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Abstract—Identifiability and sloppiness are investigated in this paper for the
parameters of a descriptor system based on its frequency response samples.
Two metrics are suggested respectively for measuring absolute and relative
sloppiness of the parameter vector at a prescribed value. In this descriptor
system, system matrices are assumed to depend on its parameters through a
linear fractional transformation (LFT). When an associated transfer function
matrix (TFM) is of full normal row rank, a matrix rank based necessary
and sufficient condition is derived for parameter identifiability with a set of
finitely many frequency responses. This condition can be verified recursively

(which is computationally quite appealing, especially when the system is of a
ge scale. From this condition, an algorithm is suggested to find a set of
quencies with which the frequency responses of the system are capable to

%iquely determine its parameters. An ellipsoid approximation is given for the

sét consisting of all the parameter values with which the associated descriptor
@ystem has a frequency response that deviates within a prescribed distance,

m that corresponding to a globally identifiable parameter vector value.

plicit formulas are also derived for the suggested absolute and relative
sloppiness metrics.

Index Terms—descriptor system; global identifiability; networked dynamic
system; sloppy parameter combination; sloppiness metric; structured system.
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Model building from experiment data is fundamental in system analysis

d. synthesis, which has attracted extensive attentions for a long time in

ious fields including engineering, economy, biology, etc., and various

—approaches have been suggested and numerous results have been obtained
O-11l, 14, 115, 23]. When a dynamic model is to be estimated, the
veloped approaches can be briefly categorized into the time domain
proach and the frequency domain approach, in which time domain
«Hput/output experiment data and their Fourier transformations or system
Cftequency response samples are respectively utilized.
(OTo estimate a parameter from experiment data, three aspects must be
<taken into account. That is, identifiability of the parameter, informativity of
xperiment data, and efficiency of an estimation algorithm [1,2,19,117,22].
(Briefly, identifiability requires existence of a probing signal which can
(differentiate outputs of the system with different parameter values, while
(Calbet of experiment data is called informative if it can uniquely determine
Ee parameter value. Note that in actual applications, only noisy and
. dipitely many experiment data can be collected. In addition, there are also
uations in which a probing signal must meet some implementation con-
aints. It is sometimes called practical identifiability when a parameter
be recovered within a prescribed precision using a corrupted data set
of a finite length under some restricted experiment conditions. It is argued
in [6] and [18] that practical identifiability is in general more challenging
and has not been well investigated yet.

On the other hand, when there is a great number of parameters that
are to be identified simultaneously from a set of experiment data, which
is often encountered in large scale networked dynamic systems (NDS), it
is observed in [13], [[1€], etc., that the trajectories of the system outputs
corresponding to all possible parameter values universally have a so-called
hyper-ribbon structure, and influences of different parameter combinations
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on system outputs may be significantly different. In addition, there usually
exist some parameter combinations, which are called sloppy parameter
combinations, whose variations have a very limited influences on system
outputs, even when they are identifiable. In other words, variations
of these parameter combinations can hardly be observed from actual
experiment data, meaning that they can are not practically identifiable.
These phenomena happen in an NDS ranging from a cell signaling system
and a brain neural network, to radioactive decays, economy systems and
engineering systems. Occurrences of this phenomenon are argued there
to have close relations with the eigenvalue distributions of the Fisher
information matrix. While these observations are extensively considered
helpful in understanding behaviors of a large scale NDS and investigating
data-driven system analysis and synthesis, there is still not a metric that
can quantitatively measure sloppiness of a system parameter.

Descriptor systems are extensively utilized in system analysis and
synthesis, especially when a system is constituted from a large number
of subsystems [3, 4, [12, 121, 22]. One of their distinguished attractive
properties lies in its capabilities of describing restrictions among different
natural variables, which exist extensively in large scale NDSs. While
analysis and synthesis of a descriptor system have been extensively
studied, only a few works deal with its parameter identification. In
particular, in [10] and [13], some subspace based methods are suggested
for estimating system matrices of a descriptor system using time-domain
input-output data, while some necessary and sufficient conditions are given
in [22] for its time-domain parameter identifiability.

In this paper, we investigate whether or not the parameters of a descrip-
tor system can be uniquely determined by its frequency response at finitely
many frequencies, and how many frequency response samples are required
when the answer is positive, as well as how to determine the desirable
frequencies. In addition, we also study how to quantify its sloppiness
at a prescribed parameter vector value with these frequency response
samples. In the adopted descriptor system, system matrices depend on its
parameters through a linear fractional transformation (LFT). This model
is argued in ([21]) and ([22]) to be able to represent uniformly influences
of subsystem parameters and subsystem interactions on the input-output
relations of an NDS, and therefore enables a uniform investigation on their
estimations. Under the condition that the transfer function matrix (TFM)
from system input vector to an auxiliary output vector is of full normal row
rank (FNRR), a necessary and sufficient condition is derived for a finite set
of frequencies with which the associated system frequency responses are
able to uniquely determine the system parameters. This condition can be
verified recursively, and is therefore computationally attractive. From this
condition, an algorithm is suggested to search the desirable frequencies,
which usually leads to a number of frequencies significantly smaller than
that straightforwardly obtained from system orders. In addition, relations
are also studied between variations of system frequency response and
system parameters. Two metrics are suggested respectively for measuring
absolute and relative sloppiness of a prescribed parameter vector value
of the descriptor system. An ellipsoid approximation is explicitly derived
for the set constituted from all the parameter vector values, with which
the associated descriptor system has a frequency response deviating from
that corresponding to a globally identifiable parameter vector value within
a prescribed distance. From this approximation, analytic expressions are
derived for an the suggested absolute and relative sloppiness metrics.
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The following notation and symbols are adopted in this paper. R™ and
C™*™ stand respectively the set of m x n dimensional real and complex
matrices. When m = 1 and n = 1, they are usually omitted, and the
corresponding matrices reduced to row/column vectors or scalars. xp/x;"
represents the matrix whose columns/rows form a base of the right/left
null space of a matrix, while span{xz;|;—;} the space constituted from
linear combinations of the vectors z;|;7—;. diag{X;|j—;} stands for a
diagonal matrix with its i-th diagonal block being X;, while col{ X;|i—,}
the vector/matrix stacked by X;|j—, with its i-th row block vector/matrix
being X;, and vec{X} the vector stacked by the columns of matrix X.
T (x) denotes the maximum singular value of a matrix, and det(x) the
determinant of a square matrix, while ' the Moore-Penrose inverse of
a matrix. || % ||2 stands for both the Euclidean norm of a column vector
and its induced norm of a matrix, while || % || the Frobenius norm of a
matrix. The superscript 7" and H represent respectively the transpose and
the conjugate transpose of a matrix/vector. I, and O.,x» stands for the
m dimensional identity matrix and the m X n dimensional zero matrix.
The subscripts are often omitted when this piece of information is not
very essential.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let 0 represent either a differentiate operator with respect to time or a
forward time shift operator. Concerning a lumped linear time invariant
(LTI) descriptor system 3, assume that its input-output relations are
described by the following equations,

E(x(t)) = A(0)=(t) + B(O)u(t), y(t) = C(O)z(t) + D(0)u(t) (1)

with 6 denoting the vector constituted from system parameters to be
estimated. In addition, assume that its system matrices A(f9), B(0),
C(0) and D(#) depend on its parameters through a linear fractional
transformation (LFT), which is expressed as follows,

{A(e) B(&)} _ [Am Bm] . {Bm} U — PO)D]" x

Cc(0) D(0) Cye  Dyu Dy,
P(g) [sz Dzu } (2)
in which
q
P(6) = Zakpk with 0 =col {0x]i_,} € © 3)
k=1

Throughout this paper, the numbers of rows and columns of the matrix
x5 with x being A, B,C or D, and #,§ being x, u, y, z or v, are
denoted respectively by m and mg. On the other hand, the TFM from
the external input u(t) of the descriptor system X to its external output
y(t) is denoted by H(\), while its frequency response by H (jw), no
matter it is continuous time or discrete time. This means that when ¢ is
the time differentiate operator, H (jw) is understood to be the value of
the TFM H () with A = jw and w € R; while when ¢ is the time shift
operator, H (jw) is understood to be the value of the TFM H () with
A=¢e and w € (—m, 7).

In the above system dynamics descriptions, except the vector 6, all the
other matrices, that is, F, Azz, Cyz, Bzus Dyu, Bzv, Dyv, D2y, Cua,
D.. and Pk|Z:1 are known and have a compatible dimension. These ma-
trices are adopted to represent available knowledge about system dynamics
and component connections, etc. Moreover, the set © reflects some avail-
able a priori information about the system parameters 0y, k = 1,2,--- ,q.
Some well adopted descriptions are that ¢ _, (0x — 0k0)®> < 7; or
|0 — Ok, <~ for each k = 1,2,--- ,¢; in which 0 o|7_, are known
numbers, while v is a prescribed positive number, representing some
available knowledge about system parameters [9, 22, 23]. Throughout
this paper, however, it is assumed that 6 o = 0 foreach k = 1,2,--- ,q.
This is only for a concise presentation, and does not affect validness of
the obtained results. As a matter of fact, using properties of LFTs, it is not

very difficult to represent the nonzero 0,0 with k = 1,2---
the system matrices Azz, Bou, Cyz and Dy,

In order to clarify dependence of the descriptor system 3 on its
parameter vector, it is sometimes also written as 3(#). Similar expressions
are also adopted for its output vector y(¢), TFM H () and frequency
response H (jw), etc. In addition, in order to avoid awkward expressions,
distinctions are not taken for the parameter vector € and its value.

In this paper, the following 3 issues are dealt with for the descriptor
system 3.

, q, though

« Possibilities to uniquely determine the value of its parameter vector
from its frequency responses at finitely many frequencies. Moreover,
determine the number of the required frequencies and the value of
the desirable frequencies.

o Computationally verifiable conditions for its parameter identifiability
using a finite set of its frequency responses.

o Quantify difficulties to identify the parameter vector 6 from a finite
set of its frequency responses.

Throughout this paper, the following two assumptions are adopted,
which are respectively called the regularity assumption and the well-
posedness assumption for brevity in the remaining of this paper.

A1) The parameter set ® is open, convex and contains O as its element. In
addition, the descriptor system of Eq.(I) is regular for each 6 € ©,
meaning that the matrix E is square and det {\E — A(0)} # 0.

A2) The descriptor system 3 is well-posed, meaning that the matrix
In, — P(0)D., is invertible for every 6 € ©.

Briefly, these two assumptions means that system states and outputs
respond in a deterministic way to an admissible external stimulus and an
admissible initial state, and is essential for a descriptor system to work
properly [3, 4, 18, [12, [19, 123]. Clearly, these requirements are also some
prerequisites for estimating its parameters, implying that they are not very
restrictive in actual applications. On the other hand, some computationally
appealing necessary and sufficient conditions have been obtained in [21]
for a large scale descriptor system to be regular.

To reveal the parameters 0y withk = 1,2, - - - | g, from experiment data,
a prerequisite is that it must be identifiable. In addition, it is also essential
to know what kind information, and how many data are required to reveal
these parameters. Specifically, parameter identifiability can be defined as
follows for the descriptor system X of Eq.(I), which are consistent with
those for parameter identifiability of a state space model, an NDS, etc.,
respectively adopted in [9], [11], [22] and [20].

Definition 1

o Two distinct parameter vectors 0, 0 € © are said to be differen-
tiable, if for an arbitrary admissible initial state vector x(0), there
exists at least one external admissible input signal u(t)|2o, such
that the external output y(t,0)|32 of the descriptor system ¥(6)
is different from the external output y(t,0)|Zo of the descriptor
system 3(0). Otherwise, these two parameter vectors are called
undifferentiable.

o The descriptor system X is called globally identifiable at a specific
parameter vector value 0, if it is differentiable from any other
parameter vector value 0 € ©. Otherwise, this parameter vector
value 0 is called globally unidentifiable.

o The descriptor system X is called locally identifiable at a specific
parameter vector value 0, if there exists an e-neighborhood %(6, )
which is a subset of ©, such that it is differentiable from any other
parameter vector value § € %B(0,e). Otherwise, this parameter
vector value 0 is called locally unidentifiable.

o The descriptor system 3 is called locally/globally identifiable, if it
is locally/globally identifiable at every 0 € ©.

With these definitions, the following results can be directly obtained
from Theorem 1 in [22] and Theorem 1 in [20].



Lemma 1 Assume that the descriptor system 3 satisfies Assumptions Al)
and A2). Then it is globally identifiable at a specific parameter vector
value 0 € ©, if and only if for every other element 0 of the set ©, the
associated TFMs satisfy H(\,0) Z H(X,0).

In addition to identifiability, it is also essential to investigate how
difficult to estimate a parameter vector from experiment data, especially
when its dimension is large, as there may exist sloppy parameter com-
binations whose variations almost do not change system input-output
relations (13, [16]. For this purpose, the following concept is introduced
in this paper, which quantitatively measure difficulties of identifying the
parameters of the descriptor system X(6) from a finite set of its frequency
response estimates.

Definition 2 Let 0I°) be an element of the set ©, wi|f\;1 some distinct
frequencies, while || - ||« a matrix norm and || - |3 a vector norm. For a
positive number ¢, denote the following parameter set and its dimension
respectively by O, (e, wi|Nq, 0[0]) and ng,

N

i=1

with the initial value 91[)0]

0e®

0 col{H(jwi,0)|£il}—col{H(jwi,é?[o]) <e

*

Moreover, define vectors 0M| = 0 recursively

as follows,
HLi] = arg max HO H[O]H
QGé*(E,wi\i\[ ,0 )\span{9
Then following two quantities, denote them respectively
by Sm:]ﬁ(s,wiﬂ\’:l,e[ol) and Sm[* ﬁ](s wilq, 00 with

k‘:1,2,~~-,n9—1,

poo
Sl (e, il X1, 0) = iy 2l
i
[r;k] [0] ﬁ
Sm*,,jj (5 Wz|1 170 ) - g—>0 He[k+1] _ Q[O]H
#

are called respectively x and §-norm based absolute and relative sloppi-
ness metric of the descriptor system Y. at the parameter vector value gl
with respect to the frequencies wi|f\7:1,

Significance of this definition in system identification is obvious, noting
that the absolute sloppiness metric is in fact the maximum ratio between
parameter variations of the descriptor system 3 and its frequency re-
sponse deviation, while the relative sloppiness metric is the ratio between
parameter variations in two succeeding extreme directions that lead to the
same magnitude of its frequency response deviations. In this definition, the
frequency response deviations are restricted to be very small, meaning that
they are valid only when the associated frequency response is very close
to that of the descriptor system 2(0[0]). This, however, does not mean that
the corresponding parameter variations also have a small magnitude. These
sloppiness metrics therefore appear more appropriate in investigating
existence of sloppy parameter combinations, compared with the Fisher
information matrix adopted in [[18] and [13], in which parameter variations
are restricted to have a small magnitude.

Clearly, this definition can also be easily modified to situations in which
time-domain data is used in system identification.

The following results are well-known in matrix analyzes and computa-
tions [, [7], which are helpful in getting an identifiability condition and
recursively searching desirable frequency samples.

Lemma 2 Divide a matrix A as A = [AlT AQT} T in which the submatrix
A1 is not of full column rank (FCR). Then the matrix A is of FCR, if and
only if the matrix AgAfr is.

It is worthwhile to point out that when the matrix Ay is of FCR, the
matrix A = [AlT AQT} s obviously of FCR for each matrix A, with a
compatible dimension. In this case, however, Air = 0, meaning that the
matrix AgAir = 0 is not of FCR. These imply that the above lemma is
not applicable to this situation.

Lemma 3 Divide a matrix A as A = col{A1, As}. Assume that the
matrices Z and W are respectively an orthogonal basis for the right null
space of the matrix A1 and A2Z. Then the matrix ZW is an orthogonal
basis for the right null space of the matrix A.

Lemma 4 Let A, B and C be some prescribed complex matrices with
compatible dimensions. Then there exists a matrix X satisfying AXB =
C, if and only if

(I —AAHC = C(I-B'B)=0

When these two conditions are satisfied simultaneously, all the matrices
satisfying AX B = C' can be expressed as follows,

X =A'YB'+Z - A"AZBB'
in which Z is an arbitrary matrix with an appropriate dimension.

Denote the SVDs of the matrices A and B respectively as follows,

Ya

=[Uax Uaz] { 0

8 } [Vai Vao]?

>
B =[Up,1 Us,z] [ 8 } VB VB,2]H

in which the zero matrices have dimensions compatible with those of the
matrices >4 and X, that are in general different from each other. Then
on the basis of the definition of the Moore-Penrose inverse, direct matrix
operations show that the conclusions of the above lemma can be further
expressed as that, there exists a solution to the equation AXB = C,
if and only if U}Y{QC = 0 and CVp,2 = 0. In addition, when these
two requirements are met, all the solutions to this equation can be
parameterized as

X =Vau S ' UL YVE S5 UL + Z — Vaa VAL ZUs 1 UG,

with Z being an arbitrary matrix of a compatible dimension.

When the matrices A, B and C are replaced by MVPs, similar
conclusions can be obtained using their Smith-McMillan forms. The
details are omitted due to their obviousness and space considerations.

III. PARAMETER IDENTIFIABILITY

This section investigates identifiability verifications for the descriptor
system X of Section [ from its frequency response at finitely many
frequencies. For this purpose, define TEMs G.u (), Gzo(A), Gyu(X)

and Gy, () respectively as
G G ] _ [ Dw Dy ], [ G ],
Dzu Dzv ngc
Bew | (4

Gzu(N)  Gzo(N)
AE — Aga] ™' [ Bau
in which A stands for the Laplace/Z transformation variable s/z for
a continuous/discrete time descriptor system. Recall that the descriptor
system X is assumed to be regular for each § € ® which contains 0
as its element. We have that the matrix pencil AE — A, is invertible.
Hence, the above TFMs are well defined.
On the other hand, direct matrix manipulations show that,

det (\E — A(0 )) x det {Im, — P(0) D2y}

w52 [ L5 )

DawP(6)— I,
det (A\E — Azz) x det {Im,

= Gz (A)P(0)}
det (\E — Ayy) % det {In, — P(0)G2v(N)} )



It can therefore be declared that under the regularity and well-posedness
assumptions Al) and A2), the inverses of both the TFMs I,,, —
P(0)G2v(N) and I, — G2 (X)) P(0) are also well defined. Based on these
observations, it can be straightforwardly shown through some algebraic
operations that, the TFM of the descriptor system 3 from its external input
u(t) to its external output y(t), that is, H(\,0), satisfies the following
equalities,

H(\,0) = D(0) +C(0) [\E — A0)] "' B(0)
= Gyu(N) + Gyo(N)[Im, — P(0)G=0(N)] ' P(0)G=u(A)  (6)
In addition, the following conclusions can be established.

Lemma 5 Assume that the descriptor system 3 satisfies Assumptions Al
and A2)). Then its parameter vector is globally identifiable, if and only
if there exist a finite integer N and a set of distinct frequency samples
w1|, 1, such that for every two different parameter vectors 0 and § in the
set ©, H(jw;,0) = H(jw,ﬁ), 1=1,2,---, N, implies that 0 = 0.

While the above lemma gives a frequency domain criterion for the
parameter identifiability of the descriptor system 33, it is still not very clear
how to verify the associated conditions. In addition, it may be desirable
to know the minimum number N for the frequency samples, as well as
the values of these frequency samples, such that the associated system
frequency response samples are able to distinguish system parameters of
the descriptor system 3.

To develop a computationally feasible condition, the following results
are at first introduced.

Let II be a complex matrix. Assume that its singular value decompo-
sition (SVD) takes the following form

n O

II = [Un: Un,] { 0 0

] Vi1 Vn,z]H
in which both the matrix [Umn,1 Un,2] and the matrix [Vir,1 Vin2] are
unitary, while the matrix Y17 is diagonal with each of its diagonal elements
greater than zero. In addition, the zero matrices usually have different
dimensions. When this matrix is of FCR over the complex ring, it can be
straightforwardly shown from matrix analyzes [7] that the matrix Vi,2 is
empty. Under such a situation, the matrix Vi1, is simply written as Vi.

Denote the real and imaginary parts of the matrix II respectively by
II, and II;. Then it can be directly shown through matrix manipulations
that the complex matrix II is of FCR over the complex field, if and only
if the following real matrix

II, —II;
{ I I ]

is of FCR over the real field, noting that for an arbitrary complex vector
a with a compatible dimension, the following equality is always valid

Mo = (Ilrar — o) + j(jor + ray)

in which «, and «; denote respectively the real and imaginary parts of the
vector o. Hence when the complex matrix II is of FCR over the complex
field, the following matrix is well defined

-1
I, —I1,;]7 [, I T

[T 11 ] ({nj H]] {Hj HJD [T 1]

On the basis of these symbols and results, the following conclusions can

be obtained, which are quite helpful in the derivations of a computationally
attractive condition for frequency response based identifiability.

Lemma 6 Assume that a complex matrix 11 is of FCR. Then

[T, —Hj]qg; EJ]TEJ EJDEH —11,]"

= [Unz2r Ungj|[Unzr Ung; }T )

in which Umn 2, and Un 2, stand respectively for the real and imaginary
parts of the matrix Ur, 2.

For each TFM G 4. () with #, * being u, y, z or v, denote its Smith-
McMillan form by

Upea ) Upeath] | Z40

| Weea) vt

in which both [Ugs 1(A\) Ugs,2(N)] and [Via,1(A) Vs, 2(N)] are uni-
modular MVPs, while ¥.4.(\) is a diagonal matrix with each of its
diagonal elements being a finite degree rational function that is not
identically equal to zero. The zero matrices of the aforementioned Smith-
McMillan form usually have different dimensions, which are omitted
for brevity. Moreover, partition the inverse of these unimodular MVPs
compatible with the dimensions of the MVFs X, () as follows,

znv ,1] ( )\)
#nv 2

(B 1(X) Iy 2(N)] ' = IO

in which & = U or V, while #,* = u, y, z or v.
With these symbols, define a MVF II(@, \) using the TEMs Gy ()
and G, () as follow,
T\, 0) = [I = P(O)G-o(N] Vi 2T (V) ®)

In addition, denote the real and imaginary parts of the associated complex
matrix TI(jw, 0) respectively by II;(w, 0) and II;(w, 0). Moreover, define
real matrices II,-(w, 6), II;(w, #) and Z(w, #) respectively as

r(w,0) = [y (w,0) —1;(w,0)]

i(w,0) = (I (w, 0) I (w,0)]

(w,0) = (T (w,em;(w,e))f

A Hl

[I]

Furthermore, express the SVD of the complex matrix II(jw, 0) as
Yn(w,0) 0 »

0 0
Vit (jew, 0) Vira(w,0)]" ©

(. 0) = [V (juo.0) Urna(jo, 0)] [

On the other hand, define a matrix ¥ using the matrices P;|7_, of
Eq.(@) as follows,

U = [vec(P1) vec(P») vec(FPy)] (10)
Moreover, assume its SVD takes the following form
g O
=[Us,1 Uw,] { O\I’ 0 } Va1 V\If,Q]T (11)

in which both the matrix [Uw,1 Uw,2] and the matrix [Vi,1 Vi o] are
orthogonal, while the matrix ¢ is diagonal with each of its diagonal
elements being greater than zero. Once again, the associated zero matrices
in the above expression usually have different dimensions.

Based on these decompositions, the following necessary and sufficient
condition is obtained for the identifiability of the descriptor system 3 at
a particular parameter vector value using its frequency response at a set
of finitely many frequencies.

Theorem 1 The descriptor system X is identifiable, only when the matrix
W is of FCR. When this condition is satisfied, assume that the TFM
G:u(X) is of FNRR. Then the descriptor system X is globally identifiable
at a specific parameter vector 0" ¢ @, if there exists a frequency sample
w1, at which the matrix T1; (w1, 0%) is of FCR. Otherwise, the descriptor
system 3 is globally identifiable at 0l ¢ @, if and only if there exists
a finite integer N and a set of distinct frequencies wi|f\;1, such that both



the matrix T, (w1, 01 )ﬁir(wlﬁ[o]) and the matrix Y (w;|N1,00) are
of FCR, in which the matrix Y (w;|}_q,0) is defined as follows,

[ Uy 2
E(wl, (9[0])
T
|:U1'I,21"(w270[0]) Un,2j(w2,0[0])]

N g0 T
T(‘*’i|i:179[ ]) = [Ul‘[,2r(w370[0]) Un,2j(w379[0])]

I®

T

|:UH,2T(WN79[O]) Unt,2j (wa, 01%)
i i “(12)
Here, for each i = 2,3,---, N, Un,zr(wi,O[O]) and Un,gj(wi,é?[o])
stand respectively for the real and imaginary parts of the complex
matrix Un,g(jwiﬁ[o]) defined through the SVD of the complex matrix

(juws, 6.

From Lemma [2] it is clear that when the frequencies w¢|§V:1 are
given, the conditions of Eq.(I2), that is, whether or not the matrix
T (wil 1,0 is of FCR, can be verified recursively. This is quite
appealing, especially when the frequency number N is large and/or
the system has a high dimension. The latter usually leads to a high
dimensional matrix Ur 2 (jw, 01).

IV. DETERMINATION OF DESIRABLE FREQUENCY SAMPLES

Lemma [3] and Theorem [] of the previous section make it possible to
verify parameter identifiability of the descriptor system 3 at a particular
parameter vector using its frequency response at finitely many frequencies.
The required number of the frequencies, however, is in general large, espe-
cially when the TFM of the descriptor system 3 has a high degree, which
is the general situation when a large scale NDS is under investigation.

In this section, we study possibilities of using less frequency response
information in parameter identifiability verification for the descriptor
system 3, as well as determination of the desirable frequencies. To reduce
the number of the required frequencies, the following results are at first
introduced.

Lemma 7 For an arbitrary proper TFM TI()\), let N(A\)D™'()\) denote
one of its right coprime factorizations over the MVP ring. Denote the real
and imaginary parts of 11(jw) respectively by 11,(w) and 11;(w), while
those of N(jw) by Ny(w) and N;(w). Then

(I @) =T @)L @) @)
= (V@) - NE@INE M) a3

Assume that N(}) is a real MVP and N(X) = > N;A". Define an
MVP N(}) as

1

=Y (DN

=0

NV

in which |4/2] denotes the greatest integer that is not greater than /2.
Denote by N;(\) and N,.()\) the MVPs consisting of respectively only
the odd and even terms of the MVP N ().

Assume that the MVP [N;(X) N, ())] takes the following Smith form

M0 T = U, Ora] | T 0] x

[Vﬁ,l ()‘) VN,Q ()‘)}

Then there exist MVPs V%M’l] (\) and V%M’Q] (X) with their dimensions
compatible with those of the MVPs Vi, (A) and V7 ,(A), such that

Vﬁnv,l] (A) :|

T

T 2
V['an, ](A)

N

Vi) V(W] =

Moreover, assume that the MVP [N,(A) — N;()\)] x V%MQ]T(A)
takes the following Smith form

[N = N; (W] V2T ()

X5

= [ U] | TV ] o) Vi)

and )
U[jnv,l] ()\)

(U520 Uga)] = ol )

in which U][ém’ll (\) and U}%””’Q]()\) are MVPs with their dimensions
being consistent with those of the MVPs Uy ,(A) and Uz ,(N).

With these symbols, the following conclusions can be established from
Lemma [7]

Theorem 2 Assume that I1(\) is a proper and stable TFM with a finite
degree. Let N(A\)D™'(\) denote one of its right coprime factorizations
over the MVP ring. Denote the real and imaginary parts of its frequency
response respectively by I1,.(w) and 11;(w). Then for each w € R, the
matrix U]%"U’Q] (w) is uniquely determined by the following expression,

modulo an orthogonal transformation,

v Aw) = (M) -] e L) o

N T

When a MVF II()) is not proper, it can always be decomposed into
the following form

II(A) = Mac(X) + TIe(A)

in which ITac(A) is an MVP, while II.(\) is a proper TFM. Then over
the MVP ring, there exists a right coprime factorization for the proper
TFM TI.()\), denote it by N.(A\)DZ*(\). With this decomposition, the
MVF II()) can be equivalently written as

I(A) = [Mac(A)De(X) + Ne(A)] DT (V)

With this expression for the MVF II(\), it is obvious from the proofs
Lemma[7land Theorem Pl that, their conclusions can still be applied to the
situation in which this MVF is not proper. The only required modifications
are to replace the associated MVPs N(\) and D()\) respectively with the
MVPs Iac(A)De(N) + Ne(X) and D ().

Note that for a MVP, its Smith form has an analytic expression, as
well as the inverse of an unimodular MVP. Results of Theorem [2] makes
it clear that when the value of the parameter vector € is given, an explicit
expression is available for the matrix Z(w,0) defined in the previous
section, and therefore enables an optimal search of the frequency w:
required in the identifiability condition of Theorem [

On the other hand, from the definition of the MVP V,, 1(}), it
is obvious that it is of FCR for each A\ € C. Note that the TFM
I — P(6)G.v(A) is guaranteed to be invertible for every § € © by the
adopted regularity and well-posedness assumptions Al) and A2). It can
therefore be declared that the MVF [I — P(0)G..(jw)] " Vyu.1(jw) is of
FCR for each w € R whenever 6 belongs to the set ®. These observations
imply that for each 6 € @, there exist an inner MVF U;, (A, 6) and an

outer MVF Usy:(A, 0), such that
[1 = P(0)Go(=N)] 7" Vyui(=A) = Uin(\, O)Uout(X,60)  (15)

for the continuous time descriptor system 3 [19]. When the descriptor
system X is of discrete time, this equation must be modified into the
following form,

[ = P(0)G=0(1/N)] ™" Vyu1(1/A) = Uin(X, 0)Uour(A, 6)

On the basis of this factorization, we have the following conclusions
about the SVD of the frequency response of the MVF II(A, 6).



Theorem 3 Assume that the MVF 11(\,0) of Eq.(8) is proper. Then for
each 0 € © and each w € R, up to an unitary transformation, the MVF
Un,2(jw, ) defined in the SVD of the MVF 1l(jw,0) through Eq.() is
uniquely determined by

Un,2(jw, 0) = Uin(jw, 0) (16)

When the MVF TI(), 6) of Eq.@8) is not proper, a slight modification
can enable the application of the above theorem. In particular, through
simply multiplying the MVF II(), ) from left by a factor (A + a)™™
with some appropriate a and m, this MVF can be made proper. Note that
this factor changes only the singular values of the associate matrix, and
does not have any effects on the required unitary matrices. It is safe to
declare that results of Theorem [3]is able to give an explicit expression
for the matrix Ut 2(jw, 0) of Eq.@).

Note that for an arbitrary TFM whose frequency response is of FCR
at each frequency, its inner-outer factorization has an analytic expression
using its state space realization. Theorem [3| makes it clear that for each
frequency, both the matrix Ut 2, (w, #) and the matrix Ur,2;(w, 0) have
an analytic expression also, provided that the value of the parameter vector
0 is known.

Recall that U$’2U\p,1 = 0 and Ug,qu,,l = [. These mean that the
column vectors of the matrix Uy 1 consists of an orthogonal basis for the
right null space of the matrix U‘;Q. On the basis of Lemma [3] as well
as Theorems [Tl 2] and 3 the following algorithm can be constructed for
recursively searching the desirable frequencies, at which the frequency
response of descriptor system X is able to uniquely determine the value
of its parameter vector 6, provided that it is identifiable.

S1) Let £ = 1. Find a frequency sample w;, such that the
matrix TI.(wi, 9[0])ﬁjl,r (w1,0) is of FCR, while the matrix
{I ® E(th[O])} Uy,1 has the maximum number of independent
columns.

S2) Find an orthogonal basis for the right null space of the matrix

I® E(wl,Q[O])} Uw,1. Denote it by Z(w1).

If the matrix Z(w1) is equal to a zero vector, the descriptor system X
is globally identifiable at 001 if and only if its frequency responses
are available at wy . Finish the computations.
Otherwise, go to the next step.

S3) Find a frequency sample wg41,

T
{I@ [UH,QT(wk_H,@[O]) Un’zj(wk+1,9[0])] }Z(wk) has the

maximum number of independent columns.
S4) Find an orthogonal basis for the right null space of the matrix

T
{[(X) [UH,QT(wk+1,0[O]) Un,gj(wk+1,0[0])} }Z(wk). Denote it

by Z(wk+1).
If the matrix Z(wg+1) is equal to a zero vector, the descriptor system
3 is globally identifiable at 09 if and only if its frequency responses
are available at w; f:ll . Finish the computations.
If the matrix Z(wy1) is invertible, the descriptor system X is not
identifiable at 61!, Finish the computations.
Otherwise, go to the next step. _
S5) Assign k as k+1. Let Z(wi+1) = Z(wk)Z (wi+1)- Go to Step S3).
Note that Theorems 2] and [3] give respectively an analytic expression
for the MVFs Z(w, #) and Un,2(jw, #) for each w € R and each 6 € ©.
The optimizations of Steps S1) and S3) in the above algorithm can be
efficiently performed through getting the Smith form of the associated
MVP or the Smith-McMillan form of the associated MVF.
On the other hand, note that the right null space of the matrix Ug. 2 has
a finite dimension. It is certain that the above algorithm finishes in finite
steps, noting that if in a computation recursion, the number of columns
of the matrix Z(wx+1) has not been reduced, which is equivalent to that
the matrix Z(wr+1) is invertible, then the descriptor system X is not

such that the matrix

globally identifiable at this particular parameter vector value 0[°), and the
computations will be finished.

In addition, while the results of Theorems 2] and [3] are unique only
respectively up to an orthogonal transformation and an unitary transfor-
mation, it is obvious from Theorem [I] that these transformations do not
affect the validness of the aforementioned frequency search algorithm.

Note that a TFM is of FNCR, if and only if its transpose is of FNRR.
The results of the previous section and this section are also applicable
to situations in which the TFM G, () is of FNCR. The only required
modifications ar to take a transpose of the TFM H (), ) of the descriptor
system 3.

V. EXISTENCE OF SLOPPY PARAMETER COMBINATIONS

In frequency domain system identification, frequency responses of a
system are usually estimated from time domain input/output data. This
means that there usually exist estimation errors in the adopted data [9, [11].
On the other hand, when there is a large number of parameters to be
identified, there may exist the so-called sloppy parameter combinations,
meaning that parameter variations along these directions can hardly be
detected from data [13, [16]. Therefore, in addition to identifiability, it is
also important to investigate whether or not there are some values for an
identifiable parameter vector, along which system frequency responses are
not very sensitive to its variations.

In this section, we study existence possibilities of a large value deviation
of the parameter vector ¢ from a globally identifiable parameter vector
value, say, 0!, that leads to only very small variations of the frequency
responses of the descriptor system 3. An explicit description is derived for
all the possible parameter vector values, which constitute approximately
a convex set. Analytic expressions are obtained from this approximation
respectively for the absolute and relative sloppiness metrics.

It is now well known that under some weak conditions, estimation
errors of the frequency responses of a system are asymptotically normal
with their expectations being zero, and their real and imaginary parts
are asymptotically independent of each other, while estimation errors at
different frequencies are also asymptotically independent of each other
[9, [L1]. Note that the sum of the squares of several independent Gaussian
random variables has a x? distribution. It therefore appears reasonable to
assume that the sum of the magnitude square of (weighted) estimation
errors of system frequency responses belongs to a bounded interval away
from zero. That is, this weighted sum is in general greater than a positive
number with a very high probability, if not with probability 1, especially
when the number of the sampled frequencies, that is, IV, is large, and/or
the TFM of the descriptor system 3 has a high dimension which is the
normal situation for a large scale NDS.

These arguments mean that it is essential to investigate existence
of a large parameter value variations for the descriptor system X
under the situation in which the aforementioned sum is less than a
small positive number. In other words, to have an estimate for its
parameters with an acceptable precision, it is necessary that a small

\/Zil ||H (jwi,0) — H(jews, 0)||% is resulted only from a small ||§ —
d

2, in which 6, 0 € ©, and wi|fi1 are some distinct frequencies.

To study this problem, let /% be a particular parameter vector be-
longing to the set ©. Define real MVFs ®,(\,60%) and ®;(),0)
respectively as

(0, 01%) = SLEUE ) [1 - G () PO™)]
&\, 0) = [1= PO Goo )] VTS (V)

yv

Moreover, for every w € R, denote the real and imaginary parts
of the complex matrices ®;(jw,#) and @, (jw,0d)) respectively by



Dy (w, 0, @ j(w,0), @, ,.(w,0) and @, ;(w,0)). Furthermore,
define real matrices Q. (w,0'”)) and Q;(w,0”') respectively as

Qw6 = [0, 01%) @ By (w,0) — BT w0, 01%) @ By w0, 01
—T (w, 0D @D, . (w, 01~ T (w, 9[01)®c1>l’j(w,9[°1)] T
Qu(w,01%) = [&7 (w,01%) @ @y (w, 0%) + @7 (0,01 @ P15 (w, 61°))

@7, 0, 01 @Dy (w,6) B (w0, 010 @ P (w, 6] 2y

in which
r7 000 --- 0 07
00 I 0 - 00
m_ |0 0 00 I 0
=10 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 I 0 0
Lo o o 0 --- 0 I

Let w;|, be a set of distinct frequencies. Define a matrix
Qw; |1, 01) similarly as the matrix T'(w; |, 0°)) of Eq.@29) through
the matrices ¥, Q,(w;, 8|, and Q;(ws,8”)|Y;. Moreover, define
matrices S and Sy respectively as follows,

€L
S = { T (@il 00wl 0 }
St =TT (wil iy, 0 Q(wil iy, 0 Sr (wil Xy, 6

Denote the number of the matrix S by ns. Partition the matrices & and
Si into N row block sub-matrices that have an equal number of rows,
and denote their k-th row block sub-matrix respectively by Sy and Sy .
For each k =1,2,--- , N, partition the matrix Sy, further into 2n, row
block sub-matrices that have an equal number of rows, and denote their
I-th row block sub-matrix by Sz, (1). These partitions are always feasible
from the definitions of the matrices Sy and Si. On the other hand, to
simplify expressions, dependence is omitted for these matrices on both
the frequency samples w; |/, and the parameter vector ol

With these matrices, define for each k = 1,2,---, N, further a
real matrix S (wi|1,01) and a complex matrix S x(jwilX 1,0 )
respectively as follows,

(@il 0°) = Vexg UF { [T0TT (wi, 0] Sut
Qu(wi, 0°) 51 }

Stk (il fr, 0 = [Vaw (jwk) @ Uy 1 (jwi)] %
S,16(1) + 7.91,16(2)
S,56(3) + 351,1(4)

Sk (200 — 1) + 790.6(2n4)

On the basis of these symbols, the following parametrization is obtained
for all the values of the parameter vector 6 with the corresponding
descriptor system () having a frequency response slightly different
from that of the descriptor system 2(0[0]), measured by the Frobenius
norm of a matrix.

Theorem 4 Assume that 0'°) is an element of the set ©, and w¢|fV:1 are
some distinct frequencies. For a positive number ¢, define a parameter
set (-)p(s,w¢|£vzl,9[0]) as

N
Or(e,wilily, 0) = {9 Z HH(jwi,H)—H(jwi,H[O])"QF <5}
i=1

Assume further that the TFM G..(\) is of FNRR, and the parameter
vector value 81° € © is globally identifiable from the frequency responses

of the descriptor system 3 at the frequencies wi|y. Then the set
Or(e,wil 1,0 can be equivalently rewritten as
Or(z,wiliLy, 0)
0 =0 + S(wil1,0) €+ O (llel3), €eR™,
N

¢r <Z Sfl(jwniil,9[01)3{,1(1‘0)4&,9[0})) £<e
=1

provided that the positive number € is small enough.

Note that for every positive ¢, the set
N
{5 geRr™ € (Z Sf,’z(jwiw_l,9[‘”)34,1(jw¢|£v_1,9[“]>> £§s}

=1
denote it by © rle,wil 1,0, is an ellipsoid. This is a quite appealing
property that enables an explicit expression for the approximation of
both the absolute and the relative sloppiness metrics under a fairly weak
condition.

More precisely, we have the following results.

Theorem 5 Assume that the TFM G, ()\) is of FNRR, and 0°°' € © is

globally identifiable from the frequency responses of the descriptor system

3 at the distinct frequencies w;|-,. For each k € {1,2,--- , N}, let pld

with i = 1,2,--- ngs, be some real scalars satisfying um > M[Q] >
- > M["s] > 0 and

N
det |:M[i] <Z (S{T,k,r(wiﬁv:h9l0])§{,k,r(wi|£\;179[0])+

i=1

ST (@ilie, 01 (wilir,0)) ) —
§ @iy, 08wl e, 0" =0 7)

in which Srp.r(wilNy,0) and Sipj(wi|1,0%) stand respectively
for the real and imaginary parts of the complex matrix St k(i Xy, gl ).
Then the absolute and relative sloppiness metrics Smggg(s?wiﬂ\;h 9[0])
and Sm%n:g](awiﬂ\;lﬁ[o]) with k = 1,2,--- ,ns, of the descriptor
system at the parameter value 0% can be given respectively by the
following expressions,

Sm[l~:l,]2(57wi|£v:17 0[0]) =/ plll

pulk)

rk N 0
Sm[F,Q](E7wi|i:170[ ]) = M[k+1]

Note that the product of the transpose of a real matrix and itself is at
least positive semi-definite. It is obvious that each um satisfying Eq.(I2)
is real and not negative. Hence, the numbers p™, p, - . pls] of the
above theorem are well defined.

On the other hand, it is also extensively adopted in system analysis
and synthesis that a (weighted) frequency response estimation error at a
prescribed frequency is bounded in its maximum singular value, which is
closely related to the Ho-norm of a TFM that is widely utilized in robust
control and estimation theories [[19, 23]. With the matrices defined for the
situation in which the Frobenius norm of (weighted) frequency response
deviations is bounded, define further a set Ay(e,w:|lq, 0[0]) for each
k=1,2,--- N, and for each € > 0, as follows,

Ao, willly, 0%) = {€ [ €€ R™, & (Uyo1(juwi) [(Sr.x(1) +
35k(2) € (S1.6(3) +55k(4)) €
(S22 = 1) + 35 1(20)) €] VA1 () ) <€
By the same token as the arguments in the proof of Theorem M the

following results can be obtained. The details are omitted due to their
obviousness.



Corollary 1 Let 0 be an element of the set ©, and wi|£\;1 is a set of
distinct real numbers. For any positive number ¢, define a parameter set
®E(67 wi|£V:17 9[0]) as

@E@,wml,emr{e

& (H(jwi, 0) = H(jw:,0")) < e
for each i€ {1,2,--- N}
Then when the parameter vector 0l € @ is globally identifiable from the

frequency responses of the descriptor system 3 at the frequencies wi|f\;1,
the set © (e, w;|N.1,0%) can be expressed equivalently as

0 =01 4+ S (wil V0,01 € + 0 (|[€]13),
N

g€ () Aile,wily, 01

=1

6E(€7wi|£\;17 9[0]) =40

(18)
foreach k € {1,2,--- , N}, provided that the positive number ¢ is small

enough.

From the definition of the set A (e, w; |1, 01%), it is not very difficult
to understand that it is convex for each k = 1,2,--- , N. Hence, their
union is also convex. This means that the set g (e, wi|X1,00) of
Eq.(18) is approximately convex when ¢ is sufficiently small, noting that
every element of the set Ay (e, w;|Y 1,0 with k € {1,2,--- , N}, has
an Euclidean norm much less than 1 under this situation.

Based on these observations, it is possible to clarify whether or not
there are some sloppy directions for the parameter vector value [°)
particular, for each k = 1,2,--- , N, define a set Ay (e, w; |y, 9[0]) as

K (5 Wz'z 179[0] {mAl 8 Wl'z 179[0])}m
=1
&= (@ille, 0)(0—0") + [1 = § (il Ly, 6)x
¢ S (@iliy, 0]
Sh(wily, 00 -0y =0, €0, neRr"

Then the search for a sloppy direction of the parameter vector value 6°’
can in principle be implemented as follows.
o Initialize the vector £ O] a5 13 o — Ons
e Foreachi=1,2,---,ns, compute a vector f[i]
recursively as follows

€ = arg max€" 5" (wiliLy, 0 S (wil 21,07 €

s.t. &€ Kk(s,wi|f\;1, 0[0])\span{£[0], 5[1],
wl = TG (wil Ly, 010 5 (wil s, 01 €1

In this procedure, the integer k& can be selected to be any element of the
set {1,2,3,---, N}, and the computed wl, wi, ... wl™! in principle
do not depend on its choice. On the other hand, the obtained w™!| y:l]
approximately reveal information of the distances from the parameter
vector value 0% to the boundary of the set @f(e,w;|q,0° )N O
in each extreme direction, from which existence of sloppy directions
can be detected. In addition, the absolute and relative sloppiness met-

rics Sm[E]Q(6 wi| N1, 01%) and SmlM (e, wi| Y, 6 of the descriptor

and a quantity wl?

, €1y

system X at the parameter value 0[0] can be directly shown to have
respectively the following expressions,

Vawlll
Sml (e, w; |V, 01 = % + 0(e%)
[1]
Sm[ET](vaiHv:lva[O]) = qjﬁn ] + 0(52)

However, it is worthwhile to point out that the optimizations involved in
the above procedure include a problem of maximizing a convex function
over a convex set, which is well known to be NP-hard in general [23]. A
possible solution is to replace the set A (e, w; |1, 0!°)) with an ellipsoid

which include this set as a subset and has the minimum volume in
searching the maximum distance from its boundary to the parameter vector
value 0% | while replace this set with an ellipsoid which is contained
in this set as a subset and has the maximum volume in searching the
minimum distance from its boundary to the parameter vector value 9L]
When these replacements are available, an explicit expression can be
obtained respectively for an approximation to the absolute sloppiness
metric and the relative sloppiness metric, which are similar to that when
the Frobenius norm is adopted to measure frequency response deviations.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper investigates identifiability and sloppiness for the parameters
of a descriptor system when they are required to be estimated from its
frequency responses. Under the condition that system matrices depend
on its parameters through an LFT and an associated TFM is of FNRR,
a necessary and sufficient condition is derived for global parameter
identifiability at a particular value with a set of finitely many frequency
responses. This condition is based on the rank of a matrix, and can
be verified recursively. The latter is computationally quite attractive in
analysis and synthesis of a large scale NDS. An algorithm is suggested
to find a set of frequencies with which the frequency responses of the
system are capable to uniquely determine its parameters. Two metrics are
proposed respectively for measuring absolute and relative sloppiness of
the parameter vector at a prescribed value. An ellipsoid approximation
is given for the set consisting of all the parameter values with which
the frequency response of the corresponding descriptor system deviates
within a prescribed distance, from that corresponding to a globally
identifiable parameter vector value. Explicit formulas are also obtained
for the suggested absolute and relative sloppiness metrics.

APPENDIX: PROOF OF SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS
Proof of Lemma 5 Let D; ! (), 0)N; (), 0) and N(X, 0)D; (X, 6) denote
respectively the left an right coprime factorizations of the TFM H(A, 6) of
the descriptor system X, in which D;(X, 6), Dy (), 0), Ni(A,0) and Ny.()\, 0)
are MVPs of degree M with M being a finite positive integer.

Assume that the descriptor system X is of continuous time. Moreover,
assume that there are two parameter vectors # € ® and 0 € © that satisfy
the following equality ~
H(jw;,0) (al)

at N distinct frequency samples w;, ¢ = 1,2,--- , N. Then according to the
left and right coprime factorizations of the associated TFM, we have that for
eachi=1,2,---,N,

H(jw;, 0) =

Dy(jwi, 0)Nr(jwi, 0) = Ni(jwi, 0) Dy (jw;, 0) (a2)

On the other hand, as all the involved MVPs have a finite degree M, it
is obvious that there exist real valued matrices A;(0,6) and B;(0,0) with
1=0,1,---,2M, such that

2M 2M

ZA(@G WAL NN, 0) Dy (A, 0) = ZB(@@

(a3)
This implies that Eq.(a2) can be equivalently rewritten as
Ag]w(@, g)] (W (wl\f\;l) ® I)

B2M(97§)] (W (wiliLy) ® 1)

Dy(\, 0)N, (A, 0)

[Ao(e,§) A1(6,0)

- [30(97 9) B1(9,0) (ad)

in which
1 1 1
N JwN
w (Wi\¢:1) =
)2M

)2JM )QJVI

(le (Jwz (JwN

It is obvious from matrix analyzes [7] that when N > 2M + 1 and wl\f\’: 1
are different, the matrix W (w;|Y_;) is always of FRR, which further implies



that the Kronecker product W (wl|£i 1) ® I is of FRR. As a matter of fact,
when N = 2M + 1, the aforementioned matrix W (w;|2Y;) is actually an
Vandermonde matrix whose determinant is not equal to zero, provided that the
frequencies w1, wa, - - -, wapr41 are distinct from each other. It can therefore
be declared from Eq.(ad) that

[406,0) 41(0,8) -+ A421(6,5)]
= [Bo(.0) Bi(6,8) - Bani(6,0)] (a5)
On the basis of this equality and Eq.(@3), we have that
Dy(A\, )N (A, 0) = Ni(\, 0)Dr (A, 0) (ab)
which is equivalent to that
H(\60) = H()0) (a7)
The proof can now be completed through an application of Lemma [Il O

Proof of Lemma [6f Denote the real and imaginary parts of the matrices Viy
and Uty ; respectively by Vi1, and Vi1 5, Urp 1 and Upg,p;. Then from the
SVD of the matrix II, we have that

I, +40; = (Umair +jUH,1j)E(VnT,,~ _er{j)
= (Unar SV, + 50,155 ) + 3 (—Un,1 BV + U,y ST, (a8)

We therefore have that

O = | _ | Ui —Unay X 0| Vo, —Vm; r (29)
11, IL, Un,1j Un,1r 0 || Vi, Vi,
T
L] = _ 1E O VI Vg
[H'r H] } = [ UH,IT Ul'[,l] ] |: 0 b ] [ Vl'[,j VH,T j| (8.10)

On the other hand, from the fact that both the matrix [UH,I U]'[’Q] and the
matrix V7 are unitary, it can be directly shown that

[Un,n —Un,u} |:UH,1'r _UH,lj]T _7 @ll)

Un,1j Un,ir Un,1j Un,ir o

[t ][ 1] o
Vi, ; Vi, r Vi,; Vi,r o

UH,1rU§71T + UH,UU{U + Un,erggT + UH,2]'U§’2J' =1 (al3)

As the unitary matrix Viy is square, Eq.(al2) implies further that the matrix

Vi Vi | ... .
’ ’ is invertible.
[ V5 Vi,
Therefore

—II —II

- -1
11 i II i T
e ([ R [E R]) oeon
g B _ > 0 Vi —Vo,j
=1 ([Uﬂ’“ UH’IJ}[O szn,j Vi, )
Unir =Una | |2 0 | Vi, —Vin; TX
Un,ij Un,ir 0 X |V,
-1
Vi 1\ %
VH,T

VH,T
Un,ir —Un,ij X 0| | Vi,
Ur,ij Un,1r 0 X V5

T
) 0 Vi r -V 57
([ Unir  —Un,ij } [ 0 E} [VE:J' VE,Z ])
=1- [UH,IT 7UH,1J' ] [Ul'[,lr 7UH’1j ]T
= [Unzr Unsj][Unar Unajl® @4
This completes the proof. 0

Proof of Theorem [} Assume that there is a 0*] € ® which is different
from 610 and satisfies H(A, ol* ) — H(#,®9) = 0. Moreover, assume that

olo] — col{G,[CO]\Zzl and 6% = col{&,[:]|zzl}. Then according to the
definition of the TFM H (), 6) given in Eq.(@), we have that

H, 0y — H(x, 019
= Gy { PO L. = GouWPO)

[, — P(al"hczv(x)rlP(eWU} Gau(N)

X

= Gyo(N)[Im, — POIOHG.,(N)]~ |:Z(9 o p

[T =GN PEM)] 71 G2u (V)
0 (al5)

According to Lemmal[I] the structure of the descriptor system X is not globally
identifiable at this specific parameter vector 09 € @, if and only if there is
a parameter vector 01*] € @ that is different from the parameter vector 9!
and satisfies the above equation.

Note that

q
vec (Z(GLO] — GL*])PI@>

k=1

Z(e —olr

= \1/(9 — ot

vec(Pk)

(al6)

It is obvious that if the matrix ¥ is not of FCR and the descriptor system
3(0[91) is regular and well-posed, then there certainly exists a parameter vector
0* € ©, which is different from the parameter vector 6[ 1, such that the
associated descriptor system X(019)) is regular, and H (X, 01*)) — H(), 0[01) =
0. That is, the descriptor system X is not globally identifiable at this particular
parameter vector (%, This further means that to guarantee that the descriptor
system X is globally identifiable, it is necessary that the matrix ¥ is of FCR.
Assume now that the matrix ¥ is of FCR and the TFM G, () is of FNRR.
Note that the invertibility of the TEM I, — Gy (A)P(61*]) is guaranteed
by the regularity and well-posedness assumptions of the descriptor system
33(6[*]). Then it is obvious from Eq.@I3) that H(X,01*1) — H(X,0%) =0 is
equivalent to

GyoN)[Im, — POYGLy(N)] 71 [Z(a —ohp ] =0 (@l
k=1
From the Smith-McMillan form of the TFM Gy, (), the above equation
can be further equivalently expressed as
Uyo,t (N Eyo (N Vyly 1 W) [T, —P(01) G20 (A

[Z(e —ohp ] =0

(al8)

Recall that the MVP [Uyy,1(X) Uyo,2(N)] is unimodular, while 3, (X) is

diagonal with every diagonal element being a nonzero rational function. It is

obvious that both Uy, 1(\) and 3, (\) are of FNCR. We therefore have that
Eq.(@I8) is equivalent to

)Gz (A —ofhp =0 @19

Vyo, i (WlIm, — P(6°)

Z<9

On the basis of this equality, arguments similar to the proof of Lemma
show that when that when the TFM G..(\) is of FNRR, the descriptor
system X is globally identifiable at a particular parameter vector 010, if and
only if there exists a set of frequency samples, say w;|XY_,, with finitely many
elements, such that for every parameter vector #* € ©, the satisfaction of
the following equality

q
VL (Gwn) Em, — P01 Gy ()] {Zw}f]@;&*bpk =0 (220)

k=1

at each i = 1,2,--- , N, implies that 60*] = l0],

Note that the MVP [Vy,, 1(A) Vyp,2(A)] is unimodular. We therefore have
that [Vyu,1(A) Vyw,2(A)] ™! is also unimodular that is well defined at each
A € C. These mean that at every w € R, the following equality

Vi G)

: Voo (jw) Voo ()] = T
Vy[:LUn’U,Q] (]w) [ yv,l(Jw) yv,2(Jw)}

(a21)




is valid, and the complex matrix Vy[L"U’Q] (jw) is of FRR.

From these relations and the definition of the MVF TI(), ) given in Eq.(8),
it is not hard to show that Eq.(a20) is satisfied by a parameter vector 8*], if
and only if there exists a complex matrix A(jw;), such that

[Z(e — ol

Let A,(w;) and Aj(w;) stand respectively for the real and imagi-
nary parts of the complex matrix A(jwi) Moreover, denote for brevity
the matrices [T (w;, 0101) —II; (w;, 61D)], 11 (w ,01%) T, (w;, 01)] and
col {Ar(wi) Aj(ws)} respectlvely by I (ws, 09), TL; (w;, 0191) and A(w;).

= I(jwi, 01 A(juw:) (a22)

Note that all the matrices Pj|f_;, as well as all the scalars 9[ ]\ _, and
911[C lja »—1- are real. The above equality can be equivalently rewritten as
g — JE—
{Z ol — gl ] = T, (ws, 019)A(w;) (a23)
I (wi, 019 A(w;) = 0 (a24)

From the definition of the matrix ¥ given in Eq.(I0) and the vectorization
of both sides of Egs.(a23) and (a24), we further have that

w00 — gl*ly = (1 ® T, (wi, 9[01)) vec(A(w;)) (a25)

(1 ®TL; (wi,elol)) vec(A(wi)) = 0 (a26)
When the matrix ¥ is of FCR, the matrix Vg o of Eq.(IT) is empty. On
the other hand, from the SVD of the matrix ¥ given by Eq.(IT), we have that
the matrix Uy 2 is of FCR and U‘%’Q\If = 0. It can be directly declared from
Lemma [ that, there exists a parameter vector 61*] satisfying Eq.@23) if and
only if
ul, (1 ® T, (ws, 9[01)) vec(A(wi)) = 0 (a27)
Moreover, for a particular complex matrix A(w;) satisfying this condition,
there is an unique A% that satisfies Eq.(a23) which can be expressed as
follows,

gl*]

o 4 (gTg)-1yT (1 @ T, (wi, 9[01)) vec(A(wi))

— 004 vyng Ul (1 ®ﬁr(wi,€[0]))vec(2(wi)) (a28)

Assume now that there exists a frequency sample w1, such that the matrix
ﬁj(wl,G[O]) is of FCR. Then according to the properties of Kronecker
matrix products, the matrix I ® IT;(w1,0[%) is also FCR. It can therefore
be declared that at this frequency sample, Eq.(a28) is satisfied only by the
vector vec(A(wi)) = 0. On the basis of Eq.(a28), this further means that
olx] = glol,

Now assume that for each w € R, the matrix ﬁj (w, ol
For a given series of frequencies wi, wa, --

D(w; [N, 001 as follows,

01y is not of FCR.
-, wp, define a real matrix

Frl(wz\l 1,01%)
Fr 2(‘“2‘1 179[0)
plo

]
D(w;| L, 000) = ]
Ty ("%‘1:17 ])

in which the sub-matrices T'y1(w;i|N,,00), Tyo(w;|Y,,00) and
j(wi| ¥, 001) have respectively the following definitions,

Pra(erly, 0% = [ @il 6 Trz(ewliy, 0]
UL, (1@ T (wn,0)

UL (I ® T, (wr,00))
Ty (wi] Yy, 010) = .

UL, (I T (w1, 00))
Tra(wil g, 01%) = diag{ng,l (I®ﬁr(wi,9[0])) \f\L2}
Pra(il Ly, 00) = diag {UF (10 T (i, 0%)) X, }

T (il Ly, 010 = diag { (1@ 1T, (i, 01°)) 12, }

Then the equalities of Eqgs.(a26)-@28) mean that there exists a parameter
vector 0[], such that the constraint of Eq.@20) is simultaneously satisfied at
each w; with ¢ = 1,2,--- | N, if and only if there exist a series of complex
matrices the complex matrix A(jw;) such that

I(w; | N4, 01 col { vec(Z(wi))“\[_l} =0 (a29)
Moreover, there is only one parameter vector 9*] that simultaneously satisfies
these constraints, which is actually the parameter vector 60 itself, if and only
if the matrix T'(w;|¥,,0[) is of FCR.

Note that a real matrix is of FCR, when and only when the product of its
transpose and itself is positive definite. The above arguments mean that the
descriptor system X is globally identifiable at the particular vector 0, if and
only if there exist a series of frequency samples w;, ¢ = 1,2,---, N, such
that

IT (@i |2, 0N (w3 | X4, 00) = T (wil Xy,
F;I‘:Q(wilgilv 9[0])Fr,2(wi|£\;17 9[
IT (@il Xy, 00N (wi 4, 017

>0

0N rl 2, 00) +
O]) +

(a30)

To simplify expressions, in the remaining of this proof, the de-
pendence on the parameter vector 00 is omitted for all the matri-
ces I‘(wl|N1,9[0]), Dr1(w; [N, 0000), Tyo(wi| Y, 000), Tj(w;|X,,0000),
0, (w;, 009) and TI;(w;, 01°1).

Define matrices F[ ](wl|z:
as

A . _
@il = =) { (16T @) UsaUf, (19 T(w) }
[T (w)) Us nUF (10T (w) |2,
I®ﬁf(w3) UW71U$’1 (I®ﬁ,~(w1)) 7{\;2

) f[f}] (wi ‘f\; ) and F[22] (wz\ 1) respectively

2 |M ) = -

—T
(18T @n) Uy 1% (T (w) X,
~ . _T
FPY @ill) = diag { (1T (@) U aUF, (1 9 Tr(w) [, )
Then from the definitions of the associated matrices, it is straightforward to
show that
P willy) F””% X))
Fz:l(wi‘i\;l)rhl(wiu\;l): plel 1 tet .
oy Nwil¥y) 02 Hwillly)
ET @il )Tra (il = diag { (1 9 TI7 (@) ) Uw2U3 »
(I @ T (wi)) {21}

) (I T (ws)) - 1}

PT @il )Ty @illy) = diag { (10 T

Substitute these equalities into Eq.(a30Q), we have that
S[21]T
F[r,l] (wil 2y

Tor(wi| ) )
Taz(will¥y)

@il ) =

I (@i L) (wil{L) = [
in which
(il ) =(V = 1) (T& T (wn)) Ve aUF y (T @ T (1)) +

(10T (1) Ua 20 2 (T T () + (T T (1)) (T @ T, (wr)
_ . 7 _
Tan(wil X)) =diag {1 @ TT} (@) (V1 UE, + U 2U o) (T @ T (1)) +

T _
(181 @) (1T w)) 1.

From the definitions of the matrices Uy 1 and Uy 2, which are given by
Eq.(TI), we have that the matrix [Uw,1 Uw,2] is orthogonal, which means
that U‘1,71U$’1 + U\I/’2U$2 = I and Ug’qu,’l = I, in which the identity
matrices are of different dimensions. On the other hand, recall that the TEFM I—

P(0)G 5y () is guaranteed to be invertible when 8 = 6%, by the regularity and
well-posedness assumptions Al) and A2). In addition, the MVP Vy[znm?] N



is of FRR for each A € C. Hence the definition of the MVF II(}, #) given by
Eq.(8) implies that TI(jw, 8[%) is of FCR at each w € R. This further means
that at each 4 = 1,2,---, N, the matrix col{TI,(w;), II;(w;)} is of FCR.
Hence the matrix ﬁf (W) T (wi) + ﬁ? (w;)ILj (w;) is always invertible.

On the basis of these observations, we further have that

Taa (wif X)) =diag { (T & TT} (@) (1 & T (w1)) +

(1o @) (1o T w)

N
i=2
N
=2

which implies that the matrix T2z (w;|XY ;) is always invertible. In addition,
using the conclusions of Lemma |6l the following relation is obtained,

:diag{ [I ® (ﬁf(wi)ﬁr(wi) + ﬁ?(wi)ﬁj (wl))}
>0

(a32)

7= N S[21)T N \5—1 N \n[21 N
T (wili=q) — F[r,1] (wili=1)T a2 (wi|¢:1)FL,1](wi|¢:1)

=(N=1) (I8TL (1)) Us 1 UL,y (T&TT(w1)) + (18T} (1)) Us U7 5 %
(1eT )+ (16T () (TeTWw)) - i{(f@ﬁf(wl)) x
=2

VeaUg, (10T (@) [1® (T (@) () +T @) )]
(I®ﬁz(wi)) U\ple‘;l (I ®ﬁr(<—d1))}

- (1®ﬁf(w1) (1®ﬁj(w1)) + (1®ﬁf(w1)) Uy 2UT , (I®ﬁr(w1))+

(N-1) (I@ﬁf(wl)) Uw UL, (I®ﬁr(w1)) - (1®ﬁf(w1)) Uw U | x

i:ZN; {1 ® [ﬁr(wi) (ﬁf(wi)ﬁr(wi) + 10 (wo)TL; (wi)) -t ﬁf(wi)] } "

Uy U (1 ®ﬁT(w1))

- (1®ﬁf(w1)) (1 ®ﬁj(w1)) + (1 ®ﬁf(wl)) Uy 2UL , (I®ﬁT(w1))+

(1 ® ﬁf(wl)) Uy UL, i {1 -I® [ﬁr(wi) (ﬁf(wi)ﬁT(wi) +
=2

— -1

1] (@0l () 17 )| b Uwa U (1010 (o)
= (reT; (wl))T(1®ﬁj (@) +[UF.2 (1®ﬁr(w1))r (082 (1T @)]+

N T
3 { [(1® Un2r@:) Unj@i)”) UsaUd, (10T (@)] x

=2

[(1® Wnar@:) Unoj@i)") UeaUd, (10T @)]} @)

Note that the requirement that the matrix I'(w;|¥ ;) is of FCR is equivalent
to the requirement that the matrix I'"'(w; |, )T'(w; | ,) is positive definite.
If the matrix IT,(w1) is of FCR. It is obvious from the Schur complement
theorem [7], Eq.@3I) and the last equality of the above equation that, the
matrix I'7 (w; | )I'(w;] ) is positive definite. Hence, the matrix I'(w;|Y ;)
is of FCR. On the other hand, when the matrix IL; (w1 ) is not of FCR, it can
also be declared from Egs.(a31) and (@33), as well as the aforementioned
equivalence, that the matrix I'(w;|)¥,) is of FCR, if and only if the following
matrix is of FCR,

Ul (w ' B
I (I®[ UET;w DUMU& (I ® T, (w1))

According to Lemma [2] and properties of Kronecker matrix products, the

latter is equivalent to that the next matrix is of FCR,
Ug 2 (I @ T (wr))
Ut , (w —
(I® [ 11,2r (@2) }) Uy Uy (I @1 (w1))

) (rom, @)

(I@ [ Ug,Qr(wN)

U§,2j(w1\’)

which is further is equivalent to that the following matrix is of FCR,

]) UthU\;l (I@ﬁr(wl))

T
Ug o

(I ® |: UE,Qr(w2)

Uy UL
U%,Qj(WQ) ]) v,1Yw 1

<I® [ﬁr(wl)ﬁjl,r(wl)]) (a34)

UT . (wn) D
I® II,2r U, UT
I ( |: Ulz[ﬂ’gj(WN) v,1Yy 1

To guarantee that the above matrix is of FCR, it is obvious that the matrix
I® [ﬁr(wl)ﬁir (wl)] must be FCR. According to the properties of matrix

Kronecker products, the latter is equivalent to that the matrix TT, (wl)ﬁj:r (w1)
is of FCR.

From the definition of the matrix Z(w1), it is obvious that the matrix
{I ® E(w1)} is of FRR. In addition,

(I ®=(w1)} {1 ® [ﬁr(wl)ﬁ;(wl)} } —I® [E(wl)ﬁy(wl)njf,ﬂ(wl) -0

On the basis of these properties of the matrix =(w1) and Lemma [2] we
have that the matrix of Eq.(a34) is of FCR, if and only if the following matrix
is of FCR,

U2 ]
I®E(wr)

e )
I® II,2r U, UT
( l: U§72j(w2) v,1Yy 1

U 50 wn) D
Io| % Uy UY
I ( l: U§,2j(wN) v,1 w,1

Recall that U‘{’QU\I,J =0 and U‘{’lU\p’l = I. It can be straightforwardly
shown, once again on the basis of Lemma[2] that the above matrix is of FCR,
if and only if the following matrix is of FCR,

I® E(w1)

Ul 2, (w2)
I II,2r U, UT
( ® |: U§’2j(w2) v,1Yy 1

Uy 1

e )
I® II,2r U, UT
( l: Ulz[ﬂ’gj(WN) v,1Yy 1 |
which is further equivalent to that the following matrix is of FCR,

(I ®E(w1))Uw,1

(I@ [ Ug’QT(wQ) ]) Uy 1

U§,2j(“’2)

(I® { UT 5 (wn) D -

U%,Qj(wN)

Through an direct application of Lemmal[2] it can be proven that the latter is
equivalent to that the following matrix is of FCR, noting that UL ,Uy 1 =0
and Uy ; is of FCR.

Ug »
(w1
[Un,2r(w2) Um,z;(w2)]T
I® .

[Ut1,2r (wN) .Ul'I,2j (wn)]T



This completes the proof. o
Proof of Lemma [7} From the definition of the right coprime factorization of
a TFM [8, [19], it can be directly declared that D()\) is square and invertible
at each A\ = jw with w € R for a continuous time system, and A = e/* with
w € R for a discrete time system. Denote the real and imaginary parts of
D~ 1(jw) respectively by DL”W] (w) and Dg.im’] (w). Then we have that the
following matrix is invertible

D) ol | w5
and
NGw) = M)+l @)
= [Ne(@) + N @)] x [DE™(w) + 1DI™ ()]
= [Me@DF™ @) = N; @)D ™ w)] +
3 [Ni@)DE"™ (@) + Ne(@) DI w)] - (a36)
Hence
L)~ ]| _[New) —Nj@)] [ D) —piw)
11 (w) Hr(w)}f[Nj(w) Nr(w)} {Dy"”}(w) Dii"”(w)

(a37)
From this relation and the invertibility of the matrix in Eq.(a33), it can be
straightforwardly shown that

Dl‘znv] w D[znv] w -1
[M,60) )] = { P G Mg ] (Vi) M) ]}
J T
(a38)
which further leads to that
[Mr(w) = T(w)] [ (w) ()],
B DLZTLU] (w) 7D[vinv] (w)
- ([ N’"(w) _Nj (w) } |: Dgww] (w) Diznv] (w) X
pi™w)  —plmlw) ] '
D[znv] (w) D{znv] (w) [ Nj (w) Ny (UJ) ] r
g T
= Ne@) = N;j@)]INj(@) Ne(@)y (a39)
and therefore completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2} From the definitions of the MVPs N,.(\) and N, (),
it is obvious that at each w € R, the following equality is valid
N(jw) = Ni(w) + jN; (@) (a40)
On the other hand, from the constructions of the MVP V%M’ﬂ (), we
have that it is of FRR at each A € C and

[N;(\) No(\)] V. Z"”T(A) = Uz, (V350

VWT’I(A)V%WXUQ]T(A)

Usea ) (V2 o, 0)
(ad1)

= 0

These mean that at each w € R, the column vectors of the matrix VEM’Q]T(w)
consist of a basis of the right null space of the matrix [Nj (w) Ny (w)]
Using similar arguments, it can be shown that for every w € R, the row
vectors of the matrix U ¢ [inv:2} () consist of a basis of the left null space of
the matrix [N,n(w) — N j(w )} [N (w) Nr(w)]
The proof can now be completed using the Conclusmns of Lemmafll ¢
Proof of Theorem [3t From Eqs. (8) and (I3), we have that

UL (=X, 0)UL (=X, 0)TI(), 6)
II(), 6)

[Uin (=X, 0)Uout (=X, 0)]7

iAo}

{IT = PO Voo {7 = POG 0 VTP )

0 (a42)

Recall that at each A = jw, an outer function is square and invertible [19].
Note also that both the TFM U;, (X, 0) and the TFM Uowyi(—A, 6) are real
MVFs. We therefore have that at each w € R,

Ul (jw, 0)I1(jw,0) = 0

On the other hand, recall that at each A\ = jw, the product of the conjugate
transpose of an inner MVF and itself is equal to an identity matrix [19]. This
implies that Uy, (jw, 0) is of FCR and U (jw, 0)Usp, (jw, 0) = 1.

The proof can now be completed through comparing dimensions of the
matrix Uiy (jw, 0) and the matrix Urp 2 (jw, 0). %
Proof of Theorem [ For an arbitrary parameter vector § € ®, define a TFM
Apr (A, 0) and a real matrix Ap(6) respectively as

q
)= (6 — 0Py
k=1

Then from the definition of the TFM H(),#), it can be straightforwardly
shown that

A\ 0)=Gyu(N) [pr(elol)cw(x)] AP (O) L= [T Gan (V) X

(a43)

Ap (A, 0) = H(X,0) — HQ,0), (a44)

_ -1 _
P(e[OJ)} 1c:zv(A)Ap(e)} [IfGZU(A)P(G[O])} G (N) (@45)

Assume that w; € R in which ¢ = 1,2,--- | N, and w; is different from
w; whenever i # j. Moreover, assume that A; with i = 1,2,--- ,N, is a
complex matrix with a dimension compatible with that of the TFM Ag (A, 0).
Then according to Lemma[3] and Eq.(a43), there exists a parameter vector 6 in
the set ©, such that A (jw;, ) = A, for each ¢ = 1,2,--- , N, only when
the complex matrix A; satisfies the following conditions simultaneously,

Ulr 2 Gw)a, =0, AVEM T (Gwg) =0 (a46)

These further imply that there exists one and only one complex matrix A;,
such that

Ai = Uyo 1 (jwi) BV 1 (jw:) (a47)

recalling that at each w € R, both the matrix Uy, [inv.2] (jw) and the
matrix V1" (jw) are of FRR, and quvm’2 (jw)Uyv,1(jw) = 0 and
ylinv.2] (Jw)Vzu,1(jw) = 0.

Substitute this expression into Eq.(a43) and note that both the matrix
Uyy,1(jw) and the matrix V,1(jw) are of FCR whenever w € R, while
both the matrix ¥, (jw) and the matrix X.,(jw) are square and invertible,
we further have that if Ag(jw;, 0) = A, then

2y GBSz o) =V 1 Gen) [T- PO G Go)] Ap(0) x
—1 -1
{I— [I—sz(jwi)P(e[O])] sz(jwi)AP(g)} X

[1 - sz(jwi)P(G[O])] T U o) (ad8)

According to Lemma [l Eq.@48) is equivalent to the following equality

Vi () s ) o) i (eon)UL™ (i) + A -
Vy[z)nv Hr (Jwi)V, yv, 1(JWZ)A(JWZ)UZM 1(Jwi)Uz L] (]Wz)

= [1-PE)G= (i) pr){l— [zfczv(m)P(e[”])] T

Geulio) Ap(0)) 1 = GeuGeon) P(61)] (@49)

in which A(jw;) is an arbitrary complex matrix with a compatible dimension.

When the TFM G.. () is of FNRR, the MVP U, 2()) is empty and the
MVP U1 () is square and invertible at each A € C. Under such a situation,
the above equation can be further reduced to

VT G S5 Gun) B S 5 Gun) UL (ug) +

(1= Vi GV, 4 Gon)] AGer)

- [I—P(G[O])sz(jwi)]7 AP(G){I— [I—sz(jwi)P(G[O]) x

Gu(j)Ap(0)) 71 = Gau(iw) PO (250)



Denote A(jw;) {I—Gzv(jw;) [P(001) + Ap(0)]} by A(jw;). Note that
P(019) + Ap(6) = P(6) according to their definitions. Moreover, the TFM
I—G.»(X)P(0) is guaranteed to be invertible for each parameter vector 6 €
© from the regularity and well-posedness assumptions Al) and A2). It is
obvious that the mapping between the complex matrices A(jw;) and A(jw;)
are bijective.

With these symbols, as well as the MVF II()\,0) defined by Eq.(8),
the relation between Ap(#) and A; given by Eq.(a30) can be equivalently
rewritten as follows,

Ap(0)=®;(jw;, 0 A @y (juwi, 0 [0])+H(J'wz 01 A (juws) +

(s, OO)REL (o) UL (i) Gao (i) Ap (0) - (a51)
which can be further expressed equivalently as
[+ @ueos, 0D B 25 o) UL () G ()| A (0)
= @ (jeor, 0O R @r (jeos, 01%) + T (Gewy, 1)) A (juwy) (a52)

Note that the maximum singular value of a matrix and its Frobenius norm,
that is, the square root of the sum of the square of its elements, are two
equivalent norms [, [7]. It can therefore be declared that when e is small
enough, it is certain that for each i = 1,2,--- , N, 5(4;) << 1. As
the maximum singular values of the complex matrices ®;(jw,6), 5.1 (jw),
Uz[lum A (jw) and Gy (jw) are bounded for each w € R and each 0 € ©, it
is obvious that

E(@l(jwi,e[ NA;

Therefore, under such an assumption, Eq.(@32)) can be approximately written
as

(le) znv 2 (JWZ)GZU(]wz)) <<1

Ap(0) & @ (jwi, )R ®, (jws, 0) + T (jwi, 0 A(jw:)  (a53)

or equivalently as
Ap(0) 0NN &, (jws, 01%) + T (jws, 01 A(Guw;) +
O (maz {7%(8:),5(8:) x T(A(jw:))}) (a54)

= (jwi,

Denote the real and imaginary parts of the complex matrices A(jw;)
and A; respectlvely by Ar(w;), Aj(w;), Ai and A; ;. Moreover, denote
vec (col {A;(w;), Aj(wi)}) and vec (col{Az . ”}) by a@(w;) and
€;7,. Vectorize both sides of Eq.@34). Direct matrix operations show that
Eq.(@34) is equal to the following two equatlons

(001 = [T, (wi, 01%)] a(w) +Qr (i, 01)E i +0 (IEN13) @55
[7 @0, 01| aws) + Qs (i, 0, = O (IIE,113)

Here, with a little abuse of terminology, O (||¢;]|2) stands for
o (maz {HEHZH%, € grsll % HE(wZ)H}), in order to simplify expressions.

On the basis of the SVD of the matrix ¥, as well as Lemma H] it can be
declared that there is a parameter vector § € ©, such that Eq.(@33) is satisfied,
if and only if there exist a real vector @(w;) and a real vector £ ,, such that

U8 o { [10Th (@i, 0] alwr)+Qr (wi, 6°)E s, } =0 (IE: 1)

In addition, when this condition is satisfied and the matrix ¥ is of FCR, the
desirable parameter vector 6 is uniquely determined by the associated vectors
a(w;) and &gy, that can be expressed as

0=001+vy 3 UF | { [T (i, 6] a(w:) +Qr (wi, 00)E |+
O (I&113)

Denote the vectors col {a(w;)|Y; } and col {sz v .} respectively by a
and €. Then on the basis of Eqgs.(a36) and @38), similar arguments as those
in the proof of Theorem [1] show that, when Zf\le [|A;]|% < e and € is small
enough, there is a parameter 6 in the set ©, such that Ay (jw;,0) = A; is
satisfied at each ¢ = 1,2, ---, if and only if there exists a real vector a, such

that B
(I1€113)

Here, once again in order to simplify expressions, O (||EH§) is adopted to
denote O (mazx {|€xI3. 1€ x [[@ll}).

(a56)

(a57)

(a58)

D(wilXq,00a + Qwi X, 00, =0 (a59)

When the parameter vector value 6% of the descriptor system 3 is globally
identifiable from its frequency responses at the frequencies w;|XY ;, Theorem
[Mreveals that the matrix I'(w;|Y_;, 617) is of FCR. The above equation means
that, if it has a solution, then the Euclidean norm of the vector @ must be in
the same order as that of the vector €. It can therefore be declared from
Lemma [4] that this equation is equivalent to that

T (@il i, 0w 24, 01DE = O (IIEml13) (a60)
which can be further expressed equivalently as
€ = Si€n +0 (1IEnl3) (a1)

in which £ is an arbitrary real vector with a compatible dimension.
On the other hand, when the matrix I'(w;|2,,0[%) is of FCR, Egs.(@39)
and (@6I) means that

@ = Si@ilX, 0)En + 0 (I1€nl3)

The proof can now be completed by puttmg Eqs.@4D), (@38, @6I) and
2) together, recalling that £;; = col {€,], }, as well as A =7+
jA 5,5 and £, = vec (col {A; ., A;;}) foreach i =1,2,--- ,N. O
Proof of Theorem [Bt For brevity, the dependence on the frequencies w;|
and/or the parameter vector value 6[% is omitted for all the matrices and sets
in this proof.

From the assumption that the set ® is open, it can be declared that for
each k = 1,2,---, N, there exists a positive number 5L0], such that for every
posmve number ¢ satisfying e < aL ], we have that 0101 + g, ¢ € © for every
e G)p(a) On the other hand, when 0% + g, £ € © for each £ € @F(e)
we have that the set © (e, w;|Y,,0[) is approximately to be a subset of
the set ©, provided that ¢ is sufficiently small.

Note that for each £ € R"™s, we have

N N
" (z SHHSJ) e=cr (z (s + SHSJD ¢

(a62)

i=1 i=1

It can therefore be declared that the problem of maximizing ||.§; & |2 under
the constraint £ € c) r(e) can be equivalently written as

max (79T, &
oot €7 (S0 [ S+ F Fns] ) €= 2

Let 1 be a Lagrange multiplier, and construct a Lagrangian function J(u, §)
as follows,

N
T(1,€) = %Hsﬁs;&—g {ET (Z (3780 + S,Tk]%kj]> = a}

i=1

(a63)

Then the first order optimization condition with respect to the vector £ can be
expressed as follows,

aJ(u, §) N B B )
GIS) {%TSc - NZ [&}:k,r%,k,r + %Tk]&‘{kg] }5 =0 (a64)

¢ i=1
meaning that the optimal &, denote by 5([:;” is associated with a generalized
N
eigenvalue of the matrix pair <Z [g}?k,r%,k,r + S}:k’jSI,k,j} , ,%T&> ,
i=1

which is given by Eq.(IZ). In particular, let £[*] be an eigenvector associated

with the i-th generalized eigenvalue p!%l of this matrix pair, i = 1,2, --- , ns.
Then there exists a positive scalar a!?l, such that
g[maz] _ a[i]g[i] (a65)

opt

Substitute this expression into the constraint of the optimization problem
of Eq.(a&3), it is obvious that the constraint is satisfied if and only if

N
a[,’]Qﬁ[i]T {Z [gk,rs‘l,k,r + S‘Zk,j%,k,]} }5[1] =€ (366)

=1



Hence
olil = — c (a67)
gl {Z [SH frFodor + S 3, ,w] } glil
i=1
and
I3 .
glmael = - el (a68)
fhuj{E:[S{kmSLkW‘FS$kJSLkJ}}§M
i=1
meaning that the Euclidean norm of the optimal vector, that is, §0pt ], is in
the same order of /e.
Combining this equation with Eq., we further have that
ogttaac]TSC %ggvgtax [1]2 % ch
N
= ullali2glaT {Z [S{Tks“ + 585 500] } ¢l
i=1

implying that the optimal value of the optimization problem of Eq.(a63) is
equal to ulle, and the Correspondmg parameter vector value that reaches the
maximum of ||§ — 9 (|2, denote it by ¢/ is given by Eq.(@a68) with ¢!?
being fixed to be £[1

Foreach k =2,3,---
problem,

opt’

, ns, formulate recursively the following optimization

maxfT%TScf N B N N
s. t. gT (Zfil [ka,r%ykw + ‘%?k]s'l k,j} E=¢

&€ € R™s\span {E([,ﬂw 5([)21,]t7 e fol:,t 2

Then on the basis of the properties of singular values and the above arguments,
it can also be shown that the optimal value of this optimization problem is
equal to ul*le, while the associated parameter vector value that reaches the
maximum of ||§ — 9 |2, denote it by ¢ is given by Eq.@68) with ¢[7
being fixed to be £[¥]

The proof can now be completed by the definition of the set
Or(e,w;|N 1,000, as well as those of the absolute and relative sloppiness
metrics Smgff] (e,w;| N1, 000y and Sm[;’k](a,wl\fv 1,010) of the descriptor
system 3. O

opt?
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