2512.09151v1 [stat.ME] 9 Dec 2025

arxXiv

IntegralGP: Volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical properties
in mineral deposits by fusing assay data with different spatial supports

ACCEPTED ARTICLE

Anna Chlingaryan’, Arman Melkumyan*, Raymond Leung*

T School of Life and Environmental Sciences, Faculty of Science
* Rio Tinto Sydney Innovation Hub, Faculty of Engineering
The University of Sydney

ABSTRACT

This article presents an Integral Gaussian Process (Integral GP) framework for volumetric estimation
of subterranean properties in mineral deposits. It provides a unified representation for data with
different spatial supports, which enables blasthole geochemical assays to be properly modelled as
interval observations rather than points. This approach is shown to improve regression performance
and boundary delineation. A core contribution is a description of the mathematical changes to the
covariance expressions which allow these benefits to be realised. The gradient and anti-derivatives
are obtained to facilitate learning of the kernel hyperparameters. Numerical stability issues are
also discussed. To illustrate its application, an IntegralGP data fusion algorithm is described.
The objective is to assimilate line-based blasthole assays and update a block model that provides
long-range prediction of Fe concentration beneath the drilled bench. Heteroscedastic GP is used
to fuse chemically compatible but spatially incongruous data with different resolutions and sample
spacings. Domain knowledge embodied in the structure and empirical distribution of the block
model must be generally preserved while local inaccuracies are corrected. Using validation
measurements within the predicted bench, our experiments demonstrate an improvement in
bench-below grade prediction performance. For material classification, Integral GP fusion reduces
the absolute error and model bias in categorical prediction, especially instances where waste blocks
are mistakenly classified as high-grade.
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1 Introduction

Spatial support refers to a specific volume, area or interval over which data is collected or analysed in spatial statistics.
It plays a crucial role in determining the accuracy of estimations, especially when it comes to predicting subterranean
properties. The inference grids (or blocks) specified for an inference model are often incompatible with the size of
the input samples, furthermore, predictions are generally obtained using some combination of data sources which
are measured at different scales with different levels of uncertainties (Castrignano and Buttafuoco, 2020). Data fusion
refers to mathematical approaches that fundamentally enable these differences to be reconciled. According to Hall and
McMullen (2004), it is the process of “combining information from heterogeneous sources into a single composite
picture of the relevant process, such that the composite picture is generally more accurate and complete than that
derived from any single source alone.”

This article describes a data fusion algorithm that has applications to mineral resource estimation in mining engi-
neering and geology. At a high level, it follows the general architecture of expert systems commonly encountered in
environmental and geological sciences. A central characteristic of such expert system is its intense focus on address-
ing some geoscientific application objectives, and that it takes into account modelling constraints and domain expert
knowledge, as depicted in the top half of Fig. 1. Knowledge representation, uncertainty and probabilistic reasoning are
the critical elements that endow the system with computational intelligence, and these constitute what data scientists
often refer to as the inference engine. The most common usage scenario involves receiving a structured query from
users as an input, for instance, the system might be tasked to make predictions at unobserved locations using machine
learning techniques, then provide probabilistic interpretations for a target attribute of interest to the user as an output.

Geoscience Application Computational Intelligence e O U
Objectives (Inference Engine) Y

Geological Modeling - Knowledge representation

Constraints - Uncertainty and probabilistic reasoning Pro'vide Probabilistic :
- Provide Machine Learning (ML) predictions Estimates for Target Attribute
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OUTCOMES
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Figure 1: Top: General architecture of an expert system commonly encountered in environmental and geo-sciences.
Bottom: Specific context for the mining domain expert system described in this paper.

In the bottom half of Fig. 1, these concepts are mapped to concrete ideas to provide an industry perspective and a
context for the mining domain expert system described in this work. It begins with the objective of obtaining accurate
estimation of the subterranean geochemical composition. Although this knowledge can conceivably be used to imple-
ment a cost-efficient adaptive sampling strategy based on reinforcement learning, the envisaged system is constrained
to use only fixed measurements at this time. Without loss of generality, the input consists of chemical assay data with
variable resolution and sample spacing. In addition, expert knowledge of the geological structure—which informs the
mineral composition and spatial distribution of geozones—is encapsulated in a rudimentary model that prescribes the
location and attribute value of individual blocks that span the modelled region. The data fusion component described
in this article is an extension of (Melkumyan et al., 2011) and is best viewed as part of a larger system that automati-
cally updates an orebody model (Guo et al., 2022). In previous works, the authors have described a Bayesian method
for warping/morphing stratigraphic surfaces. The goal was to improve geological boundary definitions and reconcile
the model with geochemical evidence obtained from blasthole assays (Lowe et al., 2022). These incremental updates
are coupled with a spatial restructuring algorithm (Leung, 2020) that re-partitions the blocks to localise and align
with the adjusted surfaces. This helps reduce smoothing distortion when attributes are interpolated across geological
boundaries or ore grade discontinuities. Coming full circle, this work describes a novel and versatile kernel-based
framework for estimating geochemical properties in an ore deposit. The task is to estimate a regionalised variable
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(e.g., the concentration of iron) at specified locations. Owing to the top-down manner in which surface mining op-
erates in an open-pit mine, two outcomes are especially cherished. First, the ability to faithfully predict the spatial
distribution of mineral in the bench below; the caveat is using only historical data and supplementary blasthole data
available from the current operating bench. Second, the ability to improve region delineation and separate high-grade
ore and low-grade/waste material between geological domains. These outcomes have a positive flow-on effect, they
can improve the quality of material tracking and grade control (Jupp et al., 2013) associated with ore excavation and
portfolio optimisation (Navarro Torres and Moraes, 2019; Chamanbaz et al., 2025). These issues are further discussed
along with future challenges and opportunities for mining automation in a survey paper (Leung et al., 2023).

The strength of the present proposal lies not only in utilising multiple sources of data, but catering for measurements
with different spatial supports in a principled way, instead of treating all samples simply as points (Chlingaryan et al.,
2024). As motivation, we elaborate on an application scenario in the next section and show that both outcomes (more
accurate regression and boundary delineation) are significantly improved when the spatial support of measurements are
properly considered. Thus far, the key impediments for progress have been a lack of awareness of the differences this
formulation can make, and the required changes to the kernels (covariance functions) that would allow these benefits to
be realised. In this contribution, the relevant mathematical expressions are presented and some of the practical issues
such as numerical stability are discussed.

1.1 Contributions and Organisation

To summarise, this work broadly relates to the inference component in a mining-oriented expert system, where compu-
tational intelligence is concerned with knowledge representation and probabilistic reasoning. The expert system may
be viewed as an intelligent system that provides data fusion and model update capability using machine learning. The
objective is to provide improved grade estimation beneath the drilled bench; these in turn can facilitate better grade
control and mine planning. The main proposal revolves around the Integral Gaussian Process (Integral GP) framework
which enables volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical properties in a mineral deposit.

This paper makes two contributions: 1) a volumetric regressor that makes probabilistic grade prediction using Inte-
gralGP; and 2) demonstration of a data fusion algorithm for grade modelling in an open-pit iron ore deposit. The
novelty of the Integral GP formulation is that it takes into consideration the different spatial supports of data, such as
volumetric and interval measurements encountered in mine geology modelling. In current practice, these chemically
compatible but spatially incongruous samples are typically all treated as point measurements (Monjezi et al., 2013;
Jafrasteh et al., 2018; Leung et al., 2025). In this work, we show that properly accounting for the spatial dimen-
sions of these measurements can lead to lower regression error and better boundary delineation between low-grade
and high-grade ore zones. Viewing through these lens, the first contribution is grounded in theoretical development.
Integral GP describes mathematical changes to the covariance functions that allow these benefits to be realised. The
second contribution deals with application, whereby sparse data with variable resolution and sample spacing are com-
bined. Specifically, a supplementary data source is used to improve the grade prediction of an existing long-range
block model.

In terms of organisation, Sec. 2 uses motivating examples to illustrate measurements with different spatial supports.
It lays the foundation for understanding the relevant issues and merits of our proposal. Building on the concepts
of kernels and GP regression, Sec. 3 presents the IntegralGP framework with emphasis on the formulation of the
covariance functions. Following theoretical development, Sec. 4 describes the data fusion algorithm and gradually
shifts the focus to applications. Experiment results are presented in Sec. 5 with the aims of shedding light in three
areas: data assimilation, model validation and material classification. The first discussion illustrates data fusion using
blasthole assays and how heteroscedastic GP (noise level) works in the proposed algorithm. The second highlights
differences visually and quantifies improvement in regression performance. The third examines the mean absolute
error and model bias and treats the predicted grade as a categorical variable. Concluding remarks will follow in Sec. 6.
Finally, research perspectives and practicalities are considered in Appendices A.2 and A.3.

2 Background

The goal of this section is to lay a strong foundation for understanding the relevant issues and demonstrate the merits
of our proposal. Although it is legitimate to say it is technically incorrect to model interval measurements as points,
this line of reasoning is so reductive, readers may find it uneasy to accept this at face value. To convince readers of the
benefits and motivate this study, we examine an exemplary scenario in Sec. 2.1 and use it to explain what difference
Integral GP can make. This provides targeted evidence on how the proposed methodology can improve regression and
classification outcomes. After establishing the significance of this paradigm shift, we present the kernel based Gaussian
Process (GP) framework in Sec. 2.2 to familiarise readers with the computational engine in the expert system before


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2025.129429
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

IntegralGP: volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical properties Chlingaryan, Melkumyan and Leung

making any alteration. Subsequently, we describe the innovative part of the system and develop the mathematics
which enable the objectives—fusion of heterogeneous data, more accurate regression and boundary delineation—to
be achieved in Sec. 3.

2.1 Motivation

Simulated target function Posterior mean estimates
POINT inference INTEGRAL inference

Multiple sources of data ®) Treat all measurements as POINTS © Treat measurements as LINES/POINTS

Boundary estimation GP Regression Prediction Error as (mean estimates — groundtruth)

@ POINT inference o) INTEGRAL inference
Treat all measurements as POINTS Treat measurements as LINES/POINTS
3 L]

(Ci) Interface distance and correlation

—— Point/Point (RMSE=0.2170, p=0.9659)  _
251 —— | ine/Integral (RMSE=0.1493, p=0.9833) 2= 25
ST GroundTruth

RMSE=0.1583

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Figure 2: A motivating example illustrating the potential benefits of integral GP. Computational details are given in
Appendix A.1.

Figure 2a illustrates a folding mineralisation scenario which is commonly encountered in major iron ore deposits. It
depicts a geochemical gradient whereby the mineral concentration transitions from low to high (graded from waste
to ore from the top down) across the stratigraphic boundary (black curve). The general objective is to estimate the
simulated target function which in practice is unknown using only sparse assay samples. While short-interval measure-
ments (typically 1-2m in length) can be treated reasonably as points, the point of contention is whether longer-interval
measurements can still be treated as points, since blasthole assays are typically taken over an interval of 10m or more.
In panel (a), two sources of data are available. Point measurements have high vertical precision but are spaced large
distances apart; these are represented by black open circles. Line measurements represent the average grade over a
finite interval. These samples have much lower vertical resolution but are sampled more densely in the horizontal
plane; they are represented by white bars. The next two panels compare the regression results for point based GP
and integral GP. For the status quo, both measurements and inference locations are treated as points in (b). For the
proposed method, line measurements and inference grids are honoured as intervals and blocks, respectively. Hence,
the mean grade is estimated in (c) with proper regard for their spatial support dimensions. Extracting the level-set at
threshold 2.667, the resultant boundary estimates are shown as white dotted lines in (b) and (c). The first observation
from (d) is that the boundary extracted by integral GP is more accurate; the groundtruth distance as measured by
RMSE are 0.1493 and 0.2170 for Line/Integral and Point/Point, respectively. The second observation from (e) and (f)
is that the values predicted by integral GP have lower distortion (with RMSE of 0.1583 and 0.2750 for Line/Integral
and Point/Point respectively) when performance is evaluated near the interface where samples are available.

Similar observations also hold in more challenging scenarios, such as the syncline-anticline topology shown in Fig. 3
where the structure changes at a rate that is twice as fast. In this case, the boundary distortion is greater and the
ore/waste region delineation performance is worse under point GP when line measurements are simply treated as
points. These examples made clear the reasons for pursuing integral GP.

2.2 Gaussian process regression: a kernel based framework

To familiarise with the technology that underpins the inference engine, the Gaussian Process (GP) kernel framework
will now be described to provide clarity on how the posterior mean estimates seen in Fig. 3b are obtained. The
general problem involves predicting a target attribute 3, € R at queried locations @, € R” given training data (or
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Figure 3: A second example illustrating the potential benefits of integral GP.

measurements) D = {(x;, y;) }i=1.n Where y; is known. The asterisk indicates the variable belongs to the test set,
where y, = f(x,) for some unknown random function f. In machine learning literature, the input observations
are often grouped together, so that the training data may be written in matrix notation as D = {X,y} with X =
[1,...,xN] € RP*N and y € RV,

When regression is performed using GP, a Gaussian prior is placed over the function f. Using the observations in
D, Bayesian inference infers p(f | D) and converts this into a posterior via the following equation (Rasmussen and
Williams, 2006)

Py Xo, {X, y}) = / plys | £. X )p(f1D)df )

A Gaussian process may be viewed as a collection of random variables, f(x) ~ GP(m(x), k(x,z’)), which are
individually and jointly Gaussian distributed. Thus, a GP is completely specified by a mean function m(x) = E[f(x)]
and covariance function k(x, z’) = E[(f(x) — m(x))(f(z') — m(z’))T]. GP regression defines a joint distribution
p(f | X) = N(f | u,K) over a set of N data points, where K;; = k(z;,z;) and p = [m(z1),...,m(zy)]T.
Here, k represents a positive semi-definite kernel (covariance function) that models spatial correlation in the data. For
a stationary process, k(x;, ;) = k(x;, ;) = k(d) represents a smooth decaying symmetric function that depends
only on the displacement d = &, — x;. If the kernel is isotropic, then one can simply write k(d) as it depends only on
the lag distance d = ||d||. The implicit assumption is that f(x;) and f(x,) will be more similar when «; and x; are
closer together.

For noisy observations, the training data is assumed to satisfy y; = f(x;) + ¢; where ¢; ~ N (0, U’Z). The joint density
governing the observed and test data is given by

K, K.
HEQ ) ®
and the posterior predictive density is given by
p(f*|X*7X7y):N(f*|IJ‘*’E*) (3)

It is worth emphasising that GP regression produces a probabilistic prediction (Leung et al., 2025) at each queried
location @, in the form of p(f, | X, X, y). Equations that describe the prediction outcomes, viz., the posterior mean,
1., and covariance, 3., are given by

. = (X)) + KK,y — u(X)) (4)
K, =cov(y|X) =K+ 051 (6)


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2025.129429
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

IntegralGP: volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical properties Chlingaryan, Melkumyan and Leung

The training data covariance matrix K € RV*¥ is independent of x. whereas K. € RV *M K, i, j] = k(z;, z.;)

and K,, € RM*M K_ [i,j] = k(x.;, ;) both depend on the queried locations, .. The matrix K, satisfies

the transposition property K* = K7 since K*[i,j] £ k(z.i, x;) = K.,[j,i]. For mineral resource estimation,

an efficacious choice for the covariance function is the Matérn 3/2 kernel (Melkumyan and Ramos, 2011) whose
functional form is given in Table 1 alongside other options.

GP training refers to the process of fitting kernel hyperparameters, 8 = [UJ%, li,lo,...,Ip, 05], to the training data
(assuming = € RP). When D = 3, O'?c, [l1,12,13] and 05 represent the squared amplitude, x, y and z kernel length

scales and noise power, respectively. The training objective is to maximise the log marginal likelihood (LML) with
respect to 6:

1 -1 1 N
logp(y|X,0) = —in [K —l—azI} Yy — 5log |K+O’§I — 510g27r 7

where | - | represents the determinant. The marginal likelihood in (7) contains three terms that represent (from left to
right) the data fit, complexity penalty and normalisation constant. As the marginal likelihood is a non-convex function
of the hyperparameters (Lalchand and Rasmussen, 2020), only local maxima can be obtained. In practice, gradient
descent algorithms are usually employed for this optimisation using multiple starting points (Melkumyan and Ramos,
2009). In Sec. 3, the novel aspects of this proposal will be described to shed light on the modifications needed to
implement integral GP and the data fusion algorithm.

3 Methods

This section presents a unified representation that enables heterogeneous data with compatible geochemistry but dif-
ferent spatial supports to be modelled through single-task GP. In particular, point-based locations (see X and X, in
(3)) are extended to include sample dimensions, and the relevant changes to the covariance functions for point, in-
terval and volumetric combinations are described. To assist with practical deployment, formulas for several kernels
in the exponential and Matérn families are given and some empirical observations relating to numerical stability are
discussed.

3.1 Heterogeneous Data

For demonstration, this paper describes the assimilation of two data sources in a mining geology context. The first
source, referred as EPR, is a regularised block model created by domain experts using reverse circulation (RC) drilling
and core samples collected a priori during the mining exploration phase. RC drilling flushes the drilled material to the
surface using compressed air, field samples are gathered at regular intervals and sent to laboratory for geochemical
analysis. This type of assay data is sparse (often spaced hundreds of meters apart) but has high vertical resolution
(< 1m). The EPR is spatially represented by a uniform array of blocks, typically 15 x 15 x 10 m? in size, each
accompanied by an average grade (e.g. the concentration of iron as a weight percentage) typically estimated via
kriging. The EPR model provides a fair estimate of the underlying geochemical distribution at large scales but it
is considered as locally inaccurate. The main reason is that geologists have a direct input in ensuring the general
geological structure is captured in the model, however there is considerable uncertainty at the local scale due to the
sparsity of the measurements available when the model was created. The second source relates to blasthole (BH)
samples gathered subsequently during the mining production phase (Engstrom and Esbensen, 2017). Typically, X-
ray fluorescence is used to determine the geochemical signature/material composition of the sample, which is then
attributed to a subterranean interval at a certain depth along the drilled hole. Hence, EPR and BH samples may be
treated respectively as volumetric data and line measurements of the average grade.

3.2 Observation model

To provide a unified description of the heterogeneous data, let A; = [a;1,a; 2, (Z,L‘,g]T and H; = [hi1, R 2, h; 3T
denote the centroid (X, y, z coordinates) and dimensions (length, width, height) of the 4t sample. This is sufficient
for representing point, line and volumetric measurements, noting for instance that the special case h; 1 = h; 2 = 0
and h; 3 # 0 would cater for blasthole samples. This perspective allows spatially dissimilar, single-species chemically
correlated measurements (e.g. Fe grade values obtained from EPR and BH) to be modelled jointly using a single
Gaussian Process (GP) without resorting to multi-task GP (Vasudevan et al., 2012). The problem may be formulated
as follows.
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Let f(z) : RP? — R be a GP regression model that predicts the attribute at x € RP. Suppose the training data
comprises noisy observations y at IV input locations X as shown in (8)—(10)

_ A Ay o Ay 2DxN
X=\g, H .. HN]ER ®)
y:[y17y27"'7yN (9)
Yi = U+, U= |V\/ [z (10

where u; denotes the noise-free component of a volumetric measurement, ¢; ~ N (0, o2) denotes Gaussian noise with

A
zero mean and variance o?. The inference task is to predict the value at each queried location X, ; = [ H*’J} by
*,J

computing ¥, ; = f V., f(x.)dx,. This integral is averaged over the volume of block j in the EPR model, or

|V
interval j of a blasthole Wlthout loss of generality, V; in (10) can represent volumes, planes, lines and points; these
special cases are further considered in Sec. 3.4. Throughout this paper, the asterisk notation serves as a hint that we

are referring to an inference location where the true attribute value is unknown.

3.3 Covariance between function and its integral

Writing s = x, to simplify the notation, the objective is to show the covariance between f(x) at any location  and
fQ s)ds at a different location s over some region of integration 2 can be expressed in the form of (11).

Lemma: cov(/Q f(s)ds,f(w)) = /Qk(s,w)ds where k(s, x) = cov(f(s), f(x)) (11)

This result follows directly from Fubini’s theorem (Veraar, 2012).! Its significance is that the spatial relationship
between measurements with different spatial supports is basically given by an integral of their covariance function
fQ ., x), where k(-, -) represents a generic kernel. The detailed expressions will be presented in the next section,
accounting for differences in their spatial supports. This would enable, for instance, the correlation between a blasthole
sample (line measurement) at x; and a query location (volumetric block) z, ; in the EPR model to be computed.

3.4 Covariance between volumes, lines and points

To obtain covariance functions for measurements with different spatial supports, we will assume the kernel is separable
(can be factorised in product form as in (12)) and derives from a once differentiable function ® and twice differentiable
function ¥ in (13). In (12), /,,, denotes the length scale hyperparameter along the corresponding axis.

D
cov ((), f(s)) = k(w,5) = [ (”’"[m) (12)

m=1 m

dd
)= — =@’ 13
o) = (13)
>
:7:\11//
dt?

The general covariance expressions shown in (14)—(17) are obtained by the fundamental theorem of calculus from (11),
(12) and (13). The appearance of the Dirac delta function [d;; = 1 if ¢ = j, 0 otherwise] in (14) is the consequence of
assuming the signal and noise components in (10) to be uncorrelated between two separate measurements.

'The key observation is that cov( [, f(s)ds, f(x)) o E[([, f(s)ds —E[[, f(s)ds]) (f(x) — E[f(x)])] equals
JoE(f(s) —E[f(s)]) (f(=) — E[f(2)])] ds.
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COV(yi7 yj) = COV(’U,,L'7 Uj) + 0'1-2(52']' (14)
cov(u;, uj) = cov(y;, uj) = cov(u;, y;)
12
#R(ai,m, ajvm, hi,ma hj,ma lm), lf hi,m 7é 07 hj,m # 0
i,m'tym
lm .
D h. p(aj,m,y hj,ma Qi .m,y lm)7 if hi,m = 07 hj,m 7£ 0
114 @
m=1 h_ip(ai,'rru hi,ma Ajom,s lm)a if hi,m 7é 07 hj,m =0
0 ("’”[““”) : i i = 0, By = 0
where
— hi1—hs)/2 —as — (h hy)/2
R(a17a27h17h271) :_qj <a1 a2+(l 1 2)/ > +\Ij<a1 = (l 1+ 2)/ >
w(al—azﬂlhwhz)n) _q,<a1—a2—<lh1—h2>/2> (16)

pla,h,z,l) = (‘Hl 17

|3
\

8
~
|
KA
VR

IS

\
~ ||

\

8
~—

Note: [ stands for vertical line and is used for BH assays.

For instance, line-volume covariance would result in expression (18) from (15).
12

—3 R(ars,ava, hrs, hva,lz) (18)
hrshvs

l l
cov(Xp, Xy) = hilp(av,h hV,laaL,lall)T‘Zp(aV,Qa hv,za,ar.2,1l2)

)

3.5 Partial derivatives for learning hyperparameters

Since the partial derivatives of the covariance function are used to maximise the log marginal likelihood (19) during
GP learning (Rasmussen and Williams, 2006) to optimise the hyperparameters 8 = (61, ...,60p), the spatial support
dependent partial derivatives must be obtained. These are considered for three cases, between (a) a pair of volumes,
(b) a volume and point or vice-versa, and (c) a pair of points.

310gp£'gq|xa9) _ %yTK—l gZKly _ %tr <K1§;§> (19)
= %tr ((aaT - K‘U?Z) where o = K 'y, K = [k(z, ;)]

When h; ¢ # 0and h; 4 # 0,
W — cov(ui, u;) [Z + % (N =ty = Ay = Nty + /\f(hm_hj)q))] 20)
where A = 219~ ;123‘,(1 i %<D (ai’q — ;Lj’q i g) (21

q

When h; , = 0 and h; 4 7Z 0,
W = cov(u;, uj) [lt + % ()\fj,q_(li,qy T )\(fj,q_ai,qvhj,q>:| (22)
where A7, = a;gg&<a72> (23)

a q

When h; 4 #0and hj 4 =0,

W = cov(ui, u;) [lt n % ()\fiwq_ajw I Afi,q—a],q,hi,qﬂ (24)
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Kernel family o(t) ' (t)
Squared exponential 6*% —t(f%
Exponential eIt —sgn(t) eI
Matém (v = 3/2) (1 + \/§|t|) e V3l —3t e~ V3l

Matérn (v = 5/2) (1+ V5 [t + th) e—V5lt|

Le=VoItl (10 — sgn(t) (5v/5t2 + 15t]))

Table 1: ¢ and ¢’ for commonly used kernels

Kernel family d(t) U(t)
Squared exponential \/gerf (%) \/gt -erf (%) +e T
Exponential sgn(t) (1 — e_‘t‘) |t| + e~ 1t

Matérn (v = 3/2) %sgn(t) <1 — (1 + @ |t|> e~ V3ltl

21+ (1 + L |t|) e~ V3l

Matérn (v = 5/2) % (\% — (\% + 5t + \/5752) e—\/gltl) % (\% t + (3 + \76 It + t2) 6—\/5|t|)
, +1 >0
Definitions: erf(z) = 2= [ e™"dt,sgn(z) = 40 =0
-1 <0

Table 2: & and ¥ for commonly used kernels

When h; ; = 0and h; , = 0,

dcov(u;, u;)

al,

= —cov(u;, u;) (25)

Qi,qg — Qjq o (ai,q - aj,q)
Aig — @ l
2 i,q 3,4 q
q

3.6 Expressions for kernels, gradients and anti-derivatives

The positive semi-definite function ¢ in (12) corresponds to a GP kernel. For several commonly used kernels, the
formula for ¢, its gradient ¢’ and anti-derivatives ® and W as cited in (16), (17), (20)—(25) are given in Tables 1 and 2.

3.7 Numerical issues

The partial derivatives dcov/0l, can misbehave when the values in the ¢, ® and ¥ function arguments become very
large. To see this, observe that R and p both tend to zero in the limit as |a; — as| — oo in expressions (16) and (17).
This in turn causes cov(u;, u;) to vanish in (15) and makes dcov(u;, u;)/0l, indeterminate in (20)—(24) as the fraction
becomes 0/0. Therefore, the case of distant volumes needs to be considered separately when two measurements are a
large distance apart.

To resolve the issue via algebraic manipulation, we note that the present forms of the p and R functions (with depen-
dencies on ®(t) and W(¢t) as reported in Table 2) are considered valid when ¢ is contained in the following interval

(hi q+hj q)
Qi,q — Qj,q — —— — Qiq — Qjgq
te J 2 : J

(26)
The case of large distances arises when
(27

Under this condition, stability can be restored by omitting the leading term that contains sgn(¢) or |¢| from ®(¢) and
U(t), respectively (see Table 2). To justify this, it is instructive to examine the expression ®(t) = [ ¢(t)dt for the
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Kernel family o(t) D(t) U(t)

Exponential e9(®) —Sgn(t)e_gm e9()

Matérn 3/2 (1+ V3 t]) e=V39® — Zsen(t) (1 +3 \t|) e~ V3() (1 + L \t\) e~ V3()

Maems2 (145t + 312) Voo  _s®) (% 50+ @2) e~VBa(t) 1 (3 + 1]+ t2> = VB9(1)
a1 — as

Substitution: g(t) = |t| — ;

Table 3: ¢, ® and ¥: modified forms under large distance condition as defined in (27)

Matérn 3/2 kernel, where

D(t) = %sgn(t) <1 — (1 + ? |t|> e_‘/§t|> +C

2 3 2
- —ﬁsgn(t) (1 + g t|> eV L0y Co=C+ %sgn(t) (28)

When |a; ; — @, 4| dominates under condition (27), it solely determines the sign of the signum function in (29)

iq — Gj hig—hjq)/2
sgn(t) = sgn <a i :Fl( 0= i)/ > ~ sgn(a;q — aj.q) (29)
q

Hence, setting C = — %sgn(am —a; q) results in Cy = 0. This shows the leading term % |t in ¥ (which corresponds

to the derivative of the leading term %sgn(t) in ®) may be omitted in the case of distant volumes.

3.8 Partial derivatives for distant volumes

As p(t), ®(t) and U(¢) can be multiplied by the constant exp(|a; — az|/l) without changing dcov(u;,u;)/0l,, an
offset may be added to the exponent to stabilise the functions in the case of distant volumes. This is true since the
components inside the squared parenthesis in (20)—(24) remain invariant provided the scaling factors cancel between
p(®) and ¢, likewise for R(¥) and ®. Under the large distance condition (27), the modified expressions for the kernels
and anti-derivatives are shown in Table 3.

3.9 Summary

The new kernel definitions that take into account the spatial support of the data do not change the fundamentals in
terms of how GP regression operates. The posterior predictive density is still governed by p(f, | X, X, y) = N (f. |
I, X, ) as described in (4)—(5). What is different is how the elements in the covariance matrices, K[, j] = k(x;, z;),
K.[i, j] = k(zi, x+j) and K [i, j] = k(@i T.;), are computed. In each case, k(z;, ;) = cov(u;, u);) resolves to a
specific product-form expression that depends on the spatial support, (h; 1, 2, hi3) and (1 1, 5, B 5), according
to equation (15). For instance, if «; and w; represent linear and volumetric measurements, respectively, then it takes on
the explicit form given in (18). In general, cov(u;, u;) is a function of the spatial coordinates and sample dimensions,

a;,a’, h;, h; € R”, and it depends on the chosen kernel and its anti-derivatives via ¢, p(®) and R(¥) which are
described in (16)—(17) and Tables 1 and 2. The GP kernel hyperparameters are learned by maximising the marginal
likelihood (7) using gradient descent techniques. This is accomplished using the partial derivatives given in (20)—(25).
These closed form solutions are expressed in terms of )\f and )\f, ;, Which once again depend on ® and ¢. For samples

which are a large distance apart, viz. |a;q — aj | > (hiq + h},)/2, modified expressions are used for numerical
stability (see Table 3).

4 Application

Figure 4 illustrates a practical application of the expert system that is consistent with the usage scenario depicted in
Fig. 1. As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, the idea is to use the blasthole assay measurements to rectify local inaccuracies in an
existing regularised block model (EPR) to obtain improved estimates of the iron ore grade. This requires assimilation
of two information sources, viz., the blasthole (BH) line measurements with EPR volumetric data, which will be
demonstrated using the proposed integral GP method within a kernel-based regression framework as described in
Secs. 2.2-3.8.
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Photo courtesy of Ulrich Hauser. Used with permission
= ——

— Drilled bench

Blasthole
assays

-

Figure 4: Orebody grade modelling as a direct application of the integral GP method. The concept of bench-below
prediction and the approximate spatial relationship between blastholes and the EPR block data are depicted in this
aerial image of an open-pit iron ore mine. RL denotes reduced level, a surveying terminology that basically means the
vertical elevation is expressed with reference to a common frame.

4.1 Fusion algorithm

The fusion algorithm is built upon heteroscedastic GP regression which essentially means the noise is modelled as
data source or input dependent. In Goldberg et al. (1997), Markov Chain Monte Carlo techniques (MCMC) were used
to estimate the posterior noise variance, whereas in Kersting et al. (2007), a faster maximum likelihood approach was
proposed and the noise variance was computed using an expectation-maximisation (EM) like iterative optimisation
procedure. For this work, the approach presented in Algorithm 1 is conceptually similar to Vasudevan et al. (2010)
which uses constrained optimisation to determine the noise parameters. Specifically, there are two underlying ideas.
First, the target attribute (a regionalised variable pertaining to one chemical species) can be modelled using a single
set of GP hyperparameters with just the noise varying between data sets. Therefore, the EPR block model data
and blasthole assay samples are viewed as random realisations of a common phenomenon subject to different noise
behaviour. Second, the fusion problem is formulated using standard GP precisely as described in Sec. 2.2, except
different data sources have different noise parameters. Thus, the azl term in K, = K + 051 in (6) is replaced with

. 2 . . . .
diag ([nf,...,n%,,n%,...,n%])", where n? and n§ denote the specified or estimated noise amplitude for samples

x; and x; in the blasthole and EPR data, respectively.

In Algorithm 1, steps 1 and 2 simply identify and represent the data. As indicated in Fig. 4, the blasthole data D is
sourced from the drilled bench (which extends from Z — 10 to Z meter in elevation) and the EPR regularised block data
DE refers to locations in the bench below (from Z — 20 to Z — 10 in elevation). The real computation begins in step 3,
where GP hyperparameters are learned from blasthole data D? using the covariance and partial derivatives described
in Sec. 3 which cater for measurements with various spatial supports. In step 4, GP inference is applied to locations
in D¢ to obtain uncertainty estimates € (x.) for EPR blocks. Since the EPR regularised block model is manually
created using data gathered during the mining exploration phase, the noise level associated with each EPR block (nf )
is not specified. In step 5, the noise level ni is inferred from &€ (z.) based on the following intuition. When the
blasthole uncertainty 6¢ (x.) is low, weighting the evidence toward blasthole observations will yield more confident
and reliable predictions. In this situation, the first case in formula (5¢) amplifies the noise associated with the EPR value
(n‘,f ) to diminish its contribution. Conversely, when the blasthole uncertainty 6 (x.4) is high, the noise associated
with EPR (ni ) is suppressed—rvirtually regarded as noise-free—to increase its contribution. In step 6, heteroscedastic
GP is applied to the EPR-blasthole combined dataset, the posterior estimates, p, and 3., are obtained using the
established hyperparameters and EPR noise parameters. In step 6c, the inference blocks X, may represent a denser
version of X and contain many more cells if the EPR blocks have been further subdivided. This subdivision can be
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done uniformly or adaptively, for instance, using the spatial restructuring strategy in (Leung, 2020) with the goal of
localising stratigraphic boundaries, or obtaining a better continuous approximation of the subterranean geochemistry.
Ultimately, the key point is that the fusion algorithm provides a trade-off that favours the blasthole source when its
information is deemed more reliable by the GP.

Algorithm 1 — Data fusion using integral GP

0: Input: £ = EPR regularised block model, B = blasthole assay samples,
Z = drilled bench elevation (RL), KC = kernel type (e.g. Matérn 3/2)
1: Select EPR data D¢ from the bench of interest and blasthole data D? from the drilled bench above such that
D = {(A7, Hf ,yf) | ai3 € [Z —20,Z — 10]}
DB = {(AiB,HiB,yiB) | af?) € [Z — 10, Z]}. Let |DB| = np, |D¢| = Ng.
2: Combine both into a single dataset using the unified representation in (8) such that
B| 5] 2Dx(Np+Ng) xB [A? AR } £ [Aig A% }
X = |X"|X“| €eR BTNE) X° = B, X% = B,
[ Y, HE L. HE
=

y = [yPyf]. where y® = [y, ... yR 1. v" =, ... 0%, )-

3: Learn hyperparameters @ by applying GP learning (Sec. 2.2) to D? with X = X5 and y = y5. Use the
derivatives (20)—(25) for the covariance function (15) to speed up the optimisation process. Refer to kernel-
specific expressions for I in Tables 1-3.

4: Using the blasthole training data D?, infer the chemical grade (compute p, and X, using (4)—(5)) for blocks

x., = (A{, Hf ,-) € D? in the EPR model. Estimate the blasthole uncertainty 6 (z.;) = \/Z.[k, k] for blocks
ke {1,,NE}
5: Assign noise level to blocks in D¢

a) Compute number of blasthole assays within each EPR block:

hs * hy *
ka =z, € DB | (@i,1,ai2) € [Qxk,1 — =5, Gup,1 + L 5] @ [auk,2 — =52, Qup2 + %]}I

b) Compute average blasthole density for EPR blocks with non-zero overlap:
p¢ = 3 >, &, where M = [{z.i|cf, > 0}
¢) Set EPR noise level for block x ., a suggested value of € is 0.01
e = {p‘S x [(maxy 6€ (@) — 6% (xar)] if S, #0
P e if £, =0
Notes: 1) The noise level for blastholes, nf fori € {1,..., N}, is assumed known.
2) If the c‘fk = 0 blocks are too spatially disconnected because the blasthole sampling density is too low, counting

may be expanded to include neighbouring blocks j € N,y in the vicinity of x.;. Step 5a may be modified as
Ry haj hj hj .
Sy = {zi € DP[(ain,ai2) € Ujen,, [asn — 75 asjn + 752 ® (a2 — 242, awj2 + =521}, with the

span of N, proportional to length scales in 6.
7: Apply heteroscedastic GP to the combined (EPR-blasthole) dataset using the learned hyperparameters and defined
EPR noise 9
a) WithK, = K + 051 in (6), replace 051 with diag ([nls, . ,nﬁB ng, ... ,n‘fvED
b) Compute 1, and ¥, with X = [XF|X*], X, = X and y = [y7 |y®].

S Experiment Results

This section evaluates the proposed method using real data obtained from the Paraburdoo iron ore deposit located in
Western Australia (Thorne et al., 2014). The aim is to provide performance analysis and clarify key aspects of the
data fusion algorithm. The data consists of three parts. First, the EPR block model for RL/elevation 610-620m (D§,)
describes both the input and output geometry (inference grids). Second, the bench-above blasthole assay samples from
620-630m (DE,,) is used for GP learning and data fusion. Finally, blasthole samples within the predicted bench from
610-620m (Dg,) is withheld during training and used only for validation. The modelled region measures 480 X 255m
in the x-y plane. The blasthole samples are generally spaced 3-7m apart, and there are 1906 and 1983 samples in D5,
and D5, respectively.

Figure 5 shows a 2D cross-section of the EPR model (DS,,) with the top surface at 620m. The Fe value for each EPR
block is rendered in various shades of red within each 15 x 15m tile. Likewise, the Fe interval measurements from
blastholes in the bench-above (DE;,) are represented by tiny squares using a common colour scale. The windows
labelled A and B highlight areas of significant discrepancies in which high grade iron is misrepresented as low grade
in the EPR blocks. The opposite situation is highlighted in windows C and D where low grade iron is misrepresented
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as high grade ore in the EPR model. These differences have real implications for grade control in mining operations.
Ore dilution may occur when a significant quantity of low grade or waste material is mistaken as high grade ore. These
issues are precisely what the data fusion algorithm is motivated to address and rectify.

250 - 70
200 61
150 % 52
o
(o))
&
100
43
50
34
0
L 125

Figure 5: EPR model initial Fe estimates for RL 610-620m. Bench-above blasthole assays overlaid as tiny squares.

5.1 Data assimilation

Figure 6 shows the qualitative improvement when the bench-above blasthole assays (DE;) are fused with the rudi-
mentary EPR block model (Dg,). In the highlighted areas, the colour of the EPR blocks (hence, the modelled Fe
grade) have now become consistent with the enclosed blasthole samples. Before delving into detailed analysis, it is
worth emphasising the mechanism which enables this to be achieved.

The optimal hyperparameters 8 = [JJ%, Li,ly, 1., nP] = [8.863,20.593, 15.052, 38.756, 2.321] were obtained from
Step 3 in Algorithm 1 by applying GP learning to DE;,. Subsequently, Fig. 7 (a)—(b) show the GP mean and standard

deviation estimates, g, and é°, computed for EPR blocks, x, from 610-620m, using only the training blastholes
from 620-630m. As is a common feature of GP, the prediction trends toward the mean in the NE and SE corners of
Fig. 7(a) and near the margins more generally, as the estimated locations get further from the known data (blasthole
measurements). The dark patches in Fig. 7(b) indicate areas with high uncertainty, where on its own, GP regression
using DE,, would yield neither confident nor accurate predictions. Conversely, the light patches in Fig. 7(b) correspond
to areas where blasthole information can be leveraged to improve the initial Fe values in the EPR model. Figure 7(c)
counts the number of blasthole assays within each EPR block (c£,), this is used to compute the EPR noise level (n)
in Step 5c in Algorithm 1. The result in Fig. 7(d) shows the noise parameter is amplified where blasthole evidence is
plentiful to suppress the contribution of the EPR data. This allows the final Fe prediction to gravitate towards blasthole
measurements particularly when the blasthole-induced uncertainty, ¢ (x.), is low. As seen previously in Fig. 6,
this promotes consistency between the EPR and training blasthole data. By the same token, the IntegralGP fusion
algorithm defers the regression to the EPR model when the blasthole prediction uncertainty, € (x.y), is high. In this
case, the noise parameter (n‘,g ) is set close to zero not because the EPR model has perfect knowledge, or the block
value is deemed to be error-free, this initial EPR value is preserved rather than overturned—when there is insufficient
evidence from the alternative source—to respect the authority and experience of experts who have shaped the EPR
model. In Fig. 7(e), the Integral GP fusion posterior mean distribution shows the influence of the EPR model, which is
responsible for reverting dark patches to light patches in the NE and SE corners. Figure 7(f) shows how the deficiencies
of the blasthole source is addressed by data fusion; it reduces the uncertainty in high 6¢ () regions where assay
samples are unavailable.
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Figure 6: EPR+BH GP fusion mean Fe estimates for RL 610-620m. Bench-above blasthole assays overlaid as tiny
squares.

a) EPR blasthole GP mean estimates  c¢) EPR blocks blasthole sample count e) EPR IntegralGP fusion posterior mean
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Figure 7: Understanding the noise tradeoff between the EPR data and bench-above blasthole assays.

5.2 Model validation

The analysis thus far has focused on model comparison with respect to D, the bench-above blastholes. While this
gives good insight into how data assimilation works, the test for predictive performance ought to be made against
D(?QO, the in-situ validation blasthole assays taken within the predicted bench. Following earlier conventions, the EPR
model before and after data fusion are compared with DE, in Figs. 8 and 9. Windows A to C show the IntegralGP
fusion model also reconciles better with validation blastholes within 610-620m.

To illustrate these differences more clearly, a red-blue colour palette is used in Fig. 10 to highlight the magnitude and

areas of over- and under-estimation. What is plotted is the log-ratio of R(x,) = ;} ((mm**)), between the mean model

predictions and true Fe values informed by the blasthole samples. The top row uses the bench-above blasthole assays
DB, as reference to emphasise the efficacy of blasthole fusion. The bottom row uses a different reference, viz., the
bench-within blasthole assays Dggo to emphasise predictive performance. Visually, the reduction in colour intensity

14


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2025.129429
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

IntegralGP: volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical properties Chlingaryan, Melkumyan and Leung

250 70
200 61
150 )
8 52
(@]
(]
LL
100
43
50
34
0
L 125

Figure 8: EPR model initial Fe estimates for RL 610-620m. In-situ validation blastholes (within the predicted bench)
are shown as tiny squares.
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Figure 9: EPR+BH GP fusion mean Fe estimates for RL 610-620m. In-situ validation blastholes (within the predicted
bench) are shown as tiny squares.

in the top-right panel shows the available blasthole information has been incorporated successfully into the fusion
model. Furthermore, the bottom-right panel demonstrates that predictive performance has also improved following
IntegralGP fusion. Key differences can be seen in the west and south-west in Fig. 10. To quantify these changes, the
distortion measure 6 i defined in (30) is employed. Since this involves a ratio, the standard deviation is computed in
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the logarithmic domain (with g(r) = logy(r), ¢'(r) = ﬁ) and transformed using Taylor series approximation.’
6r = +/var[logy(R)] - In(2)

(30)

EPR initial long-range block model

EPR+BH IntegralGP fusion model

Data Assimilation
(vs BH from bench-above)

1%
I L I I I I L I I i I

I I I I I I
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

Model Validation
(vs BH in predicted bench)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

Figure 10: Comparison of the initial EPR estimates with the EPR/BH IntegralGP fusion model constructed for RL
610-620m. Top row: using bench-above blastholes DE;, to emphasise data assimilation. Bottom row: using bench-
within blastholes DéSQO for model validation. These results correspond to Figs. 5, 6, 8 and 9.

Model
Reference blasthole assays | EPR initial Fe estimates EPR+BH Integral GP fusion
Bench-above D55, 0.165 0.074
Bench-within D&, 0.151 0.119

Table 4: Model predictive performance as measured by the distortion metric 0 with respect to a set of reference
blasthole assays. These results correspond to Fig. 10.

The numerical results presented in Table 4 confirm the improvements observed with Integral GP fusion from the per-
spective of data assimilation (in-situ regression) and bench-below prediction (extrapolation to 610-620m) using only
blastholes from 620-630m. This is a significant result as it shows the blasthole assays (interval measurements) gath-
ered from 620-630m can be utilised to improve prediction accuracy at 610-620m. Moreover, this data is plentiful and
may be collected during mining production following standard procedures.

5.3 Material classification

In this section, we apply categorical judgement to analyse and reinterpret the results in a manner that is more closely
aligned with current industry practice. In surface mining, the material excavated from the pit are transported by haul
trucks to different destinations to maintain a steady supply of material (Seiler et al., 2022) to satisfy flow constraints
and ore blending requirements downstream. In Pilbara mines, iron ore is often classified into three categories as
follows (Sommerville et al., 2014) based on the Fe grade.

1 for waste (W) fire(x4) < 55
2 forlow-grade (LG) 55 < jipe(.) < 60
3 for high-grade (HG) jipe(x.) > 60

Category: c(x.) = (31

?The variance relates to the random function via var[R] ~ var[g(R)]/(¢'(ur))?, where ur = E[R] = 1
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Depending on the classification, this would allow high-grade ore to be moved to a crusher for instance, low-grade
material to be transferred to an appropriate stockpile, and unrecoverable material to be disposed at a waste dump.

Figure 11 shows the material classification based on the initial EPR estimates, and EPR/BH Integral GP fusion model.
As before, two different comparisons are made. Bench-above blastholes D, serve as the reference in the top row to
highlight the benefits of data fusion for in-situ regression. Bench-within (validation) blastholes DE,, are used in the
bottom row to assess predictive performance. It can be shown the improvements previously observed in the Integral GP
fusion model also hold following discretisation. However, these differences may not be apparent from the graphics in
their current form. To reveal these differences and facilitate quantitative analysis, the concept of categorical distance
is defined in (32) to emphasise the magnitude of error in a categorical prediction. This is based on the intuition that
classifying a LG block as HG is not as detrimental as treating a W (waste) block as HG.

Categorical distance: Ac(.) = Cmodel (T+) — Creference (T+) € [—2, 2] (32)

Inspection of Fig. 12 shows the colours for Integral GP fusion are on average less intense. This corroborates the earlier
claim that Integral GP fusion produces similar benefits even with Fe grade quantisation. To verify this, the average and
mean absolute categorical distance, mean |Ac| and E [Ac], are computed for the EPR initial estimates and EPR/BH In-
tegral GP fusion model. The metrics reported in Table 5 demonstrate that Integral GP fusion minimises the categorical
prediction error, and significantly reduces the model bias. This provides a practical measure of overall classification
performance that emphasises the varying levels of confusion (Ac) in the prediction outcome. The conditional prob-

ability p(é = HG| Cy = W) in Table 6 also shows the likelihood of incorrectly classifying waste as high-grade is
significantly reduced by the Integral GP fusion model.

EPR initial long-range block model EPR+BH IntegralGP fusion model

High grade (HG)

Data Assimilation
(vs BH from bench-above)

I N
300 350 400 300 350 400

Model Validation
(vs BH in predicted bench)

[ |
il
I
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 0

50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

Figure 11: Material classification using the initial EPR estimates and EPR/BH Integral GP fusion model for RL 610-
620m. These results correspond to Figs. 5, 6, 8 and 9.

Model
Reference blasthole assays Metric EPR initial Fe estimates EPR+BH Integral GP fusion
Bench-above D55, mean |Ac| 0.616 0.360
E [Ac] 0.157 -0.085
Bench-within D5y, mean |Ac| 0.534 0.469
E[Ac] 0.247 -0.026

Table 5: Categorical prediction model performance metrics: mean |Ac| indicates the magnitude of error, E[A¢] indi-
cates model bias.
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Figure 12: Categorical distance between model and reference for material classification using the initial EPR estimates
and EPR/BH IntegralGP fusion model.

EPR initial long-range model EPR/BH IntegralGP fusion
Co predicted class, c predicted class, c
W LG HG n(Co) W LG HG n(Co)
E W | 0.389 0.105 0.506 342 0.707 0.205 0.088 342
g LG | 0151 0.096 0.753 429 0.163 0.389 0.448 429
%D HG | 0.103 0.072 0.825 1135 0.053 0.183 0.764 1135
n(C‘) 315 159 1432 372 445 1089
W LG HG n(Co) w LG HG n(Co)
5 W | 0.222 0.131 0.647 414 0.526 0.196 0.280 414
s LG | 0.169 0.128 0.703 219 0.251 0.288 0.461 219
%’ HG | 0.057 0.058 0.885 1350 0.060 0.217 0.723 1350
n(C’) 206 160 1617 354 436 1193

Table 6: Categorical prediction conditional probabillities p(C'| Cp) and sample counts—n(C) for predicted class and
n(Cy) for actual class. D5, and DE,, denote reference and groundtruth established by bench-above blasthole assays
(620-630m) and those within the predicted bench (610-620m).

5.4 Ablative analysis

To gain a deeper understanding of the system’s behaviour without data fusion, the EPR source shall now be removed.
This results in a BH-only Integral GP grade prediction model that uses only the bench-above blasthole assays (Dggo)
without the prior knowledge contained in D5,,. The GP mean estimates for the BH-only model are shown in Fig. 13.
Compared with the EPR initial model, the discrepancies between the block estimates and BH assays seen in Fig. 5 are
largely eliminated in the BH-only model, just as it did in the EPR+BH fusion model in Fig. 6. However, in regions that
lack BH training data (such as the northeast and southeast corners of Fig. 13), the BH-only model predictions regress
toward the mean; this results in gross over-estimation of the grade which is a significant problem. Furthermore, the
GP prediction is highly uncertain in data sparse regions as highlighted in Fig. 7b. The contrast is visually striking,
considering for instance, the block estimates at the x locations are red in the BH-only model (Fig. 13), but orange
in the EPR+BH fusion model (Fig. 6). This phenomenon, the tendency of the GP mean drifting back to the dataset
average in data deficient areas, was pointed out by Ball et al. (2021). It reflects the reality that blastholes are more
densely drilled in ore-rich regions—particularly near complex boundaries—and there is limited incentive for sampling
in regions that are thought to be unmineralised, where the excavated material would most likely be transferred to a
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waste dump. This creates a situation of class imbalance where high-grade samples are over-represented. It emphasises
the importance of integrating expert knowledge of the orebody, as in the proposed fusion algorithm, or constraining
the solution to produce geologically plausible estimates.
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Figure 13: BH-only Integral GP mean Fe estimates for RL 610-620m. Bench-above blasthole assays overlaid as tiny
squares. Corresponding results for EPR initial model and EPR+BH fusion appear in Figs. 5 and 6

Figure 14 compares the BH-only model with assays for the prediction interval RL 610-620m. Referencing the bench-
above blastholes reveals stronger adherence to the observed blasthole values in the case of BH-only which is to be
expected; the computed distortion for BH-only and EPR+BH fusion are 0.033 and 0.074, respectively. However, the
predicted grades are not demonstrably better when validated against bench-within blastholes, the distortion for BH-
only and EPR+BH fusion are comparable (0.100 and 0.119, respectively, which are nonetheless lower than 0.151 for
the initial EPR model). An important limitation that must be acknowledged is that large sections (particularly low
grade and waste zones) are not covered by validation blastholes (ng))- Thus, the errors for the BH-only model are
significantly under-reported. The green blocks in the northwest, northeast and southeast corners of Fig. 15(left) serve
as a reminder of this. For material classification, the categorical distance was computed for the BH-only model, its
mean absolute error, mean|Ac|, is 0.413 compared with 0.469 for EPR+BH fusion. Once again, this masquerades the
inferior performance of the BH-only model in data deficient regions. However, a noticeable negative bias (absent from
the EPR+BH fusion model) is revealed in the BH-only model, E[A¢] is -0.131 and -0.026, respectively, for BH-only
and EPR+BH fusion. This is evident from the blue cluster demarcated by the black line in Fig. 15(bottom-right), which
gives only a glimpse of the problem of GP extrapolation in areas devoid of BH data when EPR fusion is completely
disabled.

5.5 Discussion

The proceeding analysis demonstrates that our proposal can improve geochemical grade modelling in the context of
bench-below prediction in an open-pit mine. While the results are encouraging, the precision and recall rates are
far from perfect. This is to be expected since the experiments were designed to focus on data fusion rather than other
confounding variables. If wireframes were supplied for boundary delineation, the modelling space could be partitioned
into multiple domains to make geochemical characteristics more homogeneous within each region. This would allow
a separate GP to be constructed for each domain to effectively model a unimodal distribution rather than a multimodal
one. These approaches are described in (Lowe et al., 2022; Balamurali et al., 2022). The orientation of an orebody can
also affect regression performance if the spatial correlations captured by the kernels are not aligned with stratigraphic
structures. To address this, the data may be rotated—with expert guidance or unsupervised—to encourage information
to propagate in the right direction between successive benches (Ball et al., 2022).
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Figure 14: BH-only GP model predictions: depicting ratio of estimates to assay values in RL 610-620m. Left:
referencing bench-above blastholes DE,, to emphasise data assimilation. Right: referencing bench-within blastholes
DE,, for model validation. These results correspond to Fig. 10.
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Figure 15: Material classification and categorical distance for the BH-only GP model in RL 610-620m. Top row: refer-
encing bench-above blastholes DE,, to emphasise data assimilation. Bottom row: referencing bench-within blastholes
DE,, for model validation. These results correspond to Figs. 11 and 12.

Material classification can be very sensitive to the decision thresholds especially when grade uncertainty is disregarded.
Figure 16 shows substantial changes can occur even when the thresholds are slightly perturbed. As mining operations
become increasingly complex, probabilistic predictions provide a foundation for handling uncertainty in a robust way.
For instance, the likelihood of encountering HG material may be expressed as p(C(x.) = HG | i(x.),d(x.)) =
1—®(Z < (60— f1)/6), where ®(z) represents the CDF of the standard normal distribution. This allows mine
planners to take a stochastic approach to grade control and material excavation; develop, evaluate or modify policies
to mitigate adverse events such as ore dilution according to engineering requirements and risk appetite. Within the
expert system, the movements of diggers and haul trucks can be displayed in a probabilistic material classification
map (see Fig. 17) to increase situational awareness and facilitate precision mining.
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Figure 16: Material classification—sensitivity to decision thresholds. Left: Using (54.9, 59.9) as the thresholds in
(31). Existing labels are darken. Changed labels appear brighter. Right: Using (55, 60) as the thresholds. Only the
previous classification for changed labels are shown.
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Figure 17: Probabilistic prediction for HG class. Left: p(C(x.) = HG| ji(x.), 6(x.)). Right: Level-set representa-
tion of HG likelihood.

To maintain a coherent narrative, some finer details and practicalities have been omitted from this discussion. For
completeness, Appendix A.2 provides a synopsis of recent work and an account of data fusion from a mining per-
spective. Readers are referred to Appendix A.3 for other considerations relating to kernel anisotropy, hyperparameters
optimisation and implementation.

5.5.1 Future work

The examples in this paper are focused on fusion of point, interval and block data, however the proposed methodology
also allows incorporation of data from surface areas. Future work may include fusion of data from mine wall and mine
floor surfaces collected through hyperspectral imagery (Windrim et al., 2023), lab analysis and manual inspection.
Fusion of surface data with other information sources (such as from exploration and blast holes) will enable better
modelling of the material properties behind the walls and below the floors which can be instrumental for improved
bench below and cutback mining.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we presented an Integral GP framework for volumetric estimation of subterranean geochemical proper-
ties in a mineral deposit. At a high level, it relates to the inference engine in a mining-oriented expert system, where
computational intelligence is concerned with knowledge representation, uncertainty estimation, probabilistic reason-
ing and using machine learning to predict target attributes at unobserved locations. This expert system can also be
portrayed as an autonomous system that provides data fusion and model update capability. Specifically, its objective
is to provide useful grade estimates beneath the drilled bench. This scenario is depicted in Fig. 4. The challenges, or
constraints, come in the form of sparse data with variable resolution and sample spacing; the system must utilise and
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improve predictions of the long-range block model—that is, rectifying local inaccuracies while respecting the gen-
eral structure and geochemical distribution specified by domain experts. Driven by practical considerations and the
top-down manner in which open-pit mining operates, the desirable outcomes would be an increased ability to predict
the spatial distribution of minerals (e.g. Fe concentration) in the bench below, and boundary delineation to separate
high-grade, low-grade or waste material. As motivation, Sec. 2.1 demonstrates that IntegralGP enables both these
outcomes—more accurate regression and boundary localisation—to be achieved when the different spatial supports of
measurements were properly considered.

IntegralGP is built upon regular Gaussian Process, a nonparametric supervised learning technique that is used to solve
probabilistic regression and classification problems. In our formulation, heterogeneous data—for instance, block data
and interval measurements which are chemically correlated but spatially incongruous—are represented in a unified
way in the observation model, whereby incorporating their spatial dimensions basically allows the standard GP training
and inference procedures to be left intact. What is different is how the covariance terms (for instance K, [i, j] =
k(x;, z.;)) are computed; these appear in the expressions of the GP posterior mean (ut,) and covariance matrix (3.,).
Using separable kernels, a general expression accounting for different combinations of spatial support, such as line-
volume covariance, was presented in (15). To facilitate hyperparameters optimisation, covariance partial derivatives
with respect to length-scale parameters were also obtained. Concrete expressions for several families including the
Matérn 3/2 kernel (¢) and its anti-derivatives (® and W) are reported in Tables 1 and 2. Numerical stability issues
associated with large distances were discussed. These covariance expressions developed for data with different spatial
supports underpin Integral GP and constitute our first contribution.

To illustrate its application, a fusion algorithm was described drawing on the principle of heteroscedastic GP regres-
sion. The objective was to show how blasthole assays from the bench-above (620-630m) can be utilised to improve the
predictive performance of the initial EPR block model in estimating the Fe composition in a future bench (610-620m).
Using visualisation, the data assimilation and noise tradeoff features of the algorithm were explained. Blasthole assays
from the 610-620 bench were used for model validation. Using the model-vs-groundtruth ratio standard deviation, g,
it was shown the EPR/BH Integral GP fusion model yields better regression results compared with the initial EPR long-
range block model. Subsequently, the predicted Fe grade was discretised consistent with current industry practice and
classified into three categories: waste (W), low-grade (LG) or high-grade (HG) using fixed decision thresholds. Analy-
sis based on the categorical distance, Ac, revealed EPR/BH fusion can minimise the absolute error and reduce the bias
in categorical prediction. In particular, the likelihood of misclassifying W as HG was significantly reduced. However,
the classification results are sensitive to changes in the decision thresholds. To address this, we showed how the GP
mean and variance estimates can be used jointly (as intended) to perform risk-based probabilistic assessment, and help
mine planners and equipment operators make more informed decisions. The data fusion algorithm and probabilistic
perspective form the second part of this paper’s contribution.

A.1 Appendix A: Synthesis steps for the motivating examples

This appendix provides details on how the motivating examples in Sec. 2.1 were constructed. Let I'(x) represents
the boundary featured in Figs. 2 and 3. The boundary groundtruths are defined by I'; () = 1 + sin(0.1135z) +
c0s(0.852+ %) and I'y (z) = I'1 (27) respectively over the domain = € [0, 27]. This boundary partitions the modelling
space R,y = [0,27] ® [—0.7, 3] into two disjoint regions that represent the low grade (waste) and high grade (ore)
zones. These regions are described by S1 = {(x;,v:) | yi >T'(x;)} and S2 = {(zi,y;) | ys <T'(z;)}, respectively, as
shown in Fig. Al(a). An auxiliary function d(z, y) which measures the minimum Euclidean distance from each point
to the boundary is defined, this distance map is visualised in Fig.A1(a). To simulate the chemical spatial distribution,

(a) Auxiliary distance function (b) Chemical concentration inverse CDF
High grade
F,=max f(x)
xeS, ]
d(xyy;) High grade (ore) : \Fzzminf(x) |
S,={(x,y)|y< Low grade XeS$, 1
0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 .0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1
Proportion

Figure Al: Main elements used in the construction of the motivating examples.
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the formula in (A1) is applied to produce the target functions shown in Figs. 2a and 3a.
dmax - d(xa y) lf (33, y) S Sl
= Al
Ty {nxd<x,y>+dmx+5 if (1,4) € 5, (AD

where dypax = max d(z,y),k = 2.3,5 = 0.25.
(z,y)€S1

This yields the inverse CDF (cumulative distribution function) in Fig. A1(b) from which the boundary decision thresh-
old, 7, is computed by (A2) and applied to the GP regression results to estimate the position of the boundary.

T=w max f(z,y)+ (1—w) min f(z,y) (A2)
(z,y)€S1 (z,y)€S2
w1 1
W= ———, W= > f@y).
Si
w2 15l (z,9)€S;

Following the conventions established in Sec. 3.2, (A3)-(A6) specify the centroids (x coordinates a; =
[...,@i1,Gi411,...), y coordinates as = [...,a;2,a;41,2,...]) and dimensions h, and ho of the input data used
in examples 1 and 2.

{0.5 1<i<11

G117 \58 12<i<22
1+0.1(:—-1) 1<i<11 Point measurements (Figs. 2 and 3) (A3)
“2TN164013—12) 12<i<22

hii =0and h; 2 = 0.1 1<i<22
ags1 = 1.8, a24:251 = [3, 3],
a26,1 = 4, agr,1 = 4.75
az32 = 0.65, a24:252 = [—0.25,0.5],

aze,2 = 0.6,az72 = 2 Line measurements (Fig. 2) (A4)
hi1 =0 23 < <27
b 0.5 =24
271 i€ {23,25,26,27)

azs:25.1 = [1.2,1.2,1.2], age.271 = [2, 2],
azg:20,1 = [3, 3], a30:31,1 = [4, 4], az2:331 = [5,5]
3252 = [0.25,0.75,1.25), asgar.2 = [1.15,1.9],
azg:202 = [1.2,2.2],a30:31,2 = [1.1,2.1], a32.33,2 = [1, 1.5] } Line measurements (Fig. 3) (AS)
hip=0 23<i<33
0.5 ic {23,24,25,27,32,33)
{1 i € {26,28,29,30,31}
{(@sj1,a4j2)}; =Ly ®ZL,, where
Ty = {0125+ b % (2 — 1)}1<occas
Iy = {70575 + hy X (y — 1)}1§y§10

def

haji = hujo & h, =0.25 Vj

hio =

)

Inference blocks (Figs. 2 and 3) (A6)

A.2 Appendix B: Research perspectives

This appendix briefly highlights some previous works and aims to put the history of data fusion within the mining in-
dustry into context. From a machine learning (ML) perspective, significant advances have been made in the application
of ML techniques to ore grade estimation. One useful resource is Abuntori et al. (2021) which provides a comprehen-
sive survey and makes observations on a variety of support vector regression (SVR) and neural network (NN) based
approaches; it also investigates the influence of activation functions and iterative tuning of parameters. Alternative
methods such as random forest (RF), extreme gradient boost (XGBoost) and k-nearest neighbour (KNN) regression
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were explored in Maniteja et al. (2025) and found to be competitive for grade modelling in an iron ore deposit. In re-
gard to probabilistic grade predictions, Christianson et al. (2023) have argued that GPs offer more economical (fewer
human and compute resources), more accurate and better uncertainty quantification; noting that modern GP imple-
mentations are tailored to make the most of modern computing architectures, such as multi-core workstations and
multi-node supercomputers. These authors also demonstrated that GPs can gracefully accommodate left-censoring
of small measurements (due to limit of detection for trace elements) in assay data. Theoretical contributions to GP
research are abound in the literature, one example is GP acceleration by reorganising observed data and using tree-
structured GP approximations (Bui and Turner, 2014). Related efforts include approximate inference for bayesian GP
regression: in Lalchand and Rasmussen (2020), the posterior over hyperparameters is approximated by Hamiltonian
Monte Carlo sampling, and variational inference using a factorised Gaussian mean-field. Others have developed GP
models that propagate error terms using the derivative of the predictive mean function to account for the effects of
input noise through a processing pipeline (Johnson et al., 2019).

Despite these advances, ore grade estimation utilising various supports (such as points, intervals, areas and volumes
as input data and estimation target) with a high level of efficiency and accuracy had remained a significant challenge.
To address the issue of inaccuracy, practitioners often resort to approximating non-point support input data (e.g., blast
holes and input block models) by point data at the expense of increased computational cost, and the output support
(such as blocks in a block model) are divided into smaller sub-blocks for which point estimation is appropriate due to
small variation in those volumes. The resulting estimate for each block is then calculated by combining the encom-
passing sub-block estimates (Nwaila et al., 2024). This is no longer necessary with the development of IntegralGP.
Historically, there has been documented attempts at fusing blasthole with exploration assays. In Boyle (2011) for
instance, two single-source estimates (one for blastholes, another for exploration data) are obtained and then merged
using inverse weights based on their kriging variance. This approach incurs approximation errors as point-based krig-
ing was used on both blastholes and exploration data. Furthermore, blastholes were filtered to exclude short holes with
lengths less than 6 m and low grade samples (Fe < 50) were excluded from semi-variogram calculation so that “the
sills are lower and spatial continuity is easier to interpret.” This means valuable data is discarded—not to mention
the possibility of introducing significant estimation bias—because the modelling system at the time could not cope
with inherent variability in real data. In this paper, data fusion is handled seamlessly by heteroscedastic Integral GP (as
described in Algorithm 1) without misgivings about the sampling configuration or noise present in the data.

A.3 Appendix C: Practical considerations

This appendix seeks to provide further guidance on design choices and computational tools. Technical aspects such as
anisotropic kernels, hyperparameters optimisation and implementation approaches will be briefly considered.

A.3.1 Isotropic vs anisotropic kernels

The covariance kernel plays a critical role in GP since it makes assumptions about the dependence between data points.
Hence, the kernel choice has implications for regression performance and interpretability (Marcinkevic¢s and Vogt,
2023). In Soleimani et al. (2024), it was found that anisotropic kernels (those with heterogeneous or independent
length scale hyperparameters for each data dimension) outperform isotropic kernels in critical heat flux prediction.
For ore grade estimation, this general finding is corroborated by Jafrasteh et al. (2018) and Leung et al. (2025).
Some indicative figures are shown in Table A1. While these studies all point toward the superiority of anisotropic
kernels, the improvement and application context varied. The Soleimani study uses physical parameters (such as
pressure and mass flux) as input which are not compatible in scale; hence data standardisation is essential. In the
separate studies conducted by Jafrasteh and Leung, spatial coordinates serve as the primary input, and far smaller
differences—although still substantial improvements—were observed with anisotropic kernels in the context of grade
prediction at two porphyry copper deposits. The final remark is that with anisotropic kernels, directional dependence
may complicate parameter estimation and interpretation. In contrast, the effective range can be defined more intuitively
for isotropic kernels based on the kriging (experimental variogram fitting) perspective.

A.3.2 Hyperparameters optimisation

Hyperparameters optimisation is a big topic, it is difficult to do it justice. Based on novelty and significance, one
exemplary work is Seifi et al. (2020) where the authors have combined meta-heuristics (e.g., grasshopper optimisation,
genetic and particle swarm algorithms) with neural network, adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system (ANFIS) and
SVM to create hybrid models that can reduce the RMSE in groundwater level prediction by 14%. Another stream of
research focuses on Physics-Informed Gaussian Process (Alvarez et al., 2013) which seeks to learn optimal parameters
for operational equations. One example is the Ezati study which uses GP to find solution, u(X), to a heat equation
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Soleimani et al. (2024) Jafrasteh et al. (2018) Leung et al. (2025)
kernel type | kernel name MAPE RMSE kernel name NMSE kernel name his F
isotropic Matérn 3/2 1.1041 12.613 GP-std 0.602 OK Matérn v 0.3524 0.6234
anisotropic | Matérn 3/2 0.5207 4.4279 GP-SS-AK 0.516 GP(L) Matérn 3/2 0.2802 0.8231
rel. change -52.9% -64.9% -14.3% -20.5 +32.0%*

Distortion measures: MAPE=mean absolute percentage error, RMSE=root mean squared error, NMSE=normalised
mean square error, h ys=Jensen-Shannon histogram distance. Quality measure: F'=spatial fidelity statistic derived
from variogram comparison. ¥ For the fidelity measure, a positive change indicates the anisotropic kernel has higher
performance.

Table A1l: Multiple studies demonstrate the superiority of anisotropic kernels over isotropic kernels.

which contains its own model parameters & (e.g., thermal diffusivity coefficient) and a forcing term, f(X). The
application in Ezati et al. (2024) differs from modelling a geospatial phenomenon, as there is a dynamic aspect to the
relationship. Both u(X) and f(X) are modelled using GP kernels, thus Bayesian inference requires estimation of £
and the hyperparameters for the kernels ., @75 and @y, (Raissi et al., 2017). This can be costly due to the necessity
of covariance matrix inversion and calculation of the determinant in each LML evaluation. Although the objective
function is non-convex, conjugate gradient (CG) methods can be employed since the explicit form of the gradient is
known.

Ezati et al. demonstrated that the initial step length and search direction used in CG methods can significantly affect
the computational cost (viz., number of evaluations of the likelihood function) and whether convergence is achieved.
Both aspects were improved by implementing a normalisation and restart strategy that overcomes ill-posed condi-
tions when the search direction falls out of alignment with the direction of steepest descent. These findings relate to
modelling gene cleavage in Drosophila, where parameters were estimated for a reaction-difusion PDE that describes
gap gene dynamics of proteins. Currently, anecdotal evidence would suggest that learning speed and convergence are
less of an issue compared with accurate domaining (Atalay, 2025) within mineral resources estimation. In mining
geology, stochasticity, non-stationarity and multi-modality can often be managed by partitioning the modelling space
into multiple geological domains to reduce the complexity of the target distribution; as well as the size of training
sets. However, future research may provide greater clarity on the benefits of improved CG optimisation algorithms.
For general purpose orebody univariate grade modelling, random parameters initialisation within a reasonable search
range (e.g., I, 1, € [1,100] for Fe and SiO,) has worked well in the authors’ experience. Some optimisation and
implementation strategies will be further described in the next section.

A.3.3 Implementation

For this paper, the experiments were run on a Windows operating system using prototype code written in MATLAB—
an interpreted high-level language. The formulas for the covariance and gradients were implemented and the negative
LML cost objective was wrapped inside a gplmlgrad function and passed as an argument to fminunc, a built-in non-
linear solver, which finds minimum for unconstrained multivariate functions. By default, a quasi-Newton algorithm
is used, and the options [LargeScale=‘off’, MaxIter=500, TolFun=1le-7, MaxFunEvals=500] are applied. The pro-
duction code used on large-scale mine data is written in an object-oriented programming language. It makes extensive
use of C+templates and the Factory design pattern (Alexandrescu, 2001) which provides an abstract interface for the
proposed kernels and implements the specifics (o, ¢, ® and ¥) in concrete classes.

GP learning and inference require matrix inversion via Cholesky decomposition. As expected, efficient computation
requires a linear algebra package that supports parallel execution. PLASMA (Agullo et al., 2009; Kurzak et al., 2013) is
one such library that supports multi-threading and optimised instructions for multi-core architecture. For hyperparam-
eters optimisation, a global search followed by local search was found to be highly effective. Using the NLopt nonlin-
ear optimisation package (Johnson et al., 2014), a controlled random search with local mutation nlopt: :GN_CRS2_LM
(Kaelo and Ali, 2000) is first attempted. This is followed by a limited memory BFGS algorithm nlopt: :LD_LBFGS
(Liu and Nocedal, 1989; VIcek and LukSan, 2015) which uses conjugate direction corrections to satisfy quasi-Newton
conditions. The lower and upper bounds are usually initialised to 10~ and 103, respectively, for length scales while
upper-bounds for the amplitude and noise parameters are set nominally to twice the standard deviation of the target
variable based on training data. The tolerance is set to 10~%, but subsequently reduced during local search. It is not
uncommon for these tasks to be scheduled, ran and managed using distributed computing paradigms (Hwang et al.,
2013). Cloud computing infrastructures provide an effective means for scaling to large datasets.
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