ETKF | [8] [8, finite-dim]
%3 7 — 2 FAHLOBHERIZ (Ae)
L63 | L96 | 2D NS | 3D NS-alpha | general
nudging 9] (4] [0y
3DVar 6] | [6] 1]
4DVar (2]
KBF
EnKBF(PO) 7]
EKBF (3]
LEKBFE [T4]




2.3.1 HO Filtering £77 (BFRIBEEN)

Theorem 2.1 (Locally Lipshitz w.r.t. obs, Theorem 2.15 in [3]). X = R' ¥ ¥ 3. (I3) icx¥ 3
smoothing problem %% % %. path 22 X7/ FOHERTDH po WR L Ero [Zizl(l + [ H(up)?)] < oo &F
5. ZOLE, EFEDr>0NLT, 5% c=c(r) FEMELT

daen(p’, 1) <cy—y'l, V|, [y <r

EL, w e wd Z X LOHEBDTE. (4] D Locally Lip ¥ HEET %)

1
J(u):§|uo—m0] 1+ Z\u] (uj—1)|%1,

Z |y — W (uy)[p-s,
MAP @ wellposedness

Theorem 2.2 (MAP/4DVar & H% 5 1i ® B % (Theorem 3.10, 12)). X = R' ¥ 3 3. stochastic
model(resp. deterministic model) \ZXf LT, ¥ € CY, H € Ct &, I(y)(resp. Liet(-y)) 1E4
7 b —o0RIMbE ut € X7 (resp. ul € X) %Fih, BEIME u* THRALRS.

232 KF
1 %7t KF Z LR D model & BENZOWTEZ 3.

U(u) =, H(u) =u, ¥ =o02T=r>

HIHEEE mo € R, ¢ > 0 TKF. Covariance ¢; 3R 0 OXEH 2 /RT.

# 4: 1 Xt KF @ Cov O ERfEZH), Table 4.1 in [3]

Limiting covariance for o2 = 0 Limiting covariance for o2 > 0
A <1 c; = 0 (exponetially) ¢j = ¢ = O(y?) (exponetially)
Al =1 ¢; — 0 (algebraically) cj = ¢t = O(¥?) (exponetially)
Al >1 [ ¢ =& =0(?) (exponetially) | ¢; — ¢ = O(7?) (exponetially)




2.3.3  Particle Filter

HO filtering i Z REDO 712V X LB DREERMTETWS 2 %Fii$ 2

. Filtering step,
Forecast step ¥ sampling step ZZNZHLLTD LS 1cE£T. B

N
(SNMQM):EV§:5MMQWL u™ ~ .

772l, gj(ujt1) o< P(yj41lujsr), plv,du) & (I3

) IZHHGS % Markov kernel, N € N &% > 744 X.
PF TE 50 5 filtering 771 ,ué-v AN &7 3

pi = LiSNPuy, ph’ = N(mo, o).

Ho filtering 774 p1; (AN 272§

pj+1 = LiPpj,  po = N(mo, Co).

Bayesian Quality Assessment

Theorem 2.3 (PF OBE{LARE, Theorem 4.5 in [B]). % x € (0,1]

PEELTTEEDuEc X,j e NT
k< gi(u) <k TIDEDIIOL TR, 2O E, LIRARD IO,

J
drv (), ) <D (2k
Jj=1

%\

OPF DFRZEfENT & Ergodicity |15, Kelly-Stuart-Majda 2019].

2.3.4 3DVar

Theorem 2.4 ((Fh%81HI)3DVar @ stability, Theorem 4.10 in [3]). X = R' ¥ 3 %. BRI Y H -
X >R T2, BRERENERE T2 (ie., supey |e;| = €). deterministic 7 model 2% Z, a < 11Z%}

LT, I-KH)V:X — X 2 a-global Lipshitz ¥ 7% X 51T Background Covariance B Z 't % £ %.
ZDEE, DD c>0BFELTURIKD D,

limsup [|m; — u; <
Jj—o0o 1-

VI Z D BOEETHETETWA Z 2Ick 3. ZHOKRERRIE
K = K(B,T"),B = B(0,V),a =a(K,H,¥),c=c(K).

Theorem 2.5. [d, Law-Shukla-Stuart 2014] Lorenz63, H = (1,0,0), HBERL - #5¢ 3D Var DR

Theorem 2.6. [d, Law-Alonso-Shukla-Stuart 2016] Lorenz96, ¥HEER, 3D Var OFRFfEMT

* ZoRFUI IR 3.



2.3.5 4DVar
(2, Korn 2009] & Navier-Stokes-alpha 722\ T 4DVar @ well-posedness &7~ L 7z.

2.3.6 EnKF
Theorem 2.7 (PO(G#ERE - BEA) DFREMMT, Theorem 4.2 in [7]). FRZEFHEIDI DD - TW5S deterministic
model & 7 4 X N(0,72]) ZFOZR2BM H = 1 ZINET 5. POED ensemble ez N e Nt 35,

(”)—u]—u rELL D E, & particle D SE DHRHEIX

(n))2 2Bhj |, (1) |2 o (€71 —1 -
Elle; "] < e E[leg ] + 2N~ 21 ) n=1,---,N,jeN.

X 512, addtive inflation C — C + oI (a>0)%2EZ 5L, 0= 2Bh izt LT,

¥ +a26

()21 < giE[e(™) |2 2 (107 ‘
Elle; "] < ¢’Eleg "] + 2N~ 1-06 ) n=1,---,N,jeN.

0 <1Dr %, 1% j— oo T 2L RT3,

[R, Tong-Majda-Kelly 2016] (¥ EnKF(PO) & ESKF 2\, #EEHI%Z%E 2 72 (B, model noise
D). TAAX—FEFRE Lyapnov BE% model % filtering OFHE O FITHWT, filtering 2D =1L ¥ —
OHEFMEERL, filtering DZEMEE L7z, (EnKF IZfffi3 % Markov chaini @ Lyapnov BI¥ &M 3 5
72912 model DT LF —AEXEFAH L. ) EnKF TIZEOD filtering 3 ANOICRIEF 272043, #i/h
T dH H —E 72 invariant measure” IZINHK T2 Z ¥ AL L 7=,

2.3.7 EnKBF

EnKBF (RFfHE#E) DFRZMRNT 13, Wiljes-Reich-Stannat 2018] 13522 8{#ll, small noise 72 £ DT
fRODIFERIRERTZ L TWa. ¥ T4 XERKTOD Covariance DEHED bound 52TV 5.
Localized EnKBF (Rt LEFKT) DR 14, Wiljes-Tong 2020].

2.3.8 nudging
[9, Hayden 2011, L63 and NS2] [I6, Bessaih 2015, noisy obs.] [I0, Albanez 2016, NS-alpha]
Downscaling data assimilation: X v 2 22 & B [I7, 2D NS|, [IR, Leray-alphal
2.39 ﬁﬂ""tﬁ'ﬁﬁ&
[, B, 19, 20]

2310 Eoft

Filter divergence 122\ T [21, Kelly-Majda-Tong 2015]

2.4 Model

ETILVDENTIC-DWT [9, B, [7] 23 Lorenz63, 96 S 2 Kt/ #AEE A Navier-Stokes /2D fif D171
FEFEEIT DOV Cafam L 7z [22} TUIXIEHIME 3 XIT Navier-Stokes FFEFUTH LT, RIHICHIIE L IERREIIE



DFHIENF SN T NS,

3 MthFE

Gronwall DFERX, T4 F A%, Markov process/SDE Df#ffr (Coupling, Lyapnov BE%, Mi-
norisation), 1THIDEHE/ A2 b, Random Matrix,

4 FRRE
4.1 David Kelly

google scholar: https://scholar.google.com/citations?hl=ja&user=c-dFOdIAAAAJ&view_op=
List_works&sortby=pubdate

42 XinT. Tong

National University of Singapore https://sites.google.com/view/xintongthomson/home
F—7—F DA, Sampling, Optimization, Nonlinear SDE
HFAAN AT A4 FHBNWANWADH 5. https://sites.google.com/view/xintongthomson/slides

4.3 Jana de Wiljes

Potsdam K*%:. Tong % Reich & ##)3%H %. https://www.math.uni-potsdam.de/~jdewiljes/
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