4]-03

ot - L7 4 V2 ) VT REMEL 72
R4 T — Z DEIEE T IIVOHEGR - T
AEMRET ROt pkRIEE TS

i FEPNE

1 Eoic

WiRY T — X DS BTN % T DOWFRY]T — X DA
SHEGS B Z L1, T MEAREE LN Rz BT B FHI-
TS IZ DA B 72D CTEEREHZZFD. 20
HiZ 3 5 72012, 34, Sequential VAE (SVAE)
ERFT7 A NREEHUFIRTH S FIVO[L, 2, 3] &
K DFETFE [4, 5] (FIVOs) »EHZHEDTWS.
U2 U, FIVOs (3R 7 ORI K 2FENEDOIKT -
FEHIAPOEKRE VWS ZMEEZATWS.

AWZETIE, 0o 2T 28 LWBEE T LD
#imFike LT, SVAE & Ensemble Kalman Filter
(EnKF) ZfllAG 72 FIETH S Ensemble Kalman
Variational Objective (EnKO) Z##%E T 5. REFIE
i, ALF—& - EF—xiZL, BEFEEZ ERS
TRIREE 2R L, MRRATRRMED H 2 FE 1SR TE
Tl amtd s,

2 Sequential VAE (SVAE)

VAE 1%, BHlF—X o PNBELE 2 o ERI N
HiEfEE—a—I)xy N7 —=2 2 HVWTEETELFE
ETH 5 [6]. VAE OFEELEUT RS 2 Ml AA A
ERRYT — 2 DESEEE2FETH2ET VO L %
SVAE LITU, X1 D &5 2iiEL 7%, SVAE D&
72 Fik & LTk, VRNN[7], SRNN[8] 2id b, 5% -
XF - BT — R EADEAPHEI N TWS.

X 1: SVAE O, KD 54kes - H51b8s, B
DEIFHIF=a—F NV ry T2 TREIND
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3 Ensemble Kalman Filter (EnKF)

SVAE 28 WT, BEEHK {2}, » S BHZEK
{z )}, 2EBTEETNVIE, BEEBOEBE TV
2~ p(z|zeq) CBHIEBOEIET IV 2 ~ plagz)
THETIELNTEE. ZOEFTNE, WKRYIfETCH
WHNBIREERETIVORATH D, IREZERET IV
T BT 4R VI FEEEATEIENTE S,
TANRY) VT, FMAMERT p(2]are_1) ITHED
2z ZIRZ 2B B8 2y ZELO ANTZ5370 p(2e|21.6)
RS EICEHTHZILTHY, hiT7+1)V% (PF)
% EnKF BREMNLTIETH S.

PF % EnKF Tl&, B8O &5 T7 v TNV T
St E N2 KRBT 5. PF T, ShiFOEHIT—
RIZKTHHUTIEEOEASY (BE) it-> Thi+%
B89 %5 —4, EnKF T, @RTF28H7—2%2 &
BT 2 &5 1ZBE X5 (X 2). PF X, FHUK
FHFEEMICERI W TLES 28Ik, Dz
YHZRBTERLSRIRTOBRILE WS M#EEZZ T
W3 A, EnKF Tk Z OM@EDEUERN. TDD,
k7 DZ bRV % — EREEMES IR T 5 & W S Bl
51, EnKF OADE L7 4 VR VI FETH 5.

=, likelihood p(x17,)
predictive dist
PG )

= likelihood p(x2)
predictive dist ™
PG )

filtered dist
(g lx1)

filtered dist
P lx)

g o

2: EnKF(/£), PR(45) DS ik

4 RETFIE

SVAE IZBHEABD T A VRV VI ATy T L
T EnKF ZH D AN 7-Fi% & U T Ensebmle Kalman
Variational Objective (EnKO) Z 2% 5. BEFFIL
D ER 1 I1Z7RT. PF Z2H D A7z FIVOs ®
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KAbS 2 HIWBEE L LT

log (H 15 o) )]
N Q(Z§Z)|$1:T7Z§fz)s—1)( )
1

ERAT A LT, FURE - ARlECED 2 IRE—
AV b ETOREMEZHRINICIETCE 5. 22T, ¢
& VAE OS8R ICHYS T 220 FH B0, N 3k
T, BFO i IThFDA Ty 7 A%KT.

Lenko = E,

5 BUEFEER

BOLET VAR > CTATINTER L 2T — X <Y
A D— IR O CBU S - MIFNEE T — &
[10] 123 LT, EnKO, FIVO, IWAE % ff L 7-.

BHEET I E LT 2A 8% TH 5 FitzHugh-Nagumo
(FHN) €7V

. V3
V:V*?*W‘i’]’ext; (2)
W =a(bV +d —cW), (3)

ZHW, 2 ~ N(V4,0.12) & LT 1LIRTOBEIT—X %
300 fE (5% FH 200, MREEA 40, FHWAH 60) fER L 7=,
MIRNTEIE T — &%, SAT05E [5] & [Alkk 722 Hi L % 5
LTHREONDG 40 T— X%, 28 30, A 10 124
HLUTHERE2IT- 72,

¥EULETVCRL, AT — X TTHl R?

T—k
MSE), = Y (ze4k — #114)°, (4)
t=1
MSE
Ri == 1 - b 9 (5)

S (@n — 72
EEHBEUZERLE 3 THD. ZIT, @ XLt
oD kT (1 <k <20), z 3 {z ], D
SEETH S, ME D, EnKO IZEHETEZ Tk E
TEEI>TWBZ R0 5.
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AiFETIE, SVAE & EnKF ZflAaabiE7, KR
5 — X DBE R ERET V2R T 2 FETH S
EnKO Z8Z= U7-. BEFIEIL, KITWETH 5 FIVOs
IR SN TR FDIBAL &\ D RIS 2 R U, FEERN
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DBELEE TV OHERIZ BT B8 U \WEHER 72 Tk
B ENPPFEING. FIEPEROFEMIZOWT
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