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Particle Filtering for Large Dimensional State
Spaces with Multimodal Observation Likelihoods

Namrata Vaswani

Abstract— We study efficient importance sampling techniques
for particle filtering (PF) when either (a) the observation like-
lihood (OL) is frequently multimodal or heavy-tailed, or (b)
the state space dimension is large or both. When the OL is
multimodal, but the state transition pdf (STP) is narrow encugh,
the optimal importance density is usually unimodal. Under his

assumption, many techniques have been proposed. But when
the STP is broad, this assumption does not hold. We study

how existing techniques can be generalized to situations whe
the optimal importance density is multimodal, but is unimodal
conditioned on a part of the state vector.

Sufficient conditions to test for the unimodality of this cordi-
tional posterior are derived. Our result is directly extendable to
testing for unimodality of any posterior.

The number of particles, N, to accurately track using a PF
increases with state space dimension, thus making any regul
PF impractical for large dimensional tracking problems. But

in most such problems, most of the state change occurs in

only a few dimensions, while the change in the rest of the
dimensions is small. Using this property, we propose to repce
importance sampling from a large part of the state space (whee
conditional posterior is narrow enough) by just tracking the mode
of the conditional posterior. This introduces some extra eror,
but it also greatly reduces the importance sampling dimensin.
The net effect is much smaller error for a given N, especially
when the available N is small. An important class of large
dimensional problems with multimodal OL is tracking spatially
varying physical quantities such as temperature or pressw in a
large area using a network of sensors which may be nonlinear
and/or may have non-negligible failure probabilities. Improved
performance of our proposed algorithms over existing PFs is
demonstrated for this problem.

I. INTRODUCTION

that improve effective particle size while not significantl
increasing “particle impoverishment” [4]. Some solutidos

(b) are [5, Ch. 13],[7], [8]. Our focus is on designing effitie
importance densities and analyzing the assumptions under
which they work, when either or both of the following occur:

1) The observation likelihood (OL) is frequently multi-
modal or heavy-tailed (or most generally, not strongly
log-concave) as a function of the state and the state
transition prior (STP) is broad.

2) State space dimension is large (typically more than 10 or
12). Itis well known [3], [9] that the number of particles
for a given tracking accuracy increases with state space
dimension. This makes any regular PF impractical for
large dimensional state spaces (LDSS).

Definition 1 (Multimodal (or heavy-tailed) OL)refers to

the OL, p(Y;|X:), having multiple local maxima (or a heavy
tail) as a function of the statex,;, for a given observatiori;.

An example is the observation model for the nonstationary
growth model of [3]:Y; = X? + w;. Here, the OL is bimodal
with modes atX;, = ++/Y; wheneverY, is significantly
positive. Another example is the clutter model of [10].

Other examples are as follows. Consider tracking spatially
varying temperature change using a network of sensors (see
Examplel). Whenever one or more sensors fail (e.g. due to a
large unmodeled disturbance or some other damage), the OL
is often heavy-tailed or multimodal (see Fig. 1). The models
of Example[1 are also similar to the commonly used clutter
model in radar based target tracking applications or in@ant
tracking applications, e.g. Condensation [10], and toieutl
noise models used in other visual tracking problems [11] or

Tracking is the problem of causally estimating a hiddeg ajrcraft navigation problems [9]. Another reason for OL

state sequencd,X,}, from a sequence of noisy and possiblyyytimodality is having a sensor that measures a nonlinear
nonlinear observationd,Y;} that satisfy the Hidden Markov (many-to-one) function of the actual temperature. For,e.g.
Model (HMM) assumption. A tracker recursively computes (ohe growth model of [3]. Another many-to-one example is
approximates) the “posterior” at timte using the posterior at \yhen the observation is a product of functions of two subsets
t—1 and the current observatidf. For nonlinear and/or non- of states plus noise, for e.g. bearings-only tracking [3] or
Gaussian state space models, the posterior cannot be ainpwtmination and motion tracking [12], [13].

exactly. But, it can be efficiently approximated using a se- Note that even though our work was motivated by tracking
quential Monte Carlo method called particle filtering (P8), [ problems with frequently multimodal OL, it is equally well
[4], [5]. A PF outputs at each timg a cloud of N weighted applicable to any problem where the posterior is often muli
particles whose empirical measure closely approximates #odal(e.g. due to nonlinearities in the system model)t is
true posterior for largeN. A generic PF is summarizedynimodal conditioned on a part of the state space

in Algorithm [I. There are two main issues in PF design: Large dimensional state spaces (LDSS) occur in tracking
(@) choice of importance sampling density that reduces thfe-varying random fields, such as temperature or pressure
variance of the particle weights and thus improves “effecti at a large number of nodes using a network of sensors [14],
particle size” [6] and (b) choice of resampling techniquegs)] (applications in environment monitoring and weather
forecasting); in tracking AR parameters for noisy speedj;[1
and in visual tracking problems such as tracking deforming
contours [17], [18], [19], [11], tracking spatially vangn
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Fig. 1. Demonstrating the effect of multimodal or heavy-tailed Qidéroad STP for a8/ = 1 dimensional version of Examplg 1 with
temperature independent failur¥, is temperature. The STP i§(X;_1,02,,), i.e. ExampléIl witha = 0. Fig.[I(a): One out of/ = 2
sensors fails (bimodal OL) but narrow enough S'Eéyg =1). Sop* is unimodal. Fig[ I(H): One out of = 2 sensors fails (bimodal OL)
and broad STPo@yS = 5). Sop* is bimodal. Fig[1(d): Estimating temperature but with= 1 sensor and broad STI&?@S = 5). When

the sensor fails, the OL is heavy-tailed and peaks at the gvmoode. Thug™ is bimodal with the wrong mode being the strong one. Note
that the correct mode is so weak it may get missed in humecmalputations.

illumination change [12], [13] or tracking sets of “landrkar ~ When in addition to multimodality, the state space space
points [20]. In all of the above problemat any time, “most dimension is also large (typically more than 10 or 12), the
state change” occurs in a small number of dimensions, whiteumber of particles required for reasonable accuracy ig ver
the change in the rest of the state space is smak. call large [3], [9] and this makes a regular PF impractical. One
this the“LDSS property The LDSS property is related to, butsolution that partially addresses this issue is [5, Ch 13] or
different from, the assumption used by dimension reducti¢ni] which propose to resample more than once within a time
techniques such as Principal Components Analysis (PCA).ititerval. But more resampling results in more particle inypo
X, is a stationary large dimensional time series, orXif erishment [4]. When the state space model is conditionally
projected along a large part of the state space is asymaltgtic linear-Gaussian, or when many states can be vector qudntize
stationary, PCA can be used for dimension reduction. Undeto a few discrete centers (need to know the centers a-
a similar assumption, another PF has been recently propopedri), Rao Blackwellization (RB-PF) [27], [9] can be used
[21]. But if X, follows a random walk model (the increments|n general, neither assumption may hold. But when the LDSS
X:—X;_4, are stationary) in all dimensions, one cannot simplyroperty holds, it is possible to split the state space ihsuc
eliminate the low variance directions &f, — X; 1, or use [21]. way that the conditional posterior of a part of it is quitenoar,
This is because the variance & even along these directionsbesides being unimodal. If it is narrow enough, importance
will be significant ast increases. sampling (IS) from this part of the state space can be reglace
A generic PF is summarized in Algorithfid 1. The mos@Y just tracking the mode of the conditional posterior (mode
commonly used importance sampling density is the STP [$]acking (MT)). The resulting algorithm is called PF-EISFM
This assumes nothing and is easiest to implement. But siddd introduces some extra error. But it greatly reduces the IS
this does not use knowledge of the observation, the weighédmension. The net effect, is that a much smaller number of
variance can be large (particularly when the STP is bro&drticles are required to achieve a given error, thus maRfag
compared to the OL), resulting in lower effective partidiees ~Practical for LDSS problems.
[4]. The “optimal” importance density [6], i.e. one that min N summary,our contributions are(a) two efficient algo-
imizes the variance of weights conditioned on past pasicléthms for multimodal and large dimensional problems, (PF-
and observations unti, is the posterior conditioned on theEIS and PF-EIS-MT); and (b) a set of sufficient conditions
previous state, denoteg®. When p* is unimodal (at least to test for unimodality of the conditional posterior (Theor
approximate|y), PF-Doucet [6] approximates it by a Gau’ssi@) and heuristics based on it to Spllt the state space in the
about its mode (Lap|ace’5 approximation) and importané@OSt efficient way. PF-EIS and Theoran 1 are derived in Sec.
Samp|es from the Gaussian. Lap]ace’s approximation has AIB A generiC LDSS model is introduced in S@ I1l. Practical
been used for approximating posteriors in different costexvays of choosing the “multimodal states” are discussed in
earlier [22], [23], [24]. Other work in PF literature thatsal Sec.[]M. PF-EIS-MT and PF-MT are introduced in Sk¢. V.
|mp||C|t|y assumes th@b* is unimodal includes [4]’ [25]' [26] Relation to eXiSting work is described in S V1. In V“
When the OL is multimodalp* will be unimodal only if the We given extensive simulation results comparing our meshod
STP is unimodal and narrow enough (see Fig. 1). In mawth existing work for the temperature field tracking prable
situations, especially for LDSS problems, this does notlholConclusions and open issues are presented in[Seg. VIII.
We develop the PF with Efficient IS (PF-EIS) algorithm to
address such situations. PF-EIS assumes unimodality* of  |l. PF-EIS: PF-EEFICIENT IMPORTANCE SAMPLING
conditioned on a few states which we caflultimodal states”. We denote the probability density function (pdf) of a
Sufficient conditions to test for the unimodality of thisandom vectorX, fx(X), using the notatiorp(X) and we
conditional posterior are derived in Theorém 1. To the bedenote the conditional pdfix v (X |Y), by p(X|Y"). Consider
of our knowledge, such a result has not been proved eatliertracking a hidden sequence of stat€s from a sequence of
is equally applicable to test for unimodality of any posteri observationg’; which satisfy the HMM property:



Algorithm 1 Generic PF. Going fromr)Y ; to ¥ (X;) 2 SN w”6(X, — X{) (note (X — a) denotes a Dirac delta function af)

A PF starts with samplingV times fromr att = 0 to approximate it byr/¥ (X). For eacht > 0, it approximates the Bayes
recursion for going fromr/Y ; to 7V using sequential importance sampling. This consists ofdHewing 3 steps:

1) Importance Sample (ISfori = 1,2...N, SampleX/ ~ ¢(X/). The IS densityg, can depend oX{,, |, Y1..

2) Weight:Fori = 1,2...N, compute the weightsy} = ﬁ wherew! = wi_lp(ytlxtq)(p)g)flx“).

3) ResampleReplicate particles in proportion to their weights & resétfor all i [4]. Sett <t + 1 & go to stepl.

Assumption 1 (HMM):For eacht, unimodal with high probability), the proposed algorithmnk®
1) The dependenc&;_; — X, is Markovian, with state Well. This can be seen from the simulation results of Sed. VII
transition pdf (STP)p(X:|X:—1).
2) Conditioned onX;, Y; is independent of past and futures. Conditional Posterior Unimodality
_state; aXnd observations. The observation likelihood (OL)We derive sufficient conditions for unimodality of the condi
is p(Y:|X:). tional posteriorp**?. Let dim(X, ) £ K, dim(X;,) = M,,
A generic patrticle filter (PF) is summarized in Algoritfit 1. dim(X,) £ M = K + M,. Because of the HMM structure,

X)) = (Y| XD X )p( X | X2, X 3
A. PF-EIS Algorithm P (X)) = (Y| Xt 5o Xor)D( X | X1, Xi5) (3)

Consider designing a PF for a given state space model. M{Berec is a proportionality constant.

optimal importance sampling density [6] X, |X;_,,Y;) £ Definition 2: We first define a few terms and symbols..
p*(X;). In most cases, this cannot be computed analyti-1) The notationd >0 (A > 0) whereA is a square matrix
cally [6]. If p* is unimodal (at least approximately]6] means thatd is positive definite (positive semi-definite)

suggests approximating it by a Gaussian about its mode Also, A> B (A > B) meansA—B >0 (A—B > 0).
and sampling from it (Laplace’s approximation [24]). But, 2) The term‘minimizer” refers to the unconstrained local
when the OL is multimodal, or heavy-tailed, or otherwise ~ minimizer of a function, i.e. a pointy s.t. f(zo) < f(z)
not strongly log-concavep* will be unimodal only if the V z in its neighborhood. Similarly for “maximizer”.
STP is unimodal and narrow enough and the predicted state3) A twice differentiable functionf(x), is strongly convex
particle is near enough to an OL mode (see K. 1). In inaregionR, if there exists anmn > 0 s.t. at all points,
many situations, this may not hold in all dimensions. But in = € R, the HessianV?f(z) > ml. If f is strongly
most such situations, the STP is broad and/or multimodal in ~ convex inR, it has at most one minimizer iR and it
only a few directions of the state space which we call the lies in the interior ofR. If f is strongly-convex ofR",

“multimodal” directions. It can be shown that if the STP is then it has exactly one (finite) minimizer.

unimodal and narrow enough in the rest of the directions,4) A function isstrongly log-concavé its negative log is

p* will be unimodal conditioned on thémultimodal states” strongly convex. An example is a Gaussian pdf.
(Theorent]l). When this holds, we propose to split the stateS) Since a pdf is an integrable function, it will always have
vector asX, = [X,,; X, ] in such a way thatX; , contains at least one (finite) maximizer. Thus a pdf having at most
the minimum number of dimensions for whigh is unimodal one maximizer is equivalent to it beingiimodal
conditioned on it, i.e. 6) The symbolE|.] denotes expected value.

7) We denote the- log of OL using the symboFy,, i.e.

p**’i(Xtﬂ“) £ p* (Xt|XZs) = p(Xt-,7‘|XZ;17 Xg,sv }/t) (1)

is unimodal. We sampl&; ; from its STP (to sample the pos-
sibly multiple modes of*), and use Laplace’s approximation 8) We denote the-log of the STP ofX; , as

to approximatg*** and sampleX; , from it, i.e. sampleX; , Di(Xe,) 2 —logp(X,,|Xi |, X ) +const (5)
from N (m}, X% 5) where ’ ’ ’

Ey,(X:) 2 —logp(Y:| X;) + const (4)

9) When the STP ok, , is strongly log-concave (assumed

[ [ 7 7 A : 7 . . .
my =my(X{ 1, X{ . Yy) = min L (X¢,r), where, in Theoren{lL), we denote its unique mode by

) 35’ £ [(VQLl)(mé)]il f: £ fT(Xzflan,s) = argg{la)‘(p(Xt,AnglaX;s) (6)
LY(X¢,) & —log[p™*(X;,)] + const 2 )

.- ] , o 10) [z], or z, denotes the'" coordinate of a vector,.
VL' denotes the Hessian di*. The weighting step also 11) max, is often used in place ahax,_; o,

s My s
changes to satisfy the principle of importance samplingge Th o _ _
complete algorithm is given in Algorithial 2. We call it PFCombining [(3), [#) and(5)[.'(X; ) can be written as
with Efficient Importance Sampling (PF-EIS). As we shall see i i i

L . . . . LX) = By, (X, Xy 0 D' (X 7
later, it is very expensive to exactly verify the unimodalit (Xe.r) V(X Xer) + D'(Xir) )
conditions of Theoreri]1. But even X, ; is chosen so that Now, p**’i(Xtyr) will be unimodal if and only if we can show
p**% is unimodal for most particles and at most times (i.e. hatL? has at most one minimizer. We derive a set of sufficient



Algorithm 2 PF-EIS. Going from n; to m¥ (X:) = 2N, wi8(X, — X), Xi = [X}., Xi.]
1) Importance Sampl&, .: Vi, sampleX; ; ~ p(X} | X} ;).
2) Efficient Importance SampleX,,: Vi, sample X;, ~ N(X{,mi, Xig). Here mi(X/ |, X},.Y;) =
argminy, , L'(X;,) andXig £ (V2Li(m}))~! and L' is defined in[{¥).
' p(Ye | X{)p(Xy [ X{ 4, Xy
N(X:,7~? me, E}S)

) where X} = [X}

3) Weight: Vi, computew! = —2t— whered! = wi_, P X1,

4) Resample [4]Sett « t +1 & go to stepl.

conditions onEy,, D' and f! to ensure this. The main idea isWe obtain sufficient conditions for this. Conditibh 1) eresir
as follows. We assume strong log-concavity (e.g. Gaugsgilanithat D is strongly convex everywhere with a unique minimizer
of the STP ofX, .. Thus D?(X,,) will be strongly convex at f. Condition[2) ensures th& .- exists. By definition of
with a unique minimizer af!. But Ey,(X;) (and soEy, asa Rrc, Ey, is convex inside it. Thus the first two conditions
function of X; ;) can have multiple minimizers since OL carensure thaf is strongly convex insid& .. So it has at most
be multimodal. Assume thaty, (X} ., X: ) is locally convex one minimizer insideR 1.
in the neighborhood of! (this will hold if fiis close enough  We now show that if conditiol3) also holdg, will have
to any of its minimizers). Denote this region ;<. Thus, no stationary points (and hence no minimizersjifi. or on
inside R;c, L' will be strongly convex and hence it will its boundary. A sufficient condition for this ist ¢y > 0 s.t.
have at most one minimizer. We show thatifix, |[VD],| is c
large enough outsid® ;¢ (the spread of the SZEIJI[D o’fkj is m;?XHVL]pl > €0, VX € Rico (12)
small enough)* will have no stationary points (and henceye show that conditiofl]3) is sufficient to ensufel(12). Note
no minimizers) outsidek ¢ or on its boundary. _ thatVL = VEy, + VD. In the regions where for at least one
This idea leads to Theor_elﬂ 1 below. Its first conditiop [VEy,],.[VD], > 0 (have same sign) andv Ey, ],| > co,
ensures strong convexity d* everywhere. The second oneondition [12) will always hold. Thus we only need to worry
ensures thaR,c exists. The third one ensures thatan anout regions where, for afl, either [V By |,.[VD], < 0 or

€ > 0, st at all points iRy (complement ofRic), [VEy,],.[VD], >0 but|[VEy,],| < . This is the region
max, |[VL'],| > € (i.e. L* has no stationary points iR ).

Theorem 1:p**#(X,,) is unimodal with the unique mode Mpry (AU Z,) £ G, A, Z, defined in[ID)  (13)
lying inside R ¢ if Assumption] and the following hold:  now D only has one stationary point which f& and it lies

1) The STP ofX; ,, p(X:.|X{ 1, X{ ), is strongly log- inside R (by definition of R1¢), and none irRS, . Thus
concave. Its unique mode is denoted gy VD # 0 in RS and, in particular, insidg C RS.. Thus

2) The —log of OL given X; ., By, (X}, X:,) is twice if we can find a condition which ensures that, for all points
continuously differentiable almost everywhere and is G, for at least oney, [VL], “follows the sign of[VD],”
locally convex in the neighborhood of.. Let R.c € (i.e. [VL], > ¢ where[VD], > 0 and[VL], < —e; where
R~ denote the largest convex region in the neighborv pJ,, < 0), we will be done.
hood of f; WherevﬁngYt (Xis Xer) >0 (By, asa  We first find the required condition for a giverand a point

function of X; ,. is locally convex). X:r € G. Foranyp, if X;, € G, then it either belongs tat,
3) There exists amg > 0 such that or belongs toZ,. If X;, € A,, [[VL],| > o if
inf max [yp(Xtr)] > 1 (8) [[VDy|
Xf’rem;ﬁ‘l("‘ﬁuzp)pzl""M"[ rXer) €0 + |[VEZ:Y] | -1 (14)
tip
where This is obtained by combining the conditions for the case
ngf"] L if Xir €A, [VD], > 0 and the cas¢VD], < 0. Proceeding in a similar
otlIVEY I " fashion, if X, . € Z,, [[VL],| > ¢ if
o(Xer) 2 p— ©) e Hl[w];]' | «
VvD* .
B W Xer € 2Zp Wﬁw]l >1 (15)
tlp
A, 2 {X,, € RS : [VDY,.[VEy,], < 0} Inequalities [(IW) and[(15) can be combined and rewritten

22X, EREp: as vp(X¢r) —1 > 0 where~, is defined in [(). For[(12)
P br = Le to hold, we need[VL],| > ¢ for at least onep, for all
[VEy]p-[VD, 2 0 & [[VEy,]p| < e} (10) X, e G. This will happen ifinfx, , cg max, v,(X:,) > 1.
VEy, £ Vx, Ey,(X{ .. X¢r) But this is conditio{ B. Thus conditidd 3) implies thathas
VD' A Vy, Di(X:,) (11) ho minimizers inR§ .. Thus if condi_tiqnﬂl)]Z) grid]_f&) qf the
’ ’ theorem hold,. has at most one minimizer which lies inside
Rrc. Thusp*(X,,) has a unique mode which lies inside
Proof: In the proof,V is used to denot&/x, .. Also, Rpc, i.e. itis unimodall
we remove the superscripts frofd and D*. p**¢(X,,.) will The most common example of a strongly log-concave pdf is
be unimodal iff L defined in [¥) has at most one minimizera Gaussian. When the STP &f, ,. is Gaussian with mean (=



mode) f:, the above result can be further simplified to get an  I1l. A G ENERIC STATE SPACE MODEL FORLDSS
upper bound on the eigenvalues of its covariance matrist Fir g, many problems, and
consllderthe case when the C(?)‘(/afgﬂ]cﬁg's diagonal, degted gimensional state space (LDSS) problems, the state space
In this case,D"(X;,) = 3., ~—5x =%~ and so[VD'], = model can be expressed as follows with = [C},v;] (a

P‘t&ifﬂp By substituting this in conditioR]3), it is easy togeneralization of the constant velocity motion model):
see that we get the following simplified condition:

in particular, for many large

Y: = hew(Cr, we), we ~ py(.)
inf max[vg“m(Xt_T) —Ayp] >0 (16) Cy=Ci-1+9gc, ,(By), B = B(Cy-1)
X renMr (A,uzZ,) P ' ' . .
p=1\"P =P vy = folvem1) + v, v ~N(0,A,), A, diagonal (20)

i The noises;, w, are independent of each other and over time.
[[X+,r—frlpl if Xir€A

o+ [VEy,lp]’ If hc, is One-to-one as a function a#;, and its inverse is
V(X ) & , (17)  denoted byg(Cy,Y;), the OL can be written as
[[X¢r—fr] ;
o tm L X € 2 P(YiICL) = pu(g(Cr Vo)) (21)
, Then its —log, Ey,(C:) = —logpu(9(C:,Y:)). In cer-
A c . i t
Ap 2 { Xy € Ric : [Xir — f1]p-[VEy,]p <0} tain problems, it is easier to directly specify(Y;|C;) =
Z, £ {X\r € Rip: Bexp|[—Ey,(C;)]. In the above model; denotes the LDSS

[VEy,]p- [ Xt — fl]p >0 & |[VEy,]p| < e} (18) guantity of interest, for e.g. it may denote th& contour point
locations or it may denote temperature (or any other phisica
Also, sincemaxy[g1(p) — g2(p)] = max;, g1(p) — max, g2(p)  quantity) atM sensor nodes. The quantity 2 Bu; often
for any two functionsg., g2, a sufficient condition forl(16) is denotes the time “derivative” af; and is assumed to follow a
, num . first order Markov model. If”; belongs to a smooth manifold
max Arp < ¥ emA}f?f(A 0z, mﬁxhp (X))l = AT (A9) g then; belongs to the tangent space Soat C;. g (V)
e denotes the mapping from the tangent spac€ & S, while
Thus, we have the following corollary. if S is a vector space, theq-(V) = V. In this work, we
Corollary 1: When the STP ofX; , is Gaussian with mean only study the vector space case. We develop the same ideas
/% and diagonal covarianceA,., p**(X; ) is unimodal if for the space of contours (a smooth manifold) in [11]. Relate
(a) condition[2) of Theorerh]1 holds and (b) there exists amork on defining AR models for smooth manifolds is [28].
€0 > 0 s.t. [18) holds withy;*™ defined in [1V) and4,, Z, Note that in the above model, tleystem noise dimension
defined in [IB). A sufficient condition fof (1L6) iE_(19). (and hence the importance sampling dimension)Ms =
Now consider the case when the STP Xf, is Gaus- dim(v;) = dim(v;), and not2M, and this is what governs
sian with non-diagonal covarianc&,, = UA,U”. Define the number of particles required for a given accuracy.
XW =UTXy,. SinceXt,r is a one-to-one and linear function We discuss some LDSS examples below.
of Xi,, it is easy to see thap***(X,,) is unimodal iff Example 1 (Temperature TrackingConsider tracking
P (Xe,) £ p(Xer|X] 1, X[, Y:) is unimodal. The STP temperature af\/ locations using a network of sensors. Here
of X, is N(UT fi, A,). Also, its OL isp(V;| X ,,UX,,). S is a vector space and sp-(V) = V. Let Cy, denotes
Define Ey, (X;.,) £ Fy,(UX;.,). temperature at locatiop, p = 1,...M andV;, denote the
Corollary 2: When the STP of{; ,. is Gaussian with mean first derivative of temperature at noge V; is assumed to
f* and non-diagonal covariances, = UA,UT, p**i(X,,) be zero mean and its dynamics can be modeled by a linear
is unimodal if the conditions of Corollaryd 1 hold withy, ~Gauss Markov model (as also in [14]), i.e.
replaced byEy,; f; replaced byU” fi and X, ,. replaced by Cr=Coo1 + Vi, Vi = AyViet + ne, ne ~ N(0,5,) (22)
X everywhere.
To summarize the above discussigit*>* is unimodal if Since V; is usually spatially correlatedy,, may not be

1) The STP ofX,, is strongly log-concave (e.g. Gaussiandiagonal. Let the eigenvalue decomposition3of is 2, =
2) The mode of the STP of,, is “close enough” to BA,BT. Definev, £ BT_Vt* vy = BTn, fu(v) = BT Ay By
a mode of [OL givenX: ], so that conditiori) of @hdgc(V) = V. For simplicity, we usedy = al and so
Theorenl holds. Denote this mode B folv) = BTAvB_“ = av. With f,(v) = av, B is also the
3) The maximum spread of the STP of,, is “small elge_nvect_or matrix of the covariance Bf. Then [22) can be
enough” to ensure that conditigh 3) of Theorigm 1 hold&eWritten in the form[(20) as
In the Gaussian STP case, this translates to the maximum C, = C,_, + Buv
. . . . t t—1 t
eigenvalue of its covariance being smaller thari,
defined in [[I®).A* itself is directly proportional to the v = ave_1 + vy, vy~ N(0,A,) (23)
distance ofX to the next nearest mode of [OL givenTemperature at each nodg, is measured using (J = 1
X{ ] and inversely proportional to its strength. or 2) sensors that have failure probabilitie§”,;j = 1,2.
The last two conditions above automatically hold if [OL give Note that there may actually be two sensors at a node, or two
X;S] is strongly log-concavéR§ . is empty and sa\* = oo). nearby sensors can be combined and treated as one “node”



for tracking purposes. Failure of theM sensors is assumedTwo non-Euclidean space examples of the LDSS mddél (20)
to be independent of each other and over time. If a sensoe (a) the contour tracking problems given in [11], [29F/][1
is working, the observatiormf;), is the actual temperature,and (b) the landmark shape tracking problem of [20], [10].

Ci,p, or some function of ith,(Cy ), plus Gaussian noise

with small variance o2, , (independent of noise in other !V: CHOOSING THE'MULTIMODAL STATES” FORLDSS

sensors and at other times). If the sensor féilg,) is either N SedIV-A below, we apply Theorein 1 to the generic
independent of, or weakly dependent @y, (e.g. large LDSS model, [(20), and show an example of verifying its
variance Gaussian abodt, ,). An alternative failure model conditions. Practical ways to sele¥t  are given in SeC.IV-B.

is Yt(_;) being some different functiork/, of C; ,, plus noise.

In all the above cases, the OL can be written as A. Unimodality Result for LDSS model

Consider a model of the forni_(R0) withc(V) = V.
Assume that, can be partitioned inte, = [v; s; v:,»] Where

M J
_ &)
p(Mi|Cr) = H Hp(YW [Crp), where v,s denotes the temperature change coefficients along the

) pzlj:l( ) ) ) “multimodal” directions of the state space amg, denotes
p(Y [Crp) = (1 — o)) N(Yy3 s hp(Cip)s 0ops ) the rest. ThusX; . = v,, and X;, = [v;.,, Cy]. Similarly
+ O‘z()j) Pf(Yt(,Z,)|Ct,p) (24) partition B = [Bs, B,|, A, = diag(A, s, Ay ,) and vy, =

[vt,s;v¢.r]. We discuss how to choosg s and v, in Sec.
We simulated two types of sensokg(C;,,) = Cy, (linear) [VEBl The “multimodal” dimension,K = dim(v;s) and
andh,(Cy,p) = Cﬁp (squared). Note that a squared sensor i%, = M — K. Denote
an extreme example of possible sensing nonlinearitiest Fir N i N i
considerJ = 1 (one sensor per node)y,(C; p) = Cip, Vp Ci = Cia + Bovis, Jr = for(viey)
(all linear sensors), anqbf(thi,)|Ct,p) = pf(th;)) (when Then we have
the sensor fails, the observation is independent of the trug**,i(v )
. . . . t,ry Yt
temperature). In this case, each OL term is a raised Gaussian i i i
(heavy-tailed) as a function af;, and so it is not strongly — p(”th’C‘f'”t_—l’ Cf—l’”tvs’ytz_
log-concave. For a givep, p*(C; ) will be multimodal when = ¢ N (vsr; fr, Aur) 0(Ct — [C} 4 Brvgr]) p(Yi|Cr)
Yt%) ihs “far” from the predicted tﬁmpﬁratrl:re at this Qoﬁe; CN (s £1 0, )p(Yi|CE + By, )3(Cy — [CF + Brug,])
and the STP is not narrow enough. This happens with highy .« \ s, — 1 1+ B 25
probability (w.h.p.) whenever the sensor fails. See Fig).1( P o) 8(Ce = | o tr) _ _ (25)
A similar model is also used in modeling clutter [10], [20]. Where 6 denotes the Dirac delta function ardis a pro-
Now considerJ = 2. all linear sensors ar@f’(ﬁ(m@p) _ portionality constant. Sinc&’; is a deterministic function
. ! sP ’ 7 i . . . . .
p#(Y;2). Whenever one or both sensors at a negefail, of Ci_1, %, its pdf is a Dirac delta function (which
the observationd” ™ v will be “far’ compared too? trivially unimodal atC; + B,v:,). Thus for the purpose
t t,Po P Tobs  of importance sampling,X;, = v, only, and we need

. ,po’ - . -
w.h.p. In this case, the OL will be bimodal as a fU”Ct'OEQnditions to ensure that**(v; ) is unimodal. In this case,
%Z(vt,r) £ —logp***(vs,) + const becomes

of Cyp, sincep(Y;,|Cy ) can be written as a sum of four
terms: a product of Gaussians term (which is negligible

1). 2 (2). 2 M-K i1 \2
plus K + KQN(Y;E,;D 7Ct7puvaobs) + K3N(Y;f,p ) Ct,poaaobs) i A =i ([vtﬂ” - fr]P)
where K1, Ko, K3 aore constants w.r.tC. Th(i)s is bimodal L¥(ve,r) = By, (C; + Brogr) + Z 20,.p (26)
since the modes of the two Gaussiaig,), Y,”), are “far". P=t

See Fig[ I(B). If no sensor at a node fails, both observatiofiBPlying Corollary[1 we get, _
will be “close” w.h.p.. In this case all four terms have Corollary 3: Consider mode[(20) withc (V) = V. Corol-
roughly the same mode, and thus the sum is unimodty [I applies with the following substitutionst; s = v, s,
When p;(V;7)|C;,) is weakly dependent o, (e.g. a Xtr =vtr My =M =K, Arp = Burp, fr = for(viog),
NI § . ? — T i M—-K ;

large variance Gaussianj(y, K», K3 are not constants but VEy, = B, Vo E(Ci+B,vi,,), Rre € R is the largest
are slowly varying functions aof;,. A similar argument applies Convex region in the neighborhood gf. where Ey, (C} +
there as well. B,v: ) is convex as a function afy ...

A squared sensor results in a bimodal OL whené@f{f We demonstrate how to verify the conditions of Corollary

is significantly positive. Squared sensor is one example oi2aUsing a temperature tracking example. We use numerical

many-to-one measurement function. Other examples includ@ite difference) computations of gradients. Heteneeds

bearings-only tracking [3] and illumination tracking [12}3]. @ be chosen carefully, depending on the resolution of the
Example 2 (lllumination/Motion Tracking)The illumina- discretization grid ofv; ... It should be just large enouyiso

tion and motion tracking model of [12], [13] can be rewritte/iN@t ON€ does not miss any stationary pointif .

in the form @) In this case, the OL is often multimodal &inc Lf o is too small,[V Ey, ], may transition from a value smaller thareo

the observation (image intensity) is a many-to-one fumctib to a value larger thar-¢, (or vice versa) over one grid point, and this region

the state (illumination, motion), but conditioned on matig  Will not be included inZ, (even if [V D], has the same sign 45 Ey; |),

is often unimodal. The STP of illumination is quite narrow. thus getting a wrong (too large) value &*. If ¢g is larger than required,

- "* the regionZ, may be bigger than needed, thus giving a smaller vale
Example 3 (Contour Tracking, Landmark Shape Tracking)ian what can actually be allowed.
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Fig. 2. ComputingA* for Example[#. We used”) = [0.1,0.1,0.1], a® = [0.4,0.4,0.4], ps(Y,")) = Unif(~10,10),5 = 1,2, Vp,
0%s =[1,1,1], A,1 = 5.4, B = [-0.27,0.96, —0.02]’; [0.33, 0.11,0.94]'; [0.90, 0.24 — 0.35]" (we use MATLAB notation). AlsoC;_, =
[0,0,0, vi_y,, = [00], vi_1, =0, ¥ §? = [5.36,0.59], ¥,'3* = [-2.25, -1.60] V;'3* = [~0.68,0.35] and v} , = —3.2 (simulated
from A(0, A,1)). Fig.[2(8): regionR ¢, and the pointf;: = v;_; ,. which lies inside it. Figl 2[®), 2], 2(d), 2(e): the regiood; N A,
Z1N Az, 22N A and Z; N Z,, along with the computed minimum value ofax, v, (v:,) in the 4 regions (1.79, 1642.6, 403.7, 4771.4).
The final value ofA* is the minimum of these four values, i.A* = 1.79. Figggﬁ mesh plot ofEy, as a function ofv,,-. Note the 2
dominant modes. Fi ): contours |07 E'y;]1 = 0 and [VEy, ]2 = 0 (obtained using the contour command to find the zero levebket
[VEy,];,5 = 1,2). The contours have many points of intersection (pointsre/ReEy, = 0), i.e. many stationary points. Hig 2[h): contours
of [VLfl =0 and[VL]2 = 0 for L computed withA, » = A, 3 = 0.9A". The contours have only one point of intersection which is a
minimum. Fig[2(i): contours of of VL]; = 0,5 = 1,2 for A, 2 = A, 3 = 1.1A*. There are 3 intersection points (2 are minima).

Example 4:Consider ExamplE]1. Assume thaf = 3 and at eacht, for eachi, if Theorem[1 holds withK = 0.
OL follows (24) with hp(Ctp) = Ci,p (linear sensors) and Keep increasings” and doing this until find k" for which
pr (Y D|Cp) = pp(VD)). Also, leta = 1. In Fig.[3, we Corollary[3 holds conditioned o/, .. This can be done

t,p L. . d . .
demonstrate how to verify the conditions of Corollaty 3. Legfficiently only if A* can be computed analytically or using

K =1, i.e M, = 2. Assume that\; , = v; s = v;; and some efficient numerical techniques. That will be the fodus o
Vi = vUp0.3. ASSUMe a given value ofi_;, fi and of V; future research. Butz as discussed earlier, PF-EIS worés ev
(given in the figure caption). Note thajl) = 5.36, ;) = if unimodality of p***(X,,) holds for most particles at most
0.59 are “far” compared taro,s; = 1 and hence the OL times, i.e. it holds w.h.p. _

is multimodal. Fig[2{) plotsEy, (v, ). Fig.[2(g) plots the We use the temperature trackm_g problem of Exa@le lto
contours of[VEy,], = 0,p = 1,2 (the points where the red explain how to choos& ;. For a givenk’, we would like to
and blue contours intersect are the stationary pointsygj. CN00seXy,s = v, that makes it most likely fop™*(v;,,) to

Verification of condition[® is shown in Fid. 2{a). Next,be unimodal. GiverX; ,, vj ., v, is a linear function ofC:.
we show the steps for computingg*. For M, = 2, G = If v, were also a one-to-one function 6, then one could

M2_,(A, U Z,) is a subset ofR? and is a union of the 4 equivalently find conditions for unimodality oﬁ**ﬂ((}t)_,
regions:A; N As, Z1 N As, A1 N 25, Z1 N 25, shown in Fig which is easier to analyze. For an approximate analysis, we
[2(6),[2(c) [ 2(d)[ 2(&). The computed value of the minimum (ﬂqake it a one-to-one function af; by adding a very small
max;, " (v, ) in each region is also given in the titlesvariance (compared to that of amy,,) noise,n;,s, along B,
The final A* = 1.79 is the minimum of these 4 values.-€- gVeNX;_;, vt ;, SetC; = Cf_y+Bsvt s+ Brvg,r+Bsn s
Contours of[VLi]; = 0 and of [VLi], = 0 computed for Now, C; is a one-to-one and linear function t .., ; ;. This
A,z = A,z = 0.9A* and 1.1A* are shown in Figg_ 2(h), &lso makeg™**(C;) a non-degenerate pdf. _

20} Notice that whem\, » = A, 5 = 0.9A*, they intersect at ~ First congder the case where w.h.p. OL can be multimodal
only one point i.eVL? = 0 at only one point (one stationary@s & function of temperature at only one nqdg for e.g.,
point). WhenA,, = A, 5 = 1.1A*%, there are 3 stationary o(Ctp) = Cip, VP # po, aj, = 0, Vp # po, and either
points (and 2 are minima). ag,, >0 0r hp,(Ctp,) is many-to-one. Then,

P (Ctpg)

B. Choosing the “Multimodal” StatesX; s } : :
Corollary[3 gives a unimodality condition that needs to be P C) = CP(Yepo [Crpy )P(C o | X {15 vy ) X

verified separately for each particle and eaghat eacht. An [ H p(Yip|Crp)P(Ct|Cropy, Xi—1,v8 ) (27)
exact algorithm to do this would be to begin by checking Ppo ’



and the last two terms above are Gaussian (and hemcePF-EIS-MT and PF-MT Algorithm

strongly log-concave) as a function @, p # po. If  Consider the LDSS moddl{R0). To apply PF-EIS, we split
p*"(Cip,) is also strongly log-concave theit™*(C;) (@nd  the stateX; into [X; ., X; ], such thap* is unimodal w.h.p.
hencep™**(v,»)) Will be strongly log-concave, and hencesgonditioned onX,,. As explained earlier, this is ensured
unimodal. Now,p™**(Cy,p,) Will be strongly log-concave if it the eigenvalues ofS, are small enough to satisfy{19).
3 e > 0 such thatAc,, = Var[p(CrpolXi_1,v;5)] <  Now, because of the LDSS property, . can further be split
inf{ct:vghpoEyt(ctKO} N Eit(ct”ﬂo- This bound can into [X,, ,, X;,,] SO that the maximum eigenvalue of the
only be computed on the ﬁy. A-priorp**i(C; ,,) will be covariance of the STP oX,,.,. is small enough to ensure that
most likely to be log-concave if;;, is chosen to ensure there is little error in approximating the conditional persor
that A, is smallest. Letoy, = v, 4, Where the seti, Of Xirr Dy @ Dirac delta function at its mode. We call
containsK elements out ofl,... M] and K is fixed. Then, this the Mode Tracking (MT) approximation of importance
Acpy = Yrar, B2, 1Ak This ignores the variance of, . Sampling (IS), or IS-MT. Waefer to X, . = [X¢, Xir.s] as
(valid since the variance is assumed very small comparedtf® “effective” state and taX; . = X ., as the “residual’

all A,,'s). Thus,Ac,, will be smallest ifv, , is chosen as State.We explain IS-MT in detail below. _
In PF-EIS, we ISX} ; from its STP, and we EIS(; ,. from

Ut = Uk, ks = arg min > B2 Ak (28) N (mi,xig) wherem?, Xig are defined in[{2). Lein} =

0
kKo mi ; Yrss X1Ssr i ;
- . . 2% and X = ’ " |. This is equivalent to
When K = 1, this is equivalent to choosing; = |m}, s |:ZIS,T,S sy g
arg maxy, Bgo_’kA,ak. Based on the above discussion, we haést sampling X; ., ~ N(mj ,, X% ,) and then sampling
the foIIqwjng heuristics. . _ Xt~ N(m;," Big,) where
Heuristic 1: If OL can be multimodal as a function of , _ _ S _
. . . m* Zémz _|_21 oy (Xz — mt )
temperature at only a single nod®,, and is unimodal as a t,r t,r 18,r,5%18,s t,r,s t,s)>
. . v . . . T
function of temperature at other nodes, selact using [28). IS,rl L Sigr — DhgrShs s (29)

Heuristic 2: If OL is much more likely to be multimodal , _ ) _
as a function oiCy ,,, compared to temperature at any othdNow, from [29), X7, ° < Xig,. Also, since m;
node (e.g. if a sensor at is old so that its failure probability lies in a locally convex region ofEy, (X;,, X¢r), i.e.
is much larger than the rest), apply Heuri§lic 1 to that ~ V°Evi(X{,,mi) > 0 (by Theoremll),X7¢ < A,. This
Heuristic 3: Whenpy is a set (not a single index), Heuristicimplies thatA,., — Xjg ., which is a square sub-matrix of
[ can be extended to seldet to minimize the spectral radius A- — X7g, is also non-negative definite. Thus,
(maxim.ur.n eigenvalug) of the malltrigj,C ko Bpo_,kBgo_’kA,,yk. Sie Ti < E?sr <A, (30)
Heuristic 4: If OL is equally likely to be multimodal as ) o ’ ’
a function of anyC;, (e.g. if all sensors have equal failurdf the maximum eigenvalue of, . is small enough, any
probability), thenp, = [1, ... M]. Applying Heuristic[3, one Sample fromN/(m;,*, X7 ,") will be close tom;," w.h.p.
would select thek largest variance directions of STP gs,. SO we can seK; .. =m; " with little extra error (quantified
Heuristic 5: If the probability of OL being multimodal is in the next subsection)Xhe algorithm is then called PF-EIS-
itself very small, then’’ = 0 can be used. In Examglé 1 withMT. Itis summarized in Algorithfd 2x more accurate, but also
all linear sensors, this probability is roughly- [, ;(1—aj). more expensive modification(need to implement it on-thg-fly
Heuristic 6: For J = 2 and all linear sensorg;, may be would be do MT on the low eigenvalue directionsXfg. A
chosen on-the-fly asrg maxp[(Yt%) - }/t(.?)))Q/a'gbs ] (larger simpler, but sometimes less accurate, modification is PF-MT
the difference, the more likely it is for OL to be multimodaXsummarized in Algorithnil4). In PF-MT, we combiné, ,. ,
at thatp). If the maximum itself is small, sek = 0. with X, ; and importance sample the combined staie, =
We show an example now. Consider Example 4 withX: s, X¢.r ] fromits STP (or in some cases; . s is empty),
oM = a® =10.4,0.01,0.01], &, = diag([10,5,5]), B = while performing mode tracking (MT) o&X; , = X; ;.
[0.95,0.21,0.21);[-0.21,0.98, —0.05]’; [-0.22,0,0.98]" (us- The IS-MT approximation introduces some error in the
ing MATLAB notation). By Heuristic[b, the probability of estimate ofX, ... (error decreases with decreasing spread of
OL being multimodal is about 0.65 which is not small. S@**'(Xt,-)). Butit also reduces the sampling dimension from
we chooseK > 0 (K = 1). By Heuristic[2, we choose dim(X;) to dim([X; s; X; »]) (significant reduction for large
po = 1 since OL is multimodal as a function @f,; with dimensional problems), thus improving the effective méeti
probability 0.64, while that foC; » or C; 3 together is0.02 size. For carefully chosen dimension &, this results in
(much smaller). Applying[(28) fop, = 1, we getv; s = vy 1. smaller total error, especially when the available numier o
particles, N, is small. This is observed experimentally, but
V. PF-EIS-MT: PF-EISNITH MODE TRACKER proving it theoretically is an open problem. We say that the
For any PF (including efficient PFs such as PF-EIS ¢8-MT approximation is “valid”for a given choice ofX; , ,
PF-Doucet), the effective particle size [4], [6] reduceghwi if it results in smaller total error than if it were not used.
increasing dimension, i.e. th® required for a given track-
ing accuracy increases with dimension. This makes all PBs IS-MT Approximation
impractically expensive for LDSS problems. We discuss oneWe quantify the error due to IS-MT. If we did not use the
possible solution to this problem here. MT approximation,X; . . ~ N'(m;,", £74."). But using MT,



Algorithm 3 PF-EIS-MT. Going from 7Y, to ¥ (X¢) = SN wiV6(X, — X}), Xi = [X{e Xin), Xip = [Xire Xi ]

1) Importance Sample&, ,: Vi, sampleX; ~ p(X} | X[ ).

2) Efficient Importance Sampl&, , ;: Vi,
a) Computem}(X;_ ,,X;,,V;) = argminy,  L'(X;,) and %y £ (V2Li(m}))~! whereL' is defined in[[V). Let

mi = || anasi = [T Srse .

b) SampleX, , ~ N(mj,, Yig ).

3) Mode TrackX;, ,: Vi,
a) Computen: .’ using [29).
b) SetX;,, =m;,’

Y| X)) p(X] X[, X]
4) Weight: Vi, computew; = 721\,“” where = wi_, X tl\/(t))ﬁ( Lo Xy ) i)
t,r tr IS

5) ResampleSett + ¢t + 1 and go to stepll.

whereX/, = [X} X, ]

t,r,sy <X t,rr

Algorithm 4 PF-MT. Going from ¥, to ¥ (X:) = SN, wV6(X, — X¥), Xi = [X{., Xi,]
1) Importance Sample(,;: Vi, sampleX;  ~ p(X{ |X]_;). i
2) Mode TrackX,,: Vi, setX;, B =mi wherem}(X;_,, X}, Y;) = argming, L'(X¢,)andL’ is defined in[(¥).
3) Weight: Vi, computew! = ZNd wherew! = w!_p(Y;| X}) (X;T|Xt 17X§,s) where X} = [ng,Xg’_’T].
4) Resample. Sét«+t+1 & go to stepﬂ

we setX;, B = m;ﬁ. Let the eigenvalue decomposition of Remark 1:Even if the conditions of Theoreinh 1 do not hold
Sis.t = UMjg,'UT and let), 2 (Ajg,"),, be itsp™  (inequality [30) does not hold), we can still prove TheoFeéih 2

eigenvalue. Letl & X} —mj,". Forane > 0, we bound the We assume thatig ' = Covarp™(Xy,,,)] (actually Xig

t,r,r

probability of ||d|| = ||UTd|| > € using Chernoff bounding: is only an approximation t@ovar[p***(X,.,)]). The result
will then follow by using the conditional variance ident{§0,

Pr(|ld|| > ¢) = Pr(||[UTd|| > ¢) Theorem 4.4.7] to show thaty, [S}¢, ] < A,
= Pr( " ZpUT D} 5 g5 In summary, PF-EIS-MT can be used jf*(X,,) is
< H[ (1- 2/\})8)71/267562/1\@0 ] unimodal w.h.p. and the largest eigenvalueir}g,ri is small

” enough to ensure the validity of IS-MT. A sufficient conditio

o) g\ -1/2pse /M) (Mes (31 is that the largest eigenvalue &f,.,. be small enough. The
[(L=2Ams) ¢ ) ] (31) choice ofe is governed by the tradeoff between the increase
[ (1 —2A,,s)"Y2e7s¢ /M) |Mrr (32) in error due to I1S-MT and the decrease due to reduced IS
dimension. This will be studied in future work.

IN N

wheres > 0, \,, £ max, )\, and A,, £ max, A, ,. The

first inequality follows by applying Markov inequality, the
second follows because, < A,,, Vp and [32) follows because
Am < A,,, Which follows from [30). Now, [[32) holds for any C. Choosing the MT-Residual states ;. .

> 0 and thus ) .
s We first choose anX; ,, X;, for the EIS step using the

Pr(||d|| > €) < [min{(1 — 2A,,5) " Y275 /M”>)}] ~* unimodality heuristics discussed earlier in Sec_1IV-B. The
>0 M, )2 we split X, into X;,, and X;,, so that IS-MT is valid
Mr,rAm)—1ef(Mrfﬁfl) A B(Am,e) (33) for X;,,. Then PF-EIS-MT can be implemented with the

= €2 chosenX; s, X , s, X Alternatively, one can implement
- MoA (2 g PF-MT (faster) Wltth = [Xt.6; Xirs)s Xor = Xppr. FOI
Rewriting [B(A,,, €)]*/Mrr = (Zrg=m) =1 /et vrrsm " and g given value of, e, two approaches can be used to choose

applying L'Hospital's rule, we getima,, o0 B(Am,€) = 0. X, .. The first is offline and finds the largedt,, so that
Note that, if instead of[(32), we appliedin,>o to (31), we B(A,,,€) < ¢,. The second is online, i.e. at eaghfor each
would getPr(||d|| > €) < B(Am,¢€). Thus, particles, it finds \,,, S0 thatB(\,,,€) < .

Theorem 2:Consider any HMM model (satisfying As-  Heuristic 7: Begin with M, = M and keep reducing its
sumptiori1) and assume that the conditions of The@lem 1 halgiye. For each value Off,..,, choose the states with the,. ,
Let X{ o~ N(mj, ' Bg,"). Thenlima,, o Pr([[X{, . = smallest values o, , (S0 thatmax, A,.,.,., is smallest) as

|l > € =0 and alsolimy,, o Pr(||X;, . —m;, || > X, With this choice, comput&(A,,, ¢) and check if it is

) = 0, i.e. X/, converges in probability ton;,’ in the smaller thanc,. If it is smaller, then stop, else reducd,. .
Euclidean norm as\,, £ max,A,,, — 0 and also as by 1 and repeat the same steps. A second approach is to do
Am £ max, (Ajg " )pp — 0. the same thing on-the-fly, using(\,, €).
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D. Connection with Rao-Blackwellized PF (RB-PF) GSPF-Il) of [31] can be used. All examples shown in [31]

We first discuss the connection of PE-MT to RB-PE. PE-Mmftave a one dimensional process noise, and thus effectively a
can be interpreted as an approximation of the RB-PF of [§)n€ dimensional state. As dimension increases, the number
The RBPF of [9] is applicable when the state vector can 1§ Mixands that need to be maintained by GSPF-I increases
split as X; = [X;...., X;,1] with the following property:X; ., S|gn|f|cantly._ We compare PF-EIS with GSPF-1 in Fld. 3.
has any general nonlinear or non-Gaussian state space;mdg@eiPF-Il defines a mixand about each possible mode of OL or
but conditioned onX.; .;, X;; has a linear Gaussian state?f STP, followed by resampling to prune insignificant modes.
space model. Thus the RB-PF of [9] importance samfiles, '€ Possible number of OL modes increases with dimension,
from its STP but applies the Kalman recursion to compuf¥en though for a given observation, it is highly unlikelyth
the conditional prediction and posterior densities (both a2!l modes appear. For e.g,, in case of tracking temperature a
Gaussian) of¥,, conditioned on each particl&?, . The 50 nodes with 2 sensors per node, each with nonzero failure

OL of each particlex?,, . is computed by marginalizing over Probability, the maximum number pbssibleOL modes at any
the prediction density ok, . time is2°9. Another work that also approximates a multimodal

PF-MT can be understood as an approximation to the RB-Pff by @ mixture density is [32].
in the following sense: replace the “nonlinear” part of thates | € Independent Partition PF (IPPF) of [33] and the IPPF-

space byX, ,, i.e. X, = X, and the “linear” part byX, ., QMPD of [34] propose efficient I_?’Fs for multiplg target track-
e X, = X, .. In PE-MT, the conditional prediction'and'ng; There the_ motion model of different targets is indepsamd
posterior densities Oftﬂ” (conditioned Onf({:t .) are assumed while the OL is coupled Whgn the targets are nea_rby (because
to be unimodal (not necessarily Gaussian), but narrow. @ correspondence ambiguity between observations and tar-
general, it is not possible to marginalize over any unimod@pts). The main idea of IPPF is to resample independently
density. But if the product of the STP dfw and the oL for _each target when t_he targets are significantly far apart
given Xf,s is narrow enough to be be approximated by itghe|r OLs are roughly independent). In our work, and also

maximum value times a Dirac delta function at its uniqu® ©Other LDSS problems, this cannot be done since the
maximizer, PF-MT can be interpreted as an RB-PF. In thigmperature (or other state) dynamics of different nodes is

case, the conditional posterior ¥, , is also approximated cOUPled (temperature change is spatially correlated).

by a Dirac delta function. Thus, The main idea of MT was first introduced by us in [29]
Theorem 3:PF-MT (Algorithm[4) is RB-PF (Algorithm 1 and first generalizgd in [2],_ [35], [1]. Thelwork of [36] which
of [9]) with the following approximation at each proposes a “PF using gradient proposal” is related to [28g T
- . o MT step can also be understood as Rao-Blackwellization [27]
P(Ye| Xy g0 X )p( Xt | X1, X ) [9] if the approximation of Theoreif] 3 holds. Another recent

= P(thinfr)P(XfAXti_laXZS)KS(Xt .= j(tiT) (34) PF that also performs approximate marginalization, buy onl
Y D oi o - P on the stable directions of the state space, is [21]. This can
Kby =mi = arg mfi([p(thvs’Xt"“)p(Xth*l’XtvS)] be made more efficient by using the EIS idea on the unstable
. L . ~directions. Many existing algorithms may be interpreted as
With the above approximation, the following also holds: special cases of PF-EIS-MT, for e.g. PF-Original is PF-EIS-
p**-ri(f(m) 2 p(Xt7r|X§_1,Xi Y,) = 5(Xm —mi) (385) MTwith X, = X;, PF-Doucet is PF-EIS-MT withX; ,. s =

t787 . n . 9 H
The proof is a simple exercise of simplifying RB-PF expres)-(t’ and the approximate “posterior mode tracker” of [18] is

. . . . approximately PF-EIS-MT withX; ., = X;.
sions using[(34) and hence is omitted. 3 ) A
For PF-EIS-MT, replaceX;, by X:,, and X., by There is a fundamental difference between MT and the

[X,..; X;..] in the above discussion. Also, importance San%:_ommonly used idea of replacing the PF estimate of the

. . OF posterior by a Dirac delta function at the highest weight
pling from the STP in case of RB-PF is replaced by EIS. particle (or at the mode of the PF posterior estimate), as in

[17], or doing this for a subset of states, as in [37]. Theelatt
can be understood as an extreme type of resampling which will
We discuss here the relation of our algorithms to existingutomatically occur in any PF if the largest weight partiuées
work. The problem of estimating temperature at a large numuch higher weight than any other particle. It still reqgitg
ber of locations in a room using a network of sensors is algm the entire state space to first get the PF estimate of parster
studied in [14], [15]. Their focus is on modeling the spatio-
temporal temperature variation using an RC circuit, edfimya
its parameters, and using the model for predicting tempezat
at unknown nodes. They assume zero sensor failure pralyabili We used Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) of the PF
and observation noise (usually valid when sensors are neapproximation of the MMSE state estimate (from its true
and hence do not require tracking. In a practical system, ovedue) and percentage of out-of-track realizations to camap
can use [14] when sensors are new and reliable, but trable performance of PF-EIS with that of PF-Original (PF-EIS
the temperature using PF-EIS-MT (and the models estimawwidh K = M) [3] and PF-Doucet (PF-EIS withX = 0)
using [14]) when sensors grow older and unreliable. [6] in Fig. [3. The number of particlesN) was kept fixed
For multimodal OL or STP, if there are only a few modefor all PFs in a given comparison. We also show the RMSE
at known mode locations, the Gaussian Sum PFs (GSPF-Iptot of GSPF-I [31] with total number of particles (number

VI. RELATION TO EXISTING WORK

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS
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RMSE from ground truth. N=100 particles RMSE from ground truth. N=50 particles RMSE from ground truth. N=100 particles
120| ¥ K=0 (PF-Doucet) 4/ > Z /’A : ‘ : ‘ —— PF-Doucet N
A KL (PFoEIS) ‘Zf ‘ ' -/ 251 / 7 ! ‘7 ~ — —A— pr-EIS : /*
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w \[E w PO 7T Y o€ & .
% i i ?\Q f }&\K:M PF-Original) % H P —%— K=0 (PF-Doucet) - MM—*FX
3" \Q{ oo G ° —A— K=1 (PF-EIS) s /@/— )*A,/"
<} o /G/S“E/\/ 15 oo —E— K=M (PF-Original) 8 ¢ A
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A R A it /S
Eac . N &(ﬂ A s w) gao . / g / /‘
27 ﬁ T A e e
S 10 f Y s 10 / ?W /s\A"'é & ) /}( % —— PF-Original
o 5 10 timel t 15 20 25 0 2 4 6 8 tlrﬁ(él t 12 14 16 18 20 DO 2 4 6 STimé?t 4‘12 14 16 18 20
(a) Sensor failure (temperature independent) (b) Sensor failure (weakly temperature dependent) (c) Squared sensor at node 1
Fig. | h(C) pr (Y D|Crp) | a® a® 02 A, B Co a | N
h(Ci) = Cy N(0,100) oM =19,.1,.1], [10, 1, 1] | diag(10,5,5), | [.99,.1,.1]; [0,0,0 | 1 | 100
a? =4,.01,.01]; [-.10,0.99, —.01]’;
[-.10,0,.99]
B®) | h(Cy) = Ct N(.2C4 p,100) a® = [4,.01,.01] [1,1,1] diag(10,5,5) [.95,.21,.21]"; [0,0,0]" | 1 50
a? =4,.01,.01] [-.21,.98, —.05]";
[—.22,0,.98])
Bc) | hi(Cy) =CFy aM =10,0,0] [3,1,1] diag(10,5,5), | [.95,.21,.21]; [5,5,5] | .7 | 50
hp(Cy) = CEpp > 1 [-.21,.98, —.05]";
[—.22,0,.98]

(d) Table of parameters

Fig. 3. Comparing RMSE, out-of-track % amdl.;; of PF-EIS (black&) with that of PF-Doucet (red-*), PF-Orig (magenta-o) andRES
(magenta -+). RMSE at time is the square root of the mean of the squared error betweetrude”; and the tracked oneN-particle

PF estimate of£[C:|Y1.¢]). Out-of-track % is the percentage of realizations for wahibe norm of the squared error exceeds an in-track
threshold (2-4 times of total observation noise variantiejrack threshold for Fid. 3(h) was 48, for F[ﬁ(c) was 20l dor Fig. was
12. We averaged over 90 Monte Carlo simulations in a(t 3(c) and over 40 in Fi§. 3({a). Not& refers to the starting value ;.

of mixtures times number of particles per mixture) roughly Evaluating PF-EIS: We first explain a typical situation
equal toN. In Fig.[4, we show superior performance of PFwhere PF-Doucet fails but PF-EIS does not. This occurs when
MT and PF-EIS-MT over PF-EIS, PF-Doucet, PF-Original antthe STP is broad and the OL is bimodal (or in general,
PF-OrigK-dim (dimension reduced original PF, i.e. originamultimodal) with modes that lie close to each other initall
PF run on only the firsf dimensions). but slowly drift apart. PF-Doucet uses gradient descentiista
Note that for multimodal posteriors, the RMSE at that C}_, to find the mode. Whep* is multimodal, it approx-
current time does not tell us if all significant modes havenbe@nates p* by a Gaussian about the mode in whose basin-
tracked or not. But, if a significant mode is missed, it willesf of-attraction the previous particle (i.€ ;) lies. Att = 0,
result in larger errors in future state estimates, i.e. ttiere particles ofv; are generated from the initial state distribution
due to the missed mode will be captured in future RMSEs. and so there are some particles in the basin-of-attraction o
many problems, the goal of tracking is only to get an MMSEoth modes. But due to resampling, within a few time instants
state estimate, and not necessarily view all the modes,randften all particles cluster around one mode. If this hapgens
these cases RMSE is still the correct performance measare. be the wrong mode, it results in loss of track. In contrast, PF
missed posterior mode does not result in larger future RMSESS samplesy; , from its STP, i.e. it generates new particles
it does not affect performance in any \Eapf course, the near both OL modes at ea¢hand so does not lose track.
increase in error due to a missed mode may occur at differenfll plots of Fig.[d simulated Exampléd 1 with/ = 3. Model
time instants for different realizations and hence the @yer parameters used for each subfigure are given in the tablgin Fi
may not always truly reflect the loss in tracking performan_ The example of Fid. 3(a) is a special case of Example
2The true posterior is unknown. The only other way to evalifi@ PF B I? has M = 3 sensor nodesy — -2 Sensors per_ r?Ode;
is tracking all the modes at all tim.es, is to run another Pk \aitvery large all linear sensors and “temperature-lndependent faijuire”

number of particles and use its posterior estimate as tieecne. pf(Yt%) |Ctp) = pf(}/;fé)) = /\/‘(thg); 0,100). Temperature
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(a) Sensor failure (temperature independent) (b) Robustness to model error
Fig. | M | h(Cy) P (YD |Crp) a® a® 2. | A Bi.. Co a| N
@@ | 10 | h(C:) = C: | N(0,100) o™ =10.9,0.010) lio | diag([10,1o]) | [0.83,0.185]" | [010) | 1 | 100
a® =10.4,0.019)
BBY| 5 | h(C:) =C: | N(0.2C:,,100) | ™ =a® =1[0.2,0.14] | [15] | diag([5,5,13]) | [0.7,0.355]; | [0s] | 1 | 50
n _
al;) =10.95,0.14]

(c) Table of parameters. The notatibp denotes a row vector dfs of length &, e.g.Ig.

Fig. 4. Comparing PF-MT (bluéd) in[4(a] and PF-EIS-MT (blue-+) {n 4{b) with PF-Doucet (r§dPF-EIS (blackA), PF-Orig (magenta-o)
and PF-Orig-K dim (magenta-x). In Fig. 4(a)/ = 10 was used.X; s = v+,1 was used for both PF-EIS and PF-MT. Averaged over 50
simulations. PF-MT has best performance. In Fig.]4(b), veettee robustness to error in the failure probability pat@mé/ = 5 was used.
We usedX s = vi,1, Xi,r,s = ve,2 for PF-EIS-MT. X, ; = v,,1 was used for PF-EIS. Averaged over 100 simulations. PFNETSs the
most robust wherV = 50 particles were used (availabl€ is small). If N = 100 particles are used, PF-EIS is the most robust (not shown).

change followed a random walk model, i.e. = 1. By indeed possible to correctly track the temperature andgts s

Heuristic[2, we choosey = 1 since OL is multimodal  Using an anonymous reviewer’s suggestion, we also plot the
as a function ofC;, with much higher probability than at effective particle sizelN,  , for all the above examples in Fig.
other nodes (we simulate an extreme case). Applying (2§) N, is equal to the inverse of the variance of normalized
for po = 1, we getvy s = v;,1. This was used for PF-EIS. particle weights [4]. Because of resampling at eactV. s
As can be seen, RMSE for PF-EIS was smaller than for Pgnly measures the effectiveness of the current partichesnat
Doucet and so were the number of “out of track” realizationfow they influence the future posterior estimat®s,; will
GSPF-I [31] withG = 8 mixtures andNg = 7 particles pe high even when most particles cluster around an OL mode
per mixture (a total of 56 particles) and PF-Original haghich in future turns out to be the wrong one, resulting in
much worse performance for reasons explained earlier (usgeher future RMSEs. This is why PF-Doucet, which samples
inefficient importance densities). from the Laplace approximation to the “optimal” importance
In Fig. [3(b), we simulated “weakly temperatur@jensity (optimal in the sense of minimizing the conditional
dependent sensor failure”, ie.ps(,7Ci,) = weights variance) has the highest, ;, but not the smallest
J\/(}/tf;);().20t7p, 10002, ). Also, sensor failure probability RMSE. This issue is most obvious for the squared sensor case.

obs,p

at node 1 was lower than in Fig. 3(a). Thus the performanceTime Comparison. We used the MATLAB profiler to
of all algorithms is better. compare the times taken by different PFs for tracking for 20
Fig.[3(c] used/ = 1 sensor per node and a squared sens@e steps. GSPF-I took 1 second, PF-Original took 2 seconds
at node 1, i.eh(Cy) = [C7;Cy2;Cy3]. All sensors had PE-EIS took 60.2 seconds, and PF-Doucet took 111.2 seconds.
zero failure probability, i.eaél) = 0, Vp. Temperature change GSPF-I and PF-Original took significantly lesser time since
followed a first order autoregressive mdtelith « = 0.7. they do not use gradient descent at all. Note also that the
In this case OL is bimodal as a function 6% ; whenever gradient descent algorithm used by us was a very basic and
Y;, is significantly positive. This happens w.h.p when tenslow implementation using tHeninuncfunction in MATLAB,
peratures are greater th@yi3aobs,1 = 2.3 (or less than-2.3) thus making PF-EIS or PF-Doucet more slower than they
which itself happens very often. Also, often, the modes aveould actually be. PF-Doucet takes more time than PF-EIS
initially nearby and slowly drift apart as the magnitudeYpfy because (a) it finds the mode on ah dimensional space,
increases. As explained earlier, this is just the situatlat while PF-EIS finds mode only on af — K dimensional space
results in failure of PF-Doucet. Performance of PF-Douset &and (b) p* is very likely to be multimodal (many times the
significantly worse than that of PF-EIS (which used = v, ; initial guess particle may not lie in the basin-of-attraatiof
obtained by applying(28) fopy = 1). Note that we initiated any mode and so many more descent iterations are required).
tracking with an initial known temperature 6f so that there  Evaluating PF-MT and PF-EIS-MTin Fig.[4, we compare
was a bias towards positive temperature values and it wag performance of PF-MT and PF-EIS-MT with other PFs.

The model of Fi was similar to that of F a), but
3This example is a difficult one because OL is almost alwaysodahwith g@) @( )

two equal modes. With a random walk model@n even N = 100 particles with M = 10. We use_dXt,s = Ut,1, Xt,r75_:~empty and
were not enough for accurate tracking using any PF. Xtrr = ve210, 1.€. this was a PF-MT withX; ; = v
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Fig. 5. Effective particle sizesN.yy). Because of resampling at eathN.;; only measures the effectiveness of the current particles, a
not how they influence future posterior estimates. It is heghn when most particles cluster around an OL mode whichtimduurns out
to be the wrong one, resulting in larger future RMSEs. PFdRbinas highesiV. s, but not lowest RMSE or out-of-track % (see Hig. 3).

and Xm = w210 As can be seen from the figure, PFgeneralizes Doucet’s idea of sampling from a Gaussian ap-
MT outperforms all other algorithms. It outperforms PF-El®roximation to the optimal importance density, whenp* is
because it importance samples only oR & 1 dim space, but unimodal, to the case of multimodat.
performs MT on the other 9 dimensions (which have a narrow Sufficient conditions to ensure unimodalitypofconditioned
enough conditional posterior) and so its effective paetiike on the “multimodal states”,X, ,, are derived in Theorerf 1.
is much higher (see Fi§. 5(d)). This is particularly impatta Theorem[JL can be extended to test for unimodality of any
when the availabléV is small. PF-MT outperforms PF-Doucetposterior. Specifically, it can also be extended to problems
primarily because of the EIS step (approximated by MT). It isolving static posterior importance sampling. In its remnt
much better than PF-Original again because of better eféectform, it is very expensive to verify the conditions of Thewre
particle size (result of using EIS instead of IS from STPJf. But, based on it, multiple heuristics to chodgg, to ensure
Finally, it is significantly better than PF-K-dim because- PRhat p* conditioned onX; . is most likely to be unimodal
K-dim performs dimension reduction on 9 states (all of whichave been proposed. An unsolved research issue is to either
are nonstationary) which results in very large error, wRife  find efficient numerical techniques to verify the conditiafs
MT tracks the posterior mode on all these dimensions. Not&eoren{]L on-the-fly or to find ways to modify the result so
that because of resampliny.;; may also be very high when that the selection can be done a-priori.
a PF is completely out-of-track (all particles have very lawt — \ve have shown through extensive simulations that PF-EIS
roughly equal weights). This is true for PF-K-dim (Fig. 3(d) outperforms PF-Doucet (PF-EIS with = 0) wheneverp*
_In Fig. [4(B), we evaluate robustness to modeling erey frequently multimodal. But, in other cases, PF-Doucet ha
In_sensor falllure probability. The tracker assumed failuigwer error. An efficient algorithm (in terms of the required
probabilityag ) = 0.2. The observations were simulated usingyy would be to choose the dimension and directionqf,
agl) = 0.95. This simulates the situation where a sensor begiga-the-fly using HeuristiE]6. ’
to.fall much more often due to some sudden damage to it. Folincreasingv for any PF increases its computational cost.
this problem,M = 5. We usedX; s = vi1, Xirs = vi2 80 Once X, , is large enough to satisfy unimodality w.h.p., the
Xt = Ve,3:10 I.€. we implemented PF-EIS-MT. PF-EIS-MT  required for a given error increases as dimensiorof
has the best performance wheéh = 50 (available number ig increased further (for e.g., PF-Original had much higher
of particles is small) while PF-EIS has the best performangg sg than PE-EIS for giverV). But, computational cost
when a largerV, N = 100 is used (not shown). per particle always reduces as dimensionXof, is increased
Note thatM =5 or 10 is a large enough dimensional Stalfor e.g. PF-Original took much lesser time than PF-EIS
space if reasonable accuracy is desired with as oW as 50  \ynich took lesser time than PF-Douce®r a given tracking
or 100 particles. In practical scenarios (which are difti¢al performance, if one had to choos€; , to ensure minimal
run multiple Monte Carlo runs of) such as contour traCk'nSomputationaI complexity, then the optimal choice will be a

[29], [11] or tracking temperature in & wide area with largfigher dimensionalX, , than what is required to just satisfy
number of sensors, the state dimension can be as large as ﬁ%odality. Finding a systematic way to do this is an open

or 200 while one cannot use enough particles to importangg,piem. On the other hand, if the goal was to find a PF
sample on all dimensions. The IS-MT approximation will bgith minimal storage complexity or to find a PF that uses
really useful for such types of problems. the smallest number of parallel hardware units (in case of a
parallel implementation), the complexity is proportiot@lV.
VIII. DIsCUSSION ANDFUTURE WORK In this case, PF-EIS (or PF-EIS-MT) with smallest possible
We have studied efficient importance sampling techniqu‘é’gu|tim0da| state” dimension would be the best technique.

for PF when the observation likelihood (OL) is frequently As state space dimension increases, the effective particle
multimodal or heavy-tailed and the state transition pdfRpT size reduces (variance of weights increases), thus making
is broad and/or multimodal. The proposed PF-EIS algorithemy regular PF impractical for large dimensional tracking
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problems. The posterior Mode Tracking (MT) approximatiof7]
to importance sampling (IS) for the states whose conditiona
posterior is narrow enough, is one way to tackle this isshe. Tig)
IS-MT approximation introduces some error in the estinratio
of these states, but at the same time, it also reduces the s
pling dimension by a large amount, thus improving effecti
particle size. For carefully chosen IS-MT directions, thet n[20]
effect is smaller total error, especially when the avadall

is small. An open issue is to find rigorous techniques to Selefgl]
the IS-MT directions to ensure maximum reduction in error. A
related issue is to study the stability of PF-MT or PF-EIS;MT
i.e. to show that the increase in PF error due to the IS-I\/H’Z]
approximation at a certain timg goes to zero witht fast [23]
enough and thus the net error due to IS-MT at all times is
bounded. A related work is [38] which analyzes the RB-Phy
An interesting open question is if Compressed Sensing [39]
can be used to select the IS-MT directions and when.
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