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Abstract

There are several functional forms for non-linear dynamical filters. Extended Kalman filters are
algorithms that are used to estimate more accurate values of unknown quantities of internal
dynamical systems from a sequence of noisy observation measured over a period of time. This
filtering process becomes computationally expensive when subjected to high dimensional data which
consequently has a negative impact on the filter performance in real time. This is because integration
of the equation of evolution of covariances is extremely costly, especially when the dimension of the
problem is huge which is the case in numerical weather prediction.

This study has developed a new filter, the First order Extended Ensemble Filter (FOEEF), with a
new extended innovation process to improve on the measurement and be able to estimate the state
value of high dimensional data. We propose to estimate the covariances empirically, which lends the
filter amenable to large dimensional models. The new filter is derived from stochastic state-space
models and its performance is tested using Lorenz 63 system of ordinary differential equations and
Matlab software.
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The performance of the newly developed filter is then compared with the performances of three
other filters, that is, Bootstrap particle Filter (BPF), First order Extended Kalman Bucy Filter
(FoEKBF) and Second order Extended Kalman Bucy Filter (SOEKBF).

The performance of the FOEEF improves with the increase in ensemble size. Even with as low
number of ensembles as 40, the FOEEF performs as good as the FOEKBF and SoEKBF. This
shows, that the proposed filter can register a good performance when used in high-dimensional
state-space models.

Keywords: Bayesian technique; filtering; estimation; state space dynamical system; extended ensemble
Kalman filter.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 62F15; 62F40; 62MO05.

1 Introduction

Stochastic state space models incorporate random variables, or uncertainty, in their equation.

The dynamics of these models are given by the following stochastic differential equation, as developed
by Kiyosi Ité [1]:
dwt = f(wt, t)dt + g(wt, t)dﬁt, to S t, (11)

where w; is a variable that represents an n by 1 dimensional state vector, f(ws,t) is an n by 1
dimensional drift function that enforces the evolution of the state vector w; in any given change
of time dt, g(we,t) is an n by m dimensional diffusion function and S; with ¢ > ¢o is an m by 1
standard Brownian motion process that incorporates the uncertainties in the process.

1.1 Stochastic integrals

The solution to equation (1.1) can be presented as

Wi = Wy, —I—/ f(wT,T)dT-‘r/ g(zr,7)dB- (1.2)

to

The last integral, f:ﬂ g(w-,7)dBr, is a stochastic integral, and can take any of the following
formulations:

1. Tto \ .
/ g(we, )dfr = Lim. Y g(we,, tx) By, — Biy) (1.3)

k=1
where 6t = tx4+1 — tg, and,

2. Stratonovich

b n
/ g(xht)/dﬂ'r = l~i'ng(%7tk)(ﬂtk+1 — Bty )- (1.4)
a k=1

The relationship between It6 and Stratonovich integrals is given by [2]

[ otwntyas. = [ gtwis, + 5 [ oulotwr,lgtwr s (15)

With 0y [g] representing g—fj derivative.
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Using equation (1.5), the It6 differential equation dw; = f(we,t)dt + g(we,t)dB; leads to the
Stratonovich differential equation

dwy = f(wy, t) — %g(wht)@w [g(we, t)]dt + g(we, t) dB:. (1.6)

1.2 Fokker-Planck equation
Taking the density function as

Pi(w) = Y(w,1) (1.7)
and the transition probability density function as
thT(U}'Y) = w(wﬂf')/ﬂ-) (18)

The Fokker-Planck equation describes the evolution of the density function (1.7) and the conditional
density function (1.8) and satisfies the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation [3, 2]

e (w]Y) = / Vraes (W1 Z) oy 1y WYV )y

th <ts <ts (19)
The equation for the evolution of transitional probability density function can be derived using
Taylor series expansion [2]

Oy (wly) Oy (wly) f(w, 1)) +132(¢t\T(W\Z)92(w7t))

ot ow 2 ow?

This equation is called theFokker-Planck equation or the Kolmogorov forward equation.
Carrying out the expected value of the Kolmogorov forward equation yields the equation of evolution
of probability density function

Opr(w) _ _0Wr(w)f(w,t)) 19% (¥ (w)g* (w, 1))

ot ow 2 ow?

(1.10)

given that

Er [y (w]2)] = /wtmwwf(z)dz = Yu(w). (1.11)

1.3 Weak form of Fokker-Planck equation (equation of evolution
of moments)

The weak form of Fokker-Planck equation is obtained by multiplying the Fokker-Planck equation(1.11)
with an infinitely differentiable function ¢(w) and then integrating; that is,

20wy = — [ XD 4 4 1 [ PEITED) 0 (112

w
Then integrating by parts and getting the expected value E(.)[3] yields

dnld) = vl dldt where 0= f 0 4 1 O
¢ ¢ ow 27 ow?’
The idea of filtering being the incorporation of measurements into the model, it now remains to
introduce the measurements equation, which is as follows:

(1.13)

dz = h(ws, t)dt + R? diy (1.14)

whose dimensions and significations correspond to those of (1.1). We only need mention that 7, is
white noise of appropriate dimension.
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1.4 Kushner-Stratonovich equation

The Kushner-Stratonovich equation is a perturbation of Fokker-Planck equation (1.12), which is
addition of knowledge from measurement using Bayesian approach. The equation estimates w; at
time ¢ by combining noisy dynamics with noisy measurement, and is as follows: [4]

wt(w/zo:wto(ww/t [(wt(UJ/Zt))dT-f—/t Yr(w/zr)(h = he) "R (7)(dzr — hrdr)  (1.15)

which can be written in its differential form as
dipe(w/z) = Ly (w/2))dT + e (w/ 27 ) (h — b )T R™H(7)(d2r — hrdr) (1.16)

where £ = fa% + %92372 and hy = J h(w, t)e(w/z)dw.

dw?

The proof can be found in [3], but we here only give a sketch. The weak form of Kushner-
Stratonovich equation is

dyu[6] = ilbgldt + (me[d(w)h] — dhe) " R™" (t)(dze — hedt)) (1.17)
Deriving the innovation process
[dwt}measurement - [7Tt(’U}/Zt + 6Zt) - d)t (U}/Zt)} (118)

from X
(5Zt = h(wt)ét + R2 (t)é?]t

and taking
E[62:62{ ] = R(t)St + .....

we apply Bayesian equation

w/z 2) — (02 /we) Y (w/ z)
Ye(w/z: + 02) T (62/we) e (w)z)dw
where
Wi(62/we) ~ N(h(w:)dt, R(t)t)
let

q(5t,62) = W

using Taylor expansion about (0,0) and taking the expectation
q(8t,0ys) =1+ (h— h)" R (82 — hedt) + ...

hence applying equation
q(6t, 621 )be (] z) = i (w/z0 + 62)
we get
Vr(w/ze + 62¢) = e(w/z) + (b — hf R (820 — hadt)he(w/z:) + ...

This gives equation the innovation process as 6t — 0

1.5 Evolution of the mean and co-variance

The mean is the first moment and the variance is the second moment [3]. For a function of w given
by ¢(w) and conditional density t:(w/z)
The first moment is

Pelp(w)] = / () (w/2)dw (1.19)
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Using the weak form of Kushner-Stratonovich equation (1.17) and taking v [¢(w)] = ¢:(w) we get
2 8211)
ow?

When we substitute ¢(w) with w, our equation becomes

Jdt + (e[¢h] — Gehe) (R) ™ (1) (dze — hedt) (1.20)

dps(w) = 1/Jt[fgfi]dt + %1/%[9

divy = fedt + (i[wh] — wbe) R () (dze — hedt). (1.21)
The conditional variance is derived from (see [2] for finer details)
pe = El(w —d¢)*| 2]
= Yofw’] — @}
= dpy = dip[w’] — dby. (1.22)
Substituting ¢(w) for w? we get
dyo[w®] = 20u[wfldt + ulg’Jdt + (Gu[w?h] — bu[w’Sh) R (1) (dze — hedt).  (1.23)

Applying It6 formula [2] of measurements
dh = By [h)dt + V[B] duw; + %tr[g(wt,t)gT(wt,t)]A[h]dt,

the equation becomes .
dibi = 2ediiy + (Ye[wh] — wehe)> R (t)dL. (1.24)
Substituting from (1.21), we get

di} = 20, fdt + (20w [wh] — 20 he)R™ () (dys — hedt) + (mi[wh] — whe)> R (8)dt.  (1.25)
The evolution of co-variance is developed from (1.5), (1.24) and (1.25) to obtain
dpe = (2e[wf] — 2 fo)dt + Pelg”dt — (Ye[xh] — wehe) R (t)dt+
(e[w?h] — 2 [wh] — ¢ [w?he + 207 he)R™ () (dys — hedt). (1.26)

2 Literature Review

Equations (1.25) and (1.5), are exact solutions to the filtering problem. However, they are infinite
dimensional, especially when expected values of nonlinear functions are involved. For the linear case,
the equations naturally yield the Kalman Bucy filter [5], which is optimal. In the nonlinear setting,
the Kalman Bucy filter is not optimal. Extensions of the Kalman Bucy filter are, however, made
by way of approximating the expected values of nonlinear functions using Taylor series expansion
about the mean of the state variable. These filter approximations are derived in the sequel. But
first particle filters.

A Particle filter [6] or sequential Monte Carlo method applies numerical methods in approximating
the state based on importance sampling [7]. The idea is to draw, say, M samples, {w; ., , Wy, M.
where w™ represents corresponding weights, from a posterior density

Tto:t N (wtOItN | 6Zt1ItN) )

where Wity = (thU, w;l;, ...w,ZFN)T and 0z¢g:ty = (52?0, 52,?1, 5thN)T. In this case, to : tn is the

partition of time. However, as in most cases, drawing from the full posterior can be cumbersome.
in stead, we may choose a simpler density which resembles the posterior, from which we can draw
samples. Suppose such a proposal be the same as the transition density. Then the weights can be
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represented by the likelihood. This leads to the so-called Bootstrap particle filter (BPF). Resampling
is done—in a bid to curb particle degeneracy—when the effective sample size (ESS) is below a certain
threshold, .

1

ESS, = 5 ——»
S ()2

(2.1)

where {w;! M are normalized weights.

Algorithm 2.1 Bootstrap particle filter
Input: 0t, o, M, N, my,, m,, and wy,.
i \N,M
Output: {wj }, ;-
1: Draw wf, ~ my, (w}, | wy,)

2: Compute initial weights wfg =

3: forn=1to N, 6t >0 do

4. Draw wj ~m, (win | w%n_l)

5. Compute weights w? ~ my, (82, | w}, ) wi |
6:  Normalise the weights

7. Compute ESS;, =

iy (@72
8 if ESS;, < a then
9: Resample the particles
10: Set the weights to w}’ = i
11:  end if
12: end for

The need for resampling disallows the use of parallel computers, especially when the dimensions are
high. Furthermore, the sample size required to achieve accuracy of particle filters scales according
to the exponent of the dimension of the filter, a phenomenon dubbed the curse of dimensionality
[8]. All these challenges work against the particle filters.

Kushner-Stratonovic equation gives solution to filtering problems by propagating the conditional
density in time. The equation of conditional density is known to be infinite[2] hence it suffers from
the curse of dimensionality [3]. Non-linear filtering problems have high order moments in solving
equations of the mean which, that is, as the dimension of the state increases, the space becomes
large and the data becomes sparse. This problem leads to the needs of large amount of data.
Alternatively, approximation of the equations for both the mean and the covariance are done of the
first order and the second order by using Taylor expansion in order to find a numerical solution to
the filtering problem.

3 Extended Filters

Consider the following It6 expression of continuous state space models:
Signal: dw; = f(we,0)dt + G(w)Q"(t)dB, (3.1)

wiy = w(0),t0 < ¢
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Measurement:  dz; = h(w;)dt + R/ (t)dn; (3.2)
to <t

where w; is state vector with dimensions n by 1, f(w,#) is the drift term with dimensions n by 1,
0 is the vector of parameters with dimension d by 1, G(wy) is a matrix function with dimensions
n by m Q(t) is a time function matrix with dimensions m by m, B¢, ¢ > to is the Brownian motion
with dimensions m by 1, z; is an output vector with dimensions r by 1, h(z:) is the measurement
function with dimensions n by 1, R(t) is a time function matrix with dimensions r by 7, n:,t > to
is the Brownian motion process with dimensions r by 1,

An estimate of the state w; can be obtained from the historical measurements z;,¢ > to by using
conditional density function.

For equation (3.1) and (3.2), the mean, ¢, and co-variance p; satisfies, respectively,
diy = fdt + (wehT — whT)YR™ () (dye — hdt) where  wy, = w(0), (3.3)
and
(dp)is = (wifs — wify)dt + (fawy)dt + (GQGT) 1yt — (wih — i) R (hawg — st
+(wiw;h — @y h) — (iw;h — byw;h + 20 h) TR (t)(dye — hat) (3.4)
where p;, = p(0).

For a scalar case, equation (3.1) becomes
Signal: dw; = f(wy,0)dt + g(w:)q"/*(t)dB; where wiy, = w(0),to <t (3.5)
and equation (3.2) becomes
Measurement: dz; = h(w;)dt + r'/?(t)dn., to < t. (3.6)
The corresponding equations for evolution of the mean and covariance in the scalar case are:
diy = fdt + (wehT — k")~ () (dye — hat), (3.7)
wy, = w(0)
and
(dpe) = 2(wf)dt + (qg*)dt — (wh — wh)*r ™" + (W2h — w2h — 2bwh + 202 h)r 1 (t)(dz — hdt) (3.8)
Pty = p(O)
where f = [ f(w)p(w/z)dw. Solutions for equations (3.7) and (3.8) give exact filter except it
involves calculation of conditional expectation, an integration over non-linear functions which is
not feasible. In this case we calculate an approximation of expected values by negating terms of

the second and higher order terms in the Taylor series expansion of nonlinearities about the mean
of the state, ;.

3.1 First order approximate filter

Proposition 3.1. Suppose f(w) and h(w) are continuous functions whose first order derivatives
fw and hy ezist, then the first approzimation equation for the exact filter equations (3.7) and (3.8)
and omitting second and higher order moments are

diy = f()dt 4 pha (0)r™" () (dy: — h(d)dt) (3.9)
dpe = 2pfu(@)dt + (q(t)g* () + pa(t)gi ()dt — (peh (@))*r ™! (3.10)
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Proof. Proof by Taylor expansion about w and taking the expectations of the series E(e) upto the
first order with p = (w — %)? = w(w — @) and (w — W) =0

f(w) = f() + (w — b) fu(®) + %(w — ) fu (@) + ... (3.11)

F R F0) + Sp S (@)
frfi
h(w) = h(®) + (z — W)hw (W) + %(w — ) P (W) + ... (3.12)

~ q(0)(9(0) + Spgun(®))?

a(0)(9(8)? + 25 pgurn(@)9(0) + (5pgun (@)’

~ a(O9(10)* + a9 (9)9(0) + Ja(0 (G0 (0))?
qa(t)g® ~ q(t)g” (W) + pa(t)g> ()
a6 ~ q(t)g* + pa(t) g () (3.13)

wf(w) ~ wf ) + w(w — ) fo () + %w(w — )2 fur (1) + oo

- NP N 1. . NP 1 R
wf —wf = wf(d) + pfu(d) + infww(w) —wf(w) - §pfww(w)
= pfuw() (3.14)
We now seek the approximation of the term
w?h — w2h — 2wwh + 20°h.
By Taylor series expansion,

— 2

w? D + (w— )20 + (w—w)>. (3.15)
Using equations (3.12) and (3.15) we get
w2h ~ E[(0? + (w — )20 + (w — 1)?) * (hd) + (w — W) hu () + %(w — ) P ()]

= D2h(D) + (D) + 2Wphew (D) + ph(d) (3.16)

similarly
w2h Bl + (w — )20 + (w — 1)2)] % E[(h() + (w — 1) (i) + %(w ) ()]

= (@ + ) (A() + (w0 = ) + 3 (10— )P (@)
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1 1
= @ h(h) + 50 pha () + ph(®) + 57" huvws (@)
w2h = 0>h() + ph(). (3.17)
The remaining term - .
—2wh + 20°h
becomes . A . R
— 2iwh + 2w?h = =20 (wh — Wwh) = 2ph, (W) (3.18)

The approximate filter for exact filter (3.7) and (3.8) can be obtained by writing the expected values
of the terms with their approximations from above. Equations (3.9) and (3.10) jointly form the
first order extended Kalman Bucy filter (FOEKBF).

The second order extended Kalman Bucy filter (SOEKBF') involves retaining of second order terms

in the Taylor series expansion of the expected values of nonlinear terms in the exact filter [3]. The
SoEKBEF is given by (in vector form):

. (3.19a)
+ PR (i) R (t)(dze — (h(dbe) + 5 D [R(@e) = Br)dt),
dP; = Py[f]" (e )dt + [f](w:) Prdt
+g(t)g" (t)dt + —Pu[h) " () R[] () Pedt (3.19b)

+ %Pt - AR (@) R () (dzt — (W) + % A [h] (i) - Pt)dt> P.

Now the first order—and second order—approximate filter suffers from one demerit; namely, the cost
of integrating the equation of evolution of covariances. This is a major problem, especially where
high dimensional models are involved. Moreover, the computation of Jacobian can be expensive
when nonlinearities abound. These challenges led to the invention of ensemble filters, in which the
covariances are empirically estimated [9].

3.2 First order extended ensemble Kalman filter

In the proposed filter, an M hypothesis of state, denoted as X; = w at given time ¢, the particles
are propagated according to the first order approximate equation, (3.9); that is,

dwi = f(w},0)dt + g(w})q® (1)dB; + pha(w))r ™ (t)(dze — 0.5(h(w}) + h(ir))dt) (3.20)

The mean w; and co-variance p; are estimated empirically as follows:

N
M:EZZ;W (3.21)
to >t
and
L VI
Pt = W —1 ;(wt — ) (3.22)
to >t

This is the first order extended ensemble filter (FOEEF).
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4  Filter Validation Using Multi-Dimensional Model

In this section, we test the performance of FoOEEF using Lorenz63 equations and we develop the
algorithm in Matlab software. The same experiment is done for BPF, FoOEKBF and SoEKBF.

The new FoEEF filter is validated by comparing its graphical output with the output from three
other filters, that is ,Bootstrap Particle Filter(BPF), First order Extended Kalman-Bucy Filter

(FoEKBF) and Second order Extended Kalman-Bucy Filter(SOEKBF) by using lorenz63 systems of
ordinary differential equations simulated on Matlab software. We plot the trajectories for the three
variables x1, x2 and 3, for the different filters, together with the root mean square errors (RMSEs).

But first we briefly introduce the Lorenz63 model.

4.1 Stochastic Lorenz63 equation

Lorenz63 equations is a system of coupled non-linear ordinary differential equations that best
describes chaotic dynamics. The equations are known to simulate regular oscillations or highly
non-linear fluctuations[10]. Lorenz63 equations oscillates around fixed point p = (0,0,0) and a
slight change in initial conditions leads to a significant change in oscillations. The coupled equations
describe the rate of change of three quantities x,y, z with respect to time ¢.

Lorenz63 model is defined in three time dependant variables.

Z—:: =a(x2 — x1)
% = .iEl(bf a?3) — X2
E = T1x2 — CT3 (4'1)
Where a, b, ¢ are the parameters generally with values a = 10, b = 28 and ¢ = %

Stochastic Lorenz63 contains an additive noise part in Lorenz63 model. The noise is assumed to
be Gaussian in nature. Lorenz determined that a slight perturbation in the initial stage changes
the outcome of a dynamical system drastically. This sensitivity to initial value condition has led to
application of Lorenz63 equations to data assimilation and filtering problems. Stochastic Lorenz 63
equations is used in finding chaotic solutions for parameters with given initial conditions.

5 Results

Fig. 1 shows a plot of RMSE against the reciprocal of ensemble size M for different filters. The
trend indicates that the FOEEF improves in performance with the increase in ensemble size. The
FoEEF performs in about the same way as the FOEKBF and SoEKBF.

From Fig. 1, output measurement of Root Mean Square Error against the number of the ensemble,
it is observed that there is no significant deviation in performance from the new FoEEF away from
the other three filters, BPF, FOEKBF and SoOEKBF, especially at large ensemble sizes.

Fig. 2 has two graphs. The first graph compares the trajectories of evolution of new FoEEF

(dark green) with the trajectories of SOEKBF (purple), FOEKBF (yellow), BPF (brown) and the
trajectory of true state(blue) generated from Lorenz63 model.
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The trajectories are conducted on filter estimates using nine ensemble number that are measured
between times T'= 0 and T = 30, with a time step of 0.001.

The sefcond graph is a measure of filter error against times 7" = 0 and 7" = 30 for FoOEEnKF
model(purple), SOEKBF model(yellow), FOEKBF model(orange), BPF model(blue) in the first
variable.

4 =107 Comparison of RMSE of Different Filters
; —&=— BPF ]
6 —e— 1/M Y2 sope B
F FOEKBF ]

— = - FOEEF

5F —@— SOEKBF J

RMSE

0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1

Fig. 1. Root Mean Square Error for the reciprocal of Ensemble. The sizes of the
ensemble used are 10, 15, 22, 26, 29, 34, 41, 46, 49. Other settings are as follows:
dt =0.001, R=10.17, and g = 0.2

Fil Estim
20 ter ‘St ate

Truth
BPF
10 - FOEKBF 4
SoEKBF
FoEEF
< O B
-10 V\A/VVVV i
_20 . . . . .
[0} 5 10 15 20 25 30
Time
Filter Error
0.6 F T L]
s
[iw|

Time

Fig. 2. Filter estimate and filter error for x; in lorenz63 model
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The observations from filter estimate in Fig. 3 shows that there is no deviations in trajectory of
evolution between FOEEF (green) and the trajectory of the true state generated from Lorenz63
model (blue). It can also be seen that the three other models, that is SOEKBF (purple), FOEKBF
(orange) and BPF (red), also shows similar trajectories of evolution with both the true state
trajectory and FOEKBF model trajectory.

From Fig. 3, it can be observed that there is no significant deviation that occurs between the
output of FOEEF model and the output from other three models. The output of new FoEKBF
model closely resembles the output from SOEKBF model, FOEKBF model and BPF model.

Fig. 4 has two graphical outputs with the first output comparing the trajectories of evolution of new
FoEEnKF (dark green), SOEKBF (purple), FOEKBFn(yellow), BPF (brown) and the trajectory of
true state(blue) for the third variable in Lorenz63 model. The trajectories are conducted for Filter
Estimates using nine ensemble number which are measured between times T'= 0 and T = 30.

The second graph measures the output from filter error against times 7' = [0,30] for FOEEnKF
(purple), SOEKBF (yellow), FOEKBF (orange), BPF (blue).

Filter Estimate
T

Truth
BPF
FoEKBF
SoEKBF
FoEEF

X2

| !
15 20 25 30
Time
Filter Error
T

0.8

Error

Fig. 3. Filter estimate and filter error for x2 in Lorenz 63 model

Like in the previous figures above, it is observed that the trajectories of FOEEF (dark green),
SoEKBF (purple), FOEKBF (yellow), BPF (brown) and true state (blue) that has been generated
from Lorenz63 have similar trends by having no observable deviation between the five models.

The measurement on the filter error against time from the same Fig. 4 indicates no significant
difference between the outputs from the four filter models( FoEEF, SOEKBF, FoOEKBF, and BPF).

As with the other trajectories, it is observed that all the trajectories closely follow same pattern.
There is no significant deviation of the FOEEF trajectories from those of BPF, FOEKBF and SoKBF.
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Filter Estimate
T

50
Truth
L BPF i
40 FOEKBF
SoEKBF
30
o FoEEF
>
Ty
10 - -
o I I I I I
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Fig. 4. Filter Estimate and Filter Error for z3 in Lorenz63 model

6 Conclusion

The observation from the experiment of FoEEF, FoEKBF and SoEKBF conducted on a three
dimensional Stochastic Lorenz63 has shown that the performance FOEEF, as also shown in RMSE
plot, does not deviate in any significant way from the performances of FOEKBF and SOEKBF. The
graphical trajectories of FOEEF in the same three dimensional Lorenz63 also indicates similarity
with trajectories of FOEKBF and SoEKBF for the three variables, z1, z2 and z3. It is well known
that as the dimensions increases, solutions to filtering problems become computationally expensive
since it requires integration of the equation of evolution of covariances. This cost is drastically
reduced in the case of FOEEF, which registers a remarkable performance even at low ensemble sizes
(refer to Fig. 1).

In FoEEF, the covariance matrix is estimated empirically which makes it computationally cheap as
compared to FOKBF and SoKBF, where integration of an equation of evolution of covariances is
involved. Further more, FOEEF does not involve re-sampling, which is common in particle filter as
a way of circumventing the so called particle degeneracy. It is well known that re-sampling prohibit
parallel computing. This makes FoOEEF amenable to parallel computing hence it is more suitable
for high dimensional data.
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