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Abstract

Deep brain stimulation (DBS) is a surgical treatment foikiPeon’s Disease. Static models based on quasi-statiogppr
imation are common approaches for DBS modeling. While tingpkfication has been validated for bioelectric sources,
its application to rapid stimulation pulses, which contaiore high-frequency power, may not be appropriate, as DBS
therapeutic results depend on stimulus parameters suchqsehcy and pulse width, which are related to time vamatio
of the electric field. We propose an alternative hybrid apphobased on probabilistic models and differential equoatiby
using Gaussian processes and wave equation. Our modesap@di-static approximation, moreover, it is able to dbscr
dynamic behavior of DBS. Therefore, the proposed model neaysied to obtain a more realistic phenomenon description.
The proposed model can also solve inverse problems, i.ectiver the corresponding source of excitation, given etect
potential distribution. The electric potential producegdabtime-varying source was predicted using proposed mdetel.
static sources, the electric potential produced by diffeedectrode configurations were modeled. Four differenteses of
excitation were recovered by solving the inverse problene. ddmpare our outcomes with the electric potential obtained
by solving Poisson’s equation using the Finite Element MéttFEM). Our approach is able to take into account time
variations of the source and the produced field. Also, irv@®blem can be addressed using the proposed model. The
electric potential calculated with the proposed modeldselto the potential obtained by solving Poisson’s equaitsimng
FEM.

1 Introduction

Parkinson’s disease (PD) is a degenerative disorder ofethigad nervous system. Its effects are defective motolssdaid
speech. PD is the second most common neurodegenerativdetisdter Alzheimer’s disease, most frequently affecting
elderly population. The treatment for PD includes medargtphysical therapy, and surgical procedures such as degp b
stimulation (DBS)[[2]. DBS is the preferred surgical treatrthfor symptoms of advanced PD when they are no longer
controlled with just drug therapy|[8] 4]. The purpose of DB%a deliver electrical stimulation in a specific brain sture,
using implanted electrodes|[5, 6]. The common nuclei usedréatment are the subthalamic nucleus (STN), and globus
pallidus pars interna (GPi), which are situated at the bat#eedorebrain([7].

DBS can also result in significant declines in the cognitimd aognitive-motor performance of PD patients, because of
the spread of current to non-motor areas of the STN or adjdmaimn structures. One of the most common causes of
unsuccessful DBS therapy is an inadequately parametefigaaation [8]. Although guidelines exist on typically effia/e

DBS frequencies, pulse widths, and the most common elextrodfigurations, the variability among patients limitstise

of this information|[9]. Also, it is not practical to clinitlg evaluate each of the thousands of possible stimulatevameter
combinations. That is why simulation using computationatels of the electric propagation induced by DBS appears as
an useful 3D visualization tool for assisting the clinicedgramming process|[7] 8].

*This manuscript presents in more detail the research on LdfNDBS carried out the period during which Pablo A. Alvaradwgued MSc studies at
Universidad Tecnolbgica de Pereira, Colombia. Prelimjimasults were publised at The IEEE Engineering in Medieind Biology Conference EMBC
2014, (se€e [1]).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.04972v1

Electric fields generated by DBS are dynamic, since a real BB&ulus corresponds to an square waveform with a fun-
damental frequency range from 130 Hz up to 185[Hz [10, 11, 3P,Nevertheless, electric potential induced close to the
stimulating electrode is commonly modeled using Lapla¢cd4715%], or Poisson [16, 17, 11] equation, assuming a quasi-
static or static field. The quasi-static approximation eetd wave propagation effects and time derivatives in Mdlisve
equations, simplifying the models by avoiding time vaoas [18]. In these models, the source is represented as stati
and its dynamic behavior is discarded. This simplificati@s been validated for bioelectric sources, but it may not be
appropriate for stimulation pulses with high-frequencynponents[18].

A Fourier Finite Element Method (Fourier FEM) that take®iatcount dynamics in DBS was presented.in [17]. Despite
the fact that the approach implemented(in| [17] takes int@aetthe time, Fourier FEM gives steady state solutions and
does not model transients, that is, effects of wave prop@yate neglected. Furthermore, in[18] the authors contpare
potentials calculated using the quasi-static approximnafiPoisson’s equation) with those calculated from the inbge-
neous Helmholtz wave equation in an infinite, homogenemdjsotropic volume conductor using a point current source
stimulus. In [18] the implemented methodology uses the trarable, but its results were obtained assuming an infinite
domain.

In this work we introduce a novel latent force model (LFM)[b&sed on the wave equation in three spatial dimensions.
This LFM allows to describe time variations of both, the smuas well as the electric potential produced by DBS. A LFM
is a strongly mechanistic non-parametric probabilisticdeipthat combines Gaussian processes (GPs) with difiatent
equations in a machine learning approdch [19]. The main igo@ solve a partial differential equation (PDE) subject
to some boundary constraints by using GPs [20]. In particwa are solving the second order nonhomogeneous wave
equation with three space variables in the rectangulare€iari system of coordinates, in a rectangular paralledepip
domain [21].

The main advantage of the proposed model is that offers amalive approach that can deal with the calculation of the
electric potential produced by DBS, taking into accountpaigation effects and time-varying sources of excitatiorg i
three-dimensional finite domain. In comparison with the FEproximated solution, which does not have a close form,
i.e. the computed FEM solution is only valid for specific gystparameters values and a given source of excitation, in
the proposed wave LFM we are formulating a general expnegeiccalculating the probability distribution over the veav
equation solution conditioned to the source of excitatibinis allows to use the model for predicting the electric ptisd
produced by different sources. Also, with the proposed @ggr we can study how the conditional distribution over the
equation solution is affected by changes in the system peteas) as well as modifications in the covariance function
hyperparameters associated with the latent force stachasicess. Finally, our approach is able to solve the irvers
problem [22], i.e. given the electric potential distritmrtj it is possible to recover the corresponding input stim@and its
parameters, which is a valuable clinical application, agatild allow appropriate tuning of the DBS device by the exper
physician.

The organization of this paper is as follows: in Section 2 meoiduce the theory of some electromagnetic models widely
used for describing the electric potential produced dubdBfs. Then, we present the proposed latent force model and
the formulation of its covariance and cross-covariancetions. In section 3 we present results obtained from dffer
simulations, by using a forward problem as well as an invpreblem approach. Finally, in section 4 the conclusions are
presented.

2 Materialsand methods

Most approaches for electric potential modelling in DBS laased on either the Laplace or the Poisson equation [7] [11]
[15] [16] [17] [23]. This requires to assume the electricqutal field as quasi-static [18]. The quasi-static appration
simplifies the wave equation for the electric potential bglaeting the second partial derivative with respect to tjgw

=-£ 1
c? dt? g’ (1)

where f is the electric potentiak is the propagation velocity of the electromagnetic wavalenotes the electric space
charge density, angis the permittivity [25]. Therefore, the wave equation reglsito the Poisson equation [18] [26],

2 _ P
0f = - 2)
Furthermore, if we consider no sources we get the Laplacatiou
0%f = 0. ()



From [2) and[(B) it is evident that the quasi-static appratiom limits the models to not take into account time vaoiasi

[18]. In order to avoid the quasi-static approximation, wesent a novel LFM based on the wave equation for descrihing t
electric potential produced during DBS. We use the genegaession for the second order inhomogeneous wave equation
with three space variables in the rectangular Cartesiaersysf coordinates.

In the next sections we introduce general concepts of LFMgU&iPs, then we provide theory about the second order non-
homogeneous wave equation, and its solution using Greemndibns. Finally, we present the mathematical formutatib

the covariance and cross-covariance functions of the pepbFM.

2.1 Gaussian Processes and L atent Force Models

Gaussian processes (GPs) are probability distributiors fowmctions, such as any finite set of function evaluatio®es @
collection of random variables) follows a jointly Gaussdistribution [27]. The underlying idea in LFMs is to combiae
physically-inspired model together with a probabilististdbution over latent functions called forcés [20]. Sifieally, the
LFM presented here uses the wave equation as mechanistiel,jaod the forces represent the DBS source of excitation.
In a LFM, GPs are used to describe two functions, i.e. thecgoof excitatioru(x,t) as well as the solutiofi(x,t) of the
differential equation implemented, in this case the elegintential at locatiox at timet, wherex € R®, with D = 2 or 3in
rectangular Cartesian coordinates. Specifically, we usef@Riefining a probabilistic prior over the latent functia(x,t)

. The latent forceu(x,t) follows a GP prior, assuming zero mean and kekgét, x';t,t'), that is

u(x,t) ~ GP(0,ky(x,x';t,t")). 4)

The wave differential equation is a linear operator. Thanethe result of applying this operator to the latent foree,the
solutionf(x,t) of the wave equation, also corresponds to a GP with zero mehoavariance functioks (x,x;t,t'), that is

f(x,t) ~ GP(0,ks (x,X';t,t')). (5)

The cross-covariance functidm, (x,x’;t,t’) betweenf (x,t) andu(x,t) is also calculated. Details about the calculation of
these covariance functions can be found in the appendixurisgy we observe the source of excitation or latent function
u(x,t) at specific times and points in spate= {u(x;,tj),i =1 :Ny, j = 1: N}, whereN, andN; correspond to the number
of space points and time instants respectively. For sirtpliet us assume we want to predict the solution of the dififtial
equation in the same time instants and points in spacefi=e.{f(xi,tj),i =1 :Nx,j = 1 : N:}. By definition of the GP
[27], the joint distribution olu and f has the following form

u o] [Ku K,

(o] e 1) ©
where the matrice&,, K; are computed using the covariance function defined for ti@ pwver the latent force i.e.
ky(x,X';t,t’), and the kernel obtained from the solution of the partiafledéntial equation i.eks (x,x’;t,t") respectively.
Matrix Ky, is calculated using the cross-covariance funckigiix, x’;t,t") mentioned before. Using the properties for mul-
tivariate Gaussian distributiors [28], we can get the pastdistribution over the solution of the differential eafion given
an specific source of excitation. Also we can compute thegpiastdistribution over the latent function given a preked
solution of the differential equation. If we want to get trenditional distribution over the collection of random \adyies

f, given an specific source of excitatianthis is known as the forward problem, and the distributibthe wave equation
solution conditioned to the latent force is given by![27],

p(f|u) NN(KquJlu, K¢ — KquglK{,). @)

The proposed LFM can address the inverse problem as wellinitianing the distribution over the latent force to a sfieci
solution of the wave equation. This conditional distribatis given by

p(ulf) NN(K{JK;H , KU—K{JKgleU). @)

The next section gives details about the form of the kernmettionsky(x,x';t,t"), ki (x,x;t,t’) andkgy(x,X';t,t"), which
are used for computing the matridés, K; andKjs in (@) and [8).



2.2 LFMsUsing the Wave Equation

The general expression of the second order non-homogenemesequation [21] with three space variables in the rectan-
gular Cartesian system of coordinates has the form

02t , (02t 3%f 9%
W—a(ﬁ%—yﬁﬁ)*&’ ©

wheref = f(x,t) is the unknown functiora is a constant coefficient related with the propagation vsjaxf the electro-
magnetic wavey = u(x,t) is a source defined as a latent forSejuantifies the influence of the latent fonafx, t) over the
outputf(x,t), andx = [x,y,z]. The exact solution of{9) is subject to the domain of solutas well as particular initial and
boundary conditions. For a boundary value problem with areyular parallelepiped as domain (see Elg. 1), and asgumin
homogeneous boundary conditions, the solutioflto (9) isrghy

t

F(x,t) :// (P, T)G(x, p,t — T)dpdr, (10)

wherep = [£,n, ], the termSin (@) was included inside, andG(x, p,t) is the Green’s function for the wave equation,
defined as [21]

S Y S Auk Guk(X) hmk(P) Sin(@Anmit), (11)
n=1m=1k=1
where
- 8
Ak = ————,
" Al s Ak

Onmk (X) = sin(anX) sin(Bmy) sin(%z),
homk(P) = sin(ané) sin(Bmn ) sin(W{),

and finally [21] an = "y, Bn = ™7, Ve = KTis, Anmic = /02 + B+ . We assume that the source or latent func-
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Figure 1: Domain of solution for the wave equation.

tion u(x,t) in (@) follows a Gaussian process prior with zero mean anduamce functiork,(x,x’;t,t’), that isu(x,t) ~
GP(0,ky(x,X';t,t")), where the covariance function is defined as

ku(X, X' t,t") = k(x, X )K(y, Y )k(z, Z )k(t,t"). (12)

The kernek(-,-) in (I2) is prescribed to follow a squared exponential form:

_y\2
k(x,X) = exp<— (x a;() ) : (13)
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whereo? is known as the length-scale [27]. Since the wave equdfipiis(Bnear, its solution also follows a Gaussian
process. We assume that the solution to the wave equatianutd (x,t) follows a Gaussian process prior with zero mean
and covariance functiok (x,x’;t,t"), that is, f (x,t) ~ GP(0,ks (x,X’;t,t")), where the covariance function is defined as

ke (x,X';t,t') = cov{f(x,t), f(X',t")] = E[f(x,t) f(X',t')]. (14)

Using [10), then[(1l4) can be expressed as

/ / /G(x,p,t _ )G, pt — T)k(p,p';T,7")dp dp’ di (15)
tpp

wheret = [1,7], p' = [&',n’,{'], and
kp,p';1,7) = SK(E,&")k(n,n")K(Z, I K(T, T').

The covariance function for the solution of the wave equma(f) is given by the solution of (15). The cross covariance
functionksy(x,x’;t,t") between the output(x,t) and the latent function(x',t’), is given by solving

t
/ /G(x,p,t —1)E[u(p, T)u(X',t")] dp dr.
0p
Using the factorized form for the covariance of the latemtcfion [12), the last expression can be written as
t. 3
| [ 6txput=DKEX K.Y K(E.2)k(r.t)dp dr. (16)
0p

The solution for the covariance functidn {15) of the outpiube wave equation can be obtained analytically, as welas t
solution for the cross-covariance functiénl(16) betweenitiput and the output of the wave equation. A detailed smiuti
for both covariance functions ([14) and(16) can be found énappendix.

3 Resaultsand discussion

In this section, we present results obtained by simulatifigrént experiments, using the proposed latent force mualged

on the wave equation. Firstly, in a forward problem appra@}hwe simulate the electric potential produced during DBS
for different electrode configurations. Here the proposElllis compared with the Finite Element Method (FEM) solution
of the Poisson equation. Then, in a two spatial dimensionadoift € R?) the wave LFM is used for solving the inverse
problem[[8), i.e. to compute the distribution over the DBSi&tion conditioned to a prescribed electric potentiahaHy,

in order to highlight that our approach is able to describeetivarying fields, we show experimentsxre R3 where the
latent force (DBS excitation) evolves periodically in time

3.1 Forward Problem Approach

The domain of solution for these simulations was: an unifamesh of 19 19 x 19 points in a cubic domain with size
10cmx 10cmx 10cm (see Fi@l2). This is because we were interested in afinglthe electric potential within the region
of interest (ROI) around the stimulation centre [7]. All molary and initial conditions were set to zero. Results were
compared with the solution of Poisson equation using the E&ibox FEniCS|[[209]. The hyperparameters of the proposed
LFM were tuned manually, whergx = 0y, = 0, = g = 0.01 in (12), anda = 1 x 10° in (@). To face the drawback of
O(N®) computational complexity for the prediction using GPs, taking into account the proposed LFM kernel isasor
product kernel (TPK) [30], we used methods presented.in/[31,/32, 30] to makepuitational savings.



Figure 2: Solution Domain used for the forward problem.

3.1.1 Simulation of Deep Brain Stimulation

The simulations in this section were done assuming statidations in [[1), that isu(x,t) = u(x). We simulated three
commonly used electrode configurations as point sourceg. [Bishows the monopolar (Fid.] 3(a)) and bipolar ( Fig.
[B(b)-(c)) configurations used. Each electrode configunatias modeled as a piecewise function, defined as

uxy,2) = +1 in electrode contact locations,
YE=9 o0 elsewherg

depending on which source in F[g. 3 is used.

(a) (b) (©)
Figure 3: Examples of electrode configuration. (a) Monopdigle contact. (b) Bipolar, single positive. (c) Bipgla
single positive[[9].

The mean of the conditional posterior distribution over ¢kectric potential for the first source configuration (Figa)3,
obtained through equatiofl(7) using the proposed laterefonodel approach, is showed in Fig. #(a) and]4(c). The
corresponding electric potential, calculated using FEKsfolving Poisson equation is presented in Hig. ]4(b)[and 4(d)
There is a high similarity in shape as well as in magnitudegamad with the LFM solution.

The electric potential for the second source configuratféig. ([3(b)), calculated using the proposed latent force mode
approach is showed in Fi§. 5(a) gnd 5(c). The correspondéuirie potential, calculated using FEM for solving Poisso
equation is presented in F{g. §(b) dnd $(d). The posteri@mozer the electric potential for the third source confitjara
(Fig.[3(c)), obtained with the wave latent force model isvg@d in Fig[6(d) and 6(F). The corresponding electric paaént
calculated using FEM for solving the Poisson equation is@méed in Figl_6(b) arjd 6(d). For both cases, similar to tisé fir
electrode configuration results (fiy.4), the LFM solutians close to the corresponding solution obtained using FEM.
The covariance functioky (x,x’;t,t") of the output, as well as the cross covariance fundtig(x,x’;t,t’) between the latent
function and the solution of the wave equation, depend botthe number of terms used for each sum in the expression
for the Green’s functiori{11). Figulé 7 presents the meaarsgierror between the solution obtained with FEM and LFM
for the three sources simulated in this section, for difierimbers of terms in the sums needed for the computatidreof t
posterior mean over the solution function of the wave eguatlhis Figure suggests that with approximately sevengerm



Figure 4: Slice and contour comparison of solutions obthireng LFM and FEM for the source Fig3(a). (a) Solution slice
obtained with LFM. (b) Solution slices obtained with FEM) (@ontours of solution obtained with LFM. (d) Contours of
solution obtained with FEM.

in each of the three sums in{11) we can obtain an approprigmaimation. Finally, to show how the number of terms in
the sums present in the Green'’s functibnl (11) affects thateesve calculate the variation between results usingiffit
number of terms in the sums. Each point in Fidure 8 represiatgariation between the results of using one term and the
results of using two terms, then the variation between usimgterms and three, and so on. Hig. 8(a), B(b)[and 8(c) show
the variation in the posterior mean over the electric padéobtained for each source in Figl 3, as well as the prior and
posterior variance, calculated for different number afitein the solution sum. This information also allows us toatode

that with approximately seven terms in the sum$1d (11) weatsain a good approximation.

3.2 Inverse Problem Approach

The wave LFM was used for recovering four different DBS eatiiin configurations. The corresponding electric potéstia
calculated using FEM were the input data of the wave LFM inatign [8) to get the conditional posterior distributions
over the sources. Every electrode configuration was apmabeid with a mixture of Gaussian distributions. For illatitrg
these results only two spatial dimensions were usedx ieR?.

The electrode configurations used for each inverse probiemlation are showed in Fig. 9(a), Fi§. 1q(a), Flg. 1lL(a),
and Fig.[12(3). The source of excitation functions presctifor each electrode configuration are presented in[Fig), 9(b
Fig.[10(b), Fig[ II(B), and Fig. 12{b). We used FEM for conmithe corresponding electric potential produced by each

electrode configuration, see Fig. 9(c), Hig. ID(c), Fig.c}1gnd Fig[ 12(¢). Finally, the posterior mean over the veced
source for each case corresponds to Fig.]9(d), [Fig. 10(d).[EL(d), and Fig[ 12({l). For each electrode configuration
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Figure 5: Slice and contour comparison of solutions obthireing LFM and FEM for the source Eig3(b). (a) Solution dice
obtained with LFM. (b) Solution slices obtained with FEM) (@ontours of solution obtained with LFM. (d) Contours of
solution obtained with FEM.

the mean squared error (MSE) between the actual source anéchvered source using the LFM was calculated. Fig.
[OH12, depict that for the four different electrode configimas, the proposed wave LFM was able to recover the source of
excitation function. Therefore, one advantage of the thiced approach is that it could be used for solving the imvers
problem.

3.3 Timevarying Source

To illustrate the dynamic behaviour of the wave latent formelel we used here a time-varying souu¢e, t) with the form
u(x,t) = A(x)B(t),

whereB(t) = sin(4mt/5) and the termA(x) is defined as a mixture of two Gaussian distributions. Figdr&(a],13(8)
and 13(d) (left) show the souregx,t) for three different time instants. The posterior mean okierdolution to the wave
equation i.e.f(x,t), for the same three time instants (Figyres 13(a), 13(b) &hdj {right)) was calculated using equation
(7). Results presented in Higl13 were obtained for the timstants = [0.1, 0.3, 0.6] . From Figurd 1B we see that with
the proposed LFM the predicted electric potential fieldesiin time, according to the dynamic behaivor of the source of
excitation.




© (d)

Figure 6: Slice and contour comparison of solutions obthireing LFM and FEM for the source Fig3(c). (a) Solution dice

obtained with LFM. (b) Solution slices obtained with FEM) (@ontours of solution obtained with LFM. (d) Contours of
solution obtained with FEM.
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Figure 7: Mean squared error (MSE) between the solutionimédavith FEM and LFM, for different number of terms in

the Green’s functio{11). (Blue) results for source [Fitp)3(green) results for source Fig. 3(b), (red) results éarse
Fig.[3(c).
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Figure 8: Variation in the posterior mean, prior varianag] posterior variance, calculated for different numbereofrts

in the sums of the Green’s function {11). Each point reprsstte variation between the results of using one term and
the results of using two terms, then the variation betweémguisvo terms and three, and so on. (a) Variation between
consecutive posterior mean, (blue) results for sourcel®ia), (green) results for source Fig. 3(b), (red) resultséurce
Fig.[3(c) . (b) Variation between consecutive prior varesdc) Variation between consecutive posterior variances

3.4 Redated work

A wave LFM for dynamic modelling of DBS was presented|[in [1lim8lations in [1] were done using oversimplified
electrode configurations, where only one contact was detivé&urthermore the domain assumed in [1] had just twoalpati
variables x € R?), whereas the DBS phenomenon occurs in a three spatiahdioredomain. The approach presented
in this work deals with these limitations by taking into agoball the three spatial variables (except the inverselprob
experiments), as well as applying the model for more comeglestrode configurations.

Although DBS simulation is typically done under the quasitis approximation([23, 15, 33] 7, 34], some studies have
included the time variable as part of the electric model[llB], To account for the electric propagation dynamics, arieou
Finite Element Method (Fourier FEM) was proposed.inl [17].eThethod solves Poisson equation at different frequency
components, and calculates the potential distribution fametion of time and space simultaneously. [Inl[17] the doamai
of solution used was two-dimensional, homogeneous, ipmrand the geometry was a rectangle with size (18c&uom).
Fourier FEM provides a technique to calculate time and spa@pendent voltages. This is done in four steps for each
solution. First, the stimulus waveform (in this case onlygaae wave) is constructed in the time domain. Next, the
waveform is converted from the time domain to the frequermyain using a discrete Fourier transform (DFT). Third,
Poisson equation is solved at each frequency componeng &fffT. The result at each component frequency is scaled and
phase shifted according to the results of the DFT. Findltlg, resulting waveform is converted back to the time domain
with an inverse Fourier transform [17]. Despite the fact the approach implemented in [17] takes into account the tim
Fourier FEM gives steady state solutions and does not madedients, that is, effects of wave propagation are negdect

In [18] the authors compared the potentials calculatedguia quasi-static approximation (Poisson equation) witdse
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Figure 9: (a) electrode configuration, (b) its correspogdiource of excitation function. (c) electric potential guoed.
(d) the source recovered using the LFM, with MSE.5 x 103,

calculated from the exact solution to the inhomogeneousHeltz equation. Specifically, an analytical expressiartlie
electric potential in an infinite, homogeneous, and isatreplume conductor using a point current source stimulus wa
calculated from the inhomogeneous Helmholtz wave equaiitve study presented in [18] concludes that the quaskstati
approximation is valid, however their analysis was doneafomfinite domain. On the other hand, the LFM we introduced
in this paper has a finite domain of solution, which corresizan the ROI in which the electric propagation is predicted.

4 Conclusion

In this work we have introduced a finite domain three-spdiialension latent force model based on the non-homogeneous
wave equation and Gaussian process. We used our approagbsimibing the source of excitation as well as its corre-
sponding electric potential produced during deep bramugttion. We showed the benefits of our model by solving eithe
the forward or the inverse problem.

In the cases where the source of excitation was assumedaotiiste section 3.1.1) results obtained using the proposed
model proved to be close to the FEM solution of the Poissoramu In this sense, the more terms in the sums used
for the Green’s function (equatioh{11)) in the covariarits) @nd cross-covariande {16) functions of the proposeckinod
the better approximation was obtained. Nevertheless,anbalbetween computational cost and error reduction must be
done. Results show that for more than seven terms in the sveesror reduction is less significant in comparison with the
increased time needed for the computation of the posters@mnand posterior variance. Additionally, Eig.8 confirnmetth
the contribution of the terms is smaller as the indexes irsthmes present in the Green’s functiénl(11) increases.

Besides, results show that the inverse problem can be addteasing the proposed model. The functions used for magelin
the source produced by four different electrode configanativere recovered (see [Eig.9 to Eig.12). For the inverdsgmo

the domain of solution was reduced to two-spatial dimerssidis was done due to the high computational cost required
for calculatingk * in (8).

The latent force model presented could be extended in futorks. First, to make use of more realistic domains, taking
into account heterogeneous and anisotropic domain piepenon-stationary LFM based on the wave equation could be

11
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Figure 10: (@) electrode configuration, (b) its correspongdiource of excitation function. (c) electric potentiadguced.
(d) the source recovered using the LFM, with MSH.8 x 103,

studied, i.e. a model where the coefficiennh (@) becomes a function of the three input spatial varisbkdditionally,
different boundary and initial conditions can be analyZddreover, a partial differential equation that considaeswave
propagation in lossy materials might also be considerethiational cost reduction is also an importantissue thatlsl
be addressed.
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A Solution of Covariance and Cross-covariance Functions

Covariance kernédl for the solution of the wave equation

The covariance functioks (x,X’;t,t’) of the output can be expressed as follows:

ey (8 )
kf(x,xyt’t)_<@) VanZ nV%ka Kt . (17)
KX(val)Ky(yuy,) (2721)7

12
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Figure 11: (a) electrode configuration, (b) its correspogdiource of excitation function. (c) electric potentiadguced.
(d) the source recovered using the LFM, with MSH.2 x 103,

where
! 82 !
Ke(t,t') = mkt(tat )s
t_ t
k(t,t) = / / SinaAnmi(t — T)] Sin@A e (t' — )] - - (18)
00
T—-1)%]
exp{—%} dr’ dr. (29)

Kx(x,X), Ky(y,Y), andK,(z, Z) have the general form

K (1,1") =C(n,m)k (I,1), (20)
k (1,1") = sin(apl) sin(aml’),

(E-¢&)

||
C(n,m) _//sin(wnf)sin(wmf’)exp[— ;2 }df’df, (21)
00

wherew, andw, are constants that depend on the indendm, ando? corresponds to the hyperparameter associated to
each spatial kernel in(12). The solution to the double irzttig (21) is defined a$ [35]:
if n#£ mand,n andmare both even or both odd, then

ol
C(n,m) = (m) X oo (22)
{ne(ng)zlm[%(ym,l)]— m(m%’)zlm[%(yn,l)]}, (23)

13
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Figure 12: (@) electrode configuration, (b) its correspongdiource of excitation function. (c) electric potentiadguced.
(d) the source recovered using the LFM, with MSE2.5 x 103,

otherwise
C(n,m) =0, (24)

where,

2

whenu = ¢, we write#(Z,v) instead of#(,u, v) to keep a neat notation. For a formal calculationof (25) 8&2 [
Here,o also corresponds to the hyperparameter associated to gatidl &ernel in[(IP). 1h = m, then the solution of (21)
corresponds to the expression

%(Z,u,rﬁ):erf("’;“—0—;>+erf<%+a—z>, (25)

cn) = IV (1)

2
{Retr )~ mise ]| G+ ]}
o2 12
+ [e‘(ﬁ) cos(nn)—l}.

Solving k(t,t)

In this section we present the solution of expresdioh (18 Jolution ofk; (t,t’) depends on wheth@fk andAyy are
equal or not. The solution of the time kerrkg(t,t’) for the wave equation is given by:

ke(t,t') =c-Re[R(Y, 7,t,t) +R(y, 7.t'.1)
_ﬁ(ya V?tatl> _ﬁ(ya V7t/7t>:| If Aan‘k 7& AI‘]’l'f'(k’?
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Figure 13: Source of excitatiom(x,t) (left column) and electric potentidl(x,t) (right column) for three different time
instants = [0.1, 0.3, 0.6] .

or,

le(t.) = c-Re[Fa(y. —y,t',0) =Rl v, t.t)

R0 Vot if A = A
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where,

_ova
===,
_ 1 I
h(Zap7Ua¢)_Z+p [Y(Zauv¢) € Y(Zvov¢)]7
2
Ho(Z,—Z,u,v) = (v—i—TZ)Y(Z,v,u)—l—uY(—Z,u,v)—
UTZZeZVY(z,o,u)Jr
(v-u) .
Uef/ﬁ g(Z,v,u)—g(Z,O,u)},
2.0.6) ) rz.0.9)

%(Z,u,d)):erf(d);u UZ) +erf( "25)

For a detailed explanation about how to solvd (18) sek [35].

Cross covariance kernel between the latent function and the solution of the wave equation

The cross covariance functidgy(x,x’;t,t’) between the output(x,t) and the latent functiom(x’,t’), needed for the
computation of the matriKs, in (@), is given by

//G x.p,t— 1)E[u(p, T)u(x )] dp dr,

wherep = [£,n,{]. Using the factorized form for the covariance of the latemtction [12), the last expression can be
written as

t
| [ 6txput=DKEX K.Y KE. 2.t )dp dr.
0p

With the expressiof (11) fds(x, p,t — 1) and squared exponential kern¢ls|(13) for the covariandesdftent function, the
cross covariance functidg(x,x’;t,t") between the latent function and the solution of the wave &guaan be expressed
as follows:

Keu(X,X;t,t) = ZZKfu (%, X, nK y,;/ m) (26)

|1|2|3

(zz’k) (tt n,m,k),

where

K"t nmk) =
’ nmk /O

/t sinfaAnm(t — T)] exp [— (t _;/)2] dr, (27)
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andK % (x, X, n), KP\(y,y',m), K{%)(z,,k) have the general form

o

"1 ERVAYA
Kgi(&(X,X/,n):Sin(anx) /Ol Sin(anf)exp[_ (&—X) 1d5.

For a description for this calculation, read [35].
Solving K (t t’,n,m k) and Kg L)m(x,x’)
The mtegrals in expressionis {27) ahdl(28) have the genamal f

/sin(az+ b) exp[— (2;20)2] dz

0

u

We can express the solution {a129) as

CAY

5 exp(a—;)zlm[exp(aqwrﬁ)%(a,fp,U)],

wheres# (a, @,u) is given by [25). Therefore, usinig (30), expressidns (2d)(@8) can be written as

S_GVT(1g)°

(t)
Ki (tt n,mk) = Dy 2 o
Im[equ(t_t/)] (_yvt/at)]a
Kgfa(x,x’,n):sin(anx) Ox/T(B)"

mexp(¥hx ) (Yo, X, 11)],

M (y.y,m —sm(ﬁmy) V\F ()

evamy/ (.Y, 12)],
(zz’ k)_sm(ykz) Z\/_ <MZ) X o
[eXP(WZ') (W Z,13)],
wherey = jaAnmk, ¥a = j0n, Y = | Bm, andik = j K.

For an explanation about this calculation see [35].
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