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Abstract — This letter summarizes and proves the concept of
bounded-input bounded-state (BIBS) stability for weight
convergence of a broad family of in-parameter-linear nonlinear
neural architectures as it generally applies to a broad family of
incremental gradient learning algorithms. A practical BIBS
convergence condition results from the derived proofs for every
individual learning point or batches for real-time applications.
Index Terms — in-parameter-linear nonlinear neural
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machines, random vector functional link networks, incremental
gradient learnings, weight convergence, bounded-input boundedstate stability, input-to-state stability
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I. INTRODUCTION

HE bounded-input bounded-state (BIBS) stability concept
is recently popular in neural networks. Also, the weight
convergence of gradient learning is still an investigated issue.
However, no paper recalls nor thoroughly presents and prooves
this concept for the incremental gradient-learning weight
convergence of in-parameter-linear nonlinear (neural)
architectures (IPLNAs) in general.
By IPLNAs in this paper, we consider a wide family of
shallow neural networks including the extreme learning
machine (ELM) or random vector functional link (RVFL)
networks [1]–[3], other functional links and kernel neural
architectures and filters, e.g., [4]–[6], and polynomial neural
networks [7], [8] including basic standalone  structures
called polynomial neural units in [9], [10], and references
therein.
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This letter shows that the input-to-state stability (ISS) concept
[11] and BIBS stability [12] generally apply to the gradient
learning algorithms and their many modifications for IPLNA's.
The most prevalent ones to mention are the (stochastic) gradient
descent with normalized learning rate (also as normalized least
means squares (NLMS) [13]–[15]), recursive least squares
(RLS) [16], adaptive moment estimation (ADAM) [17].
In general, there are many modifications of gradient learnings
that are based on:
- the normalization of learning rate and the adaptation of the
regularization term (such as NLMS, generalized gradient
descent (GNGD) [18], robust regularized NLMS (RRNLMS) [19])
- the adaptation of the learning rate (such as Benveniste's [13],
Farhang's & Ang's [20], Mathew's [21]), and
- other variations, e.g., RLS that uses covariance matrix and
momentum enhanced methods such as ADAM and the
related predecessors and followers as overviewed in [22].
The purpose of this paper is to summarize and prove the
general applicability of ISS and BIBS to the weight
convergence of IPLNAs and to highlight its practical aspect for
the broad family of gradient learning rules of IPLNAs.
The bold letters and symbols stand for vectors and matrices,
and sample index k indicates time variability.
II. BACKGROUND ON IPLNAS AND GRADIENT LEARNINGS
This subsection generally defines IPLNAs and recalls BIBS
stability concept applied to their gradient-based weight-update
system.
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Definition 1: The in-parameter-linear nonlinear neural
architecture (IPLNA) is defined by (1) where g(x) is not a
function of neural weights w, i.e., gx(v,k )g(w) .
The IPLNA that conforms to Definition 1 is as follows

y(k )  wT (k )  g  x(v, k )  ,

(1)

where y(k ) is neural output; w is the column vector of neural
weights; upper T stand for transposition; g() can be some

- vector of basis functions or kernel vector function, or
- random vector functional link expansion as with ELMs and
RVFLs;
i.e., g(x) transforms the basic feature vector x into a new
feature vector g(x) independently of w (Definition 1). Further in
(1), vv(k ) are additional parameters that can vary in time. The
gradient learning rule details for IPLNAs (1) and some of their
distinctions for variations of gradient learning algorithms

Tab. 1: General incremental gradient-learning scheme for in-parameter-linear nonlinear neural architectures
(IPLNAs) and its three most popular incremental gradient learning variations (briefly sketched to indicate the
principal differences while the details can be found in cited literature and references therein)
Q(k )
general gradient-learning scheme: w(k 1)  w(k )(k )
w

Learning Algorithm (in sketch)
IPLNA error and
gradient:

NGD (NLMS [13]–[15])

y(k )
error: e(k )y(k )
error criterion:
1
Q(k ) e 2 (k )
2
gradient:
Q (k )
e(k )gx(v,k )
w

(k ) g(x),,k 


||g(x)||22 
where
the
constant
learning rate  2 , and
the regularization term 
is small

RLS [19]
(k ) g(x),,k 



(k )

where the constant learning
rate is usually   0.99 .

Q(k )
m(k 1) 1 m(k )(11)
w

(2)



where I(k )g(x)gT (x) is the local matrix of dynamics
(LMD); (k )y(k )g(x) is the input term, where the timevarying learning rate (k ) yields the input gain and y(k )g(x)
represents the external input term.
Similarly, the time-variant state-space representation can also
be obtained for the weight-updates of momentum methods,
such as, e.g., for ADAM as sketched in Tab. 1, where the
weights w and their moments m are mutually connected
dynamical systems, and for IPLNA the weight-updates yields

w(k 1)  w(k )(k )m(k )


 

m(k 1)   m(k )( 1)ggT (k 1)m(k 1)  ,

1

  1


 
T


 (1 1)gg w(k 1)(1 1)gy(k )

w(k 1) w(k )(k )m(k )

 R1(R1(k 1),g(x),)

are sketched in Tab. 1, where most distinctions lie in the timevarying learning rate (k ) . For notational simplicity,
gx(v,k ) can be shortened as g(x) or gx,k and so on.
First, let us consider non-momentum gradient methods, such
as sketched in Tab. 1 for NLMS or RLS, where the weightupdates for IPLNAs results in time-variant state-space
representation as follows

w(k 1)I(k )g(x)g(x)T w(k )(k )y(k )g(x) ,

ADAM [17]

(3)

where g  g(x,k ) and (3) can be generally expressed via time-







vˆ(k1)   (11k )

1  0.9

variant state-space representation as follows

(k  1)  A(k )  (k )  B(k )  u(k ) ,

(4)

where the extended state vector  consists of weights w and
their momentums m, and the corresponding LMD A , output
gain matrix B , and input term u have changed according to
the particular learning rule (see Appendix for details).
For further derivations, it is essential to conclude that the
gradient descent learning rule and its existing modifications can
be decomposed into some form of in-parameter-linear timevariant state-space representation for IPLNAs, as in (4) for rules
with moments (e.g. ADAM) or simpler (e.g. NLMS) as follows

w(k 1) A(k )w(k )B(k )u(k ) ,

(5)

where both A(k ) and B(k ) varies accordingly and are bounded
with respect to k, and the input vector u(k) contains measured
values. Without loss of generality, u(k) can also contain
measured data at k+1, and the state vector of weights can be
extended with their momentums, as it results for ADAM in (4)
Thus, without the loss of validity, furher derivations and
proofs in this paper adopts learning rule (2) and notation in (5),
though the concept is generally valid for IPLNAs including (3)
, i.e., (4).
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III. BIBS CONVERGENCE OF IPLNA GRADIENT LEARNINGS
This section recalls, applies, and proves the BIBS stability
concept for a class of incremental weight-update systems and
introduces the strict BIBS condition for weight convergence.
Based on the proof, a new definition of strict BIBS stability is
defined to assure the strict weight convergence of IPLNAs with
gradient learning schemes as in (2) or (4), i.e., in a general form
(5).
Definition 2: If every bounded input of a system results in a
bounded state, then the system is called boundedinput/bounded-state (BIBS) stable. If every bounded input of a
system results in a bounded output, then that system is called
bounded-input/bounded-output (BIBO) stable.

w(k  1)  k w(k 0 ) 

(6)

imply that w(k ) Lw k k0 . The system is BIBO stable if
there exists two constants 0 < Lu, Ly < , such that conditions
(6) imply that y(k ) Ly  k k0 [12]. □
In practice, the initial weights w(k0 ) are random values;
however, it does not violate the BIBS stability as proven further
via (7)-(19) .
Theorem 1: Time-variant discrete-time weight-update system
(5) is BIBS stable if there exist constants Lu , M A , and M B for
which supkk
and supkk

0

0

 u(k ) Lu 

 B(k ) M B  .

, supkk

0

 A(k ) M A 1

□

Proof: (based on the proof of Theorem 3 in [12] ): The weightupdate system (5) unfolds in k via the scheme as follows

w(k ) A(k 1)w(k 1)B(k 1)u(k 1) ,

w(k 1) A(k )A(k 1)w(k 1) 
 A(k )B(k 1)u(k 1) B(k )u(k )

(7)
(8)

⁝

(11)

i k0

After applying a norm and using the triangle inequality, we
obtain
k

w(k 1)  k  w(k0 )    k ,i  B(i )  u(i ) k .

(12)

ik0

The constraints in Theorem 1 imply the following
k k 0  1

k  M A

A system (5) is BIBS stable if there exist two positive
constants, such that the conditions

w(k0 ) 0 , u(k ) Lu ,  k k 0

k

  k,i B(i)u(i) .

1

,

(13)

 k ,i  M Ak i

,

(14)

B(i )  u(i)  M B  Lu ;

(15)

therefore, it holds for the right-hand side of (12) that
k k0 1

k  M A

 w(k 0 )  M B  Lu

k

 M Ak i ,

(16)

i  k0

where the last term represents a partial sum of a geometric
sequence, i.e.,
k

 M Ak i 

i  k0

k k0



i 0

M Ai 

k k0

1  MA

1  MA



1
.
1  MA

(17)

Finally, it completes the proof that
w(k  1)

 k 

w(k 0 ) 

M B Lu

1  MB

,

(18)

where the weight initiation w(k0 ) implies that there exists the
constant Lw  w(k 0 ) 

M B Lu

1  MB

such that

|| w(k ) || Lw for all k  k 0 . ■

(19)

IV. CONNOTATIONS TO COMMON BIBS AND ISS STABILITY

 k k 0

w(k  1)    A(k  j )  w(k 0 ) 
 j  0

(9)
k 1  k i



    A(k  j  1) B(i )u(i)  B(k )u(k ) .

i k 0  j 1
k k0

k i

j 0

j 1

ratio criterion for convergence of the series in (12), we should
find a constant q 1 so that

  A(i )  

Using the notation
k   A(k j ), k ,i  A(k j 1),

From the bounded input assumption, it yields that there exist
finite upper bounds M B , Lu for B(k ) and u(k ) . Using the

(10)

where ik0 , k0 1,,k 1, and k ,k I we can rewrite (9) as

 k ,i
 k ,i 1

 A(i )  q , i  k0 ,

(20)

where (A) denotes the spectral radius of A .
Corollary:
IPLNAs with learning-rule state-space
representation (2), for which there exists a constant 0  q  1
such that

© 2021 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission.
See https://www.ieee.org/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

This is author version of: I. Bukovsky, G. Dohnal, P. M. Benes, K. Ichiji, and N. Homma, “Letter on Convergence of In-Parameter-Linear Nonlinear Neural
Architectures With Gradient Learnings,” IEEE Trans. Neural Netw. Learn. Syst., pp. 1–4, 2021, doi: 10.1109/TNNLS.2021.3123533. (15 November 2021)

I(k )g(x,k )gT (x,k )q

(21)

for all k k 0 , are BIBS stable. □

i.e., more experimentally focused work [10] that did not
explicitly show the whole theoretical kinship.
The BIBS condition (20) can be restated as

  A(k )   A(k )  1

Proof: It is well known that A 1 implies (A)1 . Recall





that for real-time learning A(k ) I(k )g(x,k )gT (x,k ,

B(k ) (k ) and u(k )y(k )g(x,k ) as it is already indicated in
(2) or as it can be extended for (4). Therefore, the (21) implies
(20); this assures the convergence of the series in (12) and hence

w(k )  w(k0 )  K ,

Definition 3: A system (2) is input-to-state stable (ISS) if there
exist two functions  and  , such that

w(k 1)  w(k0 ) ,k  u  ,

(23)

where  is the  function and  is the  function [11]. □

 k ,i
 k ,i p

k

w(k 1)  k | w(k0 )  u    k ,i  B(i ) ,

(24)

ik0

where u  sup  u(i )  , then let  w(k0 ) ,k  k  w(k0 ) ,
k0 ik

and   u



u 

k



i k 0

 k ,i  B(i ) .

From the proof of Corollary 1 it is now clear that  is 

function.
Now, it is shown that  is  function.
First, for each k k 0 the function  w(k0 ) ,k  is linear in

w(k0 ) , and hence it is of class  . Second, if the condition

 A(k  j  1)

j 1

1,

(26)

VI. CONCLUSIONS
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APPENDIX
The time-variant state-space representation of weight-updates for IPLNAs given in (2) is to be derived, considering (1) with the
details in left column of Tab. 1 and respecting the proper vector multiplications, via the steps as follows
y(k )  w(k )T  g  x(k )   g  x(k )   w(k ) ,

(27)

Q(k )  1 2 

  e (k )
e(k ) y(k )w(k )T gx(k )gx(k )e(k ) ,

w
w2
w

(28)

T





Q(k )
T
w(k 1) w(k )(k )
 w(k )(k )gx(k ) y(k )gx(k ) w(k ) 
w
T
 w(k )(k )gx(k )gx(k ) w(k )(k )gx(k )y(k ) ,
that returns in the form of (2) as follows





w(k 1) I(k )gx(k )gx(k ) w(k )(k )y(k )gx(k ) .
T

(29)

(2)

State-space representation of the weight-update system for ADAM leading to (3) and (4) derives as follows
w(k  1)  w(k )  (k )  m(k ) ,

Q(k )

w
 1  m(k )  (1  1)  g(x, k )  e(k ) 

(30)

m(k  1)  1  m(k )  (1  1 ) 

 1  m(k )  (1  1)  g(x, k )   y(k )  g(x, k )T  w(k )  

(31)

 1  m(k )  (1  1)  g(x, k )  g(x, k )T  w(k )  (1  1)  g(x, k )  y(k ) ,
where substituting step-delayed (30) into (31) leads to

m(k 1)1m(k )(1 1)g(x,k )g(x,k )T w(k 1)(k 1)m(k 1)(1 1)g(x,k )y(k ) ,

(32)

m(k 1)1m(k )(1 1)g(x,k )g(x,k )T (k 1)m(k 1)(11)g(x,k )g(x,k )T w(k 1)(1 1)g(x,k )y(k ) ,

(33)
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so the state-space representation of IPLNA learning rule with moments can be here rewritten in the following matrix form

 w(k ) 
 w(k  1)  
0 



 

 w(k  1) 
 w(k )  

0



 
   g(x, k )  y(k )  ,
 m(k )   A(k )  m(k  1)   

0  



 
 m(k  1) 
 m(k )   (  1) 




  1

(34)

where A(k ) is in detail for ADAM as follows


0


0
A(k )  
0


T
 (1  1)g(x, k )g(x, k )

0 

(k ) 
,
1 

0 (1  1)g(x, k )g(x, k )T (k  1) 1 


1
1
0

0
0
0

(35)

so the ADAM weight-update system (30) & (31) turns into the already shown general state-space representation for IPLNAs as
(k  1)  A(k )  (k )  B(k )  u(k ) ,

(4)

where the state vector  , local matrix of dynamics A , output gain matrix (or vector) B , and input term u changes accordingly.
Therefore, the further validity and application of BIBS stability applied to the weight convergence are valid and straightforward.
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