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1. INTRODUCTION

Observations:

o Kernel methods can be used to embed a distribution to a
Hilbert space and probability rules can be replaced by corre-
sponding linear operators

o The kernel embedding of a conditional distribution has an op-
timizational formulation

e The posterior distribution in Bayes’ rule has an optimizational
formulation

Does the kernel embedding of a posterior distribution have an
optimizational formulation?

Contributions:

e A theoretically justified atfirmative answer to the question

e A simpler but faster regularization technique called thresh-
olding regularization

o Posterior regularization for kernel Bayesian inference called
kRegBayes, analogous to RegBayes

2. PRELIMINARIES
Kernel embedding;:

px = Ep [0(X)] = ux € Hx,

where ¢(X) := k(X,-). (i) When px is a conditional distribution,
px 1s called conditional embedding. (i1) When px is a posterior distri-
bution in a Bayesian setting, 1 x is called posterior embedding.
Optimizationl formulation of conditional embedding

Hy|x — arg inf & [M] = arginf 43(X,Y)[H¢(Y) - M(X)H?Hy]
v v

Given i.i.d. samples {(z1,y1), -, (Tn,yn)} from p(X,Y), the esti-
mator 18

Eulu) = — Ib(an) — (o) 2,

Optimizational formulation of posterior distribution

p(Y | X = 2) = argmingy, {KL(g(Y)[|w(Y)) — [ logp(X =z | V)dg(Y)}
sit. q(Y) € Porob

Posterior regularization for Bayesian inferece (RegBayes)

(

min 4 KL(g(Y)||x(Y)) - / log p(X =z | Y)dg(Y) + U(£) b

q(Y),§ |
st. qY) € Ppmb(f)
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3. POSTERIOR EMBEDDING AS A REGRESSOR

Let (YY) be the prior, p(X | Y) be the likelihood, p™ (X, Y) be the

joint distribution and suppose we have samples to directly estimate

m(Y) and p(X | Y). The posterior embedding 1.y y is the same as
conditional embedding

pi x = arginf & [u] = arginf B x v [[[¥(Y) — u(X)|l3,,]
0 0

How to get a reasonable estimator of £; when we do not have
i.i.d. samples from p™ (X, Y)?

Assuming f(z,y) = [[¢'(y) — p(@)|3,, € Ha ® Hy, we have

Esli) = Ex ) [19(Y) = (X)) 34,) = (Fs ix vy raemy

We show in the paper that puxy) can be estimated by

Theorem 1 (Proof in Appendix). Under some conditions (details in pa-
per), we have the following consistent estimator of |-

Exlul = 3 Bl — n(a)ll,

where B = (B1,--+,Bp)7 is given by B = (Gy + nA)~1Gy &, where
(Gy)ij = ky(Yi,v5), (Gy )iz = ky(ys,9;), and & = (aa, -+, )T,

What if some 3;’s are negative and E, 1] has no minima?

S B () — ()l
where 37 = max(0, 3;) is also consistent. This is called threshold-
ing reqularization.

Finally, we can establish the consistency of i, = arginf, Exnlil],
where

Under some conditions, £f[u] =

Exnlt] =D B 1w (wi) — n(@i)llz,, + Ml
1=1

4. KREGBAYES

L= 3B ) = byl + Ml +6 S ) — o),
1—=1

1=m-+1

Ex n|H] The regularization term

where {(z;,y;)}", is the sample used for representing likelihood,
(@i, i) b, 11 18 the sample used for nonparametric posterior reg-
ularization. 1(t;) is the kernel embedding of 6(Y = ¢;) and encour-
ages p(Y | X = x;) tobe close to (Y = t;).
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5. EXPERIMENTS

We apply the framework to state-space filtering tasks, since
Bayesian inference is a key element of filtering.
Toy dynamics
e We compare results of EKF, UKF, KBR (kernel Bayes’ rule),
pKBR (KBR with thresholding regularization) and kRegBayes

e The data points {(0;, x¢, y;)} are generated from the dynamics
(975_|_1 — 975 + 0.4 + gt (mOd 27'('), (mt—l_l) — (]. + Sin(8(9t+1)) (C?S 9t—|—1> + Ct
Ypt1 sin 0y 1

o Use samples from the true dynamics as regularization for
kRegBayes.
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Results for toy dynamics
Camera position recovery

e We compare results of KF, KBR, pKBR and kRegBayes

e The camera has a fixed height and is in a circular region with
bounded radii.

e The dynamics is
Orr1 =0 +02+8&, rip1= maX(R27 min(Rh Tt =+ fr)), Tpp1 = COSOiy1, Yiy1 = sinbq

e During training we choose R; = 0 and Ry = 10 while during
testing we use R} =5 and Ry = 7.

e We generate positions with radii 6 and use them as the regu-
larization for kRegBayes.
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First several training and testing frames for camera position recovery
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