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ABSTRACT

Stabilization, disturbance rejection, and control of optical beams and optical spots are ubiquitous problems
that are crucial for the development of optical systems for ground and space telescopes, free-space optical
communication terminals, precise beam steering systems, and other types of optical systems. High-performance
disturbance rejection and control of optical spots require the development of disturbance estimation and data-
driven Kalman filter methods. Motivated by this, we propose a unified and experimentally verified data-driven
framework for optical-spot disturbance modeling and tuning of covariance matrices of Kalman filters. Our
approach is based on covariance estimation, nonlinear optimization, and subspace identification methods. Also,
we use spectral factorization methods to emulate optical-spot disturbances with a desired power spectral density
in an optical laboratory environment. We test the effectiveness of the proposed approaches on an experimental
setup consisting of a piezo tip-tilt mirror, piezo linear actuator, and a CMOS camera.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Stabilization, disturbance rejection, and precise control of optical beams and optical spots are fundamental and
ubiquitous problems that appear in a number of applications and optical systems. For example, these problems
are crucial for the development of sensing and control systems for space and ground optical telescopes,1–12 free-
space optical communication terminals,13,14 turbulence compensation systems,13 precise laser beam steering and
jitter compensation systems,15,16,16–21 and for other optical instruments and devices.22–27

Optical spot and wave-front disturbances can originate from various sources and phenomena. In the case of
ground telescopes, beside wavefront disturbances originating from the atmosphere, disturbances can originate
from the wind and internal sources.5 Internal disturbance sources are torque ripples in drive motors, friction in
telescope axes, and the movement of mechanical components in instruments. According to,5 the power spectrum
of wind disturbances contains significant energy in the lower frequency range (from 0.1 to 1 Hz). Due to the
fact that resonance frequencies of the structure and active mirror systems are either in this range or close to
this range, the effect of wind disturbances can be significant. In the case of spacecraft or satellites carrying
optical instruments, terminals, and sensors, the disturbances can originate from structural vibrations, actuator
movement, and reaction wheel assemblies. These disturbances cause optical jitter. According to,2 the term
optical jitter is used to denote both stochastic image motion and observed dynamic wave-front errors. Control
of jitter in optical instruments of space telescopes and satellites is a very challenging task. To illustrate these
challenges, according to the authors of,2 the exposure time for James Webb Space Telescope can be up to 10,000
seconds. During this time interval, the tolerances for the wave-front error and line of sight motion are 14 nm
and 4 mas, respectively. On the other hand, the target exposure time for the future Roman Space Telescope can
be up to 30 hours, with a tolerance for the line of sight motion of 0.5 mas.28 In this manuscript, we are mainly
concerned with the data-driven estimation of optical jitter coming from non-atmospheric sources. However, the
methods proposed in this manuscript can be generalized to the case of atmospheric turbulence.

Stringent requirements for rejecting optical disturbances and optical jitter call for the development of advanced
model-based control and estimation algorithms.1,15,17,29–36 To develop such algorithms, it is first necessary to
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develop models and algorithms capable of optimally estimating, tracking, and predicting the spot position one or
several samples in the future. The main challenge in developing such models and algorithms comes from the fact
that the disturbance dynamics is often a combination of deterministic (periodic) and stochastic components.37

Widely used methods for estimating and predicting state trajectories and disturbances of dynamical systems in
mixed deterministic-stochastic environments are different versions of the Kalman filter.38 Different versions and
extensions of the Kalman filter are the backbones of many model-based algorithms, such as for example Linear
Quadratic Gaussian (LQG) regulator.39

When designing the Kalman filter, we are faced with at least two challenges. The first challenge is to develop a
sufficiently accurate model of the system. In many cases, the first principle modeling approach might not produce
sufficiently accurate models due to a lack of knowledge of the numerical values of model parameters or a complete
lack of knowledge of the structure of equations describing the disturbance dynamics. One indirect approach for
dealing with this problem is to develop Kalman filter models that approximate the disturbance dynamics as
Newtonian systems. For example, such models assume that the velocity (α−β filter) or acceleration (α−β−γ
filter) are constant over a short time period.38 However, these assumptions often lead to imprecise models, since
the underlying assumptions of such models are often not met in practice. These Kalman filter models can be
improved by the proper selection of the covariance matrices. Another approach for dealing with this problem is to
employ data-driven techniques capable of updating the existing first-principle models or completely estimating
the disturbance models from collected experimental data. System identification methods are often used for
this purpose.40 However, it is challenging to apply the classical system identification methods to disturbance
modeling since inputs to disturbance models are often unknown or they are partly or completely unpredictable.

The second challenge is that the covariance matrices of disturbance and measurement noise models are often
not known a priori or they often change with operating conditions. Since the knowledge of covariance matrices
is directly used during the design of Kalman filters, this implies that imprecise knowledge of covariance matrices
can significantly limit the performance of synthesized Kalman filters.

Motivated by these challenges, in this manuscript we propose and experimentally verify a unified data-driven
framework and tools for the estimation, tracking, and prediction of optical spots by using data-driven Kalman
filters. We address the first challenge by adapting, tuning, and experimentally testing the subspace system
identification algorithm41–43 for estimating the Kalman filter models of stochastic disturbances. We address the
second challenge by developing a method for estimating the covariance matrices of Kalman filter models. Our
covariance estimation approach is partly inspired by the autocovariance least-squares method44–46 and nonlinear
optimization methods. Besides this, we demonstrate that the spectral factorization methods,46–48 originally
developed in control theory and signal processing communities, can be effective methods for emulating and
experimentally producing mechanically-induced jitter disturbances with a desired spectrum in the laboratory
environment. We test the effectiveness of the proposed approaches on an experimental setup consisting of a
piezo tip-tilt mirror, piezo linear actuator, and a CMOS camera.

Subspace identification methods40 have been applied to the problem of estimating dynamical models of
deformable mirrors used in adaptive optics systems, see for example49–51 and follow-up works. Furthermore, these
methods have been applied to the problem of estimating thermally induced wavefront aberrations in .42,43,43,52,53

The viability of using subspace identification methods for estimating atmospheric turbulence is analyzed in.32,54

To the best of our knowledge, little attention has been dedicated to investigating the viability of using subspace
identification methods for building disturbance models of optical jitter coming from non-atmospheric sources.

This manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the experimental setup and explain the
spectral factorization approach for producing the disturbances in the laboratory environment. In Section 3,
we present the method for estimating the covariance matrices of Kalman filters. In Section 4, we present the
subspace identification method for estimating Kalman filter models directly from the observed experimental data.
In Section 5, we present conclusions and briefly discuss future work.

2. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND DISTURBANCE EMULATION USING
SPECTRAL FACTORIZATION APPROACH

In this section, we describe the experimental setup that is used to verify the presented methods. We also
explain and adapt the spectral decomposition method46–48 for emulating the desired disturbance spectrum in



the laboratory environment.

2.1 Experimental Setup

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1 below.
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Figure 1. The experimental setup used to verify the presented methods.

In the sequel, we describe the main components of the constructed experimental setup. The red light fiber
source is attached to an L-bracket that is attached to a piezo stage. We use the Micronix linear piezo stage. The
product number is PP-12. The movement range of the stage is from 0 to 4 [mm] and the maximal speed is 3
[mm/s]. The stage is equipped with an encoder with a resolution of 20 [nm]. The piezo stage is controlled by the
MMC-10 piezo motor controller. We tuned a PID controller and developed a MATLAB interface for controlling
the piezo stage. By moving the piezo stage with the fiber source attached to it, we introduce horizontal optical
spot disturbances (jitter) in the system. The lens L1 with a focal length of 25 [mm] is used to collimate the beam.
The beam is reflected from the mirror M1 and the piezo tip-tilt mirror. The piezo tip-tilt mirror is composed of a
mirror attached to a tip-tilt piezo stage. We use the nPoint tip-tilt piezo stage, with the following specifications.
The model number is RXY3-276. The travel range is +/- 1.5 [mrad]. The resolution is 0.05 [µrad] and the
resonance frequency of the stage without the mirror is 2400 [Hz]. To control the mirror, we use the LC.402
controller. In this paper, the tip-tilt piezo mirror is also used to introduce disturbance. This active mirror can
introduce both horizontal and vertical disturbances in the camera detector plane, as well as a combination of
such disturbances. In the follow-up publication, this mirror will be used as the correction element. The lens L2
is used to focus the beam onto a CMOS camera that is used as a detector. We use a Thorlabs CMOS camera
with the product number CS165MU.

We use both the linear stage and the piezo tip-tilt mirror to introduce disturbances that are detected by the
camera as stochastic spot movement. Our goal is to produce disturbances whose spectrum matches the spectrum
of optical jitter movement that can be observed in an optical instrument mounted on a spacecraft, satellite, or
on a vibrating platform. For that purpose, we need to use the spectral factorization method that is explained in
the sequel.



2.2 Disturbance emulation by using the spectral factorization approach

The effect of disturbances on deployed optical systems can be directly measured by extracting time series data
from the observed spot positions. Then, the statistical properties of the observed time series can be estimated.
Also, disturbance information can be extracted by directly measuring the mechanical vibrations of the structure
and system components. During the process of developing new and tuning the existing disturbance mitigation
methods, it is necessary to reproduce such disturbances in a laboratory environment.5,37 The main challenge
is how to create disturbances in a laboratory environment whose statistical properties match the statistical
properties of the disturbances affecting the deployed optical systems. Here, we address this important problem.

The statistical properties of disturbances are often described by power spectral density matrices. A power
spectral density matrix can be estimated on the basis of the observed disturbance time series by using the
methods summarized in.48 Let Sd(z) be a power spectral density matrix that represents the spectral properties
of the observed disturbances. Here, z is a complex variable coming from the Z transform.46 Examples of power
spectral densities of real-life ground and space telescopes can be found in Chapter 7 of 5 and in.37,55–59 Having
an estimate of Sd(z), our main goal is to emulate such a disturbance spectrum in the laboratory environment.
Our idea for solving this problem is to use and adapt the spectral factorization method46–48 originally developed
in control theory and signal processing communities.

Spectral Decomposition Method. The goal of the spectral decomposition method is to find a transfer
function of the linear time-invariant stable system (filter) such that when a white noise sequence is applied to
such a system, the power spectral density matrix of the output matches Sd(z). From the mathematical point of
view, we want to determine the transfer function matrix H(z) of the system, such that

Sd(z) = H(z)SvH
T (z−1) (1)

where Sv is the covariance matrix of the white noise (diagonal matrix, with the diagonal entries equal to the
variance of the white noise inputs). That is, we want to decompose Sd(z) in the form given by (1).

Once we determine H(z), we can apply a white noise sequence vk to such system to compute the filtered
output dk

dk = H(q)vk, (2)

where q is a shift delay operator,60 H(q) is obtained by substituting z by q in H(z), dk is the output of the
system, and k is a discrete-time instant. Here, it should be emphasized that the power spectral density matrix
of the filter dk matches Sd(z).

This implies that under the assumption that the dynamics of the disturbance-generating element (such as
a fast steering mirror or a piezo stage) can be neglected, the scaled version of the signal dk can be used as a
reference signal to the disturbance generating element. In this way, we can produce optical jitter disturbances
whose spectrum matches Sd(z) in the laboratory environment.The scaling factor of dk can easily be determined.

The dynamics of the disturbance-generating element can be neglected if the sampling period of the sensor
in the focal plane is larger than the settling time of the actuator. This is true in our case, since we are using
a camera as a detector and its sampling frequency is typically below 100 [Hz], and the settling time of the
disturbance-generating elements is in the several millisecond range.

However, in the case of a fast spot detector or camera, the dynamics of the disturbance-generating element
cannot be neglected. In this case, the output signal detected in the detector plane can be modeled as follows
dk = Ha(q)H(q)vk, where Ha(q) is the transfer function (dynamical model) of the actuator. Consequently, the
signal dk will not have the desired spectrum. We can deal with this problem by either modeling the actuator
dynamics Ha(q) by using first-principle approaches, or by estimating the actuator dynamics by using system
identification methods.40 Then, we can invert this transfer function and multiply the reference signal by the
inverse transfer function to obtain the output signal in the detector plane with the desired power spectral density
matrix.



The procedure for emulating the disturbance in the laboratory environment is summarized below.
Step 1: Obtain an estimate of the power spectral density matrix. On the basis of the measurement of
the disturbance affecting the deployed system or on the basis of the simulated model of the real system, obtain
an estimate of the power spectral density matrix Sd(z).
Step 2: Perform spectral factorization. Perform spectral factorization (1) to obtain the transfer function
of the filter H(z).
Step 3: Generate a reference signal for the disturbance-generating element. Apply the white noise
signal with the covariance matrix Sv to the transfer function H(z) to generate the output that is used as the
reference signal for the disturbance-generating element. If necessary, scale or additionally modify such a signal
to eliminate the effect of the actuator dynamics.

In this manuscript, we use an artificially constructed transfer function to validate the above-presented ap-
proach for emulating disturbances. This transfer function in the Laplace domain has the following form

W = W1 ·W2 (3)

W1 =
10(s+ ω2

n1)

s2 + 2ζ1ωn1s+ ω2
n1

, W2 =
10(s+ ω2

n2)

s2 + 2ζ2ωn2s+ ω2
n2

,

where the parameters are given by ωn1 = 2π · 2, ζ1 = 0.05, ωn2 = 2π · 10, and ζ2 = 0.05. The parameters ωni,
i = 1, 2, are called the natural undamped frequencies. On the other hand, the parameters ζi, i = 1, 2, are called
the damping ratios. Figure 2(a) shows the Bode magnitude and the phase plots of the transfer function (3). The
transfer function (3) can model the disturbances produced by an elastic structure, external wind disturbances,
or internal disturbance sources.

Our next goal is to construct the filter H(z) that is obtained by decomposing a spectral density produced by
(3). There are at least two approaches to perform this decomposition. The first approach is to discretize (3), and
then simulate this transfer function by applying the white noise input. Then, we can estimate the power spectral
density of the output sequence. From the estimated power-spectral density, we can compute the function H(z)
by using the MATLAB function spectralfact().

The second approach that we pursue due to its simplicity, is described in the sequel. First, by using a
discretization time step of h = 0.025 seconds and a zero-order hold method,61 we discretize the transfer function
(3). Let the discretized transfer function be denoted by Wd(z). Then, we compute Sd1 = Wd(z)Wd(1/z). By
using such Sd1, we compute (1), by using the MATLAB function spectralfact(). This produces the following
filter H(z) and variance Sv

H(z) =
z4 − 0.05229z3 − 0.3277z2 − 0.06164z − 3.443 · 10−10

z4 − 1.876z3 + 1.831z2 − 1.604z + 0.8282
, Sv = 0.103. (4)

Next, we simulate the computed filter (4) with the white noise sequence vk applied as the input, to obtain
the sequence dk that is used as the reference signal for the linear piezo actuator and the piezo tip-tilt mirror
(disturbance generating elements). Figure 2(b) shows the power spectral density of dk.
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Figure 2. (a) The Bode diagram of the transfer function (3). (b) The power spectral density of the output dk of the filter
H(z) defined in (4) when the white noise sequence is applied as an input.

3. DATA DRIVEN TUNING OF TRACKING KALMAN FILTER

In this section, we first present a data-driven approach for estimating the covariance matrices that are necessary
for designing and tuning the Kalman filter. Then, we briefly summarize the approximate Kalman filter models
for tracking the optical spot position. In the final part of this section, we experimentally verify the developed
covariance estimation approach. The approach developed in this section is partly inspired by the autocovariance
least-squares method44 and nonlinear optimization methods.

3.1 Method for estimating the covariance matrices of the Kalman filter

Consider the following state-space model

xk+1 = Axk +Gwk, (5)

yk = Cxk + vk, (6)

where k is a discrete-time instant, A ∈ Rn×n, G ∈ Rn×s, and C ∈ Rr×n are the system matrices, xk ∈ Rn is
the state vector, wk ∈ Rs is the process disturbance (process noise) vector, vk ∈ Rr is the measurement noise
vector, and yk ∈ Rr is the observed output vector.

The covariance matrix of wk is denoted by Q ∈ Rs×s. The covariance matrix of vk is denoted by R ∈ Rr×r.
We assume that vk and wk are uncorrelated. The covariance matrices Q and R are important since they are
directly used to design the Kalman filter for the system given by the equations (5) and (6). However, these
matrices are usually not known a priori. Our goal is to develop a method for estimating these covariance
matrices. In the case of separately tracking the x and y projections of the optical spot center, the vector yk

contains only a single entry that is equal to the observed x or y projections at the discrete time instant. That is,
for every projection, we design a separate Kalman filter. However, in the case of the system identification method
that is developed in Section 4, the output vector yk is two-dimensional and contains both x and y projections
at the discrete-time instant k.

For the system given by equations (5)-(6), we can design a (suboptimal) observer having the following form

x̂k+1|k = Ax̂k|k, (7)

x̂k|k = x̂k|k−1 + L (yk − Cx̂k|k−1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ek

, (8)

where L ∈ Rn×r is the observer gain. The vector x̂k|k is the state estimate that takes into account previous
state estimates and observed outputs up to the time instant k. This vector is also called the a posteriori estimate.



The vector x̂k+1|k is the state estimate at the time instant k + 1 computed on the basis of the estimates and
observed outputs up to the time instant k. This vector is also called the a priori state estimate. The quantity
ek ∈ Rr

ek = yk − Cx̂k|k−1, (9)

that appears in (8), is called the innovation vector. After substituting (8) in (7), we obtain

x̂k+1|k = Ax̂k|k−1 +ALek. (10)

The estimation error is defined as follows

εk = xk − x̂k|k−1. (11)

By propagating (11) one time step, and by substituting (5), (6), and (10) in the resulting equation, we obtain

εk+1 = Āεk + Ḡw̄k, (12)

ek = Cεk + vk, (13)

where

Ā = A−ALC, Ḡ =
[
G −AL

]
, w̄k =

[
wk

vk

]
. (14)

Next, we introduce the autocorrelation matrices

Aj = E
[
ekeT

k+j

]
, j = 0, 1, . . . , NA, (15)

where Aj ∈ Rr×r, and NA is the total number of autocorrelation matrices. It can be shown that under a
steady-state assumption,44 we have

A0 = CPCT +R, (16)

Aj = CĀjPCT − CĀj−1ALR, j = 1, 2, . . . , NA, (17)

where P is the steady-state covariance matrix of the estimation error εk. This covariance matrix satisfies the
following equation

P = ĀP ĀT +GQGT +ALRLTAT . (18)

On the basis of (15), we can estimate the correlation matrices Aj as follows

Âj =
1

NA

NA−j∑
i=0

eie
T
i+j , (19)

where Âj denotes an estimate of Aj .



Our idea for estimating the covariance matrices is summarized in the sequel. First, we substitute the ”true”
correlation matrices Aj by their estimates Âj in (16) and (17). Then, (16), (17), and (18) represent a system of
equations with the unknowns P ,Q, and R. The first step in solving such a system is to use (18) to express P as
the function of Q and R, and then to substitute P in (16) and (17). Then, the resulting equation is solved by
formulating a nonlinear optimization problem with unknowns Q and R.

Let ⊗ denote the Kronecker vector product and let vec(·) denote the vectorization operator.40 If M ∈ Rn×m

is a matrix, then vec(M) ∈ Rn·m is an n ·m vector obtained by stacking the entries of the matrix M column
wise on top of each other and starting from the first column of M . If Z1, Z2, and Z3 are arbitrary matrices, then
we have

vec(Z1Z2Z3) =
(
ZT
3 ⊗ Z1

)
vec(Z2). (20)

By applying the vectorization operator to (18), we obtain

vec(P ) =
(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1vec(Q) +

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2vec(R), (21)

Ā1 = Ā⊗ Ā, G1 = G⊗G, Ā2 = AL⊗AL. (22)

More details and examples of using the vectorization and the Kronecker operators can be found in.62,63 Then,
by applying the vectorization operator to (16) and (17), and by substituting vec(P ) from (21) in the resulting
equations, we obtain

â0 = vec(Â0) = C1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1vec(Q) +

(
I + C1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2

)
vec(R), (23)

C1 = C ⊗ C, (24)

and

âj = vec(Âj) = Ā3,j

(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1vec(Q) +

(
Ā3,j

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2 − Ā4,j−1

)
vec(R) (25)

Ā3,j =
(
C ⊗ CĀj

)
, Ā4,j−1 = I ⊗

(
CĀj−1AL

)
, j = 1, 2, . . . , NA. (26)

The set of equations (23) and (25), can be written compactly

â = Hw, (27)

â =


â0

â1

...
âNA

 , H =


C1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1 I + C1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2

Ā3,1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1 Ā3,1

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2 − Ā4,0

...
...

Ā3,NA

(
I − Ā1

)−1
G1 Ā3,NA

(
I − Ā1

)−1
Ā2 − Ā4,NA−1

 ,w =

[
vec(Q)
vec(R)

]
. (28)

We determine the covariance matrices whose entries are the entries of the vector w by solving the following
optimization problem

min
w
‖â−Hw‖22 , (29)

subject to:

Q = QT , R = RT , (30)

Q ≥ 0, R ≥ 0, (31)

b1 ≤ vec(Q) ≤ b2,b3 ≤ vec(R) ≤ b4, (32)



where b1 and b2 are the lower and upper bounds on the entries of the matrix Q, and b3 and b4 are the lower
and upper bounds on the entries of the matrix R. The constraints in the above optimization problem are used
to enforce positive semi-definiteness on the matrices Q and R.

In the sequel, we explain how the above-stated optimization problem can be transformed into a form that
can be numerically implemented and solved. The main challenge is how to transform the constraints Q ≥ 0 and
R ≥ 0 into a numerically tractable form. In this manuscript, we decouple the tracking of optical spots in the x
and y directions. Consequently, for each direction, the matrix R is actually a scalar. Due to this, the positive
semi-definite constraint R ≥ 0, simply translates to the condition that the scalar R is greater or equal to zero.

On the other hand, in this manuscript, we consider three possible cases for the matrix Q, and we explain
how to implement the constraint Q ≥ 0.

Case 1: Q ∈ R1×1. In this case, the disturbance vector wk is one dimensional. Consequently, Q is a scalar and
the constraint Q ≥ 0 is a scalar constraint that can be directly incorporated into the optimization solver.
Case 2: Q ∈ R2×2. In this case, the disturbance vector wk is two-dimensional. It is well-known that a matrix is
positive semi-definite if all the principal minors are greater than or equal to zero. This translates to the following
conditions for the entries of the matrix Q:

q11 ≥ 0, q22 ≥ 0, q11q22 − q12q21 ≥ 0, (33)

where q11, q12, q21, and q22 are the corresponding entries of the matrix Q.
Case 3: Q ∈ R3×3. In this case, the disturbance vector wk is three-dimensional. Similarly to the two-dimensional
case, the positive semi-definite condition is that all principal minors should be greater than or equal to zero.
This translates into the following conditions:

q11 ≥ 0, q22 ≥ 0, q33 ≥ 0, (34)

q22q33 − q32q23 ≥ 0, q11q33 − q31q13 ≥ 0, q11q22 − q21q12 ≥ 0, (35)

det(Q) ≥ 0, (36)

where q11, q12, . . . , q33 are the corresponding entries of Q, and det(Q) is the determinant of Q.

3.1.1 Summary of the procedure for estimating the covariance matrices

The procedure for estimating the covariance matrices is summarized below.

Step 1: Design the suboptimal observer gain L. Use the pole placement method to compute the subopti-
mal observer gain L of the observer (10). This step can be performed in MATLAB by using the function place().
Step 2: Estimate the correlation values and solve the optimization problem. Use the designed ob-
server to compute the innovation sequence (9). Estimate the autocorrelation matrices by using (19). Then, solve
the optimization problem defined by the equations (29) to (32). The optimization problem can be solved by
using the MATLAB function fmincon(). In this step, the estimates of the matrices Q and R are computed.
Step 3: Compute the Kalman filter gain. On the basis of the estimated matrices Q and R, compute the
Kalman filter gain. This step is performed by solving the Riccati equation for the computed Q and R. The
Riccati equation can be solved by using the MATLAB Riccati solver dare(). Let the solution of the Riccati
equation be denoted by Pr. Then, the data-driven Kalman filter gain is obtained as follows

LK = PrC
T
(
CPCT +R

)−1
. (37)

Once the data-driven Kalman filter gain is computed, we can substitute LK instead of the suboptimal gain
L in the observer equation (10), to obtain an approximate Kalman filter. Here, it is important to emphasize
that it is a good practice to iteratively perform steps 2 and 3 of the above-presented procedure. Namely, once we
compute LK in step 3, we can use this matrix Lk instead of the suboptimal gain L in step 2. In this way, we can
get even better estimation results. We follow this strategy to iteratively improve the estimates of the matrices
Q and R.



3.2 Tracking Kalman Filter

In the previous subsection, we presented the procedure for estimating the covariance matrices. Here, we present
equations describing a tracking Kalman filter model that is combined with the covariance estimation procedure.
The presented Kalman filter is an adapted version of the three-dimensional α-β-γ filter.38

Let h > 0 be a small discretization constant that is at the same the sampling period of the Kalman filter.
The filter is defined by the following state-space matrices in (5) and (6):

A =

1 h h2

2
0 1 h
0 0 1

 , C =
[
1 0 0

]
, G =

h2

2
h
1

 , Q = σ2
w, R = σ2

v , (38)

where σw and σv are the standard deviations of the disturbance and measurement noise. The first, second,
and third state variables of this filter are position, velocity, and acceleration. This filter assumes that the noisy
position is measured. The filter matrix A is obtained from simple kinematic equations of a particle. Note that
without the disturbance wk, this model assumes that the derivative of the acceleration is constant. However,
this might not occur in practice. Consequently, the process disturbance noise is included to relax the model
assumption. The structure of the matrix G is a direct consequence of this assumption.

The matrix G can be integrated into the covariance matrix. Namely, it has been shown that from the Kalman
filter perspective, the model (38) is equivalent to the following model

xk+1 = Axk + w̃k, (39)

yk = Cxk + vk, (40)

with the covariance matrix of w̃k given by

Q̃ = GQGT , (41)

where Q is the covariance matrix of the original distrubance vector wk. By using this idea, we obtain the
following covariance matrix

Q̃ =

 1
4h

4 1
2h

3 1
2h

2

1
2h

3 h2 h
1
2h

2 h 1

σ2
w, R = σ2

v . (42)

However, the type of the covariance matrix given by (42) is not favorable from the estimation perspective.
The issue is that the dimension of the estimation problem is increased by having to estimate 9 entries of the
matrix Q̃ compared to only a single entry of the matrix Q that needs to be estimated in the case of the model
(38). Consequently, in this manuscript, we keep the original formulations of the Kalman filter and the covariance
matrix given by (38). That is, only the scalars σw and σv need to be estimated.



3.3 Experimental Results

We present the experimental results of using the developed covariance estimation approach and the tracking
Kalman filter.

Here, it is important to first test the developed approach on a deterministic signal applied to the disturbance
generator. This is because the deterministic signal helps us to better understand and visualize the tracking
properties of the developed data-driven Kalman filter. However, in the case of the linear piezo stage disturbance
generator, despite the fact that we apply the deterministic signals as a reference input, the spot observed by the
camera is still partly stochastic due to the fact that the linear piezo stage produces additional vibrations. In
the next section, we test the identification algorithm on completely stochastic signals generated by the spectral
factorization approach.

We apply a sinusoidal reference signal to the linear piezo stage. The reference signal is defined by

r(t) = 0.1 sin(2t) + 0.05 sin(6t) + 2. (43)

The spot positions are observed by the camera. The mean sampling period of the camera is 0.0177 seconds. This
sampling period slightly varies due to the fact that it is challenging to precisely control the sampling frequency
on a Windows computer with MATLAB.

We use the well-known center of the mass algorithm to detect the spot center. We apply a combination of two
α-β-γ filters and the developed covariance estimation method to the observed x and y projections of the center
point. The matrices Q and R are scalars. In the tracking Kalman filter and for the estimation of the covariance
matrices, we use the discretization constant of h = 0.0177 and the number of autocorrelation coefficients of
NA = 200. We start with a suboptimal observer designed by placing the eigenvalues in the set {0.3, 0.4, 0.5}
(step 1 of the procedure summarized in Section 3.1.1). We iteratively perform steps 2 and 3 of the estimation
procedure, where in every iteration we start with previously computed observer gains. We perform 10 iterations.

Figure 3(a) shows the comparison between the observed and estimated x projections of the spot center.
Figure 3(b) shows the estimated velocity and acceleration of the spot center. Here it should be kept in mind that
we only observe the position, and the velocity and acceleration are estimates that cannot be compared with the
observed values. Figure 4 shows the autocorrelation coefficients of the innovation sequence. In an ideal case, the
innovation sequence should be a white noise sequence. This means that the autocorrelation coefficients should
be 1 for the lag zero, and otherwise zero or very close to zero. This ideal case is achieved under the assumptions
that (1) the covariance matrices are perfectly estimated, (2) the measurement noise and disturbances are white
Gaussian noise sequences, and (3) the computed Kalman gain is optimal. Consequently, we can perform a white-
noise hypothesis test on the innovation sequence in order to investigate the optimality of the Kalman filter and
evaluate the performance of the covariance estimation procedure. The red dashed lines in Fig. 4 represent the
limits of the autocorrelation coefficients. If 95 % of autocorrelation coefficients are inside of the region bounded
by the red dashed lines, we can conclude that the innovation sequence is a white noise sequence. There is a total
of 21 autocorrelation coefficients out of 200 coefficients that exceed the bounds. This is roughly 10 % of the
coefficients. Consequently, we can conclude that the residual does not have a white noise property. However,
this number is still significantly smaller than the number of autocorrelation coefficients of the initial suboptimal
observer with the gain of L. This is a good indication that the proposed data-driven method actually works in
practice and that it is a viable tool for tuning the Kalman filters.
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Figure 3. (a) Observed and estimated x projection of the spot center point. (b) Estimated velocity and acceleration of
the x projection.
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Figure 4. Autocorrelation coefficients of the innovation sequences. The red dashed lines are limits used for white-noise
hypothesis testing.

4. SYSTEM IDENTIFICATION OF THE KALMAN FILTER STATE-SPACE
MODELS

In the previous section, we used the Kalman filters that are based on approximate first-principle models of the
spot dynamics. The previously used models are based on the Newtonian assumption on spot dynamics. By
tuning the covariance matrices, we can improve the performance of the filters and partly compensate for the
model inaccuracies. However, this approach has limitations originating from the modeling assumptions. In this
section, we use a completely different approach for building the models and deriving the Kalman filter state-
space models. Instead of assuming the model parameters a priori, we use a data-driven approach to estimate
the system model and the (suboptimal) Kalman filter gain directly from the observed spot position time series.
The approach used in this section relies upon the subspace identification approach.41,42,64,65

In particular, we base our identification approach on a modified version of the subspace identification algo-
rithm that is presented in.51 The main modification is that we eliminate the exogenous inputs from the subspace
identification method and we use past outputs as inputs.



4.1 Summary of the Subspace Identification Method

To simplify the notation in (10), we substitute x̂k|k−1 by x̂k. Then, from (10) we obtain the following model

x̂k+1 = Āx̂k + L̃yk, (44)

yk = Cx̂k, (45)

where Ā = A − ALC and L̃ = AL. We assume that the output vector yk is two-dimensional with the entries
equal to x and y projections of the optical spot center.

Subspace Identification Problem: From the sequence {yi}i=0,1,2,...,N of the observed projections of the
spot center point, estimate the model order n, and the system matrices Ā, A, L̃, and C of the state-space
model (44) and (45).

To summarize the modified subspace identification algorithm, we need to introduce the following notation
that is originally introduced in.51 Let i1, i2, and l be three positive integers corresponding to discrete-time
instants. We introduce the following notation:

yi1,i2 =


yi1

yi1+1

...
yi2

 , Y
(l)
i1,i2

=
[
yi1,i2 yi1+1,i2+1 . . . yi1+l,i2+l

]
. (46)

The subspace identification method is presented below.

Step 1: Estimation of the Markov matrices. Choose the past window p and the parameter l as l = N−p−1,
and estimate the matrix of Markov parameters Mp as follows:

M̂p = Y (l)
p,pY

†
0,p−1, (47)

where the symbol † denotes the matrix pseudo-inverse. The past window p is selected on the basis of the Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC), for more details see the experimental results below and.51

Step 2: Estimate the state sequence. Select the future window parameter f , such that f ≤ p, and form the
matrix M̂ from the estimated Markov parameters as follows:

M̂ =


M̂p

0r×r M̂p(:, 1 : (p− 1)r)

0r×2r M̂p(:, 1 : (p− 2)r)
...

0r×(f−1)r M̂p(:, 1 : (p− f + 1)r)

 . (48)

Then, compute the singular value decomposition40 of the matrix D

D = UΣVT , D = M̂Y
(l)
0,p−1. (49)

Select the state order n, and compute an estimate of the state sequence as follows

X̂(l)
p,p = Σ(1 : n, 1 : n)1/2V(1 : n, :). (50)

where the matrix X̂
(l)
p,p is defined in the similar manner to the matrix Y

(l)
i1,i2

in (46) (the meaning the subscripts
and superscripts is identical), with the difference that the output yk is replaced by the estimated state x̂k.
Step 3: Estimate the system matrices. First, compute the following matrices

X1 =

[
X̂

(l−1)
p,p

Y
(l−1)
p,p

]
, X2 = X̂

(l−1)
p+1,p+1X

†
1 . (51)



Then, estimate the system matrices as follows

ˆ̄A = X2(:, 1 : n), Ĉ = Y (l)
p,p

(
X̂(l)

p,p

)†
, ˆ̃L = X2(:, n+ 1 : n+ r), Â = ˆ̄A+ ˆ̃LĈ. (52)

In step 2, we need to estimate the state-order n of the model. We estimate the state order on the basis of
the singular value plot of the matrix D. The number of most dominant singular values can be used as a good
estimate of the state-order.40

4.2 Experimental results of applying the subspace identification algorithm

Here, we present the experimental tests of the subspace identification algorithm.

In the first case, we apply two inputs to the piezo tip-tilt mirror in Fig. 1. These inputs are designed by
using the spectral factorization method explained in Section 2. The power spectral density of these discrete-time
signals is shown in Fig. 2(b). We collect 4000 images by using the camera. By using the center of the mass
algorithm, we extract x and y coordinates of spots. We split the collected data into two sequences. The first
sequence of the length of 2000 is used to identify the model. This sequence is called the identification data
set. The second sequence of the length of 200 is used to validate the model and to properly choose the model
parameters. This sequence is called the validation sequence.

Figure 5(a) shows the identification and validation time series. We use the AIC value to estimate p that
defines the Markov matrix M̂p in (47). The final estimate is the value of p for which the AIC value is smallest,
for more details see.51 Figure 5(b) shows the plot of AIC values. We select the past window of p = 39. The
future window f estimate is 38. Figure 5(c) shows the singular value plot of the matrix D. We can observe that
there is a gap in singular values around i = 27. Consequently, our state order estimate is n = 27. We can also
observe a significant gap around i = 74. However, this is a large state order that increases the variance of the
estimated model. That is, this state estimate overfits the model. Consequently, we selected a smaller state order
of i = 27 to prevent data overfitting.

After we estimate the model, we validate the model performance. Figure 6(a) shows the output predicted by
the model (”Predicted output”) and the observed output (”Real output”). We can observe that the identified
Kalman filter is able to accurately track the output. Figure 6(b) shows the autocorrelation function of the error
between the predicted output and the observed output. In an ideal case, this autocorrelation function should
match the autocorrelation function of a white-noise sequence. That is, if the error sequence is a white noise
sequence, the autocorrelation value for the lag of 0 should be equal to 1, and all other autocorrelation coefficients
should be in the region limited by the red dashed lines (see experimental part of Section 3 for more details
on the white-noise hypothesis test). In our case, 26 out of 100 entries are outside the limits. This indicates
that our model can still be improved. This can be achieved by changing the combination of the past window,
future window, and state order parameters. Despite this Fig. 6(a) shows that our model can still accurately
track the output. This is also confirmed by the very high value of 97% of the Variance Accounted For (VAF)
of the estimated model. Finally, Fig. 6(c) shows the eigenvalues of the estimated matrix Â (open-loop matrix)

and the eigenvalues of the estimated matrix ˆ̄A (closed-loop matrix). From this eigenvalue plot, we can observe
that both open-loop and closed-loop Kalman observer systems are asymptotically stable. This is because all the
eigenvalues are inside of the unit circle which is the stability boundary for discrete-time systems.



a)

c)b)

Figure 5. Identification results for disturbances generated by the piezo tip-tilt mirror. (a) Identification and validation
time-series used to identify the model. The output is the x projection of the spot center. (b) The AIC value as the
function of the past window p used to estimate the Markov parameter matrix. (c) Singular values of the matrix D defined
in (49).
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Figure 6. Identification results for disturbances generated by the piezo tip-tilt mirror. (a) The output predicted by the
estimated model (”Predicted output”) and observed output (”Real output”). (b) The autocorrelation function of the
identification error computed on the basis of the predicted output and observed output. (c) The eigenvalues of the

estimated matrix Â (”Open loop”) and the eigenvalues of the estimated matrix ˆ̄A (”Closed loop”).



Next, we test the subspace identification algorithm on a data set generated by applying the disturbance
signals to the linear piezo stage in Fig. 1. The system identification results are shown in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8.
The figure captions are equivalent to the captions of Figs. 6 and 7. In this case, the estimate parameters are:
past window p = 40, future window f = 23, and model order of n = 45. The variance accounted for is 58. We
have 8 autocorrelation coefficients out of 100 that exceed the white-noise autocorrelation limits. We can observe
that the linear piezo stage induced higher-order dynamics compared to the piezo tip-tilt mirror. This is because
the linear piezo stage together with the bracket has less damped dynamics compared to the piezo tip-tilt mirror.
The estimated model deliberately does not fit higher-order random oscillations since they decrease the model
quality verified on the validation data set.

Overall, in both cases, the identification results are good and clearly demonstrate the great potential of the
subspace identification method for directly estimating Kalman filter models of the stochastic spot dynamics.

a)

c)b)

Figure 7. Identification results for disturbances generated by the linear piezo stage. (a) Identification and validation
time-series used to identify the model. The output is the x projection of the spot center. (b) The AIC value as the
function of the past window p used to estimate the Markov parameter matrix. (c) Singular values of the matrix D defined
in (49).
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Figure 8. Identification results for disturbances generated by the linear piezo stage. (a) The output predicted by the
estimated model (”Predicted output”) and observed output (”Real output”). (b) The autocorrelation function of the
identification error computed on the basis of the predicted output and observed output. (c) The eigenvalues of the

estimated matrix Â (”Open loop”) and the eigenvalues of the estimated matrix ˆ̄A (”Closed loop”).

5. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this manuscript, we developed a unified data-driven Kalman filter approach for covariance estimation and
system identification of the stochastic dynamics of the optical spot position. We experimentally demonstrated
that after covariance matrices are estimated, approximate first-principle Kalman filter models can be an effective
tool for tracking the spot dynamics. Then, we experimentally demonstrated the great potential of the subspace
identification methods for directly estimating the Kalman filter models of spot dynamics from the observed time
series. In future work, we will investigate and compare the performance of other types of system identification
methods for estimating spot dynamics. Also, we will use the framework developed in this paper to develop
optimal controllers for suppressing the disturbance dynamics.
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