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Minimal covariance realization and system identification algorithm for a
class of stochastic linear switched systems with 1.1.d. switching

Elie Rouphael, Manas Mejari, Mihaly Petreczky, Lotfi Belkoura

Abstract—In this paper, we consider stochastic realization
theory of Linear Switched Systems (LSS) with i.i.d. switching.
We characterize minimality of stochastic LSSs and show exis-
tence and uniqueness (up to isomorphism) of minimal LSSs in
innovation form. We present a realization algorithm to compute
a minimal LSS in innovation form from output and input
covariances. Finally, based on this realization algorithm, by
replacing true covariances with empirical ones, we propose a
statistically consistent system identification algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the stochastic realization prob-
lem for stochastic linear switched systems (abbreviated as
LSS), i.e. for state-space representations:

x(t+1)= Ag(t)x(t) + Bg(t)u(t) + Kg(t)V(t)
y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t) + Fv(t)

where A,eR"=*"= B e R"=*"u [ cR"*" gecX¥ =
{1,...,n,}, CERM "= FecR"* " DecR™*™ and x,
v, u, y, 6 are the stochastic state, noise, input, output and
switching processes. The process @ takes values in the set
of discrete states Y. We call S from (1) a realization of the
tuple (y,u,8), if y =y. We call n, the dimension of S.

LSSs of the form contain LTI systems as a special
case, when n, = 1. Moreover, they correspond to jump-
Markov linear systems if 0 is a Markov process [7]. Both
switched and jump-Markov systems have a rich literature and
a wide variety of applications, e.g., [31], [7]. We refer to
(@ as switched rather than jump-Markov systems, because
in contrast to the latter, in the formulation of the system
identification problem, we treat the switching process as an
external input, whose role is similar to that of u. In contrast
to the standard definition [7], [31] for the sake of simplicity,
we assume that the matrices of the output equation do not
depend on the current discrete mode.

Motivation and context: In order to motivate the contri-
bution of the paper, we firs define the system identification
problem of LSSs. To this end, let us define the deterministic
behavior B of a tuple S = ({4;, B;, K;}.*,,C,D,F) of
matrices as the set of all deterministic signals (y,u, q), all
defined on Z, taking values in R™v R™ 3 such that there
exists state a trajectory x and noise realization v satisfying:

I(t + 1) = Aq(t)ilf(t) + Bq(t)u(t) + Kq(t)v(t)
y(t) = Ca(t) + Du(t) + Fo(t)

1)

(@)
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That is, S can be viewed as a stochastic version of (@), in
particular, all samples paths of (y,u, @) are elements of the
deterministic behavior of S.

Assume that S from (D), referred to as the true sys-
tem, is a realization of (y,u,0), and we observe a
finite portion {(y(t),u(t),q(t))}}, of a sample path
of (y,u,0). The identification task is to find matrices
S = ({Aiv B;, Ki}?:ulv C,D, F) from {(y(t)v u(t)7 q(t))}tjiio
such that in the limit, as N — oo, the deterministic behavior
of § equals (approximates) the deterministic behavior of the
true systems. The motivation for this problem formulation
is that in many control problems, the switching signal is
viewed either as a control input or as an arbitrary external
input/disturbance. That is, the output of the estimated model
should be close to the that of the true one for switching and
inputs different from 6 and u. For jump-Markov systems,
this can be relaxed by requiring that the estimated model
has the same output response as the true one for arbitrary
inputs but for the fixed switching process 6. In particular,
we think of the stochasticity of the observed signals as a
persistency of excitation assumption, not an assumption on
the desired model.

One way to make the problem above well-posed is to
ensure that both the estimated and true systems belong to
a class of LSSs with the following property: if two elements
of this class generate the same output for some stochastic
input, switching and noise process, then their matrices differ
only by a change of basis, i.e., they are isomorphic. Then if
the output response of the estimated system is approximately
the same as that of the true one for the designated processes
u and 6, then the it is isomorphic to the true one, and hence
the two systems have the same deterministic behavior.

For LTI systems, minimal systems in innovation form [17]
represent such a class, as any two minimal LTI systems in
innovation form realizing the same output are isomorphic.
Moreover, under suitable conditions, any stochastic LTI
system can be transformed into a minimal one in innovation
form while preserving its output [17]. Hence, it is reasonable
to assume that the true system is of this class. In addition,are
also several algorithms which return minimal systems in
innovation form, e.g., subspace identification methods [33],
[15] and some parametric methods [18]. For the latter, the
use of minimal systems in innovation form also justifies
viewing LTI systems as optimal predictors of the current
output based on past outputs and inputs. The uniqueness (up
to isomorphism) of minimal systems in innovation form is
also used for proving consistency of parametric [13], [14] and
subspace methods [17], [5]. In fact, the covariance realization
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algorithm for LTI systems in innovation form [17] is the basis
for subspace identification algorithms.

Contribution: We extend the concept of minimal (dimen-
sional) systems in innovation form to a subclass LSSs and
apply it to system identification. We assume that both € and u
are i.i.d. processes. These assumptions represent the simplest
case of persistently exciting data, and there is little hope to
tackle the more general case without solving this one first.

We present a necessary and sufficient condition for mini-
mality LSS realization of (y, u, 8) in innovation form, and we
show that all such realizations of an output are isomorphic.
In addition, we present a realization algorithm for computing
such LSSs from covariances of inputs and outputs.

Finally, we present a statistically consistent system iden-
tification algorithm which is based on the latter realization
algorithm, and which returns, in the limit, a minimal LSS in
innovation form. In particular, if the true system is a minimal
LSS in innovation form, then in the limit this identification
algorithm returns a LSS which is isomorphic to the true LSS,
hence, it has the same deterministic behavior. We further
improve this identification algorithm by combining it with
Gradient-Based (GB) methods [9].

Related work: Realization theory of deterministic
switched systems was studied in [23], for stochastic switched
systems with no inputs in [25], [26], [29]. To the best of our
knowledge, our results on realization theory of stochastic
LSS with inputs are completely new.

Identification of switched and jump-Markov systems is
an active research area, see the [16], [12], [3], [6], [1],
[2], and the references therein. However, most of the lit-
erature assumes that the switching signal is unobserved,
which makes the problem more challenging but also leads to
lack of consistency results for state-space representations. A
consistent subspace identification algorithms was presented
in [22] for noiseless LSSs. In [30] a consistent identification
algorithm for noisy LSSs was presented, but the noise gain
matrix and the noise covariance were not estimated, and the
identification was based on several i.i.d. time series.

LSSs can be viewed as a subclass of linear-parameter
varying (LPV) systems, if the switching signal viewed as
a discrete scheduling. There is a wealth of literature on
system identification for LPV systems, including subspace
methods, [32], [10], [20], [36], [35] and the references
therein. Stochastic realization theory of LPV systems was
invetsigated in [20], [8]. In [8] the existence of LPV systems
in innovation form was investigated, but the noise gain
matrices of the obtained system depended on the current and
past scheduling. Moreover, [8] did not address minimality
and uniqueness of systems in innovation form. Unlike the
identification algorithm of this paper, the existing subspace
methods, see the overview [10], are not proven to be consis-
tent or to return a minimal system in innovation form.

A statistically consistent identification algorithm was pre-
sented in [19] for noisy LPV systems with no inputs, and
in [20] for noisy LPV systems with inputs. This paper is
an extension of [20], the main difference w.r.t. [20] is as
follows: (1) the conditions on the scheduling signals from

[20] do not directly apply for i.i.d. switching signals (see
Remark [I); (2) we characterize minimality and uniqueness
(up to isomorphism) of systems in innovation form; (3) the
proposed identification algorithm returns a minimal system
in innovation form, while the one of [20] returns a non-
minimal one; that is, the system returned by the algorithm
from [20] need not have the deterministic behavior as the
true system; (4) we present novel modifications to improve
the empirical behavior of the identification algorithm.

To sum up, the identification algorithm of this paper is the
first algorithm for noisy LSSs that has all of the following
properties: (a) it estimates the noise gain and the noise
covariance, (b) returns a minimal LSSs in innovation form,
and (c) applies to one single long time series.

This paper uses technical results from [28] on the decom-
position of outputs of LSSs into stochastic and deterministic
components. The latter is used in [28] to show existence
of a realization in innovation form and to provide sufficient
conditions for minimality and uniqueness of LSSs in innova-
tion form. In contrast, we formulate necessary and sufficient
conditions for minimality, and we show isomorpﬁism of a
much wider class of LSSs in innovation forms, see Remark
] for a detailed explanation of the gap between the two
results. Moreover, in contrast to this paper, [28] proposes
no realization or identification algorithm.

II. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some concepts from [26] which
we use to define a suitable subclass of LSSs.
Probability theory: We use the usual notation and termi-
nology of probability theory [4]. All the random variables
and stochastic processes are understood w.r.t. to a probability
space (Q,F,P). We use E for expected values. All the
stochastic processes in this paper are discrete-time ones
defined over the time-axis Z of the set of integers. We use
bold letters for random variables and stochastic processes.
Switching process: The process 0 is independent, identically
distributed taking values in ¥ = {1,...,n,}, and

pe =PO()=0), o€ 3)

Sequences of discrete modes: A non empty word over X
is a finite sequence of letters, i.e., w = 0102 - - - 0}, Where
0< ke€Z, o1,09,...,0r € X. The set of all nonempty
words is denoted by Y. We denote an empty word by e.
Let ¥* = ¢ UX™. We define the concatenation of words
in the standard manner. The length of the word w € ¥* is
denoted by |w|, and |e| = 0.
Matrices and matrix products: Denote by I,, n x n identity
matrix. Consider n x n square matrices {A, },ex. For the
empty word ¢, let A, = I,. for any word w = o109 -+ -0 €
Y*t, k>0and 01,...,0, €%, we define

A= Ag Ay oo Ay, )

Ok—1"

ZMWSII processes: Next, we recall the concept of zero-
mean wide-sense stationary (ZMWSII) process w.r.t. 8 from



[26]. To this end, we introduce the following indicator
T
process p(t) = [p1(t), ..., pn,(t)]" where

where x is the indicator function. The process p is admis-
sible in the terminology of [26].

Remark 1 (Relationship with [20]): If we view p as a
scheduling signal, then it does not satisfy the assumptions
of [20]: while it is an i.i.d. process , it is not zero mean,
(1), p;(t) are not uncorrelated for ¢, j € X, and p(¢) # 1.
By applying a suitable normalizing affine transformation to p
we can bring it to a form which satisfies [20]; for example,
for n, = 2, we can take fi(t) = (p1(t) + po(t), pa(t) —
p2)T = (1, p2(t) — p2)T. The system matrices of the thus
arising LPV system are affine combinations of the system
matrices of original LSS. However, this transformation does
not appear to simplify the derivation of the results. To the
contrary, it would require handling the affine transformation
between system matrices when analyzing minimality.

Next, we need the following products of components of
w. For every word w € ¥ where w = o109 -+ 0%, k > 1,

)

o1,...,0k, € 2, we define the process 1, as follows:
/J'w(t):HUl(t_k+1)N02(t_k+2)"'p’0k(t) (6)
For an empty word w = ¢, we set u.(t) = 1. For the

constants {py },cx from (@) define the products

Pw = Po1Pos " " Poy (7

for any w € X, 0; € X. For an empty word w = ¢, we
set p. = 1. For a stochastic process r € R" and for each
w € X* we define the stochastic process zy, as

r 1

z, (1) = r(t — [w])p (t = 1) N ®
where p, and p, are as in (@) and [@). For w = e,
zE (t) = r(t). The process zF, in ) is interpreted as the
product of the past of r and p. The process z}, will be used
as predictors for future values of r for various choices of r.
We are now ready to recall from [26] the definition of
ZMWSII process w.r.t. 8 (w.r.t; i in the terminology of [26]).
Definition 1 ([26]): A stochastic process r is Zero Mean

Wide Sense Stationary (ZMWSSI) if

1. For t € Z, the o-algebras generated by {r(k)}x<, and
{1o(k)} k>t 0ex respectively are conditionally indepen-
dent w.r.t o-algebra generated by {pt,(k)}i<t.oex,

2. The processes {z!,},ecx+ are zero mean, square inte-
grable and jointly wide sense stationary, i.e. the covari-
ances {E [z, (t)(25(t))” ] }w,vex+ are independent of ¢.

The concept of ZMWSII is an extension of wide-sense

stationarity, if £ is viewed as a time axis. More precisely,
for any two ZMWSII processes r and b and for sequences

w,v € X*, define the covariances:

AGP = Efr(t)(zg ()], Tyw = Blzl, ()@ ()] )

w w v
— AT if ) — o (AT if 0 —
Then, Tp%, = APT if w = sv, and %, = (AS)" if v = sw,
for some s€ X*, and T =0 otherwise. Le., the covariance
T % depends on the difference between w and v.

III. STATIONARY LSSS

Below we present the definition of the class of LSSs which
is studied in this paper. To this end, we recall from [28] the
notion of a white noise process w.r.t. 6.

Definition 2 (White noise w.r.t. 8, [28]): A ZMWSII

process T is a white noise w.rt. 8, if for all v,w € X7,
T5% = 0if w # v, and T}%, is non-singular.
The notion of a white noise process w.r.t. @ (w.r.t. p in the
terminology of [28]) is an extension of the usual concept of
the white noise process if ¥ is viewed as an additional time
axis. In particular, if r is a white noise w.r.t. 8, the collection
{z},(t) }wes+ is a sequence of uncorrelated random variables
and the covariance of z!, (¢) does not depend on ¢ and it
depends only on the first letter of w.

Next, we state the assumptions on the input and output.

Assumption 1 (Inputs and outputs): (1) u is a white noise
w.r.t. @ and the covariance T;')* = Qu does not depend on

o € 3. (2) The process [yT, uT]T is a ZMWSSI.
Now, we are ready to define the class of stationary LSS,
which is a special case of stationary generalized switched
linear systems defined in [28].
Definition 3 (Stationary LSS): A stationary LSS (abbrevi-
ated sLSS) is a system (1), such that
1. w= [VT, uT}T is a white noise process w.r.t. .
2. The process [x%, WT}T is a ZMWSSI, and TX¥ = 0,
AXW =0 forall c € X, w e XT.
3. The eigenvalues of the matrix ) _ s psAs ® A, are
inside the open unit circle.

If B, =0,0 € X, and D = 0 the we call (I) an autonomous
stationary LSS (asLSS), and in this case we say it is an
asLSS realization of (y, 0).

In the terminology of [26], an sLSS corresponds to a
stationary GBS w.r.t. inputs {p,},cx and with noise w =
[vT,u”]T. In the terminology of [28], a sLSS is a stationary
generalized switched system for which the switching process
is i.i.d. Note that the processes x and y are ZMWSII,
in particular, they are wide-sense stationary, and that x is
orthogonal to the future values of the noise process v. We
need stationarity, as even for LTI case stochastic realization
theory exists only for the stationary case [17].

As it was noted [28], the state of an sLSS is uniquely
determined by its matrices and noise and input process, i.e.,

x(t) = Y VPowh (Kozy,(t) + Bozl, (1) (10)

ceE,wer*

where the right-hand side is absolutely convergent in the

mean-square sense. This motivates the following notation.
Notation 1: We identify a sLSS of (y,u,8) of the form

with the tuple S = ({A,, By, Ko Yo', C, D, F,v).

o=1"
IV. MINIMALITY OF SLSS IN INNOVATION FORM

In this section, we present the main results on existence
and uniqueness of minimal sLSSs in innovation form. To this
end, first, we recall realization theory of deterministic linear
switched systems, and then relate it with realization theory
of sLSSs.



A. Review of deterministic realization theory of LSSs

A deterministic linear switched system (abbreviated as
dLSS), is a system of the form

A

where {A,,Bs}scx,C, D are matrices of suitable dimen-
sions, q : Z — X is the switching signal, x : Z — R™
is the state trajectory u : Z — R™ is the input trajector
y : Z — R™ is the output trajectory with finite support
We identify a dLSS of the form (L) with the tuple

S = ({Ai, Bi};2,,C, D)

X(t —+ 1) = Aq(t)x(t) —+ Bq(t)u(t)

y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t) b

12)

We refer to [23], [21] for a detailed definition input-output
behavior of dLSSs, their realization theory, minimality, etc.
In particular, let us call any function M : ¥* — R™*"™ a
Markov function. The dLSS . realizes M, if for all w € ¥*,

CAB,,
M{(w) = { D.

If . is a realization of M, then M is referred to as the
Markov function of . and it is denoted by M s. The values
{M(w)}wex+ of My are the Markov parameters of ..
From [23], [21] it then follows that two dLSSs have the
same input-output behavior, if and only if their Markov
functions are equal. For dLSS (1) the integer n, is called the
dimension of ., and we say that a dLSS is minimal, if there
exists no other dLSS of smaller dimension which realizes
the same Markov-function. From [23], [21], it follows that
a dLSS is minimal if and only if it is span-reachable and
observable, and the latter properties are equivalent to rank
conditions of the extended reachability and observability
matrices [21, Definition 23, Theorem 1, Theorem 2]. Further-
more, any dLSS can be transformed to a minimal one with
the same Markov function, using a minimization algorithm
[21, Procedure 3 1ﬂ For a more detailed discussion see [21].
Moreover, any two minimal dLSS which are input-output
equivalent are isomorphic, i.e. they are related by a linear
change of coordinates [21, Theorem 1].

w=08,0€EXN s
w=c¢€

13)

B. Relationship between sLSSs and dLSSs

The idea behind relating sLSSs and dLSSs is to express
the covariances of outputs of sLSSs as Markov parameters of
dLSSs. To this end, we need to recall [28] the decomposition
of the output y into deterministic and stochastic parts, and
the notion of orthogonal projection from [28].

Notation 2 (E;): Recall from [4] that the set 71 of real
valued square integrable random variables is a Hilbert-space
with the scalar product (z1,22) = E[z122]. If M is a closed
subspace of H;j, then denote by E;[h|M] the orthogonal
projection, in the usual sense for Hilbert-spaces, of h € H;
onto M. Let z = (z1,...,2;)" be a k-dimensional random
variable such that z; belongs to H; for all ¢ = 1,... k.

la function g : Z — RP has a finite support, then it 3 to € Z, such
that V ¢t < to, g(t) = 0.
2[21, Corollary 1] should be applied with zero initial state

The orthogonal projection of z onto M, denoted by E;[z|
M], is defined as k-dimensional random variable (E;[z |
M), Ei[z2|M], ..., Ei[z& M])T. If & is a subset of vector
valued random variables, coordinates of which all belong to
Hi, and M is generated by the coordinates of the elements
of &, then instead of Ej[z | M| we use E;[z | &].
Intuitively, E;[z | &] is minimal variance linear prediction
of z based on the elements of G.

The deterministic component y® and the stochastic com-
ponent y° of y are defined as

yi(t) = Exfy(t) | {z3(1)}wes+ U{u(®)}],
y* (1) =y(t) - y(t).
Intuitively, y¢ is the best linear prediction of y based on the
present and past values of u multiplied by indicator functions
of past discrete modes. In fact, by [28, Theorem 1], yd (resp.
y®) is the output of the asL.SS obtained from (1), by setting
K, =0 (resp. B, =0), forall 0 € &
Define the Markov function My , : % — R X (my+na)
by

(14)

[A{jﬂ@;l, A{U} w e

[Agdqugl, Iny} w=e

It can be shown that the first components of My , can be
expressed as Markov parameters of a suitably defined dLSS.
Since, by [28], y° is the output of an asLSS, and hence of
a GBS in terminology of [26], then by [26, Lemma 4] A{j
can be shown to be the Markov function of a suitable dLSS.
That is, My, ,, has a dLSS realization.

Formally, define the process x°(t) = x(t) — E;[x(t) |
{22 () }wes+ U{u(t)}] and the matrices

Go = Do (A TE CT + K, TYYFT)
Then define the dLSS associated with sLSS as

Ts = ({VPoho, [VPoBs Go]}o1: O, [D I, ),

Note that by [28, proof of Theorem 1] x®(¢) is the state of
the asLSS obtained from S by considering B, = 0, and
hence x° is a ZMWSII process and T;‘;’xs is well-defined.

Lemma 1: If S is a sLSS realization of (y, u, 8), then the
associated dLSS s is a realization of My .

The proof follows from [26, Lemma 4], [28, Theorem 2], it
is presented in [27].

Remark 2 (Computing G): In order to compute G, we

can use that by [28, proof Theorem 1] x° is the state of
the asLSS obtained from (1) by setting B, =0, 0 € X.
Hence, by [26, Lemma 5], the covariance of x° satisfies
PoTX* = limy oo PN, where P? = 0 and PN*! =
Do ZUIEE(AUIPOJ'YAgl + Po, Ko, T;,17?;,1Kg,-‘1).
Conversely, we can associate with any dLSS realization of
the Markov function My ,, a sLSS realization of (y,u, ). In
order to define the latter, we need to specify its noise process,
which happens to be the innovation noise e® of y® as defined
in [26, eq. (16)]. By [28, Theorem 2],

e*(t) = y(t) —y(t)
y(t) = Eily (t) [ {23,(t), 2y, (1) bwes+ U{u(®)}]

My u(w) = (15)

(16)

a7)



That is, e®(t) is the prediction error of the best linear
predictor y(¢) of y(¢) given the products of past outputs,
inputs and discrete modes, i.e., e° is direct extension of the
classical innovation noise. We say that y is full rank, if for
all o € %, the covariance T(f;’es is invertable. This is a direct
extension of the classical notion of a full rank process. If y
is full rank, for an observable dLSS

= ({Ach [-éa GU} }Zil’ é’ [D Iny})

for which Y7 | A, @A, is a Schur matrix, define the sLSS
S associated with . as

1. 1
Sy =({—=A,, —DB,,
o ({\/p_i o

where K, = limz o0 KZ, and { K7} ex 7en satisfies
. 1 /o A
Pg+1:pgz — (AUI POZl AZI + Kgl gl (Kgl)T)
ores Doy

Q7 =p. T3 — CP(O)T
A ~ 1 .+~ - ~ ~ -1
iE = (Gavir - = A, PHO) ) ()

VPo

IA{G’}Zilv

évljvjnyaes)a

(18)

with Pg = 0. Note that the noise process of S is the
innovation noise, and its noise and state covariances satisfy

e’e’ __ q: NT XX __ 7 NI
pO’Ta,a' - Ih—>H;o Qov pUTcr,a’ - Ih—>H;o Pa' (19)
where X is the unique state process of S». The convergence
of (I8) and (19) follow from the proof of [26, Theorem 3].

Lemma 2: If y is full rank and (y, u, 0) has a realization
by sLSS, and .# is a minimal dLSS realization of My, ,, then
the associated sLSS S.» is a sLSS realization of (y,u, 9).
The proof of Lemma [2] is presented in [27], it relies on [28,
Theorem 2] and [26, Theorem 3].

C. Main result on minimal sLSSs in innovation form

A sLSS of the form (@) is said to be in innovation form, if
its noise process v equals e® from and F' = I,,,. Note
that the sL.SS associated with a dLSS is in innovation form.
The sLSS in innovation form is a predictor

X(f-f— 1)2(149(,5) —Kg(t)C)X(t) + Bg(t)u(t) + Kg(t)yu (t)
y(t)=Cx(t) + Du(t), y,(t) = y(t) — Du(t)

which generates the best linear prediction y(¢) of the output
y(t), see (7, while being driven by past outputs and inputs.

We say that a sLSS realization of (y,u, 0) is minimal, if
it has the smallest dimension among all sLSS realizations
of (y,u,0). In order to study minimality, we need the
concepts of reachability and observability. We call a sSLSS S
reachable (resp. observable), if the associated dLSS s is
span-reachable, (resp. observable) according to the definition
of [21, Definition 19], applied to zero initial state.

In order to investigate uniqueness of minmal sLSS in
innovation form, we need the concept of isomorphism
Let § and & be sLSSs realization of (y,u,8) in inno-
vation form such that S is of the form () and S =

3all its eigenvalues are inside the unit disk

({As, By, Ko}ty ,C, D, I, €*). We say that S and S are

isomorphic, if there exists a nonsingular matrix 7" such that
Ay =TA,T 'K, =TK,, B, =TB,,
C=CcT,D=D

ogEX
(20)

Theorem 1 (Main result: minimal innovation form):
Assume that (y,u, 8) has a sLSS realization and that y is
full rank w.r.t. u and 6. Then the following holds.

1. A sLSS realization of (y,u, @) is minimal if and only
if it is reachable and observable.

2. If a dLSS %, is a minimal realization of My y, then
the associated sLSS S, is a minimal sLSS realization
of (y,u, @) in innovation form.

3. There exists a minimal sLSS realization of (y,u, ) in
innovation form.

4. Any two minimal sLSS of (y,u, 8) in innovation form
are isomorphic.

The proof is presented in [27], it relies on the fact that any
dLSS can be transformed to a minimal one, that minimal
input-output dLSS are isomorphic and on Lemma [TH2l

Note that observability and reachability of the associated
dLSS can be checked using simple rank conditions of
suitable matrices [21]. That is, our conditions for mini-
mality can be checked numerically. Moreover, a sLSS can
be transformed effectively to a minimal one in innovation
form as follows: first we compute the associated dLSS, we
minimize it using [21, Procedure 3] to obtain a minimal dLLSS
realization of My ,, and then we compute the sLSS associted
with the latter minimal dLSS.

Remark 3 (Relationship with [28]): For a sLSS (), the
minimality condition of [28] corresponds to reachability and
observability of the dLSS which is obtained from the dLSS
([ associated with (I) by deleting certain columns of B,.
The latter is sufficient, but not necessary for the reachability
and observability of the dLSS associated with (I). Likewise,
[28] shows isomorphism between sLSSs in innovation form
which satisfy the above sufficient condition for minimality,
and for which the image of B, belongs to the image of K.
In contrast, Theorem 1] establishes isomorphism for a much
wider class of sLSSs in innovation form.

V. MINIMIAL COVARIANCE REALIZATION ALGORITHM

In this section we present a Ho-Kalman-like algorithm
for computing a minimal sLSS realization innovation form
from My 4. Ot this end, we first we recall the Ho-Kalman
realization algorithm for dLSS.

A. Reduced basis Ho-Kalman algorithm for dLSS

Below we recall from [8] an adaptation of the Ho-Kalman-
like algorithm. Define a (n, ny, ny)-selection (selection for
short) as a pair of word-index sets («, 3) such that,

= {(uhki)}?:lv B = {(Ujavﬁlj) _77‘1:17

for some u; € ¥, |u;| < n, k; € {1,2,--- ,ny}, 05 € %,
v; € X, |u| < m, 1y € {1,2,--- ,ny}, 4,5 € {1,...,n}
Intuitively, the components of «, 8 which belong to T UX

21



determine the choice of Markov parameters, while the other
components determine a choice of row and column indices
of the chosen Markov parameters, see [20] for an example.
Formally, let M : ¥* — R™*™ be a Markov function.
Define the Hankel matrix HMB e Rmxn and the matrices
H(‘}M e Rnx™, Hé\f € R™*™u and ’H, € RWw*™ ag
follows as follows:

[Ha 3]17 [M(qjv<jui)]ki,lj s i,j = 1,...,n (22)
Howasl,; = IM(ojvjouly, ;i =1,...,n  (23)
[Hgd]”_[M(aui)]ki_j, j=1,...,nu,i=1,....,n (24)
[HE'], =M (oj0))),,,» i=1,...,ny,j=1,...n (25)

where (u;, ki) € a, (0},v;,1;) € B are as in the ordering in
(2I). Finally, let £, 3 be the set of all words w € ¥* such
that M (w) occurs in one of the matrices, 22) — @3, i.e.,

P . . . . . . . . . . n
La.g = {ui, 0j0j,0vu;,05v0u;,0u; | 0 € Z}i,jzl

The promised algorithm is presented in Algorithm [I1

Algorithm 1 Ho-Kalman for dLSSs
Input: (n,ny, ny)-selection (o, B), {M(w)}wer, ,» M(€)
Construct the matrices Ha 3 HM Hg{, and ’H,g[, and set

= (H(]y ) Hoa NeE
Output: dLSS ({A,, B, }*

o,a,f3
B, = (HM ) 1Y, C =Y
C, M(e))

o=1>

Lemma 3 ([8]): Assume that there exists a minimal dLSS
realization of M of dimension n. Then there exists an
(n, ny, ny)-selection (a, 3) such that rank(#}';) = n. For
any (n,ny,ny)-selection («, 3) for which rank(?—l 5) =",
Algorithm [I] returns a minimal dLSS realization of M

B. Covariance realization algorithm

Theorem [Il together with Algorithm [I] and Lemma [
suggest that in order to compute a sLSS realization of
(y,u, ), one could apply Algorithm [I] to Hankel-matrices
corresponding to My . However, the definition of My , uses
the covariances of the processes y? and y*, which are not
directly available. Below we show how to compute My,
using only the covariances of y and u.

To this end, define the Markov function ¥, , such that
Uy,y(w) is formed by the first n, columns of My u(w),
ie. Uyy(w) = A{j*“Q;l. Then V¥, y has a realization by
a dLSS: by Lemma [ ({\/PsAs, \/PsBo}oty,C, D) is a
dLSS realization of ¥y, .

Lemma 4: If there exists a sLSS of (y,u, 8). Then

AY U AYE  AYY _Avy  AYy?
7JJS . w 7 a’wd j ow ow 3 (26)
178 =135 155
for all w € ¥*, o € ¥. Moreover, if ({A%, B4}, C¢, D?)
is a minimal dLSS realization of ¥ ,, then
AL = G (AP, (O + BLQU(D))
» paw ) ) 27)
133" = L (CUP, (O + DUQu(D))

Ps

lim PZ, and P® = 0 and PZt!
I—o00

Po Xoren (72 A% PZ(AL)T + B, Qu(Bil)Th)-
The proof of Lemma is presented in [27]. The first part of
the lemma relies on orthogonality of y®(¢) and {z% (¢) }ex~
established in [28]. The second part follows by identifying
dLSS realizations of W, , with asLSS realizations of y?
whose noise is u, and using the equations in [26, Lemma
4] for the covariances of y<.

We can then use Lemma M| to compute the necessary
values of My , as follows. First, we compute a minimal dL.SS
realization of ¥, , using Algorithm [l and then use 26) —
to compute those values of Aﬁj’y and hence of My ,
which are necessary for applying Algorithm [l to My, . This
idea is formalized in Algorithm 21

where 16,, =

Algorithm 2 Minimal covariance realization algorithm
(ng, ny, Ny + ny)-selection (o, B); (7, ny, ny)-
selection (&,B); covariances {A{l}“}wegaﬂugaﬁ,
{AY Ywer, 5 AYY, {Tg;{,}geg; integer Z > 0.
1. Use (26) to compute { ¥y y(w)}wer, ; and Py y(e).
2. Run Algorithm [[l with M = Wy y and selection (a, /3)
and denote the result by S = ({Ai, B}, C, D).
3. Compute {AY, ¥, A *}uer, ,. using @6), @7) and
{Ai}ys }weﬁa,g'
4. Compute My y(w) from {AY Y AY ) for w € Lop.
5. Run Algorithm [ with M = My, ,, and selection («, 3),
and denote by .7 = ({4, ['B G]} " C, D) the
result.
6. From {73 },cx compute {Ty Y1 cs using (26) and
@7D. Let Kg, QI as in ([E])

Output: Matrices { 5=

Input:

W’ QI}U 17

Corollary 1: Assume that y is full rank and there exists a
minimal sLSS realization of (y,u, 8) of dimension n,, and
a minimal dLSS realization of Wy, of dimension . If the
selections (v, 3) and (@, 3) satisfy

rank H (iwg “=n,, rankH s‘é’y:ﬁ. (28)

then Algorithm [2] returns matrices such that the sLSS
S = ({flg/\/p—g, By /\/Dos Ko, }oe €, D, e®) is a minimal
realization of (y,u,@) in innovation form, where K, =
limz oo KZ and T¢ ¢ p, = limz 100 QZ, 0 € ¥. More-
over, there exist an (n,,n,, 7, + n,)-selection (a, 3) and
(7, ny, ny,)-selection (@, 3) which satisfy (28).

The proof of Corollary [Ilis presented in [27], it uses Lemma
[3l Theorem[Iland the notion of sLSSs associated with dLSSs.

That is, Algorithm 2] returns a minimal sLSS in innovation
form based on the input and output covariances, if the
selections (a, 3), (@, 3) give Hankel-matrices of a correct
rank, and there always exists such selections.

That is, by finding a minimal sLSS of (y,u,8) in in-
novation form, Algorithm 2] finds a sLSS which has the
same deterministic behavior as the true system, i.e. the same
output response as the true system for any inputs, noise and



switching signals, if the true system is assumed to be minimal
in innovation form.

VI. IDENTIFICATION ALGORITHM

We formulate an identification algorithm based on Algo-
rithm 2 by using empirical covariances instead of the true
ones A", AYY, TYY when applying Algorithm 2l To this
end, we make the following assumptions.

Assumption 2: (1) The (ng, ny, n, +ny)-selection («, 3)
and the (72, n,,n,)-selection (&, 3) satisfy 28), y is full
rank, and n, and 7 satisfy the hypothesis of Corollary

(2) The process (y,u,0) is ergodic, and the observed
sample paths y : Z - R™, v :Z - R"™ and ¢ : Z — X
of y, u and O respectively satisfy the following. For all
w,v € Lo UL, UXU{e} define the empirical covariances

N
o T A W)
v,w,N N _ NO ?

(29)

y b=y
U =u
o € %, and for all w = 0103...0, € T, r > 0,
O1y...,00 €3, b€ {y,u}

a0 (8) = oy (£ = b+ Dt (¢ =k +2) - 1o, (£)

1
b b
2y (t) = b(t = P)p (t = 1) —=,  2(t) = b(t),
VPw
and Ny is an upper bound on the length of words in L, g U
L 3 UX. Then we assume that for all b € {y,u},

where b = , and for all u,(t) = x(q(t) = o),

(30)
N_>. . . . .

The first assumption is not restrictive, such selections always
exist, and they can be found by an exhaustive search through
all the possible selections. The assumption (30) says that the
observed sample (y, u, q) satisfies the law of large numbers;
ergodicity, which is a standard assumption in identification,
implies that almost any sample satisfies (30).

yu _ |; y,b VY — 1 vy
Aw - llmOOTe,w,N’ Ta’,a _J\}E)I?)OTU,U,N

Algorithm 3 Identification sLSS

Input: Data {y(t), u(t), ¢(t) }-, (1a, Ny, ny+ny)-selection
(v, B) and (7, ny,ny,)-selection (@, 3); integer Z > 0.

1. Run Algorithm 2] with the covariances AY;P, TYY being
replaced by the empirical covariances 77 :U) N I N
respectively for b € {y,u} and w € £, gUL; 3,0 € .

Output: The matrices { AY, BY, KN.Z QN-Z}"  CN DN
returned by Algorithm 21

Lemma 5 (Consistency): Under Assumption [2] the matri-
ces returned by Algorithm [3 satisfy the following:

. . AN,T
lim lim ’
Z—00 N—oo Qa

(€Y, DY)

1 . N, e’e’ _
K, = lim lim K, poT, 5 =

IT—o0 N—oo

[A,,B,] = lim [AY BY], [C,D] = lim
N —o00 N—o00

and § = ({/L,,Bg,ffg,}Zil,é’,D,&,es) is a minimal

sLSS realization of (y,u,0) in innovation form.

That is, Algorithm[3is a statistically consistent. Moreover, if
the true system is a minimal sLSS in innovation form, which,
by Theorem [l| we can assume w.l.g, then the SLSS returned
by Algorithm 3 will be isomorphic to the true system, as
N — oo. In particular, in the limit, the identified system
has the same deterministic behavior as the true system. That
is, while the data used for identification had to be sampled
from certain distributions, the identified model recreates the
behavior of the true one for any switching signal and input.

Algorithm [3| can be improved as follows.

Remark 4 (Computing empirical covariances): Using
directly for computing empirical covariances TE{ ’;’7 N>
b € {y,u} results in slow convergence. Instead, we
propose to compute the empirical covariances by solving
a linear regression problem. More precisely, assume that
Ea”g U ‘C@B = {wl, - ,wk} and ﬁaﬁ = {wl, c. ,wr} for
some k,r > 0. Let us then define the following matrices

y(No) zi, (No) -+ zb,, (Vo)
R=1 = 1, ®= : :
b b
y(N) Zy,(N) -z, (N)

where for b = y, I(b) = r and b = y, and for b = u,
I(b) = k and b = u. By the well-known formula, OP =
(@ ®1,) '@ R is the least squares solution of the equation
R = 0. Hence, 25 (PLPp)O° = Z-OLR.
and the latter contains all covariances T%> ., b € {u,y}
required for Algorithm[3] In turn, ©P can be computed using
standard linear regression tools.

Remark 5 (Refinement using gradient descend): In order
to enhance the performance of Algorithm [3] inspired by [9],
we propose to use the sLSS returned by Algorithm [3] as
initial value for the Gradient-Based (GB) algorithm of [9,
Algorithm 7.1]. Note that [9] uses zero matrices as initial
values for the noise gain matrices, whereas Algorithm [3]
returns a non-zero estimate of those matrices.

VII. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

In this section, we illustrate Algorithm [3] on a numerical
example. All computations are carried out on an i7 2.11-GHz
Intel core processor with 32GB of RAM running MATLAB
R2023b. For data generation we use the following randomly
generatated sLSS (1) with 3 = {1,2}

[0.1039 0.0255 0.5598] [1.6143]
A; = [0.4338 0.0067 0.0078| ,B; = |5.9383] ,
10.3435  0.0412  0.0776] 73671
[0.1834 0.2456 0.0511] [6.0624]
Ay = [0.0572 0.2445 0.0642| , By = [4.9800] ,
10.1395 0.6413  0.5598] 31372

K1=[0.4942 0.2827 0.8098]" ,
K,=[0.6215 0.1561 0.7780]"
C=[0.1144 0.7623 0.0020],D=1,F =1.

Training and validation data of length N and Ny,
respectively, are generated using the data generator sLSS
with white-noise input process u with uniform distribution



U(—1,1), an i.i.d. process € sucht that P(0(t) = ¢q) = 0.5,
q = 1,2, and a Gaussian white noise v with variance Uf,.
The corresponding Signal-to-Noise Ratio SNR are shown in
Table [l We run the version of Algorithm 3] using the Least-

Square method from Remark 4] with (o, 8) = (&, B),
a={(11,1), (1,1), (e, 1)}, B={(2,¢,1),(1,2,1),(1,1,1)},

and the GB refinement step from Remark 3 For the latter
we used the LPVcore toolbox [11].

For validation, the true output minus the measurement
noise F'v(t), denoted by y(t), was compared with the output
9(t) predicted by the estimated model in innovation form
using past inputs and outputs, as explained in Section [V-C
The quality of the match is evaluated via Best Fit Rate

Mo} X 100%,

where ¢y denotes the sample mean of the output in the
validation set.

TABLE I
BFR ON A NOISE-FREE VALIDATION DATA (N, = 500)
N = 5000 I N = 10000
Method SNR =6.1dB, oy = 1.5
BFR[%] | timel[s] BFR[%] | time[s]
GB + zero noise gain 83.13 197 82.42 361
Algorithm 85.67 2.60 90.86 2.03
Algorithm B[+ GB 90.5 256 91.71 323
SNR =0.5dB, oy =3
GB + zero noise gain 63.25 188 66.11 316
Algorithm [3] 76.97 1.94 87.29 1.90
Algorithm B[+ GB 84.17 236 88.03 376

The results are reported in Table[ll We compare Algorithm
3] with using only the GB search algorithm from [9] where
the initial value of the noise gain is zero, while the other
matrices are initialized by the outcome of Algorithm 3l This
is then equivalent with combining the CRA algorithm of
[8] with GB. Algorithm [3] appears to perform better than
using only GB search, especially for noisy data and a larger
number of data points. Moreover, Algorithm [3is faster than
GB search. If combined with GB search, the performance
of Algorithm 3] improves further, but at the expense of
computational time.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we a characterization of minimality and
uniquenss of LSSs in innovation form, and we presented
a realization algorithm for computing minimal LSS in inno-
vation form. Using this realization algorithm, we formulated
a system identification algorithm proven to be statistically
consistent. The latter algorithm was evaluated on a numerical
example and demonstrated promising performance, both in
terms of runtime complexity and estimation accuracy.
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APPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemmalll

In order to present the proof we need some preliminaries
definitions, notations and lemmas.

Notation 3 (autonomous sLPSS): As discuss in Notation
a sLPSS is noted as S = ({A,, B, Ko}, C, D, F,v).
However, if S depend only on the noise, i.e., B, = 0 and
D = 0 for all o € ¥, then the sLSS is called autonomous
(with no inputs) and abbreviated as asL.SS. We will note an
asLPSS as S = ({A,, Ky} ,,C,F) and which has the

o=1
following form:

x(t+1)= Ag(t)x(t) + Kg(t)v(t) 31)
“y(t) = Cx(t) + Fv(t)

where A, €R™ " K, e R"™*"™ ge3 = {l,...,n,},
CeRMwxn= FecR™*" and X, v, y, 6 are the stochastic
state, noise, output and switching processes. The process 6
takes values in the set of discrete states . We also say that
Sas is a realization of (y, 6).

Assume that S of the form is a sLSS of (y,u, O)H.
Recall from Notation 2] the Hilber-space #;. Denote by 1} ,
and H} the closed-subspace of H; generated by the compo-
nents of {z¥ },es+ U{v(t)} and {z},},ex+ respectively.

Lemma 6: For all o € ¥, v(t) is orthogonal to H}! .

Proof: [Proof of Lemma [6] Define r(t) :=
[vI(t) u” (t)]T. By the definition of a sLSS, r is a
ZMWSII and it is a white noise process w.r.t. . Moreover,
v(t) is the upper n,, block of r(t). Since r is a white noise
w.rt. p, Elr(t)(z5,(t)T] = 0, and %E[v(t)(z}; N1 is
the lower-left block of that latter matrix, and hence it is also
zero. From Definition [3] it follows that E[v(t)(u(t))T] = 0.

|

Lemma 7: For any w € X1, the components of zY, (¢) are
orthogonal to H}! .

Proof: [Proof of Lemma Since r(t) =
[v(t)" u(t)T]T is a ZMWSI process, from [26,
Lemma 7] and because r(¢) is a white noise, it follows that
Bz, (t)(z5(1)T] = Elzg (t)(z5 (1))"] if v = w = os for
all v,w,s € ©F, 0 € %, and E[z%,(¢)(25(¢))”] = 0 for any
other case.

Since FE[zY,(t)(z2(t))T] is the upper right block of

v

Elz%, () (25 (t))T], it follows that E[zY (¢)(z%(t))T] = 0

w v v

if v # wand E[zY(t)(z%(t)7] = ElzY(t)(z2(t)7] =

w o

——Elu(t—1)v(t—1)p3 (t—1)], where o is the first letter of

4By Assumption of Lemma [[3] such a LSS representation exists.

w, and from Definition3] it follows that the latter expectation
is zero. That is, E[zY,(¢)(z%(¢))T] = 0 for all v € ¥ 7.
Finally, as r(t) is a white noise process w.r.t. , it follows
that E[z% (t)(r(t))T] = 0, and since E[zY (t)(u(t))?] is
the upper right block of E[z%,(¢)(r(t))T], it then follows
that E[zY (t)(u(t))T] = 0. Since zY,(¢) is orthogonal to the
components of the random variables which generate H}',,
the statement of the lemma follows for k£ = 0.
|
Let us denote by H}', the closed subspace generated by
the components of {z} (¢)},ex+ It is clear that H}' C H}' .

Lemma 8: The components of x%(¢) belong to H}* and

Xd(t) = Z VPowAwBoszy, (),

weEX*,0eX

(32)

where the right-hand side of converges in the mean square
sense.

Proof: [Proof of Lemmal[g]] It is clear from the definition
that the components of x%(t) belong to H}, . Since x(t)=
S wes-oes VPowAw (Koz, (t) + Byz2,(t)) and the fact
that the map z — Fj[z | M] (where z € H;) is a continuous
linear operator for any closed subspace M, it follows that

xt) = Y VbowAw (KoEl[zy,(t) | H,]

wWEX* oeD
+B,Ej|z2,(t) | Ht“+]) .

From Lemma [7] it follows that, Ejzy,,(t) | Hi',] = 0, and
since the components of zy,, () belong to H}!, it follows
that E(z%,(t) | H',] = 23,(t), hence (33) implies (32).
Since the components of z2, (¢) belong to H}', it follows
that the components of the right-hand side of belongs
to HP and hence the components of x%(¢) belong to H}.
Note that, the convergence of the right-hand side of in
the mean square sense follows from the convergence of the
series ZwEE*,UEE \/MAU) (nggw (t) + Bﬂzgw(t))' u

Lemma 9: The components of x°(¢) belong to HY, they
are orthogonal to ;' , and

x*(t)= Y

wWEX* oED

(33)

VpawAwKUZZw (t)a (34‘)

where the right-hand side converges in the mean-square
sense.

Proof: [Proof of Lemma Ol From
B2), x°(t) = x(t) — x%t) and x(t) =
Y wess oes VPowAw (K2, (t) + Bz, (1)), it follows
that holds and that its right-hand side converges in
the mean square sense. From Lemma [/] it follows that for
any w € X1, the components of zY,(¢) are orthogonal to
M} k. +» hence all the summands of the infinite series of
(34) are orthogonal to H}', . [ |

Lemma 10 (Decomposition of y): Assume that there ex-
ists a sLSS of (y,u,0) of the form and that (y,u,8)
satisfy Assumption |1l Define

x(t) = Eilx(t) | {zs,(t) }wes+ U {u()}]
x°(t) = x(t) — x%(t)

(35)
(36)



Then

s, x(t4+1) = ;(Aixd(t)—i-Biu(t))m(t), a7
y(t) = Cx*(t)+ Du(t),

s, x*(t+1) = ;(Aixs(tHKiv(t))ui(t), 38)
yi(t) = Cx°(t)+ Fv(t),

and S, is an asLSS realization of (y®,0) with the noise
process v, Sg is an asLSS realization of (y¢,0) with the
noise process u. In particular,

ya(t) = Z VPowCAwBszg,,(t) + Du(t) (39)
ceE , weEE*
Yst) = Y. VbowCAuKozy,(t) + Fv(t) (40)

ceX,wex*
Proof: [Proof of Lemma Decomposition of y] It

follows, from the Lemmas [6 and Lemma [9] that,
xMt+1) = Bix(t+1) | HY, L] =
= Z(AaEl[X(t)Na(t) | Hita o]

[
+ BoEi[u(t)po (t) | Hity ] + Ko Ei[v(t)po (t) | Hily 1))
(4D

Note that, u(t) o (t) = /Poz2(t+1), hence the components
of u(t)ps(t) belong to Hy,, | and therefore

Eiflu)po(t) | Hitq ] =u(t)po ()
We claim that,
B (t) | M 4] = x9(t) i
Since x(t) = x%(t) + x*(t), it follows that x()u,(t) =

x4 () (1) + %5 (1) po (2).
From [26, Lemma 9] and Lemma it follows that
XOot) = S irarAuByat, (t+1)
weL*, 0’ €T
x* () o (t) = Z VP wo AuwK 1 2Yr (t+ 1)
wEZ*,UIEE

(42)

From Lemma [7 it follows that zY o wo (t + 1) is orthog-

onal to M}, , for all w € X%, 6,0 € X, and hence
Xs(t)ps(t) is also orthogonal to Htﬂ) - Moreover, since
the components of zY, (t+1) belong to H,, 4, it follows
that x%(t) o (t) belongs to H}, | | . Hence,

(0o (1) | H ]
= B (0o (1) | Hlya ]+ Bx(0)po () | MY ]
= B (0t | M 4] = X0 pto (1),

Finally, from Lemma it follows that v(t)u,(t) =
Pozy(t + 1) is orthogonal to H}!,; |, and hence

Eilv(O)o(t) | Hpy ] = 0.

By collecting all these facts, we can show that

xUt+1) = Bilx(t+1) | H 4] =
= Z(AUEZ [X(t)ﬂo(t) | Hzlel+1,+]+
oex
BoEilu () o(t) [ Hitvr 4] + Ko Ealv(t)pe () | 1l 1])
= (Ax"(t) + Byu(t))
ocX

That is, the first equation of holds.
As to the second equation of (37), we know from [29],
that

yi(t) = Eily(t) | HiL] =

= CE[x(t) | H ]+ DEu(t) | Hi ]+ Eiv(t) | Hi ]

Since the components of u(t) are among the generators of
H}i' ., and by Lemmal6l v(t) is orthogonal to H}' ,, Ej[v(t) |
Hi',] = 0and Ey[u(t) | H}',] = u(t), and hence the second
equation of (37) holds.

From y*(t) = y(t)
@D, (B8 follows.

Finally, notice that as ZUEU psAy ® A, is stable and
u is a white noise w.rt. p, Sy is a well-defined asLSS
with the noise process u. Moreover, implies that it is
a realization of (y?, @) with the noise process u. Similarly,
since ZUEU psA, A, is stable and v is a white noise w.r.t.
w, it follows that S, is as asLSS and from (38) it follows
that S, is a realization of (y*, 0).

To conclude, and follow from the fact that Sy
is a realization of (y?,0) and S, is a realization of (y*, @),
by using [26, Lemma 1].

—yi(t), x*(t) = x(t) — x*(t) and

|
Lemma 11: The components of y*(t),zY (t), e*(t),
z¢ (t), v € ©F belong to Hy .

Proof: [Proof of Lemmal[LT]] Recall from Lemmal9]
as y*®(t) = Cx*(t)+v(t), the components of y*(¢) belong to
'H,;’ - In particular, from [26, Lemma 11], it follows that the
coordinates of z¥, (t) belong to HY ; and hence, HY CHY.

Since e*(t) = y*(t) — Ei[y*(t) | HY ], it follows that the
components of e®(t) belong to HY , . Since zy () = zy,(t +
1), v(t) = zY(t+1), it follows that H{+ C Hyq and from
[26, Lemma 11] it follows that the components of z¢ (t)
belong to Hy C HXJF. |
Lemma 12: If there exists a sLSS (y,u,0) , then the
components of y*(t),zY (t),e*(t),zS (1), v € T are
orthogonal to H}', . i.e., for all v,w € )ons
Proof: [Proof of Lemma From Lemma [6H7] and by
noticing that v(t) = v(¢) 1 (¢) it follows that the elements of
¥+ are orthogonal to H}! , . Hence, the coordinates of u(t),
zy(t), w € X are orthogonal to #H} . . Since the coordinates
of y*(t),2¥ (t),e*(t), 2z (t) belong to Hy . it follows that
the coordinates of y*(t),2zY (t),e*(t),zS (t) are orthogonal
to Hy',. Since H}', is generated by the coordinates of u(t),
zY (t), w € ©T, the statement of the lemma follows. [ |

Lemma 13: Assume that there exists an sLSS of (y, u, 8).
Then, ({45, B,},C, D,u) is an asLSS of (y<,0), if and



only if the dLSS ({As, Bs}ses, C, D) is a realization of
Uy and > i piA; @ A; is stable.
Proof: [Proof of Lemma [13]]

Part(1) Assume that ({A,, By }sex, C, D, u) is an asLSS
f (y¢,0). Then > 1 p;A; @ A; is stable by defini-
tion of asLSS. From Lemma [[2] it follows that that the
he components of y*(¢) is orthogonal to H}',, that is,
Ely’ (5)(a())"] = 0 and E[y*(6)(ut))’] = 0. Ths,
Ely(0)(@(0)7] = Bl ()(z5(0)7), Ely()(a(t)”) -
Ely%(t)(u ( ))T]. Hence, From (32) of Lemma [8 and the
fact that y¢(t) = Cx%(t) + Du(t) it follows that

Ely®(t)(z3(t))"]

Y VPesCAB, Bz, (1)(z (1) " HDEa(t) (2 (1)) "]
sEX* oD

= \/pO'SCASBO'Au = \I]y,u(o's)Au\/pUs

This follows, as u is white noise process, E[u(t)(z2 (¢))T] =
0 and E[zY,(t)(z2(t))7] Ay if os w, other-
wise E[z%,(t)(z%(t))T] = 0. Similarly, E[y?(t)u(t)]
DA, Uy w(€)Ay. Hence, Uy , CA,B,, ie.,
({As, Bs}oex, C, D) is a realization of ¥y ,,.

Part(2) Assume that {(A,, Bos}sexn,C, D) is a dLSS
realization of ¥y , and Z?:“l piA; ® A; is stable. Consider
the asLSS S = ({4y, Bo }oex, C, D, u). S is a well-defined
asLSS, as u is a white noise w.r.t. p.

Let x be the unique trajectory of S, and let y be the unique
output of S. From [26] it follows that

=3 > > VPowCAuBszl,(t) + Dul(t)

N=0|w| = No€eX
w e B

using Uy, (0s) = CA;B,, it follows that

=3 S S ey als)zt, () + 0y w(eu(t)
N=0|uw| = N o€EX
we o
(43)
By assumption, there exists a sLSS S =
({AL, B! }sexn,C’,D',u), where S is a realization of
(y,u,0). By Lemma Sa = ({AL, B! }sex,C’, D' u)
is an asLSS realization of (y¢,8). Hence, by Part(1) of
the lemma, ({4, B, }sex,C’, D’) is a dLSS realization of
Uy, u, where Uy, ,(0s) = C'ALB! and Uy, 4(¢) = D'.
But from [26], it follows that

=3 3 S VBewC' AL BLEE, (1) + D'u(t)

N=0|w|=No€eX
w e o*

W= D D VPowlyulos)z, () +Tyu(cu(t)

N=0|w| = NoeX
w e o

(44)

Hence, by combining and it follows that y(t) =
ye(t). That is, S = ({As, Bs }oes, C, D,u) is a realization
of (y,0). [ |
Proof: [Proof of Lemma Assume the sLSS of the
form is a realization of (y,u,8). From Lemma it

follows that S, defined in (B8) is an asLSS realization of
(y*,0), and S; is an asLSS realization of (y?, 8) as defined
in @37). Consider the dLSS .¥; as defined in (I1). From [26,
Lemma 4] it follows that, in the terminology of [26], the R =
({y/PiAi}, [Gi...Gy],C) is a recognizable representation
of the formal power series

s> [Wye(1s) ... Uy (nys)] (45)
Note that R corresponds to Hence by [26, Lemma 4],
Uys(0s) = \/PwCAGo (46)

where w = os € %, and Uy (w )—Iforw:e.From
Lemma [13] it follows that ({AU,B e, C. D) is a dLSS
realization of Wy ,,. Hence

o=1>

CA;B, w=o0s,0€X s€X*
Combining and results in having
My u(os) = [,/pUS\I/%u(US) Uy (03)}
My,u(e) = [\/poslpym(f) Uy (5)]
D 1]
That is, ., is a realization of My ,. [ |

B. Proof of Lemma

Assume that S of the form (1) is a sLSS of (y,u,0)
B. Recall from Notation 2] the Hilber-space #;. Denote
by My, and H} the closed-subspace of H; generated by
the components of {z)},ex+ U {v(t)} and {2}, cx+
respectively.

Lemma 14: r = [(eS)T uT]T is a white noise process
w.r.t. g and Efe®(t)ul (t)p2(t)] =0 for all o € X.

Proof: [Proof of Lemma [I4] In order to prove the
statement of the lemma, we will first show that r is a
ZMWSII, by showing that r satisfies the conditions of
Definition [1| one by one. First, we show that the processes
r(t),z%,(t),w € X7 is zero mean, square integrable.

By assumption u is a white noise process w.r.t. p. From
the fact that S, is an asLSS of (y%,0) it follows that e® is
also a white noise process w.r.t. ;. In particular, u, @ are both
also ZWMSII and thus e*(t), u(t),zS, (t), 2% (t), w € £t is
zero mean, square integrable. From this it follows that r(t)
and z%,(t) are zero mean and square integrable.

From Lemma it follows that the components e®(t)
belongs to HY | (), where v is a noise process of an asLSS
of (y,u,8). From the definition of a sLSS it follows that
w = [VT uT}T is ZMWSII. Hence, with the notation of
Definition [T the o-algebras " and F/* are conditionally
independent w.r.t. 7/~ . From the fact that e*(¢) belongs
to Hy, it follows that e®(t) is measurable with respect to
the o-algebra generated by {v(¢)} U {zY(t)},ex+ and the
latter o-algebra is a subset of F¥ vV Ff"~, where for two

5By Assumption of Lemma [[3] such a LSS representation exists.



o-algebras F;, ¢ = 1,2, F1 V Fs denotes the smallest o-
algebra generated by the o-algebras Fi, Fo. That is, e°(t)
is measurable w.r.t. the o algebra F}¥ vV Ff*~. Since FY¥
and F#T are conditionally independent w.r.t. F}"~, from
[34, Proposition 2.4] it follows that F¥ \V F*~ and F!* "
are conditionally independent w.r.t. }'t“ ", and as Ff C
Fo v F7, it follows that FF and F* T are conditionally
independent w.r.t. F}*~

Finally, we show that r(t),z%,(t),w € X1 are jointly

wide-sense stationary, i.e., for all s,t,e Z, s < ¢,
v,we LT,
E [r(t)(z},(s))"] = E [r(t — 5)(z,(0)"]
Ex(t)(r(s)"] = E[r(t

We will show only the last equality, the proofs of the
first two are analogous. Indeed, from Lemma [14] and from
the fact that e®, u are ZMWSII it follows the processes
e*(t),z8 (t),w 6 ¥t are jointly wide-sense stationary
and the processes u(t),z"(t),w € X1 are also jointly
wide-sense stationary. From Lemma [I4] it follows that
E [28 (t + k)(z%(s + k))”], and hence

E [23,(1)(25(5)"] =

= ding(E |25, (1)(z5 (5))" | . B [z ()22 (s)"])

= ding(E |25, (t — 5)(z5 (0))" | . B [20(t = 5)(22(0))"])
— B [2,(t - 5)(z}(0))"]

That is, we have shown that r satisfies all the conditions
of Definition [11

Next we show that r is a white noise process w.r.t. u, i.e.,
Elr(t)(z%,(t))T] = 0 for all w € . From Lemma [I4 it

follows that
E [r(t)(z;,(t)"] =

w

diag(FE {e

s

*(t)(z, (t))T] JE [u(t)(zy,(1)"])

Notice es is a white noise process w.r.t. p, since it is the
noise process of SS, and the latter is an asLSS of (y*, 0), and
hence F [e;(t)(zS: (¢)] = 0. Furthermore, u is a white noise
process w.r.t. p by assumption, so E [u(t)(z5(t))] = 0.
Hence, E [r(t)(2%,(t))"] = 0.

It is left to show that E[e®(t)ul (t)u2(t)] =0 forall o €
Y. Notice that Efe®(t)u” (t)u2(t)] = EzS (t + 1)(z2(t +
1))7]p, by definition, and from Lemma [I4] it follows that
Elzg (t+1)(z2(t +1))T] =0. n

Lemma 15: Assume that there exists a sLSS of (y,u, )
and that the following holds:

o Sq= ({Al,B bk 1,0 D,u) is a asLSS of (y?,0)f,

o S. = ({4, K}, C, Iny, e®) is asLSS of (y°,0) in
forward innovation form, i.e., the e° is the innovation
process of y*.

%Note that the input process of Sy is u

Then § = ({4;,K;,B;}",,C,D,e®) is a sLSS of
(¥, u,0). Moreover, the innovation process e® satisfies

€@=y®—EW@I&mmﬁﬁ&%mUhM%%
Proof: [Proof of Lemma[I3]] From Lemma [14]it follows
that the noise process e® and the input u satisfy the condition
of E[e*(t)(u(t))Tu2(t)] = 0, o € X. Since S, and S, are
both asLSS, it follows that Z?:“l pifli & Ai is stable. Hence
S satisfies the conditions of a sLSS and it has a unique
state process X. Finally, let x* and %x? be the unique state
processes of S, and Sy respectively. We claim that x(¢) =
%x%(t) 4+ %°(t). Indeed, from (I0), it follows that

x7(t) = Z vpowAwBaZEw (t),
weX* ,ceX
X°(t) = Z vpgw/iwf(ng;; (),
weX*,ceX
from which it follows that
M) +%°() = Y VhowAl [K, B, zh,(t),

weEX* ,ceD
(50)

with r(t) = [(e*(t))” (u(t))T]T. Then (I0) applied to
v = r means that the right-hand side of (30) equals
%. Finally, from %(t) = %*(t) + %X%(t) and the fact that
yi(t) = Cx%(t) + Du(t) (as S‘d is an asLSS of (y?,8))
and y*(t) = Cx°(t) + e°(t) (as S, is an asLSS of (y*, 0)),
it follows that y(t) = Cx()+Du()+e (t), ie., Sis a
sLSS of (y,u,8). [ |
Proof: [Proof of Lemma Using the terminology

f [26], consider the recognizable representation R =
(na, {As}oes, [G1...Gn,],C). R is the representation
of the formal power series defined in @3). R is sta-
ble and observable since the observability of the repre-
sentations is equivalent to the observability of the dLSS
({4, [B; Gi]}» ¥ C, D). The the existence of the limit
K, = hmj_moK follows from [26, Lemma 21], by
noticing that the proof of [26, Lemma 21] requires only the
observability of the representation R. Moreover, from [26,
Lemma 21], it follows that the asLSS ({4;, K;}.*,,C, I, e®)
is a realization of (y®,0). From Lemma [13 it follows
that the asLSS ({Ai,Bi}?:“l,C,D,u) is a realization of
(y%,8). hence by Lemma it follows that the sLSS
({AZ,BZ,K 1 O, D, I, e®) is a realization of (y,u,8).
|

C. Proof of Theorem[l]

Lemma 16: 1f (y,u, 8) has an sLSS realization, and . =
({As, By}oes, C, D) is a minimal dLSS realization of M, ,,
then . is observable and "1, p; A; ® A; is stable.

Proof:  [Proof of Lemma Let . =
({A,,B,}",,C,D,u) be any dLSS realization
of My . Consider the formal series ¥ : s
[My_ru(ls) Myﬂu(n#s)], then R =

({Ao}:ip [[Bl Gﬂ [Bn# Gnuﬂ ,C’) is a
recognisable representation of ¥ if and only if .’ is a
realization of My, ,,. It is easy to see that 25 is reachable



(observable), if and only if .’ satisfies the reachability and
observability rank conditions of [24]. Hence, . is minimal,
if and only if R is minimal.

We will proceed to show that Ry is stable in the
sence of [26], ZU 1p(,A ® AU is stable. To this
end, let S = ({AU,B(,,K }oe,C,D,F,v) be an sLSS
realization of (y,u,0) of the form of (). Then by Def-
inition [3] Z:’; 1PcAs ® A, is stable. Consider the dLSS
Zs associated with S. By Lemma s is a real-
ization of My . Let us consider the formal series ¥
defined above and let us consider the recognisable rep-
resentation Ryg = ({\/p—gAg}geg,é, C) where G =
[[vPiB: Gi] [\/Pn, Bn, Ghn,]]. With the same
argument as above, it is easy ti see that R, is a repre-
sentation of W. Since R, is stable in the term of [26] (as
Z?:*”l VP As @ \/PsAs = Z?ﬁl poAs ® A, is stable), then
by [26, Theorem 6], ¥ is square summable, i.e.,

> 3 e

N=0|w| = N
w € o

I < +o0

From [26, Theorem 6] it follows that any minimal representa-
tion of W is stable. In particular, as . is minimal, hence R &
is minimal, therefore, R is stable, i.e. Z ] pgAg®A is
stable. The observability of . follows from its minimality.

|

That is, finding an asL.SS of (y<, 8) boils down to finding
a dLSS realization of ¥y, .

More precisely, consider sLSS of (y, u, ) of the form (1)
and consider the associated asLSS S, of (y®,0) as defined
in Lemma [0, (38).

Lemma 17 (Lemma 4 from [26]): The dLSS

({\/p_UAO'7 GU}UEZu 07 I)

is a realization of VU,.

Proof: [Proof of Theorem [I]] Part [l Assume that S
is span-reachable and observable sLSS of (y,u,®), then
by definition the dLSS .#s is also span-reachable and
observable, and hence it is a minimal realization of My, by
[24]. Let S’ be another sLSS of (y, u, ). Then by Lemmal[]
the dLSS .% associated with S’ has the same sub-Markov
parameters. Hence, since .¥’s is minimal dimensional, the
dimension of s cannot exceed that of .“5/, and since
the dimension of a sLLSS is the same as that of the dLSS
associated with it, it follows that the dimension of S cannot
exceed that of S’.

Part 2l To this end, notice that the dLSS associated with
S 18 S, and since %, is minimal, it is span-reachable
and observable, hence S,,, is span-reachable and observable,
and hence minimal. The rest of the statement follows from
Lemma [1

Part 3 Let Let S = ({A,, B,, K, }.*,,C,D,F,v) be
a sLSS realization of (y,u, ). From Lemma [Il we define
Is = ({VPoAo, [\/p—gB Go|}oey,C, [D I,]), the
associated dLSS, which is a realization of My, ,,. From s
as an input of Algorithm [ and from Lemma 3l we can
get a minimal dLSS .¥ = ({A,, B, }ses, C, D) realization

My . We know, from Lemma [I6 that > 7" 1p1Ai ® A;
is stable. It folloyvs from part 2 of Theorem [I that the
associated sLSS S is in innovation form. What remains is

to prove that the latter sLSS is minimal. Note, from equations
({d6), (I8) and (19), that the associated dLSS Yg(j and the

minimal dLSS . are the same when N — oco. It follows
that S > is minimal because his associated dL.SS is minimal.
Therefore, if (y,u,0) has a sLSS realization, then there
exists a minimal sLSS realization in innovation form.

Part @ Let S = ({4, B, K, }O_ 1-C, D, F,v)
and let S = ({A,,B,,Kys}0",,C,D Ev) be of
the form (1), and assume that S and S are mini-

mal sLSS of (y,u,p) in forward innovation form. Let

ys = ({\/ZT’LAH [Gza\/p_ZB]}z 0, ) and yg =
({V/pidi, |G VPiBi] Yo, C, D) be the corresponding

dLSSs. By Lemma [Il .s and 5’~ are realizations of the
same sub-Markov function, they are both span-reachable
and observable. Hence, D = D, and by [24] there ex-
ists a non-singular matrix T such that 2Q) holds, except
for IN(Z-Ql- = TK;, i = 1,...,n,. In order to show
the latter, notice that éz = TG;, © = 1,...,n, holds,
and use the the proof of [26, Part (ii), Theorem 2], by
applylng it to the sLSS S,s = ({A;, K;};*,,C,e®) and

= ({4, Ky, )i, C, I, ). More precisely, T satisfies the
propertles of the matrix 7" defined in the proof of [26, Part
(i1), Theorem 2]. Then, the rest of the proof of [26, Part (ii),
Theorem 2] can be repeated verbatim. [ ]

D. Proof of Lemma

Proof: By definition [28], we know that y(t) = ye(t)+
y(t). From that, we have zY,(t) = z¥ (t) + 2%’ (¢ ) From
[26, Lemma 11], we know that the entries of y9(t ) and
the entries of z%d (t) are in H}',. From Lemma [I2] it
follows that z¥ (t) is orthogonal to M}, and hence to
2, (1) Thatis, TY3 = Ely(n)z,(1)] = E [y* ()] (1)] +
By mm ()] + E [y'may ()] + B [y ()2 ()] And
since y*(t) is orthogonal to H}', and the entries of z%d (t)
belong to H',, then F {ys(t)z
the components of y“(t) are in H}', and z¥ (t) is or-
thogonal to H}, by Lemma [[2] then E [y%(t)z3, (t)] =

{Jd (t)} = 0. Similary, since

0. Then AYY = E[y(t)zy(t)] = E[y*(t)z (t)] +
B [y em 0] = a0 + a0
Also, note that AY'" = E[yl()zi(t)] =

E(y(t) =y ()2, ()] = Ely(t)zy, ()] —E [y*(t)zy, (1)] =
Ely(t)zy,(t)] since y*(t) is orthogonal to H}', and hence
to z%(¢). Then AY ¥ = AY:u,

Ty =

Finally, note that y

Bl @ ®)7]  + Bl oo+
Bl (@ )] + Bl 0@ o)) By 126
Lemma 11], the components of z{,d (t)
to Hy, and zy (f) is orthogonal to Hj',

Bl @ )| = El@o@ o] = o

belong
hence



Subsequently, 733 = Ty 7y + Ty 2", Then equation
28) of Lemma @ holds. Equatlon - of Lemma @ follows
from [26, Lemma 4]. |

E. Proof of Corollary
Proof: Let us recall the equation (13).

[AreQp, A wAe
AYvQrt, L] w=e

From Lemma [3 it follows that . = ({4;, B;}*,,C, D)
is a minimal dLSS realization of the covariance sequence
¥ = AY'UQ. 1. Then from Lemma [ it follows that
holds, and hence, step 3] and step ] of Algorithm [2] result
in computing { My, “(w)}weﬁa,g' Then by Lemma[3] . =
({ A, {B G }}Z 1»C, D) is a minimal dLSS realization of
My . From part 2] of Theorem [II it follows that the LSS
S is a minimal sLSS realization of (y,u,#) in innovation

form. The last statement of the Corollary [ follows from
Lemma [3 [

My u(w) =

F. Proof of Lemma 3

Proof: The matrices of the sLSS returned by Algorithm
[ are continuous functions of the entries of the Hankel
matrices HMes:N Moo s N N and HéW’N. As N
goes to infinity, the empirical covariances T} T v
and 7.7 \ go, respectively, to A}", ALY and Tg:gr. In
other Words the empirical covariances are equal to the true
covariances when N — —+4oo. In this case, the Hankel
matrices computed from the empiraqual covariances are
equal to the true Hankel matrices HM.#, HMo.0.6 1M “and
HM And because of the continuous relationship in Algo-
r1thml the matrices {AY, BN, KNI QN-1A\" ON DN
returned by Algorithm [3] are equal to true matrices
{AU,BU,KU,QU}U 1,C D. Then, note also that the re-
turned sLSS is minimal beacause the dLSS is returned by
Algorithm [1] so the dLSS is minimal, hence, the associated
sLSS is also minimal by Lemma 2] [ ]
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