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Abstract

In recent years, the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) theory has played a crucial role in linear system identification. The
core of a RKHS is the associated kernel characterizing its properties. Accordingly, this work studies the class of diagonally square
root integrable (DSRI) kernels. We demonstrate that various well-known stable kernels introduced in system identification
belong to this category. Moreover, it is shown that any DSRI kernel is also stable and integrable. We look into certain
topological features of the RKHSs associated with DSRI kernels, particularly the continuity of linear operators defined on the
respective RKHSs. For the stability of a Gaussian process centered at a stable impulse response, we show that the necessary
and sufficient condition is the diagonally square root integrability of the corresponding kernel. Furthermore, we elaborate on
this result by providing proper interpretations.

Key words: system identification; kernel-based methods; diagonally square root integrable kernels; stable Gaussian processes

1 Introduction

The theory of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces
(RKHSs) was introduced [1] midway through the twen-
tieth century. The intrinsic properties of RKHSs, their
one-to-one relationship with the positive definite ker-
nels, and their fundamental ties to the Gaussian pro-
cesses offer a strong foundation for addressing various
estimation and interpolation problems [2–6]. Accord-
ingly, they have become increasingly prevalent in statis-
tics, signal processing, learning theory, and numerical
analysis [7–10]. On the other hand, system identification
has emerged as the theory and techniques for estimat-
ing suitable mathematical representations of dynamical
systems using measurement data [11], and remained an
active field of research by developing numerous method-
ologies [12–16].

The RKHS theory is brought to the system identifi-
cation area in [17] by developing kernel-based system
identification methods. As a result, a paradigm shift oc-
curred in the system identification theory [18] by ad-
dressing issues of bias-variance trade-off, robustness, and
model order selection [19–21], unifying the identifica-
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tion of continuous-time systems and discrete-time sys-
tems [19], and allowing the inclusion of various side-
information forms in the identification problem [22–33].
Furthermore, due to the inherent connection between
RKHSs and Gaussian processes [3], kernel-based meth-
ods offer a Bayesian interpretation of the system identi-
fication problem that allows quantifying the uncertainty
and provides statistical guarantees [34]. Over the past
decade, research on kernel-based system identification
methods has received considerable attention and pro-
gressed significantly; nonetheless, it is still an ongoing
field of research with various open problems and state-
of-the-art results [35–40].

The building block of each RKHS is the associated ker-
nel function. As a result, various attributes of the RKHS
elements are inherited from the corresponding kernel.
Therefore, it is necessary to introduce kernels suit-
able for system identification [41]. The most prevalent
kernels in the literature include diagonal/correlated,
tuned/correlated, stable spline, and their extensions,
which are proposed primarily for the sake of impulse
response stability and smoothness [42–44]. For improv-
ing the identification performance of complex systems,
various ideas on designing kernels by combining multi-
ple kernels are proposed [45–48]. Influenced by machine
learning, harmonic analysis of stochastic processes, lin-
ear system theory, and filter design techniques, further
categories of kernels are developed [49–51]. The signif-
icance of kernels led to the investigation of their more
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generic aspects, e.g., the relation between the absolute
summability of kernels and their stability is clarified in
[39]. Moreover, the link between various categories of
kernels is studied in [37], where the mathematical foun-
dations of stable kernels and their RKHSs are explored.
Furthermore, in [20], it is shown that the realizations of
a zero-mean Gaussian process are almost surely stable
impulse responses if the corresponding kernel is diago-
nally square root integrable (DSRI).

In this work, we revisit the definition and notion of
DSRI 1 kernels, which was initially introduced in [20].
Following this, we investigate the class of DSRI ker-
nels by describing its structure as a partially ordered
cone. We show that this kernel category includes a
broad range of well-known kernels commonly used in
system identification, e.g., diagonally/correlated, sta-
ble spline, amplitude-modulated locally stationary, and
simulation-induced kernels. The structure of DSRI ker-
nel class is further elaborated by revisiting the fact that
they are stable and integrable. This way, we obtain inner
and outer approximations for the class of DSRI kernels.
Subsequently, we investigate fundamental topological
features of RKHSs with DSRI kernels. Namely, it is
shown that for linear operators defined on L 1, the space
of stable impulse responses, the continuity property is
inherited when the operator is restricted to a RKHS
endowed with a DSRI kernel. For the stability of zero-
mean Gaussian processes, we show that the sufficient
condition introduced in [20] is also necessary. We further
generalize this result and provide suitable interpreta-
tions. Due to the theoretical nature of the work and in
an effort to further facilitate reading the manuscript, the
burdensome technical arguments, such as proofs of the-
orems and lemmas, have been moved to the appendix.
For the sake of completeness, the appendix provides all
of the proofs, including the relatively simple ones.

2 Notation and Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, the set of natural numbers, the
set of real numbers, the set of complex numbers, the
set of non-negative integers, and the set of non-negative
real numbers are denoted respectively by N, R, C, Z+,
and R+. Moreover, T denotes the time index set, which
corresponds to either to Z+ or R+, and T± is defined
as T± := T ∪ (−T). The generic measure space in our
discussion is (T,GT, µ), where GT and µ are respectively
the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of R+ and the Lebesgue
measure, when T = R+, and, GT and µ are respectively
the set of subsets of Z+ and the counting measure, when
T = Z+. Accordingly, we additionally consider the mea-
sure space (T × T,GT ⊗ GT, µ × µ), where GT ⊗ GT and

1 Throughout this paper, DSRI stands for both of “diag-
onally square root integrable” and “diagonally square root
integrability”.

µ× µ are respectively the product σ-algebra and prod-
uct measure defined based on GT and µ. Furthermore,
we assume R is endowed with Borel σ-algebra B and
Lebesgue measure. Given a measurable space (X ,F ),
the space of measurable functions v : X → R is denoted
by RX , and v ∈ RX is shown entry-wise as v = (vx)x∈X ,
or v = (v(x))x∈X . Given Y ⊂ X , the indicator function
1Y : X → {0, 1} is defined as 1Y(x) = 1, if x ∈ Y, and
1Y(x) = 0, otherwise. Depending on the context, L∞

denotes `∞(Z) or L∞(R). Similarly, L 1 refers to `1(Z+)
or L1(R+). For p ∈ {1,∞}, the norm in L p is denoted
by ‖ · ‖p. The norms defined on Banach spaces L 1 and
L∞ are respectively denoted by ‖ · ‖1 and ‖ · ‖∞. The
space of bounded linear operators from Banach space X
to Banach spaceY is a Banach space, denoted byL(X,Y)
and endowed with norm ‖ · ‖L(X,Y) [52].

3 Diagonally Square Root Integrable Kernels

In this section, the definition of diagonally square root
integrable kernels is revisited. To this end, we need to
recall the notion of Mercer kernels [5].

Definition 1 ([5]) The symmetric measurable function
k : T × T → R is said to be a positive-definite kernel,
or simply, kernel, when, for any m ∈ N, s1, . . . , sn ∈ T,
and a1, . . . , an ∈ R, we have

∑m
i,j=1 aik(si, sj)aj ≥ 0.

For each t ∈ T, the function kt : T → R, defined as
kt(·) = k(t, ·), is called the section of kernel k at t.

The following definition introduces our main object of
interest in this paper.

Definition 2 The positive-definite kernel k : T × T →
R is said to be diagonally square root integrable (DSRI)
if M (k) <∞, where M (k) is defined as

M (k) :=


∫
R+

k(t, t)
1
2 dt, when T = R+,∑

t∈Z+

k(t, t)
1
2 , when T = Z+.

(1)

The class of DSRI kernels is denoted by SDSRI.

For any t ∈ T, one should note that k(t, t) ≥ 0, which is
implied by positive-definiteness property given in Def-
inition 1. Consequently, the right-hand sides in (1) are
well-defined for any positive-definite kernel, with possi-
ble values in R+∪{+∞}. According to Definition 2, ker-
nel k is DSRI when this value is finite, i.e., M (k) <∞.

Given the definition of the DSRI kernels, it is natural to
ask about the kernels satisfying this property and their
particular features of interest. These questions will be
addressed in the following sections.
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4 Well-known DSRI Kernels

In this section, we study the class of DSRI kernels, SDSRI,
by showing that many well-known kernels in the system
identification context belong to this category of kernels.
To this end, we need the notion of (diagonal) dominancy,
which introduces a partial order on the set of positive-
definite kernels.

Definition 3 Let k,h : T × T → R be positive-definite
kernels. We say h dominates k if there exists C ∈ R+

such that |k(s, t)| ≤ C|h(s, t)|, for all t, s ∈ T. Similarly,
it is said that h diagonally dominates k if the inequality
holds when s equals t.

To elaborate on the importance of Definition 3 in
describing SDSRI, we need to introduce finite-rank ex-
ponential kernels. More precisely, given n ∈ N, λ =
[λ1, . . . , λn]T ∈ Rn+, and α = [α1, . . . , αn]T ∈ [0, 1)n, the
rank-n exponential kernel kRnE : T×T→ R is defined as

kRnE(s, t) =

n∑
i=1

λiα
1
2 (s+t)
i , (2)

for any s, t ∈ T. We denote the kernel by kRnE(·, · ;λ,α),
and write kRnE(s, t ;λ,α) on the left-hand side of (2),
when we want to highlight the dependency on the hy-
perparameter vectors λ and α.

Theorem 1 i) Let k,h : T×T→ R be positive-definite
kernels where h is DSRI. If h (diagonally) dominates k,
then k is DSRI.
ii) The rank-n exponential kernel kRnE : T × T → R
defined in (2) is DSRI.

Theorem 1 can be used to show that a variety of kernels
belongs to SDSRI. In the literature of system identifica-
tion, various kernels are introduced [19, 53], e.g., diag-
onal, diagonally/correlated, tuned/correlated, and stable
spline kernels, which are respectively denoted by kDI,
kDC, kTC, and kSS, and defined as

kDI(s, t) = 1{0}(s− t)αs, (3)

kDC(s, t) = α
1
2 (s+t)γ|s−t|, (4)

kTC(s, t) = αmax(s,t), (5)

kSS(s, t) = αmax(s,t)+s+t − 1

3
α3 max(s,t), (6)

for any s, t ∈ T, where α ∈ (0, 1), γ ∈ (−1, 1), if T = Z+,
and, γ ∈ (0, 1), if T = R+. Moreover, in [54], the first and
second order integral stable spline kernels are defined as

kiTC(s, t) =
αmax(s,t)+1 − βmax(s,t)+1

max(s, t) + 1
, (7)

kiSS(s, t) =
αs+t+max(s,t)+1 − βs+t+max(s,t)+1

s+ t+ max(s, t) + 1

− α3 max(s,t)+1 − β3 max(s,t)+1

9 max(s, t) + 3
,

(8)

for any s, t ∈ T, where 0 ≤ β ≤ α < 1. We can directly
calculate M (k) using (1), for the above-mentioned ker-
nels, and show that these kernels belong to SDSRI. On
the other hand, we can easily see that kernels kDI, kDC,
kTC, and kiTC are dominated by kRnE(·, · ; 1, α). Similarly,
we can show that the kRnE(·, · ; 1, α3) dominates kSS and
kiSS. Thus, one can easily conclude from Theorem 1 that
each of the above-mentioned kernels are DSRI. Based on
the same line of argument, one can show the same re-
sult for the nth-order stable spline kernels [19] (see Ap-
pendix A.3 for more details).

Theorem 2 Let k,h : T × T → R be positive-definite
kernels, where k is DSRI.
i) If h is DSRI, then αk+ βh is a DSRI kernel, for any
α, β ∈ R+.
ii) If supt∈T h(t, t) <∞, then kh is a DSRI kernel.

Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 characterize the structure
of the class of DSRI kernels as a cone equipped with a
partial order. Also, they can further be used to verify the
DSRI property for other kernels. For example, consider
kernel kiTS introduced in [54] as the combination of kiTC

and kiSS, i.e., we have kiTS(s, t) := kiTC(s, t) + kiSS(s, t),
for any s, t ∈ T. Based on the above discussion and
Theorem 2, one can easily see that kiTS is a DSRI kernel.

Let v := (vt)t∈T ∈ L 1 and kv : T × T → R be defined
as kb(s, t) = vsvt, for any s, t ∈ T [49]. One can easily
see that kv is a rank-1 positive-definite kernel with

M (kv) =


∫
R+

(v2
t )

1
2 dt =

∫
R+

|vt|dt, if T = R+,∑
t∈Z+

(v2
t )

1
2 =

∑
t∈Z+

|vt|, if T = Z+,

which says that M (kv) = ‖v‖1. This implies that kv ∈
SDSRI. In [49], the amplitude modulated locally stationary
(AMLS) kernels are introduced, which are generalized
form of kv. More precisely, let kst : T × T → R be a
stationary positive-definite kernel, i.e., we have

kst(s+ τ, t+ τ) = kst(s, t), ∀s, t, τ ∈ T. (9)

Subsequently, the AMLS kernel kAMLS : T × T → R is
defined as

kAMLS(s, t) = vtkst(s, t)vs, ∀s, t ∈ T. (10)

Note that since kst is a stationary kernel, we know that
supt∈T kst(t, t) = kst(0, 0) < ∞. Therefore, due to The-
orem 2 and kb ∈ SDSRI, we have kAMLS ∈ SDSRI. In ad-
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dition to kAMLS, the simulation induced kernels are in-
troduced in [49]. Similar to our previous discussion, one
can show that under certain conditions, the simulation
induced kernels are DSRI (see Appendix A.4 for more
details).

We can show that the DSRI property is preserved under
proper sampling (see Appendix A.5) and reparameteri-
zation of the arguments of the kernel (see Appendix A.6).
Using Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, based on the discus-
sion provided in this section, and following line of ar-
guments similar to Appendices A.3, A.4, A.5, and A.6,
one can show that a broad range of kernels are DSRI.
The class of DSRI kernels is further studied in the next
section.

5 DSRI Kernels: Stability and Integrability

To elaborate further on the structure of the class of DSRI
kernels, we investigate their stability and integrability
properties in this section. Since in the kernel-based sys-
tem identification framework, the kernel attributes are
inherited by the identified model, one may ask about
the main feature of concern, which is the stability of the
kernel. To address this question, we need to recall the
notion of stable kernels [19].

Definition 4 ([19]) The positive-definite kernel k :
T× T→ R is said to be stable if, for any u = (us)s∈T ∈
L∞, one has

∫
R+

∣∣∣ ∫
R+

usk(t, s)ds
∣∣∣dt <∞, when T = R+,∑

t∈Z+

∣∣∣ ∑
s∈Z+

usk(t, s)
∣∣∣ <∞, , when T = Z+.

(11)
The class of stable kernels is denoted by Ss.

The following theorem demonstrates the relationship be-
tween the DSRI kernels and the stable kernels.

Theorem 3 ([20]) Every DSRI kernel is stable.

We have already verified that SDSRI ⊆ Ss. In addition to
stable kernels, a well-known interesting category of ker-
nels in the context of system identification are the inte-
grable ones. In the following, we review their definition.

Definition 5 ([19]) The positive-definite kernel k :
T× T→ R is called integrable if we have

∫
R+

∫
R+

∣∣k(t, s)
∣∣dsdt <∞, when T = R+,∑

t∈Z+

∑
s∈Z+

∣∣k(t, s)
∣∣ <∞, , when T = Z+.

(12)

The class of integrable kernels is denoted by S1.

It is known that the set of integrable kernels is a subclass
of stable kernels [19, 37], i.e., S1 ⊆ Ss. The following
theorem further characterizes the class of DSRI kernels
by elaborating their connection with the integrable ker-
nels. This theorem is implicitly implied from the proof
of Lemma 2 in [20].

Theorem 4 ([20]) Every DSRI kernel is integrable.

In [39], it is verified that there exists a stable ker-
nel k : Z+ × Z+ → R which is not integrable, i.e.,∑
s,t∈Z+

|k(s, t)| = ∞. The next theorem verifies a

similar property for DSRI kernels.

Theorem 5 There exists an integrable kernel which is
not a DSRI kernel.

The following corollary is a direct result of Theorem 5
and the fact that any integrable kernel is stable [19].

Corollary 6 There exists a stable kernel which is not a
DSRI kernel.

In [37], other categories of positive-definite kernels are
considered. The positive-definite kernel k : T × T → R
is said to be finite-trace if we have

∑
s∈Z+

k(s, s) <∞, if T = Z+,∫
R+

k(s, s)ds <∞, if T = R+.
(13)

Similarly, it is called a squared integrable kernel if
∑
s∈Z+

∑
t∈Z+

k(s, t)2 <∞, if T = Z+,∫
R+

∫
R+

k(s, t)2dsdt <∞, if T = R+.
(14)

The class of finite-trace kernels and the class of squared
integrable kernels are denoted by Sft and S2, respec-
tively [37]. Based on the above discussion and [37], we
have

SDSRI ⊂ S1 ⊂ Ss ⊂ Sft ⊂ S2, (15)

where all of the inclusions are strict.

See Figure 1 for an illustration of the discussion pre-
sented in the current section and the previous section.
One should compare this figure with Figure 1 in [37].

6 Operator Continuity and DSRI Kernels

In this section, we study certain topological features of
the RKHSs equipped with DSRI kernels, namely the
continuity of linear operators defined on them.
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SDSRI Ss S2S1

kTC kDCkSS

kiSS

kSSn

kiTC kSI

kDI

kAMLS

Sft

kRnE

Figure 1. Illustration of the inclusion features for different
kernel categories discussed in Section 4 and Section 5

.

We recall that with respect to each positive-definite ker-
nel, a Hilbert space is defined uniquely [1]. More pre-
cisely, based on the Moore-Aronszajn theorem, these
Hilbert spaces are exactly the ones where the evaluation
functionals are bounded [1, 5].

Theorem 7 ([5]) Given a positive-definite kernel k :
T×T→ R, there exists a unique Hilbert space Hk ⊆ RT

with inner product 〈·, ·〉Hk
, referred to as the RKHS with

kernel k, where for each t ∈ T, we have
i) kt ∈Hk, and
ii) gt = 〈g,kt〉Hk

, for all g = (gs)s∈T ∈Hk.
The second feature is called the reproducing property.

In the context of system identification, the RKHSs en-
dowed with the stable kernels are of special interest due
to their particular feature reviewed in the following the-
orem.

Theorem 8 ([19, 55, 56]) Let k : T × T → R be a
positive-definite kernel. Then, Hk ⊆ L 1 if and only if
k is a stable kernel. In this case, Hk is called a stable
RKHS.

Given a stable kernel k, we know that Hk ⊆ L 1. Ac-
cordingly, various objects introduced on L 1 can be re-
defined by restricting them to Hk. Here, one may ask
about the inherited properties followed by this restric-
tion. The main feature of DSRI kernels is that the conti-
nuity of operators defined on L 1 is inherited when they
are restricted to the corresponding RKHS.

Theorem 9 Let B be a Banach space equipped with
norm ‖ · ‖B and L : L 1 → B be a continuous operator.
If k : T × T is a DSRI kernel, then Hk is a linear sub-
space of L 1 and L : Hk → B is continuous. Moreover,
we have

‖L‖L(Hk,B) ≤ ‖L‖L(L 1,B)M (k). (16)

Given a Banach space B with norm ‖ ·‖B, we denote by
L∞(T; B) the space of B-valued Bochner measurable
functions where the essential supremum of their norm
in B is bounded, i.e., for any v = (vt)t∈T ∈ L∞(T; B),
we have ess supt∈T ‖vt‖B <∞ [57].

Theorem 10 Let v be an arbitrary element in
L∞(T; B) and k : T × T be a positive-definite kernel.
Define an operator L : Hk → B as follows

L(g) :=


∑
s∈Z+

gtvt, if T = Z+,∫
R+

gtvt dt, if T = R+,
(17)

for any g = (gt)t∈T ∈Hk. If k is a DSRI kernel, then L
is a continuous linear operator.

Theorem 9 and Theorem 10 allow one to transfer differ-
ent existing results for BIBO stable impulse responses
to RKHS Hk. The following corollaries are examples of
this.

Corollary 11 Let k be a DSRI kernel, u ∈ L∞ be a
bounded signal and t ∈ T±. Define the convolution op-
erator Lu

t : Hk → R as

Lu
t(g) :=


∑
s∈Z+

gsut−s, if T = Z+,∫
R+

gsut−sds, if T = R+,
(18)

for any g = (gt)t∈T ∈ Hk. Then, Lu
t : Hk → R is a

continuous linear operator.

Let ΩT be defiend as ΩT := [0, π] when T = Z+, and
ΩT := R+ when T = R+. With respect to each ω in ΩT,

the operators F
(r)
ω : Hk → R and F

(i)
ω : Hk → R are

defined respectively as

F(r)
ω (g) :=


∑
t∈Z+

gt cos(ωt), if T = Z+,∫
R+

gt cos(ωt)dt, if T = R+,
(19)

and

F(i)
ω (g) :=


−
∑
t∈Z+

gt sin(ωt), if T = Z+,

−
∫
R+

gt sin(ωt)dt, if T = R+,
(20)

for any g = (gt)t∈T ∈ Hk. Moreover, we define Fω :

Hk → C as Fω = F
(r)
ω +jF

(i)
ω , where j denotes imaginary

unit. One can see that F
(i)
ω (g) and F

(i)
ω (g) respectively

5



corresponds to the real and imaginary part of Fourier
transform of impulse response g ∈Hk evaluated at fre-
quency ω ∈ ΩT, which is Fω(g) . From Theorem 10, we
have the following corollary for the introduced operators.

Corollary 12 Let k be a DSRI kernel. Then, F
(r)
ω , F

(i)
ω

and Fω are continuous linear operators, for all ω ∈ ΩT.

7 Stable Gaussian Processes

Let (Ω,GΩ,P) be a probability space, where Ω is the sam-
ple space, GΩ is the corresponding σ-algebra, and P is
the probability measure defined on GΩ. Given a measur-
able function m = (mt)t∈T and a positive-definite kernel
k : T× T→ R, the stochastic process

g : (T× Ω,GT ⊗ GΩ, µ× P)→ R (21)

is called a Gaussian process (GP) with mean m and
kernel k [5], denoted by GP(m,k), when, for any n ∈ N
and any t1, . . . , tn ∈ T, the random vector [gt1 , . . . , gtn ]T

has a Gaussian distribution as follows[
gt1 , . . . , gtn

]T ∼ N([mti

]n
i=1

,
[
k(ti, tj)

]n
i,j=1

)
. (22)

The following definition reviews the notion of an inter-
esting class of Gaussian processes in the context of sys-
tem identification [20].

Definition 6 ([20]) The Gaussian process GP(m,k) is
said to be stable in the BIBO sense if its realizations, also
known as sample paths, are almost surely BIBO stable
impulse responses, i.e., P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1.

The importance of stable GPs is according to their role
in the Bayesian interpretation of kernel-based impulse
response identification. Hence, one may ask about the
necessary and sufficient conditions for the stability of
the Gaussian process GP(m,k) 2 . Part of this question
is addressed in [20], which is reviewed in the following
lemma.

Lemma 13 ([20]) Let k be a positive-definite ker-
nel and g ∼ GP(0,k), where 0 denotes the constant
zero function. If kernel k is DSRI, then we have
P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1.

According to Lemma 13, the DSRI feature of k is a suf-
ficient condition for the almost sure BIBO stability of g
when g ∼ GP(0,k). The following lemma concerns the
other direction of Lemma 13. Before proceeding further,

2 This question has been raised during workshop “Bayesian
and Kernel-Based Methods in Learning Dynamical Systems”,
21st IFAC World Congress, Berlin, Germany, 2020.

we need to present additional definitions. Let the func-
tion Φ : R+ → [0, 1] be defined as

Φ(δ) =
1

(2π)
1
2

∫ δ

−δ
e−

1
2x

2

dx, (23)

for any δ ∈ R+. Note that Φ is closely related to the
Gaussian error function, i.e., Φ(δ) is the probability that
the value of a standard Gaussian random variable is in
the interval [−δ, δ], for any δ ∈ R+. Moreover, one can
see that Φ is a strictly increasing bijective function, and
therefore, it has a well-defined inverse Φ−1 : [0, 1]→ R+,
which is also a strictly increasing bijective map.

Lemma 14 Let k be a positive-definite kernel and
g ∼ GP(0,k), where 0 is the constant zero function. If
P[‖g‖1 < ∞] > 0, then k is a DSRI kernel and we have
P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1.

Following this, we have the main theorem of this section
which is implied from Lemma 13 and Lemma 14.

Theorem 15 Let m = (mt)t∈T be a stable impulse re-
sponse and k : T × T → R be a positive-definite kernel.
Also, let GP(m,k) be the Gaussian process with mean
impulse response m and kernel k. Then, if k is a DSRI
kernel, we have P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1, and if k is not a DSRI
kernel, we have P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 0.

The following corollary is a direct result of Theorem 15
and the definition of (BIBO) stability for the Gaussian
processes.

Corollary 16 Let the assumptions of Theorem 15 holds.
Then, GP(m,k) is stable if and only if k is a DSRI kernel.

The theorem and corollary presented here have an in-
teresting interpretation. For g = (gt)t∈T ∼ GP(m,k)
and t ∈ T, we know that gt is a random variable with
Gaussian distribution N (mt,k(t, t)). Accordingly, with
respect to each ε ∈ (0, 1), we can characterize an ε con-
fidence interval based on the standard deviation of gt.
More precisely, the ε confidence interval for gt, denoted
by It,ε, is defined as

It,ε = [mt − δεk(t, t)
1
2 ,mt + δεk(t, t)

1
2 ], (24)

where δε is the positive real scalar specified as δε =
Φ−1(ε). Furthermore, let impulse responses s+

ε and s−ε
be defined respectively as

s+
ε :=

(
mt + δεk(t, t)

1
2

)
t∈T , (25)

and
s−ε :=

(
mt − δεk(t, t)

1
2

)
t∈T . (26)

We know that s+
ε and s−ε corresponds respectively to

the upper and lower bounds of the introduced point-
wise ε confidence intervals. Accordingly, we can define

6
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Figure 2. The figure illustrates 50 sample paths of a Gaus-
sian process, the mean impulse response m, and, the 95%
confidence region between s+ε and s−ε .

an ε confidence region, denoted by Rε, as the union of
ε confidence intervals {It,ε | t ∈ T}, i.e., Rε = ∪t∈TIt,ε.
One can easily see that Rε is the region between the
impulse responses s+

ε and s−ε (see Figure 2). Note that
due to the definition of It,ε, we have P

[
gt ∈ It,ε

]
= ε, for

any t ∈ T. However, one should note that this argument
does not imply P

[
g ∈ Rε

]
≥ ε. On the other hand,

the theorem and corollary say that g is a stable impulse
response with probability one, that is P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1,
if and only if, the confidence bound impulse responses
s+
ε and s−ε are stable, or equivalently, the ε confidence

region Rε has finite area. Moreover, if the area of Rε
is infinite, then g is an unstable impulse response with
probability one, i.e., P[‖g‖1 = ∞] = 1. In Figure 2, we
have shown 50 sample paths of an example Gaussian
process, the corresponding mean impulse response m,
and the confidence bound impulse responses s+

ε and s−ε ,
where ε = 0.95.

8 Conclusion

We have investigated the class of diagonally square root
integrable kernels in this work. It is verified that the cat-
egory of DSRI kernels includes well-known kernels used
in system identification, such as diagonally/correlated,
tuned/correlated, stable spline, amplitude-modulated
locally stationary, and simulation-induced kernels. We
have observed that the DSRI kernel category has a cone
structure endowed with a partial order. Moreover, this
kernel class is a subclass of stable kernels and integrable
kernels. We have looked into certain fundamental topo-
logical properties of the RKHSs with DSRI kernels.
More precisely, we have noticed that the continuity of
linear operators defined on L 1 is inherited when they
are restricted to a RKHS equipped with a DSRI kernel.
Furthermore, it has been verified that the realizations of
a Gaussian process centered at a stable impulse response
are almost surely stable if and only if the corresponding
kernel admits the DSRI property.

A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Part i) For the case of T = R+, one can easily see that

M (k) ≤ C 1
2

∫
R+

h(t, t)
1
2 dt = C

1
2 M (h) <∞. (A.1)

A similar argument holds when T = Z+.
Part ii) For any t1, . . . , tm ∈ T and a1, . . . , am ∈ R, we
have

m∑
j,k=1

ajkRnE(tj , tk)ak =

m∑
j,k=1

n∑
i=1

ajakλiα
1
2 (tj+tk)
i

=

n∑
i=1

λi

( m∑
j=1

ajα
1
2 tj
i

)2

≥ 0,

which says that kRnE is a positive-definite kernel. For any
s, t ∈ T, one can see that kRnE(s, t) ≤ α

1
2 (s+t)λ, where

α := max1≤i≤n αi and λ :=
∑n
i=1 λi. Therefore, we have

M (kRnE) ≤


λ

1
2

∫
R+

α
1
2 t dt = − 2λ

1
2

ln(α)
, if T = R+,

λ
1
2

∑
t∈Z+

α
1
2 t =

λ
1
2

1− α 1
2

, if T = Z+,

which implies that kRnE is a DSRI kernel.

A.2 Proof of Theorem 2

Part i) One can easily see that

(
αk(t, t) +βh(t, t)

) 1
2 ≤ α 1

2k(t, t)
1
2 +β

1
2h(t, t)

1
2 , (A.2)

for any t ∈ T. Accordingly, the proof follows directly
from the triangle inequality and Definition 2.
Part ii) For any t ∈ T, we have

(
k(t, t)h(t, t)

) 1
2 ≤

(
sup
t∈T

h(t, t)
) 1

2k(t, t)
1
2 , (A.3)

which implies the claim from the Definition 2.

A.3 DSRI Property for High-order Stable Spline Ker-
nels

Let β be a positive real number and (x)+ denote the
non-negative part of x, for any x ∈ R, that is (x)+ :=
max{x, 0}. With respect to each n ∈ Z+, the nth-order
stable spline kernel kSSn : R+ × R+ → R is defined as

kSSn(s, t) =

∫ 1

0

(e−βs − u)n−1
+ (e−βt − u)n−1

+(
(n− 1)!

)2 du, (A.4)
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for any s, t ∈ R+ [19].

Theorem 17 The nth-order stable spline kernel is
DSRI.

Proof. For each t ∈ R+, one can easily see that

kSSn(t, t) =

∫ 1

0

(e−βt − u)2n−2
+(

(n− 1)!
)2 du

=

∫ e−βt

0

u2n−2(
(n− 1)!

)2 du =
e−(2n−1)βt

(2n− 1)
(
(n− 1)!

)2 .
(A.5)

Therefore, kSSn is diagonally dominated by kernel
kRnE(·, · ; 1, e−(2n−1)β). Thus, due to Theorem 1, kSSn is
a DSRI kernel.

A.4 DSRI Property for Simulation-Induced Kernels

Given v = (vt)t∈T in L 1 with non-negative values, a sta-
ble SISO system of order n with realization (A,b, c, d),
and n by n positive-definite matrix Q, the simulation-
induced kernel kSI : T× T→ R is defined such that, for
any s, t ∈ T, we have

kSI(s, t) = cAsQ(At)TcT + d2vsvt1{0}(s− t)

+ vsd

t−1∑
k=0

1{0}(s− k)vkbT(At−1−k)TcT

+ vtd

s−1∑
k=0

1{0}(t− k)vkbT(As−1−k)TcT

+

min(t,s)−1∑
k=0

v2
kcAs−1−kbbT(At−1−k)TcT,

(A.6)

when T = Z+, and

kSI(s, t) = ceAsQ(eAt)TcT

+

∫ min(s,t)

0

v2
τceA(s−τ)bbT(eA(t−τ))TcT dτ,

(A.7)

when T = R+ [49].

Theorem 18 Let assume that there exist γ1, γ2 ∈ R+

and α ∈ [0, 1) such that, for any t ∈ T, we have ‖Φt‖ ≤
γ1 α

t and v2
t ≤ γ2 α

t, where Φt denotes matrix At, when
T = Z+, and matrix eAt, when T = R+. Then, kSI is a
DSRI kernel.

Proof. For any t ∈ T, one can show that

∣∣∣ t−1∑
k=0

v2
kcAt−1−kbbT(At−1−k)TcT

∣∣∣ ≤ γαt

α(1− α)
, (A.8)

when T = Z+, and

∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

v2
τceA(t−τ)bbT(eA(t−τ))TcT dτ

∣∣∣ ≤ − γαt

ln(α)
, (A.9)

when T = R+, where γ = ‖b‖2‖c‖2γ2
1γ2. Define the

kernel k : T× T→ R as

k(s, t) = kR2E(s, t; [λ1, λ2]T, [α2, α]T) + d2kv(s, t),

for any s, t ∈ T, where λ1 := γ2
1‖Q‖‖c‖2, λ2 := γ

α(1−α) ,

when T = Z+, and λ2 := − γ
ln(α) , when T = R+. Accord-

ing to Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we know that k is a
DSRI kernel. Moreover, due to (A.8) and (A.9), one can
easily see that kSI is diagonally dominated by k. There-
fore, kernel kSI is DSRI.

A.5 DSRI Property and Sampling

We say σ : Z+ → R+ is a proper sampling function if
inft∈Z+ σ(t+ 1)− σ(t) > 0. The following theorem says
that DSRI property is preserved under proper sampling.

Theorem 19 Let k : R+ × R+ → R be a positive-
definite kernel and kσ : Z+ × Z+ → R be defined as

kσ(s, t) = k(σ(s), σ(t)), s, t ∈ Z+. (A.10)

Define function dk : R+ → R as dk(t) = k(t, t)
1
2 , for

any t. If k is a DSRI kernel with non-increasing dk, then
kσ is a DSRI kernel.

Proof. The positive-definiteness of kσ is a direct result
of the same property for k. Let δ be defined as δ :=
inft∈Z+ σ(t+ 1)− σ(t) > 0. Since δ > 0 and dk is a non-
increasing function, we have

M (kσ)− kσ(0, 0)
1
2 =

∞∑
t=1

kσ(t, t)
1
2 =

∞∑
t=1

dk(σ(t))

≤ 1

δ

∞∑
t=1

dk(σ(t))
(
σ(t)− σ(t− 1)

)
≤ 1

δ

∫
R+

k(s, s)
1
2 ds =

1

δ
M (k) <∞,

(A.11)

which implies that kσ is a DSRI kernel.

A.6 DSRI Property for Reparameterized Kernels

Theorem 20 Let k : T× T→ R be a DSRI kernel and
ρ : T → T be a strictly increasing function, which is

assumed to be differentiable with infτ∈R+

dρ(τ)
dτ > 0, when

T = R+. Define h : T×T→ R as h(s, t) = k(ρ(s), ρ(t)),
for any s, t ∈ T. Then, h is a DSRI kernel.
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Proof. The positive-definiteness of h is directly con-
cluded from the same property of k. The properties
of ρ imply that it has a well-defined inverse function
ρ−1 : ρ(T) → T, which is a strictly increasing map.
Therefore, for any s ∈ ρ(T), there exists a unique t ∈ T
such that s = ρ(t). Accordingly, for the case of T = Z+,
we have

M (h) =
∑
t∈Z+

h(t, t)
1
2 =

∑
t∈Z+

k(ρ(t), ρ(t))
1
2

=

∞∑
s=ρ(0)

k(s, s)
1
2 ≤

∑
s∈Z+

k(s, s)
1
2 <∞,

(A.12)

which implies that h is DSRI. Similarly, for the case of
T = R+, we have

M (h) =

∫
R+

h(t, t)
1
2 dt =

∫
R+

k(ρ(t), ρ(t))
1
2 dt

=

∫ ∞
ρ(0)

k(s, s)
1
2

1
dρ
dτ (ρ−1(s))

ds ≤

∫
s∈R+

k(s, s)
1
2 ds

infτ∈R+

dρ(τ)
dτ

≤ M (k)

infτ∈R+

dρ(τ)
dτ

<∞.

This concludes the proof.

A.7 Proof of Theorem 5

Let T = Z+ and define a symmetric function k : Z+ ×
Z+ → R such that, for any s, t ∈ Z+, we have

k(s, t) =

{
1

(1+s)2 , if s = t,

0, if s 6= t.
(A.13)

For any t1, . . . , tn ∈ Z+ and any a1, . . . , an ∈ R, one can
see that

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aiajk(ti, tj) =

∑
0≤t≤t̄
It 6=∅

1

(1 + t)2

(∑
i∈It

ai

)2

≥ 0,
(A.14)

where t̄ = max{t1, . . . , tn} and It =
{
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

∣∣ti =

t
}

, for t = 0, . . . , t̄. This implies that k is a positive-
definite kernel. Moreover, we have∑
s∈Z+

∑
t∈Z+

k(s, t) =
∑
s∈Z+

1

(1 + s)2
=

1

6
π2 <∞, (A.15)

and

M (k) =
∑
s∈Z+

k(s, s)
1
2 =

∑
s∈Z+

1

1 + s
=∞. (A.16)

Therefore, k is an integrable positive-definite ker-
nel which is not DSRI. Let T = R+ and function
f : R+ → R+ be defined as

f(t) =

{
cos(πt), if t ∈ [0, 1

2 ],

0, if t ≥ 1
2 ,

(A.17)

for any t ∈ R+. Note that f is a continuous and positive
function. Define h : Z+ × Z+ → R such that, for any
s, t ∈ Z+, we have h(s, t) = k(bsc, btc)g(s)g(t), where
k is introduced in (A.13), and function g : R+ → R+

is defined as g(s) = f(s − bsc), for any s ∈ R+. One
can easily see that h is continuous. Moreover, for any
t1, . . . , tn ∈ Z+ and any b1, . . . , bn ∈ R, we have

n∑
i,j=1

bibjh(ti, tj) =

n∑
i,j=1

bibjk(btic, btjc)g(ti)g(tj)

=

n∑
i,j=1

aiajk(btic, btjc),

where ai is defined as ai := big(ti), for i = 1, . . . , n.
Therefore, due to (A.14), we have

∑n
i,j=1 bibjh(ti, tj) ≥

0, which implies that h is a positive-definite kernel. We
know that∫
R+

∫
R+

|h(s, t)|dsdt =

∫
R+

∫
R+

k(bsc, btc)g(s)g(t)dsdt

≤
∫
R+

∫
R+

k(bsc, btc)dsdt

=
∑
n∈Z+

∫ n+1

n

∫ n+1

n

k(bsc, btc)dsdt

=
∑
n∈Z+

k(n, n) =
∑
n∈Z+

1

(n+ 1)2
=

1

6
π2,

(A.18)

which implies that h is integrable. On the other hand,
we have

M (h) =

∫
R+

k(bsc, bsc) 1
2 g(s)ds

=
∑
n∈Z+

∫ n+1

n

k(bsc, bsc) 1
2 g(s)ds,

(A.19)

and thus, from definition of k, it follows that

M (h) =
∑
n∈Z+

k(n, n)
1
2

∫ 1

0

f(s)ds

=
( ∑
n∈Z+

1

n+ 1

)∫ 1

0

f(s)ds =∞.
(A.20)

Therefore, h is not a DSRI kernel.
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A.8 Proof of Theorem 9

The first part of the theorem is due to Theorem 3. For
the second part of the theorem, we only provide the proof
for the case of T = R+. The proof for T = Z+ is similar.

Let g = (gs)s∈R+
. Due to the reproducing property,

we have gs = 〈g,ks〉Hk
and ‖ks‖2Hk

= 〈ks,ks〉Hk
=

k(s, s), for any s ∈ R+. Subsequently, from the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality, it follows that

|gs| = |〈g,ks〉Hk
| ≤ ‖g‖Hk

‖ks‖Hk
= ‖g‖Hk

k(s, s)
1
2 .

Accordingly, since ‖g‖1 =
∫
R+
|gs|ds, we have

‖g‖1 ≤
∫
R+

‖g‖Hk
k(s, s)

1
2 ds = M (k)‖g‖Hk

. (A.21)

On the other hand, from the definition of operator norm,
it follows that

‖L(g)‖B ≤ ‖L‖L(L 1,B)‖g‖1. (A.22)

Considering (A.21), we know that

‖L(g)‖B ≤ ‖L‖L(L 1,B)M (k)‖g‖Hk
. (A.23)

Therefore, due to (A.23) and the definition of operator
norm, we have

‖L‖L(Hk,B) = sup
g∈Hk

‖g‖H
k
≤1

‖L(g)‖B

≤ sup
g∈Hk

‖g‖H
k
≤1

(
‖L‖L(L 1,B)M (k)‖g‖Hk

)
= ‖L‖L(L 1,B)M (k),

(A.24)

which implies (16) and concludes the proof.

A.9 Proof of Theorem 10

By an abuse of notation, we define L : L 1 → B similarly
to (17). According to [57, Theorem 8.2], (gtvt)t∈T is a
Bochner integrable function, for any g = (gt)t∈T ∈ L 1.
This implies that L : L 1 → B is a well-defined linear
operator. Furthermore, we have

‖L(g)‖B ≤ ‖g‖1
(

ess sup
t∈T

‖vt‖B
)
, (A.25)

for any g = (gt)t∈T ∈ L 1. Therefore, one can see

‖L‖L(L 1,B) = sup
g∈L 1

‖g‖L1≤1

‖L(g)‖B ≤ ess sup
t∈T

‖vt‖B,

i.e., L : L 1 → B is a continuous linear operator. Thus,
the claim follows directly from Theorem 9.

A.10 Proof of Lemma 14

We prove the lemma for the case of T = R+. The proof
for T = Z+ follows the same line of argument. Note that
we have{
ω ∈ Ω

∣∣ ‖g(ω)‖1 <∞
}

=
∞
∪
r=1

{
ω ∈ Ω

∣∣ ‖g(ω)‖1 ≤ r
}
.

Accordingly, from the sub-additivity property of P, we
know that

0 < P
[
‖g‖1 <∞

]
≤
∞∑
r=1

P
[
‖g‖1 ≤ r

]
.

Therefore, there exists r ∈ N such that, for event A
defined as A :=

{
ω ∈ Ω

∣∣ ‖g(ω)‖1 ≤ r
}

, we have γ :=
P[A] > 0. Accordingly, due to the properties of indicator
functions, the definition of A, and the Tonelli’s Theorem
[58], we can see that

γ = P[A] =
1

r
E
[
r1A

]
≥ 1

r
E
[
‖g‖11A

]
=

∫
R+

E
[
|gt|1A

]
dt.

(A.26)

With respect to each t ∈ R+, define event Bt as

Bt =
{
ω ∈ Ω

∣∣ |gt(ω)| ≤ εk(t, t)
1
2

}
, (A.27)

where ε is the positive real number characterized as
ε := Φ−1( 1

2γ). For each t ∈ R+, we have A ⊇ A ∩ Bc
t .

Therefore, from (A.26) and (A.27), it follows that

γ ≥
∫
R+

E
[
|gt|1A

]
dt

≥
∫
R+

E
[
|gt|1A∩Bc

t

]
dt

≥
∫
R+

εk(t, t)
1
2E
[
1A∩Bc

t

]
dt.

(A.28)

Moreover, for each t ∈ R+, we have 1A∩Bc
t
≥ 1A − 1Bt ,

which implies that E
[
1A∩Bc

t

]
≥ P[A] − P[Bt]. Subse-

quently, from (A.26) and (A.28), we can see that

γ ≥
∫
R+

εk(t, t)
1
2

(
P[A]− P[Bt]

)
dt. (A.29)

We know that gt ∼ N (0,k(t, t)
1
2 ), t ∈ R+. Accordingly,

from the definition of sets A and Bt, we have

εk(t, t)
1
2

(
P[A]− P[Bt]

)
= εk(t, t)

1
2

(
P[A]− Φ(ε)

)
=

1

2
εk(t, t)

1
2 γ.
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Therefore, (A.29) implies that

γ ≥ 1

2
εγ

∫
R+

k(t, t)
1
2 dt =

1

2
εγM (k), (A.30)

and subsequently, we have M (k) <∞, and k is a DSRI
kernel. Furthermore, from Lemma 13, it follows that
P[‖g‖1 <∞] = 1, which concludes the proof.

A.11 Proof of Theorem 15

Note that g ∼ GP(m,k) if and only if g−m ∼ GP(0,k).
Since m is a stable impulse response, the stability of g
is equivalent to the stability of g −m. Accordingly, the
claim follows from Lemma 13 and Lemma 14.
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