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Linear system identification problems are traditionally addressed by using Pre-
diction Error Methods (PEM), see [23] [30]. Here, the best model is chosen
over a fixed parametric model class (e.g. ARMAX, OE, Box-Jenkins). This
approach, however, has two issues: first, the parametrization of the predictor is
nonlinear which implies that the minimization of the squared prediction error
leads to a non-convex optimization problem; second, we have to face a model
selection problem (i.e. order selection) which is usually performed by AIC and
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Regularized kernel-based methods have been recently proposed in system
identification in order to overcome the aforementioned limitations, see [25] [9]
20]. Here, we search the candidate model, described via the predictor impulse
response, in an infinite dimensional nonparametric model class with the help of
a penalty term. Adopting the Bayesian viewpoint, this is a Gaussian process
regression problem [28]: the impulse response is modeled as a Gaussian process
with zero mean and with a suitable covariance function, also called kernel [31].
The latter encodes the a priori knowledge about the predictor impulse response.
For instance, the impulse response should be Bounded Input Bounded Output
(BIBO) stable and with a certain degree of smoothness.

The most popular kernels are the tuned-correlated (TC), the diagonal-correlated
(DC), and the stable-spline (SS), see [9] 25]. All these kernels encode the BIBO
stability property. Regarding the smoothness, SS is the one inducing more
smoothness on the impulse response. It is worth noting that many other exten-
sions can be obtained, see for instance [8] [I7] 35, [34]. All these kernels depend
on few hyperparameters that are learnt from the data by minimizing the so
called negative log-marginal likelihood. This task is computationally expensive
especially in the case we want to estimate high dimensional models, e.g. the
case of dynamic networks, see [33, [15, [32].

To reduce the computational complexity different strategies have been pro-
posed, see [4, [12], [11] [14]. In particular, if the kernel matrix admits a closed form
expression for Cholesky factor of its inverse matrix (ant thus also its determi-
nant), then the evaluation of the marginal likelihood can be done efficiently [14].
While it is possible to derive these closed form expressions for TC and DC, see
[3, [7], this is not possible for SS. It is worth noting that an efficient algorithm
for the SS kernel has been proposed in [I1]. The latter, however, can be used
only in the case that the input of the system has a prescribed structure, e.g. it
cannot be used in the case we collect the data of a system which is in a feedback
configuration.

The aim of this paper is to introduce a second-order generalization of the
TC and DC kernel exploiting the filter-based approach proposed in [24]. These
extensions induce more smoothness than TC and DC, respectively. We also
introduce a generalized-correlated kernel which incorporates the DC, TC kernels
and their second order extensions. Moreover, we show that they admit a closed
form expression for the Cholesky of its inverse matrix. Thus, these kernels allow
to design an efficient algorithm for the search of the optimal hyperparameters. It
is worth noting that SS is the second-order extension of the TC kernel derived in
the continuous time. In contrast, the extension that we propose here is derived
in the discrete time. Numerical experiments showed that the new second-oder
TC kernel represents an attractive alternative to SS because it leads to an
estimation algorithm which outperforms the one using SS (even in the case that
the computation of the Cholesky factorization of the kernel exploits the fact that
SS is extended 2-semiseparable) in terms of computational complexity, while the
second-order TC and SS are similar in terms of estimation performance. This
idea can be also used to higher order extensions and also to generalize the
high frequency kernel proposed in [27]. Interestingly, all these new kernels are



exponentially convex local stationary (ECLS), [8, [35]. Such a property allows
to easily understand the frequency properties of their stationary parts.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section [2] we briefly review the
kernel-based PEM method as well as the TC, DC and SS kernels. Section [3]
introduces the second-order extension for the TC kernel, while Section (4] the
one for the DC kernel. In Section [5| we introduce the generalized-correlation
kernel. In Section [6] we derive the closed form expressions for these kernels. In
Section [7] we extend this idea to higher order generalizations. In Section [§] we
show that these kernels are ECLS and we analyze the stationary part of these
kernels in the frequency domain. Finally, we draw the conclusions in Section [9]

Notation. Sp, with T' < 0o, denotes the cone of positive definite symmetric
matrices of dimension 7' x T'. Infinite dimensional matrices, i.e. matrices having
an infinite number of columns and/or rows, are denoted using the calligraphic
font, e.g. K, while finite dimensional ones are denoted using the normal font,
e.g. K. Given F € RP** and G € R*®*™_ the product FG is understood as a
p X m matrix whose entries are limits of infinite sequences [22]. Given K € Sr,
[K];,s denotes the entry of Kin position (¢, s), while [K].; and [K]; . denotes the
t-th column and row, respectively, of K. Given K € Sy, ||v|x-1 denotes the
weighted Euclidean norm of v with weight K 1. Given v € R”, Tpl(v) denotes
the lower triangular 7' x T Toeplitz matrix whose first column is given by v,
while diag(v) denotes the diagonal matrix whose main diagonal is v.

2 Kernel-based PEM method

Consider the model
y(t) =Y gkjult—k)+e(t), t=1...N (1)
k=1

where y(t), u(t), g(t) and e(t) denote the output, the input, the impulse re-
sponse of the model and a zero-mean white Gaussian noise with variance o2,

respectively. We can rewrite model as
y=Ag+e

where y = [y(1)...y(N)]" € RY, e is defined likewise, AN *> is the regression
matrix whose entries are defined by u(t) witht =1... N, g = [g(1) g(2)...]T €
R*>*. We want to estimate the impulse response g given the measurements
{y(t),u(t)}X_;. Such a problem is ill-posed because we have a finite number of
measurements while g contains infinite parameters. The latter can be made well-
posed assuming that g ~ N(0, A\K(n)) where K(n) € S is the kernel function
and 7 is the vector of hyperparameters characterizing the kernel; in this way,
the minimum variance estimator of g is:

2
. . o
g = argminly — Ag|* + < llgllic()— (2)
gER™ A



where A > 0 denotes the regularization parameter. It is worth noting that the
above problem admits a closed form solution. Moreover, K(n) encodes the a
priori information that we have on the impulse response.

The aforementioned problem can be formulated as a finite dimensional prob-
lem. Indeed, g can be truncated, obtaining a finite impulse response of length
T; the corresponding kernel matrix K (n) € Sy is defined as [K (9)]¢.s = [KK(0)]¢.s
for t,s = 1...T and the regression matrix A € RV*7 is given by the first T
columns of A. Such a truncation, with T sufficiently large, does not introduce
a bias, because g decays to zero. The so called hyperparameters A and 7 are
estimated by minimizing numerically the negative log-marginal likelihood

L(y; M) :=logdet(NAK (n) AT + %)
+y T NAKAT +0*I) 1y (3)
In what follows, we will drop the dependence on 7 for kernels in order to ease
the notation.

2.1 Diagonal and correlated kernels: an overview

We briefly review the most popular kernels used in system identification, see [9]
for a more complete overview. The simplest kernel is diagonal and encodes the
a priori information that g should decay to zero exponentially:

ICDI:diag(ﬂvﬂzwuvﬁta"') (4)

where n =  and 0 < 8 < 1. Indeed, the penalty term ||g||2’C,1 is the squared
DI

norm of the weighted impulse response
h:[hlhg...ht...]T7 htzﬁ_t/zgt

which amplifies in an exponential way the coefficients g; as t increases. The
tuned-correlated (TC, also called first-order stable spline) kernel embeds also
the a priori information that g is smooth:

UCTC]t,s — ﬁmax(t,s) (5)

where 7 = f and 0 < 8 < 1. The smoothness property can be justified as
follows. It is well known that

Kre=(1-B)(FDF")™!
where

F =Tpl(1,-1,0,...)
D =diag(B~ %, 572,..., 87", ...);



then, F' is the prefiltering operator, see [24], performing the first order dif-
ference of h and thus the penalty term in penalizes impulses responses for
which the norm of the first oder difference of the corresponding h is large

lgll-s = (1 =B THIFT A

=(1=8)"") (he —hea)?

t=1

The diagonal-correlated (DC) kernel is defined as
[ICDC}t,s _ a\tfs\ﬂmax(t,s) (6)

where 0 < 3 <1, =72 <a < /2 and n = [a B]". It is worth noting that
we are taking a definition which is not standard, the standard one is [Kpcli,s =
plt=s18%" and p = af/2, because the former highlights the following limits:

ImKpe =Kpr, ImKpe =Kre (7)
a—0 a—1

that is the DC kernel connects the DI and TC kernel. Indeed, it is not difficult
to see that

Kpe = (1 —ap)(FaDFy) "
with
Fo = Tpl(1,—a,0,...). (8)

In plain words, a tunes the behavior of the prefiltering operator: F,| behaves
as the identity operator for a close to zero, while it behaves as the first order
difference operator for a close to one. As a consequence the DC kernel allows
to tune the degree of smoothness of g.

All these kernels admit a closed form factorization of the inverse and deter-
minant which is an appealing feature for minimizing numerically (3). Moreover,
their inverses are banded matrices: ICB} is diagonal, K;é and K, are tridiag-
onal.

The stable spline (SS, also called second-order stable spline) kernel induces
more smoothness than TC:

t+s ., max(t,s) 3 max(t,s)
7 b
K s = — 9
[Kssle, 5 5 (9)
where n = v and 0 < v < 1. However, it does not admit a closed form

factorization of the inverse and determinant. Moreover, its inverse is not banded.
Finally, a kernel with the aforementioned properties which tunes the degree of
smoothness and connects TC with SS does not exist.



Figure 1: Ten realizations of g ~ N (0, \KCrc2) with 8 = 0.8 and A = ||[Krea| L.

3 Second-order TC kernel

In this section we derive a new kernel, hereafter called TC2, which induces more
smoothness than TC and represents an alternative to SS. In order to induce more
smoothness it is sufficient to take the penalty term as the norm of the second
order difference of h:

lgliZ. = (1= B)2I(F)?hl?,
thus
Kreo = (1 - 5)3(}_27)(]:”2)71

where 7 = 3 and 0 < 3 < 1. Figure[I]shows ten realizations of g using the TC2
kernel with 8 = 0.8. We can notice that the degree of smoothness is similar to
the one with Kgg.

Proposition 3.1 The inverse of Krcs is a pentadiagonal matriz, that is [(/CTCQ)_l}t,s =
0 for any |t — s| > 3.

Proof. The statement is a particular instance of Proposition |7.1] see Section

[ ]

Throughout the paper we will use the following result.

Lemma 3.1 ([19]) Consider a real infinite lower triangular Toeplitz matriz,
defined by the sequence {ax, k > 0} as follows

X = Tpl(ag, a1, as,...).

If ag # 0, X is invertible and the inverse matriz Y = X ™' is also a lower
triangular Toeplitz matriz with elements {by, k > 0} given by the following
formula

k—1

Zak,jbj for k> 1.

J=0

1
bO = bk: = -
ag ag



Proposition 3.2 Kreo admits the following closed form expression:
[’CTC2]t,s _ Qﬂmax(t,s)Jrl + (1 o ﬁ)(l + |t . Sl)ﬂmax(t,s)' (10)

Proof. First, F is a lower triangular Toeplitz matrix which is invertible
because the main diagonal is composed by strictly positive elements. Therefore,
by Lemma [3.1| we have

F2 =Tpl(1,2,...,t,...).
Moreover,

[F e =10 .. 0L 23],

4

t-th element

Therefore,

[Kreales = (1= B [(F2)TD F 2, ,

= (1= B [F 2D (F ) s
= (1= B [F 21D F s,

)

i BE(k —t+1)(k —s+1).

k=max(t,s)

Finally, it is not difficult to see that the above series converges to by
exploiting the identity

1
> gt = 5 (11)

It is worth noting that the SS kernel is also a second-order generalization of the
TC kernel. Indeed, TC and SS are obtained by applying a “stable” coordinate
change to the first and second order, respectively, spline kernel [25]. That ex-
tension has been derived in the continuous time domain, while the one proposed
here has been derived in the discrete time domain.

4 Second-order DC kernel

The aim of this section is to introduce a new kernel, hereafter called DC2, which
connects the TC and TC2 kernels. The unique difference between TC and TC2
is the prefiltering operator acting on h. Thus, the DC2 kernel should perform a
transition from F to F2. One possible way is to take

Foo = (1 —a)F + aF? (12)



Figure 2: One realization of g ~ N (0, \Kpc2) for different values of . Here,
A= |[Kpeal ™"

with 0 < o <1 and thus we obtain
Kpca = k(Fo,a DF) o) ~" (13)

with K = (1 — B)(1 — aB)(1 — a?B). In this case we have n = [a 8] with
0 < B < 1. From the above definition it follows that

limKpee = Kre, lImKpee = Krea. (14)
a—0 a—1

Figure |2| shows a realization of the impulse response as a function of « using
(13); as expected, the degree of smoothness increases as a increases.

Remark 1 It is worth noting that one could consider other transitions, e.g.
f2,o¢ = Tpl(l, -1- 042, a,0,.. )
Foa=(1-a)F ' +aF?)~"

However, as we will see, @ 1s the unique definition which guarantees that
Kpeo admits a closed form expression and is the maximum entropy solution of
a matriz completion problem.

Proposition 4.1 The inverse of Kpc2 is a pentadiagonal matriz, that is [(Kpca) ™ is =
0 for any |t — s| > 3.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition (3.1 |

Proposition 4.2 For 0 < a < 1, Kpge admits the following closed form ex-
pression:

max(t,s) 1—(1— [t—s|+1y _ 2 pmax(t,s)+1
Kperlys = £ =0 P ) o p . (15)

Proof. First, we notice that

Fow = (1= )T+ aF)F = FuF



where F, has been defined in ; 7 is the identity matrix of infinite dimension.
The main diagonal of F and F, is composed by strictly positive elements and
thus their inverse exist. By Lemma we have

Fol=Tpl(1,1,...)
F b =Tpl(1,a,0?,...).

Therefore,

1
Fol=——Tpl(1 -a,1—-0a%1-0a>..)).
20 =10 pl( Q, a, a’,..)

Finally,

[Kpoalt,s = K[Fs ol DIFs ol

(oo}

11—« — o
_ k
- Z B 1l -« 11—«

k=max(t,s)

where the above series converges to right hand side of . The latter fact can
be easily proved by using Identity . |

5 Generalized-correlated kernel

In view of (7)) and we can define a general kernel, hereafter called generalized-
correlated (GC) kernel, that incorporates the DI, DC, TC, DC2 and TC2 ker-
nels. Let Kpr(8), Kpe(a, B), Kre(B), Kpea(a, 8) and Krea(8) be the kernels
defined in , @, , and , respectively, where we made explicit their
dependence on the hyperparameters 0 < a < 1 and 0 < § < 1. Then, we define
as GC kernel

Kpr(B), 7=0
K:DC(’Yaﬁ)v 0<7<1
ICGC(W?B) = ’CTC(/B)a Y= 1 (16)
Kpca(y—1,8), 1<y<2
Kreo2(B), y=2.

where ~y characterizes the smoothness of the impulse response over a wide range.
It is worth noting that Kge is a continuous function with respect to v and £,
but not differentiable.

In order to test the superiority of the proposed kernel, in respect to DI,
DC, TC, DC2 and TC2, we consider two Monte Carlo studies. The first Monte
Carlo study is composed by 200 experiments. In each experiment we generate
the impulse response g with practical length T = 50 as follows:

10

g = Z ay, cos(bgt + ci)
k=1
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Figure 3: Top panel. Ten realizations of the impulse response in the first Monte
Carlo study. Bottom panel. Ten realizations of the impulse response in the
second Monte Carlo study.

where its parameters are drawn as follows: ax € U([0.2,0.9]), b € U([10~57, 10~ 7))
and ¢ € U([0,7]). Figure [3| (top) shows ten realizations drawn from such pro-
cess. Then, we generate the input of length N = 500 using the MATLAB
function idinput.m as a realization drawn from a Gaussian noise with band [0,
0.6]. Then, we feed the corresponding system with it obtaining the dataset
DV := {y(t),u(t)}}¥,. Here, 02 is chosen in such a way that the signal to noise
ratio is equal to two. Then, we estimate the impulse response using the following
estimators:

e (ps is the estimator in using the diagonal kernel ;

gpc is the estimator in using the DC kernel @;

grco is the estimator in using the TC kernel ;

gp2 is the estimator in using the DC2 kernel ;

gr2 is the estimator in using the TC2 kernel ;

Jss is the estimator in using the SS kernel (@;

Jac is the estimator in using the GC kernel .

Finally, for each estimator we compute the average impulse response fit

AIRF = 100 (1 o= ?”) (17)
llg — gll

where g = Zthl g+ and g is the corresponding estimator. Clearly, the more
AIRF is close to 100, the better the estimator performance is. Figure [4] (top)
shows the boxplot of AIRF for the estimators: D2, T2, SS and GC are the best
estimators, while DI is the worst one. In plain words, the best estimators are

10
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Figure 4: Average impulse response fit in the first (top) and second (bottom)
Monte Carlo study composed by 200 experiments.

the ones that are able to induce a sufficient degree of smoothness on the impulse
response.

The second Monte Carlo study is likewise to the previous one, but by €
U(]0.67,0.77]). In this case, the realizations of the process g; are less smooth
than before, see Figure [3[ (bottom). Figure [4] (bottom) shows the boxplot of
AIRF for the estimators: DI, DC and GC are the best estimators, while T2 and
SS are the worst ones. We conclude that GC is the unique estimator which is
able to be well performing in both the situations.

6 Efficient implementation to estimate the hy-
perparameters

The minimization of is typically performed through the nonlinear optimiza-
tion solver fmincon.m of Matlab. Thus, the crucial aspect is to consider an
efficient algorithm to evaluate . We show that the proposed kernels are suit-
able for this aim. Recall that K € St denotes the finite dimensional kernel
corresponding to K and defined as

[K]t,s = [’C]t,s, t,s=1...T.

If K—! admits a closed form expression of its Cholesky factor, then the negative
log-marginal likelihood in can be evaluated efficiently as follows, see [7]:

r2

=+ (N —T)logo? + log det(A\K) + 2log det Ry (18)

11



where L is the Cholesky factor of K~' = LLT and R; is given by the QR

factorization

Ra Riz] . [ R Rs
oVATILT 0 ]QRQ[ 0o r ]

where QTQ = Ir1, Ry € RTT™XT Ry € RT*+! and r € R. Moreover, Ry,
and Rgo is given by the QR factorization [A y] = Qq[ Rq1 Raz] which can be
computed “offline” before to start the optimization task. In what follows we
show that TC2, DC2 and GC admit a closed form expression for L and thus
also log det(\K).

Proposition 6.1 The inverse of Krco € St admits the following decomposi-
tion

Kpby = (1= B)*FEDr(F7)"
where
Fr =Tpl(1,-1,0,...0) € RT*T

[ Dir 0
o |5

Dy r =diag(B~*,872,...8777)

2 2

Thus, K;éq is a pentadiagonal matriz.
Proof. Consider
X = (1-B)*(F#Dr(F7)")!
where
Dr =diag(3~%,572...,877). (19)
It is not difficult to see that
Fr? =Tpl(1,2,...,T).

Thus, by arguments similar to ones used in proof of Proposition [3.2] we have

T

[Xles=(1=8)° > Bk—t+1)(k—s+1).

k=max(t,s)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ > s; hence,

(X = (1= B Y Bk —t+1)(k—s+1).
k=t

=268+ (1 —=b)(1+t—s))B" +n(t,s)

12



where
n(t,s) = (1= )BT —t +1)(T — 5 +3)
— BTHTNT —t 4+ 2)(T — s +2))
+28T (T —t+1)B— (T —t+2))
where we have exploited the fact that
T
Zﬂk _ 1— BT+1
1-8
k=0
Notice that
[KTCQ]t,s = [X]t,s - 77(75, S)
and we can rewrite 7 in the shorthand way
n(t,s) = nt + s+ y2ts + 73 (20)

where ~;’s are constants not depending on ¢ and s. On the other hand, if we
take

Yi=(1-p)°(FpA~ (F) )]
= (1= B (F:*) " AFp?,
with
0 0 0
A= , (21)
0 z wy
0 0 vy =

then it is not difficult to see that
[Y]es =(1 = B’ [—(T(a + 2y + 2) + z +y)(t + 5)
+ (x4 2y + 2)ts + 2T (z + y) + .

By taking into account , we can impose that x,y, z obey the conditions
n=-1-B>T(z+2y+2)+a+y)
r2=01-B8)(z+2y+2)

13 = (1820 (z +y) + a].
In this way, n(t,s) = [Y]s. With this choice, we have
Krca =X =Y = (1= 8)*(F*)"(Dz' = 8)(Fr?)
= (1= B (FE(Dp' = A) " (FE) )

where it is not difficult to see that (D;' — A)~! coincides with Dr. Finally, the
fact that K;éQ is pentadiagonal follows from Proposition see Section |7, W

13



Proposition 6.2 The inverse of Kpco € Sp admits the following decomposi-
tion

K5102 = “%FQ,@,TDTFJ,@,T
where
F2,04,T = (1 — a)FT —|— OéFrZ%

[ Dir 0
DT‘[ 0 BT}

Dy =diag(B~",872,...8772)
Br=Q1-ap)B "

) { B(1+af) aB?(1+ )
af2(1+0a) (1- - a2B)(1 - af)+2026"

Thus, KB}JQ s a pentadiagonal matriz.
Proof. Consider
X = k(FaarDrF) )7
where DT has been defined in . Notice that Fy o1 = Fo v Fr where
For =Tpl(1,—a,0...,0) € RT*T
and
Fa_,1T = Tpl(1,0?,...,a")
Fyar="Pr'For

1
— Tpl(l—a,1—a? ....1—a").
1704 p( CY, aa bl O[)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ > s, then it is not difficult to see
that

where
nt,s) = o™t + y107° + 70”9 44 (22)
and v’s are constants not depending on t and s. On the other hand, if we take
Y= w(FaarAT F )7t

= K<F2_,(i,T)TAF2_a1,T

14



where A is defined as in , then it is not difficult to see that
Y]is =k[-a"(z + y + az + ay)(a™" +a~*)
+ a® (2 4 20y + 2x)a” ) 4 (2 + 2y + 2)].
By taking into account , we can impose that x,y, z obey the conditions

m =—ka' (z+y+az + ay)
vo = kT (2 + 20y + o2x)
73 = k(2 + 2y + ).

In this way, n(t, s) = [Y]:,s. With this choice, we have
Kpca =X -Y = H(szi,T)T(D%l - A>F£a1,T
= #(Foar(Dp' = A) T Fy o)

where it is not difficult to see that (D" — A)~! coincides with Dr. Finally, the
fact that K5102 is pentadiagonal follows by Proposition in Section m |

By Proposition [6.1] and [6.2] we have following corollaries.
Corollary 6.1 Let L denote the Cholesky factor of K;éz, then

1
—_— 1<t=s5<T-2
V(1-p)38t’ - -
—L 3<t=s4+2<T
Japrp—2’ =tmeTes
1]y = { VTS f—s—T -1
_QW _ _
(ENEL t=s+1=T
%, t=s=T
0, otherwise.
Moreover,
det Kpes — 6T(T+1> (1— 5)3T_4-

Corollary 6.2 Let L denote the Cholesky factor of Kgéz, then
1

, 1<t=s<T-2
\/ kBt - -
—(1+a) _ o
et 2<t=s5+1<T-1
\/%, 3<t=s5+2<T
- (I4+ap)p=T+1 e —
[Lls,s = 1-B)(1—a?B)’ t=s=T-1
—(14a)y/B-T+! t—s+1=T
V(1 +aB)(1-B)(1-ap)’
\/lﬁgjﬁ, t=s=T
0, otherwise.

15



Moreover,

T(T+1)

det Kpca =~ 2 (1-af) 2(1-8)"""(1-a?p)"".

In view of the above properties, we have

T(T+1
log det(AKc2) = Tlog A + % log 8
+ (3T —4)log(1 — B)
logdet(AKpe2) = Tlog A + @ log 8

+ (T —2)log(1 —apf) + (T —1)log(1 - B)
+ (T — 1) log(1 — a?p).

In view of the above corollaries and since K 5}, K Bé, K;é admit a closed form
expression for the Cholesky factor, see [7], then it follows that the Cholesky
factor of K, 5é admits a closed form expression. Accordingly, the minimization
of the log-marginal likelihood using GC can be efficiently performed by means
of the previous algorithm.

Remark 2 The fact that the inverse kernel matriz is pentadiagonal can be also
used to compute efficiently @) through the alternating direction method of mul-
tipliers (ADMM) proposed in [20]. Indeed, although that paper considers the
case of tridiagonal inverse kernel matrices (e.g. TC and DC kernels) that idea
holds also for banded inverse kernel matrices and the computational flops do not
change.

In order to test the aforementioned algorithm equipped with the closed form
expressions we consider a Monte Carlo study composed by 50 experiments where
the models and the data are generated likewise to the first Monte Carlo study
of Section |5} but ar € U[0.2,0.9995] and N = 5000. We consider the following
algorithms to estimate the impulse response:

e T2 is the algorithm in [7], i.e. the one explained before, to compute gz
which exploits the fact that TC2 admits the closed form expression for L
and log det(AK);

e GC is the algorithm in [7], i.e. the one explained before, to compute ggc
which exploits the fact that GC admits the closed form expression for L
and log det(AK);

e SS is the algorithm in [I4] to compute gss where the Cholesky factor
of Kgg is computed by [2 Algorithm 4.2], i.e. an efficient algorithm
taking linear time which exploits the fact that the SS kernel is extended
2-semiseparable.

For any experiment we measure the computational time (in seconds) of these
algorithms through the functions tic and toc in Matlab. The simulation is run
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on a MacBook Air with 3.2GHz Apple M1 processor and 8GB 4266 LPDDR4
memory. Figure 5] shows the average computational time for the three algo-
rithms using as practical length T = 1000,7 = 1500, 7 = 2000 (right panel)
and the corresponding average impulse response fit (left panel). While the

s = = 10
I H 3 ==
¥ &

o = =

T i &
90 *
80 80
70

ss 2 ac
w0

100 %
% B I

[
ss T2 6c 1000 1500 2000

Figure 5: Left panels. Average impulse response fit for ' = 1000 (top), T = 1500
(middle) and T = 2000 (bottom). Right panel. Average computational time (in
seconds) for 7' = 1000, 1500, 2000.

performance of the estimators is similar, T2 exhibits the best computational
time and SS the worst one. It is worth noting that the computational time of
GC is worse than the one of T2 because in the former we have to optimize
three hyperparameters (i.e. A, v and () while in the latter only two (i.e. A and
B). Finally, for the SS kernel we also considered the algorithm proposed in [7]
where the Cholesky factor of Kgg is computed by [2, Algorithm 4.2]: the com-
putational time was worse than the one of SS. We conclude that SS and TC2
provide a similar performance, thus SS can be safely replaced by TC2 in order
to make more efficient the minimization of the negative log-marginal likelihood.

6.1 Maximum Entropy interpretation

Proposition [6.1] and Proposition [6.2] are also important to show that the kernel
matrices Krco € St and Kpoo € S, with T' > 4, are the maximum entropy
solution of a matrix completion problem of the following form.

Problem 1 (Band extension problem) Givenm € N and ¢; s, with [t—s| <
m, find the covariance matriz X € St of a zero mean Gaussian random vector
such that

Elts =cts, [t—s] <m.

Such an interpretation is important because, as pointed out by Dempster in
[16], see also [13, 10, B [6], “the principle of seeking maximum entropy is a
principle of seeking maximum simplicity of explanation”. Accordingly, these
kernels represent the simplest way of embedding in the prior the fact that the
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impulse response is BIBO stable and with certain degree of smoothness. Recall
that the maximum entropy solution (or extension) of the above problem is
defined as

maxyes, logdet X
subject to [E]ss = ¢rs, |t — 8| <m. (23)

Theorem 6.1 Consider Problem [ with m = 2 and
—— 25max(t,8)+1 +(1-B8)1+t— s|)ﬂmax(t’s),
with [t—s| < 2. Then, the mazimun entropy extension solution to is Kpoo.

Proof. 1In order to prove the statement we need to consider Problem
with m =2...T — 2 where ¢; s = [Kpc2]t,s with |t — s| < m. In particular, the
solution for m = 2 is the maximum entropy solution considered in the statement.

Lemma 6.1 ([1I8]) Problem admits solution if and only if

Ct,t . Ct,m-+t

Ct+m,t .- Ct+mt+m

Under such assumption, the solution is unique with the additional property that
its inverse is banded of bandwidth m, i.e. its elements in position (t,s) are zero
for |t —s| > m.

It is not difficult to see that in our case C,, € Spy1 for m = 2...T — 2
and thus the corresponding band extension problems admit a unique solution.
The maximum entropy extension admits a closed form solution that can be
computed recursively as follows, see [21]. Let E%T_Q) be the partially specified
T x T symmetric matrix

C1,1 C1,2 e C1,7-1 x
C1,2 C2.2 S C2T7—-1 CoT
(T—2) _ . . . .
ZT - : : : : (24)
¢i,7-1 ¢71-1 ... Cr-1T7-1 CT-1,T
x C2, T cee Cr-1,7 cT,T

where x is not fixed. Let X € Sr_; be the submatrix of Z(Tsz) such that

[X]t,S:ct,57 t7521T—1
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Then, the solution of with m = T — 2, which is called one-step extension,
is given by with

=
=S e
i

and [y1 y2 ... yr—1] = L~'[10 ... 0]"; moreover, the maximum entropy
extension Y jpsg solution to with 2 < m < T — 2 is such that EX;E is a
band matrix of bandwidth m and forallm+1<¢t<T and 1 <s<t—-m-—-1
the submatrix P° € S;_sy1, with [P°];; = [EmE]s—1+i,s—1+;, i the one-step
extension of the problem
min logdet P
PES;_s41

subject to [P]i,j = Cs—l—i—i,s—1+j7 |’L — ]| S t—s—1.

Taking into account Propositionwe know that K ;éQ is banded of bandwidth
m = 2. Let

Cs,s Cs,s+1 s Cst—1 Cs,t
Cs,s+1 Cs+1,s+1 -+ Cs+1,t—1 Cst1,t
P(s,t) = : : : : ) (25)
Cst—1 Cs+1,t—1 --- Ct—1t—1 Ct—1,t
Cs,t Cs+1,t S Ct—1,t Ctt

withm+1<t<Tand 1< s<t—m—1, be the submatrix of K7¢cs. Then,
given the particular definition of ¢; s’s, it is not difficult to see that

P(s,t —1)=p*'P(1,t —s)
= 58_1(1 - 6)3(Ft27sDt*S(Ft2fs)T)_l
where the last equality follows by Proposition with T'=t —s. Then, P(s,t)

is the one step-extension of the corresponding band extension problem if ¢, ; is
equal to x and the latter is given as follows. We define

[yl Y2 ... ytfs]—r :P(Sat_ 1)_1[1 0... O]T
=1 - p)PF2 D, (F2,)"[10...0]"
=g -5 =287 0. 0]

therefore
t—s
T = —yfl th7s+jyj
=2
= —5(—25_105+1,t + 5_lcs+2,t) = 2Cs41,t — Cs42,t
=28+ (1= B)(1+1t— )" = [Krcalis
which concludes the proof. |
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Theorem 6.2 Consider Problem [ with m = 2 and

Bmax(t,s)(l _ (1 _ ﬁ)a|t—s|+1> _ a26max(t,s)+1
- 1—«

Ct,s ’

with [t—s| < 2. Then, the mazimun entropy extension solution to is Kpco.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Theorem More precisely,
in this case we have P(t,s) is the submatrix of Kpco defined as in with
m+1<t<Tand 1<s<t—m—1. Then, given the particular definition of
ct,s’s, it is not difficult to see that

P(s,t —1) = g 'P(1,t — s)
= Bs_1H(F2;a7t*SDt*SF2—|,—a,tfs)_1
where the last equality follows by Proposition with T =t —s. Then, P(s,t)

is the one step-extension of the corresponding band extension problem if ¢, ; is
equal to x and the latter is given as follows. We define

[:Ul Y2 ... yt—s]T
=B kT Faau—s D Fy y [10 ... 0]T
=B BT (14 a)f afTH 0. 0]

therefore
t—s
T = _yfl Z Ct,s+5Y5
j=2
=—B(—(1+ )8 "espr,r + aB Tesra )
= (14 a)ceq1t — acoyoy
BH(1— (1 —B)at=st1) — o2t
A Gl 1)_ 5 ) = [Kpcali,s
which concludes the proof. |

7 Higher-order extensions

Drawing inspiration from Section [3| we can define the TC kernel of order § € N
as

Kres = ks(FOD(F)T)~! (26)

where ks is a suitable normalization constant. Here, n = 8 with 0 < 8 < 1.
Figure [6] shows ten realizations of g using the TC§ kernel with 8 = 0.8 and
for different values of §. As expected, the larger § is the more smoothness is
induced on g.
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Figure 6: Ten realizations of g ~ N(0, \Kr¢cs) with 8 = 0.8, § = 3,4,5,6 and
A= [|Kres|| "

Proposition 7.1 The inverse of Krcs is a banded matriz of bandwidth §, that
is [Kreslt,s = 0 for any |t — s| > 4.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction. First, for § = 1 we have that TC)
is the standard TC and its inverse is tridiagonal, i.e. the claim holds. Assume
that IC;}J&_I is a banded matrix of bandwidth 6 — 1. Then,

Ks—1
Ks

K?é& = ]:IC;é‘é—l]:T'

Notice that F = Z — S where S is the lower shift matrix and Z the identity
matrix, both infinite dimensional. Hence,

Kros = fo-1k5 [Kigs
SKrLe ST —K7L. ST —SK;L 27
+ORpes—1 TCS—1 TCs—1)- (27)

It is well known that premultiplying a matrix A by a lower shift matrix results in
the elements of A being shifted downward by one position, with zeroes appearing
in the top row. Thus, in view of 7 we have that SlC;éé_lST is a band matrix
with bandwidth § — 1, while IC;C(;AST + SlC;éMl and thus rcos—1 are band
matrices with bandwidth 4. |
Also in this case one could try to find the closed form expression for Krcs,
however its derivation is not straightforward from the case § = 2. On the
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other hand, we can define the corresponding finite dimensional kernel matrix
Kres € ST as

[Krcslt,s = [Kresle,s, t,s=1...T.

Proposition 7.2 The finite dimensional kernel Krcgs admits the following de-
composition:

Kpgs = k5 FpDr(Fp)T
where

o DLT 0
o= %0 5

Dl,T = diag(ﬂil,ﬂia cee 6T75)7

and Bt is a § X § matriz. Thus, K;éé is banded of bandwidth 6.

Proof. Let V) € R®*T denote a matrix whose first j — 1 columns coincide
with the null sequence and the remaining ones do not, thus V(T+1) is the null
matrix. We use ~ to denote the equivalence relation X ~ ) which means that
X € R*T and ) € R®*T have the first columns (in the same number) equal
to the null sequence and the other ones do not. Thus, the latter induces a
splitting of R>*T through the corresponding equivalence classes [V9)] = {X €
Re*T gt X ~ V(j)} with 1 < j < T+ 1. In what follows, in order to ease the
exposition (and thus with some abuse of notation) we use the symbol = instead
of ~ in all the (submatrix) relations involving V), with j =1...7 + 1.

First, notice that 7 = 7 — S and Fr = Ir — S where § and S denote,
respectively, the infinite and finite dimensional lower shift matrix. Recall that
postmultiplying VU, with 1 < j < T, by S results in the columns of VU) being
shifted left by one position with a null sequence appearing in the last column
position, thus

V(j)FT — V(j—l); (28)
premultiplying VY=Y with 1 < j < T, by S results in the rows of VU =1 being
shifted downward by one position with a null row vector appearing in the first
top row, thus

V=D pp = -1, (29)
Combining —, we obtain

V) pn = Fpl-1

and thus

F WD E, =D 1<j<T (30)
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Then, we have

1| Ir _ Ir
F [ Vi) }FT - { O+ F WO Ep } (31)

where O € R®*T is a matrix whose last column is a sequence of ones, while the
other columns are null sequencess, i.e. @ = VT=1_ Accordingly, by —

we have
_ I I )

fl[vé)]FTz[V(jTl)y 1<j<T+1. (32)

Notice that
I
Kres=1[1Ir 0 ]’CTCzS[ 0 ]
=krs[ Ir 0] (FO)ID1F° { Ir } .

Consider

Y : = (F9) " KpesFS
= ksW; D™1Ws

where

e 4] )
Then, it remains to prove that ¥ = k5D . ! Indeed,

Ws=F O-DFt [ DT } Frrg™!

s I _
_F 1){V(TT)]F%1

=T [ P(T+1-96) ]

where we exploited . Thus,

_ I
Y = R [ IT (V(T+1_5))T ]D ! |: V(T+717§) :|

B DY 0 Ir
:,%[ Ir (V(T+1 6))T ] [ (1),T Bl } { D) ]
= ks(Dyp + (V) TDTIVIHIT) = i Dyt

BT—é—l 6T_§_2
b

where D = diag( yees)e |
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Figure 7: One realization of g ~ N (0, \Kpc3) for different values of . Here,
B=0.8 and A\ = |[|[Kpes|~t.

It remains to design the DC kernel of oder § connecting Krcs_1 and Krcs.
Drawing inspiration from Section {d] we define it as

Kpcs = ks(Fs,aDFs )" (33)
where
Fsa=1—a)F 1 +aF°
and kg is the normalization constant. Here, n = [ a]T with 0 < 8 < 1 and

0 < a < 1. In Figure [2| we show a realization of the impulse response using
with § = 3 as a function of «; as expected, the degree of smoothness increases
as « increases.

Proposition 7.3 The inverse of Kpcs is a banded matrixz of bandwidth §, that
is [ICpeslt.s = 0 for any |t — s| > 6.

Proof. First, for § = 1 Kpgs is the standard DC kernel whose inverse is
tridiagonal, i.e. the statement holds. Finally, notice that

Fso =F(1=-a)F° 2 +aF V)= FFs_1.a,
thus
Kpos = tis-1t5 FKpes 1 F -

Accordingly, the remaining part of the proof is similar to the one of Proposition

1l [

Also in this case the finite dimensional kernel Kpcs € St is defined as

[Kpcsle,s = [Kpeslt,s, t,s=1...T.
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Proposition 7.4 The finite dimensional kernel Kpcs admits the following de-
composition:

-1 T
Kpos = 66Fs.a,1Dr(Fs o)
where

Fyar=(1—a)F)" +aF}

[ Dir 0
DT‘{ 0 BT]

DI,T = diag(ﬂ_laﬂ_27 .. 'ﬂT_(S)
and Bt is a § X § matriz; Thus, K5105 is banded of bandwidth 6.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition [7.2] [ |

Finally, this extension can be applied also to the high-frequency (HF) kernel,
see [27]:

[ICHF]t,s _ (_1)\t—s\ﬂmax(t,s) — (_1)|t_sl[ICTC]t,s
where 0 < 5 < 1. We define the high frequency kernel of oder § € N as
[’CHF(S]t,s = (_1)‘t78‘[ICTC(5}t,s-

Moreover, we can define the high frequency diagonal-correlated (HC) kernel
connecting HF§ — 1 and HF§ as

(Krclis = (D) Kpes)s.s-

It is straightforward to see that IC;I} s and ICEI s are banded of bandwidth 9§,
as well as their finite dimensional matrices K., and Kﬁlc s It is possible to
find the closed form expression for the Cholesky factor and the determinant of
K}_I}T‘Q and K;1102. Finally, Kypo and Kpgyco are, respectively, the maximum
entropy solution of a band extension problem similar to the ones introduced in
Section

8 Frequency analysis

An exponentially convex local stationary (ECLS) kernel £ € S, admits the
following decomposition

=877 Whs (34)

where W € S, is a stationary kernel, i.e. the covariance function of a stationary
process and thus W] s = Wit s+ for any k& € N. Recall that TC, DC and
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SS are ECLS kernels. It is straightforward to see that TC2 and DC2 are ECLS
kernel whose stationary parts are, respectively,

lt—s|
T A-pA+[t -8B

(1— (1= B)alt=sl1) — o255 +1
-« :

lt—s|
Wrealt,s =28 2

[t—s]

B2

Wpe2li,s =

Theorem 8.1 TCS and DCS kernels with § > 2 are ECLS, that is

Krcs = BHTS[WTC(?]L& Kpos =87 Wpoeslt,s

where Wrecs and Wpes are stationary kernels.

Proof. We only prove the claim for TCd because the one for DCJ is similar.
By 7 we have that

Kros = ks X TD71X (35)

where X = F~% = (F~1)°. Since F is lower triangular, Toeplitz and invertible,
then by Lemma we know that F~! is lower triangular and Toeplitz. Ac-
cordingly, X is lower triangular and Toeplitz because it is given by a product of
lower triangular and Toeplitz matrices. Hence, let

X = Tpl(x1,x2,x3,...).
Moreover,

[X]t’::[O 0.’E1 (EQ.’Eg...].
——

t-th element

Taking into account , we have
[Kresles = rsl X, DX,

S,

o0
t,s)+k—1
_ HéZﬁmax( s)+ TpThot [t—s|
k=1
o0
t+s |t—s]| k—1
=p" fiég B TPl (36)

k=1

=[Wrcslt,s

where we have exploited the fact that max(t,s) = (t +s)/2 + |t — s|/2. Tt is
straightforward to see that Wrcs is a stationary kernel. In view of and
(136)), we conclude that TC¢ is ECLS. [ ]

Although it is not immediate to derive the closed form expression for Wpeos
and Wpegs, we can compute them numerically:

_tts
Wresle,s = B~ % [Kresl,s
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Figure 8: Power spectral density of the stationary part of TC, TCd, with § =
2...6, and SS with 8 = 0.8. All those power spectral densities are normalized
to one in order to ease the comparison.

and likewise for DC§. Clearly, the larger T is, the better the approximation
above is.

Therefore, it is interesting to compare the frequency content in their station-
ary parts. In doing that, we recall that

1 s

Wlis = Py d(9) cos(I(t — s))dv

)7
where ¢(v), with ¥ € [0,2n], is the power spectral density of the (stationary)
process. In order to compare SS with the others we need to choose v = &/8 in
(9); in this way the latter has the exponential part as in ([34). Figure[8|shows the
power spectral densities of the stationary part of TC, TCJ, with § =2...6 and
SS. As expected, the higher TCJ is, the more statistical power is concentrated
for frequencies close to zero. TC2 promote less smoothness than SS, while the
latter is more similar to TC5 and TC6. It is worth noting that we can plot also
the power spectral density corresponding to DC§. The latter smoothly changes
from the one of TCé — 1, with o = 0, to the one of TCJ, with o = 1.

Finally, also HF§ and HC§ are ECLS kernels. Figure [9] shows the power
spectral density of the stationary part of HF and HFJ for 6 = 2...4. The
higher § is, the more the statistical power is concentrated for frequencies close
to 7.

In order to test the performance of the TC§ and DC4 kernels we consider
a Monte Carlo study composed by 200 experiments. In each experiment the
models and the data are generated likewise to the first Monte Carlo study of
Section [0} but the input u is a realization drawn from a Gaussian noise with
band [0, 0.2]. We consider the following additional estimators for the impulse
response:

® (pcs is the estimator in using the DCé kernel with 6 =2...6;
e §rcs is the estimator in (2) using the TCJ kernel with 6 =2...6.
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Figure 9: Power spectral density of the stationary part of HF and HFJ, with
6 =2...4, with 8 = 0.8. All those power spectral densities are normalized to
one in order to ease the comparison.
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Figure 10: Average impulse response fit in the Monte Carlo study composed by
200 experiments.

Figure [L0] shows the boxplot of AIRF for the estimators. The best one is §rcs,
while gpr, gpc and gre are the worst ones. This result is not surprising because
the impulse responses in this Monte Carlo study are enough smooth, see Figure
(top) and, indeed, the TC6 kernel induces more smoothness than the others.

9 Conclusions

We have introduced a second-order extension to TC and DC kernels called TC2
and DC2, respectively. The latter induces more smoothness than the former.
This idea can be also extended to higher-orders. We also have introduced a
generalized-correlated (GC) kernel which incorporates the DI, DC, TC kernels,
i.e. the most popular kernels in system identification, and the DC2 and TC2
kernels. We have derived the closed form expression for the determinant and the
Cholesky factorization of the inverse matrix of TC2, DC2 and GC. Accordingly,
the latter allow to design efficient algorithms for minimizing the negative log-
likelihood. In particular, since TC2 and SS kernels produce similar performances
for estimating the impulse response, TC2 represents an appealing alternative
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to SS because it admits an efficient implementation for searching the optimal
hyperparameters through marginal likelihood. Finally, we have also shown that
these new kernels are exponentially convex local stationary and thus it is possible
to understand easily their frequency properties.
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