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Abstract

Bayesian approaches are one of the primary methodologies to tackle an inverse problem
in high dimensions. Such an inverse problem arises in hydrology to infer the permeability
field given flow data in a porous media. It is common practice to decompose the un-
known field into some basis and infer the decomposition parameters instead of directly
inferring the unknown. Given the multiscale nature of permeability fields, wavelets are
a natural choice for parameterizing them. This study uses a Bayesian approach to in-
corporate the statistical sparsity that characterizes discrete wavelet coefficients. First,
we impose a prior distribution incorporating the hierarchical structure of the wavelet co-
efficient and smoothness of reconstruction via scale-dependent hyperparameters. Then,
Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) method adaptively explores the posterior density on differ-
ent scales, followed by model selection based on Bayes Factors. Finally, the permeability
field is reconstructed from the coefficients using a multiresolution approach based on
second-generation wavelets. Here, observations from the pressure sensor grid network are
computed via Multilevel Adaptive Wavelet Collocation Method (AWCM). Results high-
light the importance of prior modeling on parameter estimation in the inverse problem.

1 Introduction

Studying fluid flows in porous media is of importance in many applications, including ground-
water hydrology and petroleum geology [1, 2]. A system of elliptic Partial Differential Equation
(PDE) is generally used to describe physics of the flow in these applications. Primary parame-
ter of interest in these type of problems is the permeability field. However, this information is
usually not directly accessible and hence must be inferred from the flow data. This gives rise
to an inverse problem.

Inverse problems come to the picture for indirect observations of a quantity of interest.
Consider the equation

yx = F (x; k) + ex (1)
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where yx is the observed flow data which is a function of location x and permeability k. In a
numerical setting, F denotes the numerical solution of the governing PDE and we would like
to solve for unknown k given observed data yx. There may be some difficulties with solving
these type of problems [3]. One problem is that the observed data is prone to perturbation
by observational noise ex. In the best case, only information regarding statistical properties of
noise are provided and yx can’t be obtained by just a simple subtraction. Another issue is that
the system may be underdetermined, meaning that there are more unknowns than equations.

In a Bayesian approach to address inverse problems, observed data yx, unknown k, and
observational noise ex are treated as random variables. The noise then can be modeled by
considering the solution to the inverse problem as the probability distribution of k given yx,
denoted by k|yx. This way, prior modeling can be used to address the underdetermined problem
by filling for the missing data.

One way to treat the inverse problem is by decomposing unknown k into sum of bases. This
way, coefficients of the expansion of k would be the unknowns. One such decomposition is yield
by Fourier transform. Joseph Fourier introduced the idea of expansion or approximation of a
periodic function f(x) in terms of trigonometric series. These series, formally known as Fourier
series, take advantage of the orthogonality relationship of the sine and cosine functions.

Beskos et al. [4] used Fourier decomposition to infer the unknown parameters of a Bayesian
elliptic PDE inversion. However, Fourier series has two major drawbacks. Firstly, it is not
intended to represent local information in time. In other words, they capture global behavior
of a function. Secondly, although it provides the opportunity to investigate the problem either
in spatial domain or frequency domain, it doesn’t provide a chance to study both together [5].
To overcome these difficulties wavelets were introduced in 1980’s by Grossmann and Marlet [6].
Therefore, wavelets are referred to as a departure from Fourier analysis [7].

Wavelets are a class of basis functions that are localized in both physical space and wave-
number space. Because of these properties, wavelets, unlike the Fourier transform which pro-
vides frequency information only, provide both spatial and frequency information. The wavelet
family ψj,n, defined as

ψj,n(x) = 2−j/2ψ
(
2−jx− n

)
, (2)

is the translation and dilation of a mother wavelet, ψ, which was primarily constructed using
the Fourier transform. Now, the unknown k can be expanded in wavelets orthogonal basis as

k(x) =
∑
j

∑
n

dj,nψj,n(x) (3)

where dj,n = ⟨k, ψj,n⟩ is the wavelet coefficient.
Due to being localized, wavelet coefficients tend to be sparse, which reduces the number of

unknowns in our underdetermined problem. This makes them a good choice for parameterizing
the unknown in the inverse problems. Ideally, the function k should be reconstructed with
only a few basis functions. This means that a few significant coefficients should lead to an
accurate representation of the original data. In addition to that, insignificant coefficients are
well organized in the form of zero trees. These help to characterize the wavelet transform.

In a Bayesian framework, the wavelet coefficients of unknown k are inferred given a prior
distribution of unknowns conditioned on observed data yx. Ellam et al. [8] used Daubechies
wavelets to decompose the unknown field into wavelet bases. In their work, a uniform prior
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distribution is imposed on the scaling and wavelet coefficients to implement the Bayesian frame-
work and then scaling and decay rate are placed on these parameters. A uniform prior, however,
is a vague prior as it does not provide much information for the Bayesian problem and using it
is a missed opportunity to take advantage of the wavelet parameterization characteristics, while
such information are available. In other words, this choice of prior does not impose any prior
information from the structure of the wavelet coefficients quadtree on the Bayesian model.

A suitable choice of prior ensures that the forward model is almost surely well defined [4].
Hence, prior modeling on the wavelet coefficients of unknown k plays an important role in
the inverse problem and it should be designed such that it capture the characteristics of the
wavelet series representation of the unknown parameter [9], including the sparseness and the
hierarchical relation of the coefficients.

Prior modeling of the wavelet coefficients and their structure has been used in a variety of
contexts.

In the context of denoising, statistical wavelet modeling has been widely used for Bayesian
shrinkage of empirical wavelet coefficients. In one of the early works on this topic, Chipman
et. al. [10] utilized a mixture of Gaussian as the prior distribution on wavelet coefficients and
choose hyperparameters of their model based on the empirical wavelet coefficients. Vidakovic
[11] suggests the use of a heavy tailed prior on the wavelet coefficients population, specifically
a student’s t distribution. Hyperparameters of this model, which are common for all levels to
avoid complexity, were found using a mix of empirical Bayes (for variance) and experimentation
(for degree of freedom).

Müller and Vidakovic [12] proposed a prior probability model with mixture priors for the
wavelet coefficients. The mixture coefficient is set to be level dependent to promote geometri-
cally increasing probability of sparsity in wavelet domain.

He and Carin [13] used a spike and slab prior for statistical modeling of wavelet coefficients
in the context of compressive sensing. They utilized a hierarchical Bayesian framework to infer
the hyperparameter of the prior model via Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling.
In [14] they further modified their model as a Hadamard product of a Gaussian distribution,
which models wavelet coefficients and a Bernoulli distribution, which models the sparseness of
the coefficients.

In a Bayesian framework, inverse problems are explored with sampling methods. Some
examples of these methods are Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method [15, 16], Im-
portance Sampling [17, 18], and Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC)[19]. SMC takes advantage of
bridging densities π0, . . . , πM to gradually move from prior density π0 = πpr to posterior density
πM = πpost. While working with an expansion in bases, SMC method sequentially moves a prior
model of wavelet coefficients to a more complex posterior distribution.

In this work, second generation wavelets, which are generalization of the biorthogonal
wavelets, have been used to reconstruct the unknown field. Due to their characteristics in-
cluding compact support, which leads to a reconstruction with minimal error and increases the
probability of capturing events in short instances, second generation wavelets enable us to have
a wider selection of priors to implement. Here, we have implemented a spike-and-slab prior,
which imposes the prior belief on the sparseness of the scaling and root nodes in the wavelet
quadtree structure by setting a mixing weight parameter close to 1 and for all other nodes, by
imposing a non-informative value of 0.5. As opposed to [8], No scaling or decay rate is further
imposed. Then the posterior for each scale is inferred using sequential Monte Carlo method,
which adaptively yields the posterior distribution for each scale. To find the pressure field for
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any given distribution of wavelet coefficients of the decomposed permeability field, we have
taken advantage of multilevel Adaptive Wavelet Collocation Method (AWCM) [20], which gets
the SMC particles and iteratively solves the forward problem in a physical space on a dynam-
ically adaptive computational grid and interpolates this solution on pressure network grid of
desired dimension.

The rest of the article is organized as following: section 2 details the mathematical model
for groundwater flow. In section 3 a review of the wavelet basis and multiresolution analysis
is presented. In section 4 numerical implementation of the problem is reviewed. In section 5
details of Sequential Monte Carlo method and it’s implementation are discussed. In section 6,
numerical tests have been performed to demonstrate the performance of the algorithm.

2 Forward Mathematical Model

In an inverse setting, a forward problem describes the relation between model parameters and
the observation. In this section, the mathematical model for the forward physical problem
is described. Here, the numerical solution of an elliptic partial differential equation, namely
steady-state groundwater flow, formulates the forward model. A depiction of flow in porous
media from a macro scale point of view is done through the relations

∇ · u(x) = f(x), x ∈ X , (4)

u(x) = −k(x)∇p(x), x ∈ X , (5)

u · n̂ = 0 on ∂X , (6)

Equation (4) expresses the continuity of mass with u denoting the velocity field and function
f representing the source/sink terms,

f(x) =
2∑
i=1

ciδxi(x) (7)

where δxi represents a point mass with xi denoting its position and ci a sign that indicates
whether it is a sink or a source. Here, a source term is positioned at x1 = [0, 0] and a sink
is located at x2 = [1, 1]. Equation (5) is Darcy flow formulation, where k represents the
permeability field and p stands for pressure. Equation (6) shows a Neumann type boundary
condition which sets a no inflow rule on the boundaries of the flow domain.

The unknown spatially varying parameter to be inferred and the main unknown of the
inverse problem is a permeability field with multiscale characteristics. Together, equations (4)
through (6) define an elliptic PDE which solves for pressure p given a permeability field k.

The solution of this forward mathematical model would provide the input for the inverse
problem. For observed data, this solution is prone to errors, including observational noise.
Therefore, an error term defined by realization of uncorrelated Gaussian noise with zero mean
is added to the solution of the solver to account for the composite error.

yx = F (x; k) + ex

This error term can be modeled using a Gaussian distribution

ex ∼ N (0, σ2) (8)
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3 Multiresolution Analysis

The basic idea behind the wavelet decomposition is to represent a function in terms of basis
functions, called wavelets. Wavelets are a class of oscillatory basis functions of finite duration.
Unlike sines and cosines that have global support, wavelets are localized in both physical and
wave-number space. The need to have both position and frequency information was one of
the main motivations that led to the development of wavelets as an alternative to the Fourier
transform.

Multiresolution approximation is a sequence of embedded vector spaces for approximating
L2(R) functions using wavelets [21]. It computes the approximation of signals at various level
of resolution j with orthogonal projections on different spaces {Vj}j∈Z

{0} ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vj−1 ⊂ Vj ⊂ Vj+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ L2(R). (9)

An orthogonal basis of each spaceVj is constructed by dilating and translating a single function
ϕ called scaling function,

ϕj,n(x) =
1√
2j
ϕ
(x− 2jn

2j

)
. (10)

The family {ϕj,n}n∈Z is an orthonormal basis of Vj for all j ∈ Z. The orthogonal projection of
f over Vj is obtained by an expansion in the scaling orthogonal basis

PVj
f =

+∞∑
n=−∞

cj,nϕj,n, (11)

where the scaling coefficient cj,n is defined using inner product cj,n = ⟨f, ϕj,n⟩. Projection of a
signal in different spaces Vj gives us the signal in different resolutions 2j.

Orthonormal wavelets carry the details necessary to increase the resolution of a signal ap-
proximation. Wj is defined as the orthogonal complement of space Vj in Vj+1,

Vj+1 = Vj ⊕Wj. (12)

An orthonormal basis of Wj is constructed by scaling and translating a function ψ, called
mother wavelet

ψj,n(x) =
1√
2j
ψ
(x− 2jn

2j

)
. (13)

Therefore, for any level of resolution j and suitable choice of ψ, the family {ψj,n}n∈Z is an
orthonormal basis of Wj.

From equation 12 it concludes that the orthogonal projection of function f ∈ L2(R) on Vj+1

can be decomposed as the sum of orthogonal projections on Vj and Wj,

PVj+1
f = PVj

f + PWj
f, (14)

where the complement PWj
f is the details of f that appear at the finer level of resolution j+1

but that disappear at the coarser level of resolution j. The wavelet series representation of
PWj

f is then

PWj
f =

+∞∑
n=−∞

dj,nψj,n, (15)
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where the wavelet coefficients dj,n are defined as the inner product dj,n = ⟨f, ψj,n⟩. Therefore,
the wavelet series decomposition of f has the form

f(x) =
∑
n∈I0ϕ

c0,nϕ0,n(x) +
J−1∑
j=0

∑
n∈Ijψ

dj,nψj,n(x) (16)

where ϕ0,n is an orthonormal basis for the reference spaceV0, I
0
ϕ and Ijψ are index sets associated

with functions ϕ0,n and ψj,n, and J is the finest level of resolutions within which signal f is
approximated.

3.1 Two-Dimensional Wavelet Bases

Separable wavelet bases are the best way to design two-dimensional wavelet bases [22]. The
approximation of a two-dimensional signal f(x1, x2) at the resolution 2j is defined as the orthog-
onal projection of f on a space V2

j that is included in L2(R). For x = (x1, x2) and n = (n1, n2),{
ϕ2
j,n(x) = ϕj,n1(x1)ϕj,n2(x2) =

1

2j
ϕ
(x1 − 2jn1

2j

)
ϕ
(x2 − 2jn2

2j

)}
n∈Z2

(17)

is an orthonormal basis of V2
j . This basis is obtained by scaling by 2j the two-dimensional

separable scaling function ϕ2(x) = ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2) and translating it on a two-dimensional square
grid with intervals 2−j.

A separable wavelet orthonormal basis of L2(R2) is constructed with separable products
of a scaling function ϕ and a wavelet ψ. Let Wj be the detail space equal to the orthogonal
complement of the lower-resolution approximation space V2

j in V2
j+1,

V2
j+1 = V2

j ⊕W2
j . (18)

Decomposing Vj+1 we can show that

W2
j = (Vj ⊗Wj)⊕ (Wj ⊗Vj)⊕ (Wj ⊗Wj). (19)

Since {ϕj,m}m∈Z and {ψj,m}m∈Z are orthonormal bases of Vj and Wj, the wavelet family{
ψ1
j,n, ψ

2
j,n, ψ

3
j,n

}
n∈Z2

(20)

where

ψ1(x) = ϕ(x1)ψ(x2), (21)

ψ2(x) = ψ(x1)ϕ(x2), (22)

ψ3(x) = ψ(x1)ψ(x2), (23)

is an orthonormal basis of W2
j . ψ1, ψ2, and ψ3 show wavelets in horizontal, vertical, and

diagonal directions, respectively. We denote the family ψµj,n by

ψµj,n(x) =
1

2j
ψµ

(x1 − 2jn1

2j
,
x2 − 2jn2

2j

)
, (24)
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for 1 ≤ µ ≤ 2D − 1 with D denoting the dimension. Therefore, the wavelet decomposition of
two-dimensional signal f has the form

f(x) =
∑
n∈I0ϕ

c0,nϕ0,n(x) +
J−1∑
j=0

2D−1∑
µ=1

∑
n∈Ijψ

dµj,nψ
µ
j,n(x) (25)

In this equation, coefficient c0,n gives an approximation of two-dimensional signal f at the
reference space V2

0. Large amplitude coefficients in d1, d2, and d3 correspond to details in
vertical (vertical high frequencies), horizontal, and diagonal directions (high frequencies in
both directions), respectively.

3.2 Second-Generation Wavelets

Second-generation wavelets are a generalization of biorthogonal wavelets, which are more easily
applied to functions defined on domains more general than Rn. Their major benefit comes
from their construction in the spatial domain. This helps second-generation wavelets to be
tailor maid for complex domains and irregular sampling [23].

Family of wavelets ψj,k are classically constructed by translation and dilation of one mother
wavelet ψ. The lack of translation and dilation invariance, however, does not allow for classical
way in such more general cases as boundaries and irregular sampling [24]. A better way to
build wavelets in these cases comes from abandoning the translation/dilation approach. The
wavelet resulted by the departure from classical translation/dilation method is referred to as
second-generation wavelets. Rather than the Fourier transform, main tools for constructing
second-generation wavelets include interpolating wavelet transform and lifting schemes

Interpolating wavelet transform [25, 26] can best be explained by an example on transform-
ing data to different levels of resolution. Consider the dyadic grid

Gj = {xj,n ∈ R : xj,n = 2−jn, n ∈ Z}, j ∈ Z

where x and j denote grid points and level of resolution, respectively. Given discrete data
f(xj,n) we can project the data on a finer grid Gj+1 by predicting the value of data sequence
on all dyadic points in between. This prediction can be achieved by interpolation. Here, we
take advantage of polynomial interpolation of order 2N − 1 using 2N closest neighbour points.
Using this method, the signal can be approximated on finer grid of level j + 1 as

f j(xj+1,2n+1) =
N∑

l=−N+1

γjn,lf(xj,n+l) (26)

where γ denotes the interpolation weight. Assuming that the function f j(xj,n) belongs to
the space Vj, the interpolated function at level j + 1 can be shown by f j(xj+1,n). Since
xj,n = xj+1,2n we can show that for the even points, f j(xj+1,2n) = f j+1(xj+1,2n). However, the
prediction at odd points might not be accurate and hence, f j(xj+1,2n+1) ̸= f j+1(xj+1,2n+1). So,
the details necessary for accurate reconstruction of f j(x) on grid Gj+1 are the differences between
f j(xj+1,2n+1) and f

j+1(xj+1,2n+1). If we call half the difference f j+1(xj+1,2n+1) − f j(xj+1,2n+1)
a wavelet coefficient dj,n, then we see that f j+1(x) = f j(x) + dj(x).
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Figure 1: Forward (a) and inverse (b) wavelet transform using second-generation wavelets.

The wavelet basis constructed using interpolating scaling functions, however, has a non-zero
mean and hence, does not provide a Reisz basis for L2. Also, from a signal processing point of
view, interpolating scaling functions have a constant as low-pass filter and hence, are unable
to well separate the scales. Consequently, this wavelet transform would introduce numerical
instabilities and aliasing [23]. To overcome these difficulties, lifting scheme is used to enhance
the properties of wavelets.

As stated earlier, the next tool needed for constructing second-generation wavelets is lifting
scheme [24]. Lifting scheme starts from a simple multiresolution analysis and by adding linear
combination of scaling function to the wavelet of same level of resolution builds a priori defined
properties into it.

In summary, the two steps for forward wavelet transform using second-generation wavelet
can be formulated as

Predict Stage: dj,n =
1

2

(
cj+1,2n+1 −

∑
l

γjk,lcj+1,2n+2l

)
(27)

Update Stage: cj,n = cj+1,2n +
∑
l

γ̃jk,ldj,n+l (28)

Algorithm 1 Forward wavelet transform using second-generation wavelets.

for j = J : jmin + 1 do
predict odd points xj,2k+1 using 2N closest even points f j(xj,2k) using Eq. 26.
calculate wavelet coefficients dj−1,k using Eq. 27.
assign wavelet coefficients dj−1,k to odd points xj,2k+1.
interpolate even points xj,2k using 2N closest odd points xj,2k+1.
update even points xj,2k using Eq. 28.
save values on even points xj,2k as scaling coefficients cj−1,k.

end for

The output of the update stage is a wavelet with zero mean, which results in an accurate
transform.

Next, the inverse wavelet transform is performed using the same stages and operations, but
in reversed order. In other words, first, even points at level j + 1 are calculated at the inverse
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2
S ↓ 2 − dj,k + ↑ 2 2S−1

cj+1,k
1
2
P j U j U j 1

2
P j + cj+1,k

↓ 2 + cj,k − ↑ 2

Figure 2: Block diagram of the second generation wavelet transform.

update stage. Then, the odd points are found after inverse predict stage. These relations are
shown using equations 29 and 30. Figure 2 summarizes forward and inverse transforms.

Inverse Update Stage: cj+1,2k = cj,k −
∑
l

γ̃jk,ldj,k+l (29)

Inverse Predict Stage: cj+1,2k+1 = 2dj,k +
∑
l

γ̃jk,lcj+1,2k+2l (30)

Algorithm 2 Inverse wavelet transform using second-generation wavelets.

for j = jmin : J − 1 do
assign wavelet coefficients dj,k to odd points xj+1,2k+1.
assign scaling coefficients cj,k to even points xj+1,2k.
interpolate even points xj+1,2k using 2N closest odd points xj+1,2k+1.
inverse update f j+1(xj+1,2k) using Eq. 29.
interpolate odd points xj+1,2k+1 using 2N closest even points xj+1,2k.
inverse predict f j+1(xj+1,2k+1) using Eq. 30.

end for

4 Numerical Implementation

4.1 Adaptive Wavelet Collocation Method

In this study, a general AMR-type numerical method for solving partial differential equations
[23] based on arbitrary order bi-orthogonal second-generation wavelets [24] has been used to
solve the Darcy flow equation. For the reader’s convenience the Adaptive Wavelet Collocation
Method (AWCM) is briefly reviewed next. For the detailed description of the method and its
parallel implementation the reader is referred to Refs. [23, 27, 20, 28].

A multiresolution wavelet representation of a field u(x) can be formally written as

u(x) =
∑
k∈I0ϕ

ū0kϕ
0
k(x) +

+∞∑
j=0

2d−1∑
µ=1

∑
k∈Iµ,jψ

ũµ,jk ψµ,jk (x), (31)

where I0ϕ and Iµ,jψ are d-dimensional index sets associated with scaling functions ϕ0
l and wavelets

ψµ,jk , respectively, ū0k and ũµ,jk represent scaling and wavelet coefficients, while ϕ0
k(x) and ψ

µ,j
k (x)
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respectively express scaling functions at the coarsest level of resolution and wavelet basis func-
tions of different family, µ, and levels of resolution, j.

Multiresolution decomposition (31) provides a natural platform to construct adaptive nu-
merical methods based on the analysis of the wavelet coefficients, ũµ,jk , which, in general, have
small values except for the regions close to the large gradients. Formally, the field u(x) can be
decomposed into two sub-fields

u(x) = u⩾(x) + u<(x) (32)

defined by

u⩾(x) =
∑
k∈I0ϕ

ū0kϕ
0
k(x) +

+∞∑
j=0

2d−1∑
µ=1

∑
k∈Iµ,jψ

|ũµ,jk |⩾ϵ∥u∥

ũµ,jk ψµ,jk (x) (33)

and

u<(x) =
+∞∑
j=0

2d−1∑
µ=1

∑
k∈Iµ,jψ

|ũµ,jk |<ϵ∥u∥

ũµ,jk ψµ,jk (x), (34)

where ϵ > 0 is the non-dimensional (relative) thresholding parameter defining the decomposition
and ∥u∥ is the (absolute) dimensional scale. This characteristic amplitude scale is often taken
as either the L2- or L∞-norm of the field u or its derived quantity of interest, e.g., fluctuating
component. As a result of this split, the compression can be achieved by keeping only the
wavelets with coefficients greater than ϵ∥u∥. In other words, high resolution computations are
only performed where it is necessary and a significant reduction in the number of required
wavelets can be achieved. The AWCM takes advantage of the wavelet compression properties
(33) and one-to-one correspondence between wavelets and the corresponding grid points on a
multi-level computational mesh. As a result the AWCM has the ability to identify, isolate,
and track localized, dynamically dominant flow structures, such as interfaces, on adaptive
computational mesh while a priori controlling the accuracy of the solution at the desired level
O(ϵ). This property has distinguished wavelet techniques from conventional methods [29].

4.2 Multilevel AWCM

In this work, an extension of AWCM has been used for the solution of the elliptic problem. In
this section, we briefly discuss the method. For a detailed discusion, reader is refered to [20].
A linear elliptic PDE may be written in the general form

L u = f, (35)

where L is a linear elliptic operator (including boundary conditions), and f is a source term.
The goal is determining u to within a specified residual tolerance ∥u − f∥p < ϵ given L
and f . Using wavelet-based adaptive mesh refinement assumes the knowledge of the solution
in the highest level of resolution. However, this coincides with introduction of computational
overhead, especially for highly localized solution. For this purpose the elliptic multilevel wavelet
collocation solver is used. In this algorithm, the PDE is iteratively solved starting from the
coarsest resolution and the grid of collocation points is continuously refined to resolve the local
structures that appear in the solution.

10



Using AWCM, the adaptive computational grid G≥ = G j
≥ is constructed as a set of nested

adaptive computational grids G j
≥ ⊂ G≥, such that G j

≥ ⊂ G j+1
≥ , for any j < J − 1, where J is

the finest level of resolution. This nested grid structure provides a framework that allows the
approximation from coarser levels of resolution to be used to improve the approximation at the
finest level.

If we use coarse grid correction to solve the coarse grid system, the resulting recursive algo-
rithmic scheme is called a multilevel V-cycle. The multilevel iterative algorithm uses lower-order
wavelet differentiation for the approximate solver. Moreover, wavelet interpolation and projec-
tion are used respectively for prolongation (injection) and restriction operators. Algorithm 3
summarizes the multilevel AWCM.

Algorithm 3 Multilevel AWCM

initial guess (m = 0) : umk and Gm
≥ .

while (m = 0) or (m ≥ 1 and Gm
≥ ̸= Gm−1

≥ or ∥umk − um−1
k ∥∞) do

perform forward wavelet transform for each component of umk
construct Gm−1

≥ from significant wavelets ∥dµ,jl ∥ ≥ ϵ, their neighbours, ghost points, etc.

if Gm+1
≥ ̸= Gm

≥ then
interpolate umk to Gm+1.

end if
while ∥fJ − L uJ≥∥∞ > δϵ do
calculate residual rJ = fJ − L uJ≥
for j = J : jmin + 1 do
solve L vj = rj

restrict residual rj to coarser grid G j−1 using wavelet projection.
end for
solve L vjmin = rjmin

for j = jmin + 1 : J do
prolong coarse grid solution vj−1 to finer grid G j using wavelet interpolation.
solve L vj = rj

end for
uJ≥ = uJ≥ + vJ

end while
m = m+ 1

end while

5 Bayesian Approach to Inverse Problems

In this section, our Bayesian approach to answer the inverse problem is described. In the
Bayesian framework, we treat the unknown coefficients of the decomposed log-permeability
field as random variables and we infer them from the observation data provided from multilevel
AWCM solver.

Using the Bayes rule we have

πpost =
1

Z
L(d;y)πpr(d) (36)

11



Figure 3: Schematic view of the multilevel V-cycle

where L denotes likelihood, πpr stands for prior distribution, πpost shows posterior distribution,
and Z is the normalization constant.

To define the Bayesian model, first prior probability distribution of wavelet coefficients
is explored in section 5.1. Then, in section 5.2 likelihood is derived by marginalizing the
observation over noise precision. Finally, normalization constant is used to perform the task of
model selection, as illustrated in section 5.6.

5.1 Prior modeling of wavelet coefficients

A prior distribution imposes our belief of the quantity of interest before any observation is
provided. In an underdetermined inverse problem, this information helps with filling for missing
data. Therefore, prior modeling of the wavelet coefficients can help with finding a faster and
more accurate solution.

When the unknown is parameterized in some basis, prior distribution should include infor-
mation regarding the coefficients of this parameterization, which are now the unknowns of the
problem. The knowledge of the structure of the wavelet coefficients has previously been used in
such applications as image compression [30] and compressive sensing [13]. A two-dimensional
wavelet transform forges a quadtree of wavelet coefficients, which is consist of several subbands
that are grouped into different levels of details, using a series of low-pass and high-pass filters.
Each subband contains coefficients corresponding to wavelets in either horizontal, vertical, or
diagonal directions with hierarchical relation between subbands of different levels of resolution.

The hierarchical relation means that in a wavelet quadtree starting from the root nodes
all the way to the nodes before the leaf nodes each wavelet coefficient in a coarser scale has 4
children in the next finer level. Leaf nodes have the highest possible resolution level and hence
have no children. Wavelet coefficients whose parent is zero tend to have zero value. These
zeros then propagate through all finer scales. In most cases, hence, negligible coefficients form
a cluster which is referred to as a zero tree.

Due to these characteristics of a quadtree of wavelet coefficients, subbands become more
and more sparse as they approach the finer scales. Hence, most of the coefficients in the finer
scales are expected to have a value close to zero. This means that a few coefficients with large
value contain most of the information from the original data. Therefore, one may reconstruct
the field by only using the large coefficients and yet get an accurate representation.

In order to introduce these properties in a statistical manner, we use a spike-and-slab prior

12



wi ∼ γssN
(
0, rsα−1

s

)
+ (1− γss) δ0 (37)

where δ0 is mass point at zero. Hyperparameters γs, r, and αs denote the mixing factor, scaling
factor, and the precision parameter, respectively, and s stands for the level of details. This
prior imposes the belief that with probability γss the coefficients have a Gaussian distribution
and with probability 1− γss it is set to zero which effectively incorporates our knowledge about
the sparsity of the wavelet coefficients into the problem.

Factor r explicitly decreases the prior probability of large coefficients in the higher levels
of resolution. In addition, mixing coefficients introduces a geometrically decreasing probability
for non-negligible coefficients. Combined, these factors introduce a rate of decay on the wavelet
coefficients to ensure smoothness of the reconstructed function. As oppose to [8] which scales
the posterior wavelet coefficients, this implements the smoothness property in the prior model.

In order to represent the quadtree structure of the wavelet coefficients of log-permeability
field, the hyperparameters are level-dependent and set according to each scale. For instance, the
scaling coefficients (s = 0) tend to have non-zero values. As a result, a unit mixing coefficient
is desired. Note that this is always true due to the power s of the mixing factor. For the root
node, most coefficients are non-zero. So we choose a value close to one. For all other levels
of resolution, we impose a non-informative value of 0.5. This indicates that with a probability
0.5, wavelet coefficients are drawn from a Gaussian distribution and with the same probability,
coefficients are set to zero.

Note that, with this choice of prior model, zero valued coefficients propagate through all
the finer scales as each such coefficient has four zero valued children in the next finer scale and
the rest of the coefficients in that finer scale are set to zero with a probability of 0.5.

5.2 Likelihood

Using the prior distribution defined in section 5.1, we would like to calculate the posterior
distribution of scaling and wavelet coefficients given the observation. According to the Bayes
rule

PPost(w|d) ∝ P (d|w)PPr(w) (38)

The goal is to find the likelihood L(w; d), which yields a posterior belief of the coefficients
of the unknown field by updating prior distribution using observed data. Considering the
observational noise, we can model our observation as

d|w, αe ∼ N (F (w), α−1
e ) (39)

with αe denoting the precision of the observational noise. This hyperparameter can be modeled
using

αe|a0, b0 ∼ Gamma(a0, b0) (40)

where following [31] hyperparameters a0 and b0 are set to have a non-informative value of 0.001.
Therefore, the conditional density of d given w is derived by marginalizing the observation over
αe

P (d | w) =
∫ ∞

0

P (d | w, αe)P (αe | a0, b0)dαe (41)
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Hence, considering each observation as a random variable conditioned on d we can derive
following likelihood function

L(w;d) =
(
b0 +

1

2
∥d− F(w)∥22

)(a0+nd/2) (42)

To find the posterior distribution, in addition to this likelihood and the prior defined using
equation 37, we still need to find the normalization constant Z. We will use Sequential Monte
Carlo method (SMC) for numerical evaluation of this constant.

5.3 Performing SMC

Analytical solution of the posterior defined by the equation 36 using the prior and likelihood
described in 5.2 and 5.1 is not feasible. Here, we describe the SMC approach used for exploring
the posterior density. To facilitate the procedure, auxiliary equations

πt(w) =
1

Zt
Lγt(w;d)πpr(w) (43)

have been used, where t = 0, . . .M . These M+1 bridging densities π0, . . . , πM gradually move
from prior density to posterior density. This provides a smooth transition between prior and
posterior densities. At each increment t we update the importance weights using

ωt = ωt−1
πt(wt−1)

πt−1(wt−1)
(44)

5.4 Random walk Metropolis-Hastings

To rejuvenate the particles, we perform a random walk Metropolis-Hastings algorithm with
target distribution πt. To do this, we define the random variable

U ∼ U(0, 1) (45)

Then we draw rejuvenated particle

w′ ∼ N (wt, σ
2
t I) (46)

If U is less than min(1, πt(w
′)

πt(wt)
), we rejuvenate the particle. Note that, in order to keep the

acceptance rate αt of the random walk proposal around 20%− 30%, we adjust the step size of
the random walk as following:

σt+1 =


2σt, if αt > 0.30
1
2
σt, if αt > 0.15

σt, otherwise

(47)
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5.5 Resampling

At each iteration, particles with lower weights are less likely to be the solution. To ensure
that the computational resources are not dedicated to unlikely particles and that more likely
particles have more resources dedicated to them, particles need to be redistributed. A good
measure of degeneracy in particles is defined using Effective Sample Size threshold (ESS)

ESS :=
1∑N

i=1(ω̄
(i)
t )2

(48)

where ω̄ shows normalized weights. Here, the threshold is set to be 0.95N . If ESS falls below
this value, particles will be resampled using multinomial resampling.

5.6 Model selection

In this problem, we adaptively infer the log permeability field at each scale, i.e. solution at
each scale is used as a prior to infer solution at the next scale. In order to choose the scale at
which we terminate the algorithm, a model selection criterion based on Bayes Factor is used.
Bayes Factor is defined as

BFs,s−1 :=
Zs
Zs−1

=
π(d|Ms)

π(d|Ms−1)
(49)

where
Zs
Z0

=
1

N

N∑
i=1

ωis (50)

Bayes factor provides us means of comparing different models, which here are the log-
permeability fields at different scales. To maintain this ratio throughout the sampling and after
each resampling, we reset importance weights to the average of the importance weights at that
increment. Furthermore, importance weights at each scale s are initialized with the average of
the importance weights before resampling at the last increment of the previous scale s− 1.

6 Numerical results

This section includes the results of the adaptive scale determination algorithm for various
benchmark tests. In the prior, the value of mixing factor γ0 is set to 1 for the scaling coefficients.
This is due to the fact that scaling coefficients usually have non-zero values. It is noteworthy
that this would have naturally yield due to the zero power in the mixing weight for s = 0.
For the root node, this value is close to 1. We have set this to value γ1 = 0.85. For all other
scales, if the parent coefficients are non-zero, before applying the power s, we impose same
probability for the coefficients to be zero or non-zero by setting γs for s > 1 to be 0.5. Then,
power s introduces a geometrically decreasing probability for significant coefficients. Lastly, if
the parent coefficients are zero, we set the child coefficients to be zero. The values of variance
α−1
s and scaling factor r are set to 0.7 and 0.5, respectively, for all levels of resolution.
To eliminate the periodicity resulting from the use of periodic wavelets, we apply inverse

wavelet transform on a 64× 64 grid in a [0, 2]× [0, 2] domain and discarded the extra points to
reconstruction on a grid 32× 32 over a [0, 1]× [0, 1] domain.

15



Table 1: Parameters used in all benchmark tests.

Parameter Value
Likelihood parameter a0 0.001
Likelihood parameter b0 0.001
Number of particles N 740
Number of bridging densities M 740
ESS threshold 0.95N
Refinement threshold ϵ 0.02
Mixing factor γ1 0.85
Mixing factor γs, s > 1 0.5
variance α−1

s 0.7
scaling factor r 0.5

Table 1 shows the values of the parameters for all examples.
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Figure 4: Log-permeability fields drawn directly from prior distribution for levels S = 0, . . . , 5.
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6.1 Benchmark I: Linear log-permeability field

In this example, the true log-permeability field has the following form

ln k(x, y) = 2(x+ y − 1) (51)

In this test, the algorithm reaches Bayes factor convergence criteria at S = 4. Table 2 illustrates

Figure 5: True log-permeability field for benchmark test I.

the number of non-zero bases at different levels of resolution. These compare well with the
results of 4, 16, 60, 208, 664 and 1848 reported in [8] and show a promotion of sparsity due
to the choice of the prior. These results are achieved despite of choosing a lower refinement
threshold ϵ = 0.02 in comparison with ϵ = 0.05 used in [8]. Note that here the total number of
bases for each level of resolution is 22(S+1).
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Figure 6: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test I for S = 0, . . . , 5
with %1 noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 7: Log-Bayes factors for benchmark test I.
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(a) (b)

Figure 8: Posterior quantiles of the log-permeability of benchmark test I for S = 4 with a
10 × 10 sensor network and 1% relative noise. Left shows 5% quantile and right shows 95%
quantile.
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(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 9: Posterior means of the log-permeability field and %90 credential interval of benchmark
test I along the line x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %1 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure
sensor grid.

6.2 Benchmark II: Gaussian process realizations

In this example, the true log-permeability field is the realization of a Gaussian process such
that

ln k(x) ∼ GP(m, c(x,x′)) (52)

with zero mean function m = 0 and an exponential squared covariance function

c(r) = s2g exp−r2/2l (53)

where r = ∥x− x′∥2. Here, the strength is set to sg = 1 and length-scale is l = 0.3.
In this benchmark test, convergence is not reached until the resolution level S = 5. The

number of non-zero bases and root mean square error of the converged model is illustrated in
Table 2.
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Figure 10: True log-permeability field for benchmark test II.
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Figure 11: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test II for S = 0, . . . , 5
with %1 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 12: Log-Bayes factors for benchmark test II with %1 relative noise using a 10 × 10
pressure sensor network.

(a) (b)

Figure 13: Posterior quantiles of the log-permeability of benchmark test II for S = 5 using a
10 × 10 sensor network with 1% relative noise. Left shows 5% quantile and right shows 95%
quantile.

6.3 Benchmark III: Gaussian process realizations

In this example, the true log-permeability field is the realization of a Gaussian process such
that

ln k(x) ∼ GP(m, c(x,x′)) (54)

with zero mean function m = 0 and an exponential covariance function

c(r) = s2g exp−r/l (55)
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(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 14: Posterior means of the log-permeability field and %90 credential interval of bench-
mark test II along the line x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %1 relative noise and using a 10 × 10
pressure sensor grid.

where r = ∥x− x′∥2. The strength is sg = 1 and length-scale is l = 0.3.
Table 2 shows a more sparse solution in comparison with the number of non-zero bases 4,

16, 60, 208, 664, and 1368, reported in [8], for S = 0, . . . , 5. This test case is converged at
S = 3.

Figure 15: True log-permeability field for benchmark test III.
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Figure 16: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test III for S = 0, . . . , 5
with %1 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 17: Log-Bayes factors for benchmark test III with %1 relative noise using a 10 × 10
pressure sensor network.
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(a) (b)

Figure 18: Posterior quantiles of the log-permeability of benchmark test III for S = 3 using a
10 × 10 pressure sensor grid with 1% relative noise. Left shows 5% quantile and right shows
95% quantile.
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(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 19: Posterior means of the log-permeability field and %90 credential interval of bench-
mark test III along the line x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %1 relative noise and using a 10× 10
pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 20: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test III for S = 0, . . . , 5
using a 5× 5 pressure sensor grid and with %1 relative noise.
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(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 21: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test III along the line
x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %1 relative noise and using a 5× 5 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 22: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test III for S = 0, . . . , 5
with %5 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.

(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 23: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test III along the line
x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %5 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 24: Empirical posterior marginal density plots for of benchmark test III for S = 5 with
%1 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid. Posterior mean of the coefficients is
shown with the vertical blue line.

31



D
en
si
ty

D
en
si
ty

D
en
si
ty

D
en
si
ty

D
en
si
ty

D
en
si
ty

w0,0,1,1 w1,1,1,0 w2,1,3,3

w3,2,2,2 w4,1,5,7 w5,2,12,14

Figure 25: Empirical posterior marginal density plots for of benchmark test III for S = 5 with
%1 relative noise and using a 5 × 5 pressure sensor grid. Posterior mean of the coefficients is
shown with the vertical blue line.

6.4 Benchmark IV: Wrapped Gaussian process realizations

In this benchmark test, the stochastic log-permeability field is a realization of wrapped Gaussian
process, implicitly defined through a two-layer Gaussian process as follows:

x′(x) ∼ GP(m, c1(xi,:,xj,:)) (56)

ln k(x′) ∼ GP(0, c2(x
′
i,:,x

′
j,:)) (57)

m(x) = x (58)

where the mean function and kernels are chosen as follows

c1(xi,:,xj,:) = s2g,1 exp−
ds∑
k=1

(
xik − xjk

l1
)2 (59)

c2(x
′
i,:,x

′
j,:) = s2g,2 exp−∥

x′i,: − x′j,:
l2

∥ (60)
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Figure 26: True log-permeability for benchmark test IV-B.
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Figure 27: Posterior means of the log-permeability field of benchmark test IV-B for S = 0, . . . , 5
with %5 relative noise and using a 10× 10 pressure sensor grid.
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Figure 28: Log-Bayes factors for benchmark test IV-B with %1 relative noise using a 10 × 10
pressure sensor network.

(a) (b)

Figure 29: Posterior quantiles of the log-permeability of benchmark test IV-B for S = 4 using
a 10× 10 sensor network with 1% relative noise. Left shows 5% quantile and right shows 95%
quantile.

7 Conclusions

This work uses a multiresolution approximation to parametrize the unknown variable of a
Bayesian inverse problem. This multiresolution analysis is based on second-generation wavelets
which are generalization of biorthogonal wavelets and use lifting scheme and interpolating
wavelet transform to define the wavelets. This choice of wavelets results in a sparser represen-
tation which effectively reduces the number of unknown parameters. Also, using lifting scheme
reduces the cost of wavelet decomposition by half. A prior model was defined to incorporate
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Table 2: Root mean square error for converged level of resolution and the number of non-zero
bases for different benchmark tests. Here, the total number of bases at each resolution level is
22(S+1).

Figure Test no.
no. of bases

RMSE
S = 0 S = 1 S = 2 S = 3 S = 4 S = 5

6 I 4 16 64 184 332 356 1.43× 10−1

11 II 4 16 64 220 732 2068 7.33× 10−1

16 III 4 16 60 208 664 1368 5.72× 10−1

20 III, 5× 5 grid 4 16 64 212 636 1308 6.44× 10−1

22 III, 5% noise 4 16 64 244 736 1560 5.12× 10−1

27 IV 4 16 60 228 752 2024 3.20× 10−1

belief of wavelet coefficients’ quadtree structure into the inverse problem using the Bayesian
methodology. This takes the sparseness and hierarchical relation between wavelet coefficients
of different resolutions into account by setting a spike-and-slab distribution on the prior prob-
ability of wavelet coefficients. The effect of this choice of prior on sparseness of the model was
numerically verified in table 2 using the total number of non-zero bases and comparisons were
made in section 6 with the results reported in [8] which were achieved using a uniform prior
distribution. In contrast with [8] which scales the posterior of wavelet coefficients to guaran-
tee a degree of smoothness in the final solution, here level-dependent factors are introduced
in the prior model in order to define a rate of decay on the wavelet coefficients. The algo-
rithm also takes advantage of multilevel adaptive wavelet collocation method for generating
the observation data. Benchmark tests were performed to show the performance of the numer-
ical algorithm. The result show excellent performance in finding the 90% credential region, in
comparison to overconfident results in [8], where the true solution is mostly located out of the
bounds for all the test cases. The mean is also predicted the true solution very closely in all
benchmark test cases. Due to this choice of prior, the algorithm converges faster in comparison
to algorithms with widely used priors such as a uniform distribution, and it reconstructs the
field with lower number of basis and higher thresholding precision.
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(a) S = 0 (b) S = 1 (c) S = 2

(d) S = 3 (e) S = 4 (f) S = 5

Figure 30: Posterior means of the Log-permeability field of benchmark test IV-B along the line
x = y for S = 0, . . . , 5 with %1 noise.
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