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2Facultad de Ciencias Exactas, Ingenieŕıa y Agrimensura (UNR), Av. Pellegrini 250, Rosario,
S2000BTP, Argentina.

Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): fgonzalez@ifir-conicet.gov.ar;

Abstract

Recently, the sinosoidal output response in power series (SORPS) formalism was presented for system
identification and simulation. Based on the concept of characteristic curves (CCs), it establishes a math-
ematical connection between power series and Fourier series for a first-order nonlinear system [F. J.
Gonzalez, Sci. Rep. 13, 1955, (2023)]. However, the system identification procedure discussed there, based
on fast Fourier transform (FFT), presents the limitations of requiring a sinusoidal single tone for the
dynamical variable and equally spaced time steps for the input-output dataset (DS). These limitations
are here addressed by introducing a different approach: we use a power series-based model (referred to
as model 1) for system modeling instead of FFT, where two hyperparameters Â0 and Â1 are optimally
defined depending on the DS. Subsequently, two additional models are obtained from parameters obtained
in model 1: another power series-based model (model 2) and a Fourier analysis-based model (model 3).
These models are useful for comparing parameters obtained from different DSs. Through an illustrative
example, we show that while the predicted values from the models are the same due to a mathematical
equivalence, the parameters obtained for each model vary to a greater or lesser extent depending on the
DS used for system estimation. Hence, the parameters of the Fourier analysis-based model exhibit notably
less variation compared to those of the power series-based model, highlighting the reliability of using the
Fourier analysis-based model for comparing model parameters obtained from different DSs. Overall, this
work expands the applicability of the SORPS formalism to system identification from arbitrary input-
output data and represents a groundbreaking contribution relying on the concept of CCs, which can be
straightforwardly applied to higher-order nonlinear systems. The method of CCs can be considered as com-
plementary to the commonly used approach (such as NARMAX-models and sparse regression techniques)
that emphasizes the estimation of the individual parameter values of the model. Instead, the CCs-based
methods emphasize the computation of the CCs as a whole. CCs-based models present the advantages
that the system identification is uniquely defined, and that it can be applied for any system without
additional algebraic operations. Thus, the parsimonious principle defined by the NARMAX-philosophy is
extended from the concept of a model with as few parameters as possible to the concept of finding the low-
est model order that correctly describe the input-output data. This opens up a wide variety of potential
applications, covering areas such as vibration analysis, structural dynamics, viscoelastic materials, design
and modeling of nonlinear electric circuits, voltammetry techniques in electrochemistry, structural health
monitoring, and fault diagnosis.

Keywords: nonlinear system identification, Fourier analysis, characteristic curves, parsimonious model,
frequency domain, least-squares regression method
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1 Introduction

The field of nonlinear system analysis and identification is extensive, with significant contributions dating
back to the development of Volterra series[1, 2] in the 1890s and the subsequent advancements of Wiener
series[3, 4] from the 1940s to the 1960s. While these methods remain actively studied as methods of analysis[5–
8], their application in the analysis of highly nonlinear systems and for system identification continues to
be challenging, primarily due to issues such as convergence, stability, and overparameterization[9–13]. In
addition, various models were developed for identifying systems that can be decomposed into linear and
nonlinear subsystems, such as the Wiener, Hammerstein , and Wiener-Hammerstein models in the 2000s (see
Refs. [14–19] and references therein). While still applicable in real-world scenarios, their main drawback is
their limited us, as they are designed for specific types of nonlinear systems.

Simultaneously, throughout the last century, Fourier analysis has emerged as a powerful technique for
studying linear systems. It explores how a function can be represented as a superposition of trigonometric
functions, providing a representation of the system in the reciprocal space. In the case of time domain
variables, this reciprocal space corresponds to the frequency domain, while for spatial domain variables, it is
the momentum space.

For linear time invariant (LTI) systems, the superposition principle holds, implying that the response
of the system to a single sinusoidal tone is also a sinusoidal tone with the same frequency but eventually
differing by an amplitude scaling and a phase shifting. Primarily, this linearity property has positioned
Fourier analysis as the predominant theory for studying linear systems. Furthermore, the use of reciprocal
space representation transforms linear differential equations into algebraic equations, simplifying the solution
process. As a consequence, Fourier analysis has experienced extensive development over the last century
through various approaches and has been mathematically formalized under the name of harmonic analysis.
Nowadays, Fourier analysis stands as an indispensable tool in practically all scientific and engineering areas
for studying linear systems[20–25]. However, the majority of systems are naturally nonlinear. In these systems,
the superposition principle is not valid, and as a result, the response to a single sinusoidal tone becomes
much more complex, giving rise to interesting phenomena such as superharmonics (integer multiples of the
fundamental frequency), subharmonics (integer fractions of the fundamental frequency), interharmonics (non-
integer multiples of the fundamental frequency), and chaos (characterized by aperiodic and unpredictable
behavior).

Considering the widespread success of Fourier analysis in studying linear systems and its role as a natural
starting point for exploring nonlinear systems, it becomes compelling to precisely determine how Fourier
analysis and other related reciprocal space-based techniques can be applied to the study of nonlinear systems.
In this context, nearly all methods developed for studying nonlinear systems have been investigated for their
representations in reciprocal space.

Historically, contributions from Poincaré[26] in the 1890s, Van der Pol[27], Lienard[28] and Fatou[29] in
the 1920s, along with Bogolyubov, Krylov and Mitropolskii[30–33] in the 1930s and 1940s, have shaped stan-
dard theories such as averaging and perturbation methods, harmonic balance method (HBM) and describing
functions (DFs)[34]. In the 1950s, the generalized frequency response functions (GFRFs)[35] were proposed
as a generalization of the FRFs. They are defined as the multidimensional Fourier transforms of the cor-
responding Volterra kernels in the time-domain series[36]. While these multidimensional Fourier transforms
can be difficult to measure, display and interpret in practice, thus, a one-dimensional extension of the FRFs,
known as the nonlinear output frequency response function (NOFRF) method[37, 38], was proposed in the
2000s. The computation of the NOFRF is still under investigation, with recent methods based on generalized
associated linear equations (GALEs)[39, 40].

A wide variety of modifications to HBM have been developed over the last 40 years, including the
incremental harmonic balance (IHB)[41–45], the alternating frequency/time domain method using harmonic
balance (AFTHB)[46], the adaptive harmonic balance (AHB)[47, 48], and various further improvements
and modifications of these methods[49–55]. Comprehensive reviews of these methods can be found in
Refs. [10, 39, 56–58]. While initially developed for system analysis, these methods have also found applica-
tions in system identification over the last 20 years (see, e.g., Refs. [59–62]). In these approaches, the system
structure (i.e., the degree or the nonlinearity or the explicit expression of the nonlinear differential equation
(NDE) defining the system) must be predefined. This often entails solving numerous algebraic equations for
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each system. This limitation emphasizes the challenge of establishing a general system identification method
applicable to all nonlinear systems.

In this direction, the seeking of practical implementations for general system identification methods has led
to the development of the nonlinear autoregressivemoving average model with exogenous inputs (NARMAX
model)[63, 64] in the 1980s. This model is versatile, applicable to a wide range of nonlinear systems, and
has evolved into a philosophy of nonlinear system identification[65–67]. This philosophy aims to obtain a
parsimonious model, which is a system with as few parameters and maximum lags as possible that can
adequately describe the phenomena under study. Essentially, the NARMAX method considers the output as
a nonlinear function of the previous values (input, output, and noise) up to specified time lags (also known
as maximum lags). The model parameters are then estimated from input-output data using methods like
orthogonal least squares (OLS)[68] or forward regression OLS (FROLS)[69, 70]. This facilitates the fitting of
the parsimonious model (referring here to the model with the fewest parameters and maximum lags from the
given input-output data). However, practical application of the NARMAX method often results in various
potentially suitable models based on the given input-output data. Choosing the most appropriate model
becomes nontrivial without additional information about the system dynamics[71]. Therefore, NARMAX
technique is classified as a parametric black-box method (parametric because the system parameters are
explicitly estimated through fitting, and black-box because no information about the system structure is
required during the identification process).

During the last 15 years, data-driven algorithms have emerged for system identification of NDEs based
on sparse regression and machine learning techniques[72]. A notable advancement is the sparse identification
of nonlinear dynamics (SINDy)[73], which utilizes a sparsity-promoting framework to identify interpretable
models from data by selecting the most dominant candidate terms from a high-dimensional nonlinear func-
tion space. This technique has been improved, incorporating Bayesian sparse regression[74] and ensemble
method to estimate inclusion of probabilities[75]. Recently, the automatic regression for governing equations
(ARGOS)[76] approach was developed to automatically address issues related to parameter selection for the
Savitzky-Golay filter (to both reduce noise and compute numerical derivatives) and also the selection of the
hyperparameters used for the identification of the interpretable model from the design matrix. Additionally,
other related methodologies have been developed, such us the SINDy-sensitivity analysis (SINDy-SA)[77]
framework, the model-LISS algorithms[78], the jointmaximum a posteriori (JMAP) and variationalBayesian
approximation (VBA)[79], and stochastic approximation Monte Carlo (SAMC)[80].

These sparse regression algorithms are essentially based on a design matrix that contains a list of nonlinear
functions. Using some minimization algorithm and threshold parameters, one or a linear combination of the
functions from the list are found to describe the main terms of the nonlinear system [73, 81]. However, two
limitations of this approach are: (i) there is not guarantee that the method will perform well in identifying
all systems, especially when dealing with complex nonlinearities that can not be well approximated with the
basis functions used in the design matrix[76]; and (ii), the non unicity of the obtained model. To illustrate the
latter issue, consider a simple example: suppose the design matrix contains both sinusoidal and polynomial
functions, and the nonlinearity is given by f(x)=1-cos(x), where the variable x (which is an input data for

the modeling technique) ranges from -π/4 to π/4. In this case, both models f̂1(x)=0.4819 x2 and f̂2(x)=1-
cos(x) are good representations of the system. In this example, adhering to the parsimonious principle[67, 82],

we should choose f̂1 due to its simpler expression. In summary, this non-uniqueness of the obtained model
unavoidably arises when the basis functions used for constructing the design matrix are not orthogonal.

Conversely, the Fourier spectrum of a signal (i.e., Fourier coefficients obtained, e.g., from fast Fourier
transform (FFT) algorithm) is uniquely defined. This uniqueness has motivated the developments of the
output frequency response function (OFRF)[83–85], and the higher-order sinusoidal input describing
function (HOSIDF)[86] from the 1990s to the 2000s. An ultimate goal of frequency-domain methods for
nonlinear system estimation is to provide a clear, explicit relationship between the system Fourier spectrum
computed from input-output data and the parameters defining the nonlinear system[10]. The OFRF and
HOSIDF methods have significantly contributed to this objective. In particular, OFRF employs a recursive
algorithm to obtain model parameters[85] from the Fourier spectrum, and HOSIDF introduces a virtual har-

monic generator to study the response of each harmonic separately. Both of these techniques fall into the
category of parametric grey-box methods. Here, grey-box signifies that the system structure (in this case
the explicit expression of the NDEs) must be predefined, and parametric implies that model parameters
are explicitly obtained by some minimization algorithm. Thus, explicit expressions of the NARMAX model
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or NDEs must be specified, leading to the necessity of performing numerous algebraic operations for each
particular system under study.

Motivated also by this uniqueness of the Fourier spectrum of a signal, a recent alternative method for
system identification and simulation has been recently proposed based on characteristic curves (CCs)[87].
In particular, two different parametrizations (power series- and Fourier analysis-based models) of the char-
acteristic curves for a first-order nonlinear system have been demonstrated to be mathematically equivalent.
Specifically, starting from the definition of the Fourier series, an explicit expression has been derived linking
the Fourier coefficients of the driven force to the parameters that define the CCs of a first-order nonlinear
system when the dynamical variable is a single tone. Hence, the FFT coefficients of the driven force are
uniquely related to the parameters of a power series defining the CCs. This method is referred to as sinusoidal
output response in power series (SORPS), which is more appropiately named than the previously used term
of sinusoidal input response in power series (SIRPS). This distinction becomes evident when rewriting the
NDE as a NARMAX model (see Appendix B).

Hence, SORPS method can be classified as a grey-box model based on CCs. Grey-box means that some
information about the system must be previously stated. In this case, it is the supposition that the input-
output data is related by a first-order NDE that follows certain functional dependence. Furthermore, the
concept of CCs means that the importance is given to the evaluation of the characteristic curves as a whole
and not to the individual parameters of the model.

The SORPS formalism introduced in Ref. [87] exhibits certain limitations. Firstly, it is applicable only to
first-order nonlinear systems or, alternatively, to two variables of a system related through a first-order NDE.
Secondly, it requires setting a sinusoidal single tone for the dynamical variable and a fixed time step in order
to obtain the system identification. However, in real-world systems, factors such as equipment or process
limitations, or simply due to the presence of noise, may make it impossible to establish a sinusoidal single tone
for the dynamical variable. Thirdly, due to the divergent behavior of the power series, some limitations or
special considerations must be taken into account regarding the range of variation of the dynamical variable.

In this work, we extend the SORPS formalism in order to address most of these limitations. Specifically,
instead of relying on Fourier analysis from FFT for the system identification, as employed in Ref. [87],
we consider here a modeling technique based on a power series-based model and relying on least-squares
regression. As a result, this approach enables us to obtain the characteristic curves directly from any input-
output dataset (DS), overcoming the previous limitation of using a single tone for the dynamical variable
and a fixed time step. Therefore, the second limitation is successfully addressed in this work. Moreover, the
mathematical expressions obtained here bring more evident the third limitation, which is briefly discussed.
However, a detailed analysis to address this limitation requires careful consideration, which is beyond the
scope of this work. Although the first limitation is not addressed here, the results of this work represents a
significant advancement in order to extend the SORPS formalism to higher-order nonlinear systems based
on the use of CCs.

While the SORPS technique can be expressed as a NARMAX model, it conceptually differs from the
NARMAX philosophy (as well as sparse regression methodologies[82]), because, instead of emphasizing the
fitting of a nonlinear model with as few parameters as possible, or finding the leading terms of the system,
SORPS focuses on identifying the CCs that define the NDE. Although the SORPS method cannot be directly
applied when the input-output variables are related by an NDE with an order higher than one, it can still
be utilized by decomposing the system into a set of variables related by a functional dependence given by a
first-order NDE (see Appendix D).

Additionally, an alternative approach involves defining higher-order NDEs based on the concept of CCs.
This latter represents a promising direction for future developments (see Sec. 4). The advantages of a CCs-
based approach are twofold, the first one is that the system is uniquely defined when the functional structure
is specified, therefore the identified system is uniquely defined for a given input-output data, overcoming the
non-uniqueness issues of sparse regression methods. The second one is that the use of a predefined functional
structure allows the computation of all the properties and algebraic manipulations beforehand, therefore, the
same method can be applied for all the systems that are defined with the given functional dependence, without
any additional consideration for the particular system under study, overcoming many practical challenges
associated with the implementation of the NOFRF, OFRF, HOSIDF and HBM-based methods.

Hence, these CCs-based methods offer an additional (or complementary) perspective compared to
NARMAX-philosophy and NDEs-based methods, such as sparse regression techniques. This new perspective
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involves defining a NDE based on CCs for every higher-order system (this work focusing only on a first-order
system). Subsequently, the parsimonious model can be determined by identifying the lowest-order system
from the list of NDEs that most accurately reproduces the input-output data. Further discussion on how the
concept of CCs could potentially be applied to higher-order systems is addressed in Sec. 4.

The work is structured as follows. The Formalism section is composed by: Sec. 2.1 (model 1) presents
the power series expression used for system modeling, with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1, and whose model
parameters are obtained by the least-squares regression method as detailed in Appendix A. Sec. 2.2 (model
2) presents the connection to another power series-based model with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1, which
is useful for comparing the model parameters obtained from different DSs; Sec. 2.3 (model 3) presents the
connection between the parameters of the power series-based model to those corresponding to the Fourier
series-based model using the SORPS formalism; Sec. 2.4 discusses the procedure for system identification and
the steps to follow for transforming between the models; and Sec. 2.5 discusses some considerations related
to the formalism in relation to the issues of divergence and extrapolation. Also, an Illustrative example is
discussed in Sec. 3, where we compare the parameters of models 2 and 3 for different DSs and also study the
system modeling in the presence of noise. Section 4 discusses the limitations and future research directions,
while conclusions are presented in Sec. 5. Appendixes B,C, and D address the main points of the SORPS
formalism, an alternative matrix formulation and limitations of the SORPS formalism, respectively.

2 Formalism

In circuit theory, signal processing and mechanical systems, it is useful to express a first-order nonlinear
system as the following autonomous nonlinear system[21–23, 88]

y(t) = f(x(t)) + g(x(t))x′(t) , (1)

where x(t) is the dynamical variable, y(t) is the driven force, and f(x) and g(x) are commonly referred to
as characteristic curves (CCs) since they define the system[87]. If these curves are known based on some
parametrization, then the system given by Eq. (1) is completely defined.

In sections 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3, we present three models consisting of different parametrizations for the charac-
teristic curves and demonstrate that they are mathematically equivalent. Hence, by using these mathematical
expressions, all models can be derived from knowledge of only one. Thus, model 1 will be used for system
estimation, and model 2 and 3 will be obtained from model 1 by using the aforementioned mathematical
expressions. Although these three models predict identical output results for a given input data, their indi-
vidual parameters differ. Thus, models 2 and 3 are used for comparing the individual parameters obtained
from different DSs.

2.1 Model 1: power series-based model with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1

Assume that the characteristic curves of Eq. 1 can be parameterized as a power series

f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

f̂j

(
x(t)− Â0

Â1

)j

g(x(t)) =

N−1∑

j=0

ĝj

(
x(t) − Â0

Â1

)j

,

(2)

where N is the maximum desired order for the polynomial expansion, and Â0 ∈ R and Â1 > 0 are
hyperparameters (tuning parameters) that have to be determined with some criterion. In this work, we utilize

Eq. 2 for system modeling. The modeling process involves determining the parameters f̂j and ĝj from a
provided input-output dataset (DS) through the least-squares regression method, as explained in detailed in
Appendix A. A DS is defined by the values of x(t) and their corresponding values of y(t) for all the values

of t in the interval [0, Ts]. By recognizing that the power series in Eq. 2 diverge for
∣∣∣(x(t)− Â0)/Â1

∣∣∣ > 1, we

define the hyperparameters as
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Â0 :=
max[x(t)] + min[x(t)]

2

Â1 :=
max[x(t)]−min[x(t)]

2
,

(3)

where min[x(t)] and max[x(t)] denote the minimum and maximum values of x(t) over a specified time
interval t = [0, Ts], and Ts represents, for instance, the total simulation time or the total duration of an

experimental measurement. This definition guarantees that
∣∣∣(x(t)− Â0)/Â1

∣∣∣ ≤ 1 holds for all values of t

within the interval. The suitability of this definition is further discussed in Sec. 3.1 using an illustrative
example. For future reference, we express Eq. 2 as a truncated Maclaurin series, obtaining

f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

(x(t))j




N∑

k=j

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

f̂k




g(x(t)) =

N−1∑

j=0

(x(t))j



N−1∑

k=j

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

ĝk


 ,

(4)

For completeness, we present the intermediate steps for the demonstration of Eq. 4 in the following

f(x(t)) =

N∑

k=0

f̂k

(
x(t) − Â0

Â1

)k

=

N∑

k=0

f̂k




k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)
(x(t))j

(
−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1




=

N∑

j=0

(x(t))j




N∑

k=j

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

f̂k


 ,

(5)

where the second equality employs the binomial theorem, and the third equality results from rearranging
the order of summation. The demonstration of g(x(t)) is analogous.

2.2 Model 2: power series-based model with hyperparameters A0 and A1

Assume that the characteristic curves of Eq. 1 can be parameterized as a power series

f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

fj

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)j

g(x(t)) =

N−1∑

j=0

gj

(
x(t)−A0

A1

)j

,

(6)

where the hyperparametersA0 ∈ R and A1 > 0 must be chosen with some criterion. A discussion regarding
the selection of A0 and A1 is provided in Sec. 2.5. We aim to establish a link between parameters f̂j and ĝj,
obtained from the system modeling (Sec. 2.1), and parameters fj and gj defined in Eq. 6. To achieve this, we
expand Eq. 6 using a procedure similar to Eq. 5, obtaining for f(x)

f(x(t)) =

N∑

k=0

fk

(
x(t)−A0

A1

)k

=

N∑

j=0

(x(t))j




N∑

k=j

(
k

j

)
(−A0)

k−j

Ak
1

fk




(7)
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By comparing Eqs. 5 and 7 we can match the coefficients corresponding to each power of x(t), obtaining

fj

Aj
1

+

N∑

k=j+1

(
k

j

)
(−A0)

k−j

Ak
1

fk =
f̂j

Âj
1

+

N∑

k=j+1

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

f̂k , (8)

where the first term k = j has been separated by convenience. Eq. 8 can be solved for fj through back
substitution as (the equation for gj is the same but replacing f by g and N by N − 1)





fj = Aj
1 ·





f̂j

Âj
1

+

N∑

k=j+1

(
k

j

)



(
−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

f̂k −
(−A0)

k−j

Ak
1

fk








for j = {N,N − 1, · · · , 0}

gj = Aj
1 ·





ĝj

Âj
1

+

N−1∑

k=j+1

(
k

j

)



(
−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

ĝk −
(−A0)

k−j

Ak
1

gk








for j = {N − 1, N − 2, · · · , 0} ,

(9)

where parameters fj and gj must be calculated in a decreasing order for j. Equation 9 allows us to obtain

fj and gj from f̂j and ĝj, this is useful for comparing parameters obtained from different DSs, as explained
in Sec. 2.4.

Notice that Eq. 9 can be inverted by interchanging the variables with the hat symbol (̂·) for the corre-

sponding variables without the hat symbol, obtaining the values f̂j and ĝj from fj and gj. Therefore, there is
a one-to-one correspondence between parameters of the two power series. This correspondence implies that
the two power series are simply two representations of the same model. Equation 9 can also be written in a
matrix formulation as discussed in Appendix C.

2.3 Model 3: Fourier analysis-based model

Consider the function y(t) for t defined in the interval of time t ∈ [0, T ], where T = 2π/ω. We can extend this
function to the real domain by assuming that it repeats periodically with period T . Then, we can express its
Fourier series as

y(t) = a0 +

∞∑

k=1

(ak cos(kωt) + bk sin(kωt)) , (10)

where {aj} and {bj} are the Fourier coefficients. In Ref. [87] (see Appendix B for more details), a connec-
tion has been found between the Fourier coefficients of y(t) for a dynamical variable x(t) = A0 + A1 sin(ωt)
and the parameters of a power series for the characteristic curves f(x) and g(x) for the system defined in
Eq. 1. Specifically, the Fourier coefficients of y(t) up to a given maximum order N when the dynamical vari-
able is a single tone x(t) = A0+A1 sinωt (i.e., the values of {aj} and {bj} with j ∈ [0, N ]), are related to the
parameters of a power series defined by Eq. 6 (i.e., the values of fj and gj with j ∈ [0, N ]). This connection
can be expressed as

fj =

N∑

k=j
k←k+2

[ab]kj




k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k

l

)(
l/2

(l − k + j)/2

)



gj = A1ω

N∑

k=j+1
k←k+2

[ab]kj




k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k

l

)(
(l − 1)/2

(l − k + j)/2

)



= A1ω

N−1∑

k=j
k←k+2

[ab](k+1)j




k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k + 1

l + 1

)(
l/2

(l − k + j)/2

)

 ,

(11)
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where

[ab]kj :=
1 + (−1)j

2
(−1)

j/2ak +
1 + (−1)j−1

2
(−1)

(j−1)/2bk

=

{
ak(−1)j/2 if j is even

bk(−1)(j−1)/2 if j is odd .
(12)

See Appendix B for further details of this result. Equations 11 and 12 can be compactly represented in
vector form as follows

~f = Mab2f · −→abf
~g = A1ω Mab2g ·

−→
abg ,

(13)

where

~f := [f0, f1, · · · , fN ]T

~g := [g0, g1, · · · , gN−1]T

−→
abf :=

{
[a0, b1, a2, b3, · · · , bN−1, aN ]T if N is even

[a0, b1, a2, b3, · · · , bN−1]T if N is odd

−→
abg :=

{
[a1, b2, a3, b4, · · · , aN−1, bN ]T if N is even

[a1, b2, a3, b4, · · · , aN−1]T if N is odd ,

(14)

and the elements of the matrices Mab2f and Mab2g are defined by

(Mab2f )jk :=





(−1)⌊j/2⌋
k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k

l

)(
l/2

(l − k + j)/2

)
if j, k are both even or both odd and k ≥ j

0 other case

(15)

and

(Mab2g)jk :=





(−1)⌊j/2⌋
k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k + 1

l + 1

)(
l/2

(l − k + j)/2

)
if j, k are both even or both odd and k ≥ j

0 other case ,

(16)
where j and k represent the row and column indexes, respectively. Also, ⌊·⌋ represents the floor function, and
the indexing convention starts from zero. Specifically, for Mab2f , indexes range from 0 to N , and for Mab2g,
from 0 to N − 1. Mab2f and Mab2g are upper triangular matrices, and can be solved by back substitution.

In summary, Eq. 13 with the definitions given in Eqs. 14, 15 and 16 allows us to obtain the parameters
fj and gj defined in Eq. 6 based on the Fourier coefficients defined in Eq. 10, where the Fourier coefficients
correspond to the Fourier series of the driven force y(t) when the dynamical variable is a single tone x(t) =

A0 +A1 sin(ωt). Complementary, Eq. 13 also allows us to obtain
−→
abf and

−→
abg from ~f and ~g. This correspond

to the process for obtaining the Fourier coefficients of y(t) for a hypothetical single tone in x(t) based on
parameters fj and gj . We will use this result to obtain the parameters of the Fourier analysis-based model
from the power series-based parameters, obtained from model 1 from arbitrary input-output data for a given
values of A0, A1 and ω.
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2.4 Procedure for system identification

We use three models in this work. The first one is for system identification purposes, and second and third
ones are alternative parametrizations facilitating the comparison between model parameters obtained from
different DSs. DSs can be generated from experimental data or simulations. For the latter case, two alterna-
tives are possible: the first one by setting x(t) and obtaining the corresponding values of y(t) by evaluating
the first-order system of Eq 1; and the second one by setting y(t) and obtaining the corresponding values of
x(t) by numerically integrating the first-order system.

� Model 1 (power series with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1): Based on a given DS, calculate the model

parameters f̂j and ĝj for the power series defined in Eq. 2 using the least-squares regression method. Utilize

the definitions of Â0 and Â1 given in Eq. 3.
� Model 2 (power series with hyperparameters A0 and A1): Although model 1 is enough for practical system

identification purposes, it happens that Â0 and Â1 depend on the range of values of the dynamical variable,
thus, parameters f̂j and ĝj obtained from different DSs can not be compared between them. To facilitate
this comparison, we propose to use model 2, which is mathematically equivalent to model 1 but with other
hyperparameters A0 and A1 that are maintained fixed for all the DSs used for system estimation. Model 2
is obtained as follows: firstly, obtain model parameters f̂j and ĝj from model 1; secondly; use Eq. 9 (or the

matrix formulation of Eq. C26 from Appendix C) to obtain parameters fj and gj from f̂j and ĝj. For the
second step, define the values for hyperparameters A0 and A1 and maintain those fixed for all the DSs used
for system estimation. Consequently, model 2 allows us to directly compare parameters fj and gj obtained
from different DSs.

� Model 3 (Fourier analysis-based model): Using the SORPS formalism, we can use the parameters from
model 2 to calculate the model parameters of the Fourier analysis-based model. Hence, we can compare
parameters of Fourier analysis-based model that were obtained from different DSs. To achieve this, use
Eq. 13 to obtain Fourier coefficients aj and bj of the Fourier series of y(t) (or equivalently, the elements of

the vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg defined in Eq. 10) from parameters fj and gj of model 2. Define the value of ω and

use the same values of A0 and A1 defined in Step 2. This procedure can be written in vector form as

−→
abf = M−1ab2f · ~f
−→
abg =

1

A1ω
M−1ab2g · ~g.

(17)

Notice that Eq. 9 establishes one-to-one correspondences between ~̂f and ~f , as well as between ~̂g and ~g, i.e.,

we can transform from { ~̂f ,~̂g} to {~f ,~g}, and vice versa. Consequently, if we evaluate the characteristic curves
f(x) and g(x) from model 1 or model 2, we obtain the same values of y(t). Essentially, we are representing
the same system using another parametrization, and the predicted values must coincide. The same applies to
model 3 (Eq. 11). Therefore, the three models of this work yield the same predicted values of y(t). This result
is not surprising, given they are different parametrizations of the same system which are mathematically
equivalent. However, notice that the parameters obtained for models 1 and 2 (the power series-based models
with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1, and with A0 and A1, respectively) are different when Â0 6= A0 or Â1 6= A1.
Furthermore, parameters of model 3 are different than those of models 1 and 2. Therefore, the individual
parameters obtained for these three models are different. This motivates a deeper study of the properties of
the different model parameters, which is addressed in this work through the illustrative example of Sec. 3.

2.5 Considerations related to extrapolation issues

In this section, we discuss some issues related to the divergent behavior of the power series and the extrap-
olation of the model to ranges of x beyond the interval used for system modeling. Given the mathematical
equality in the predicted values ŷ(t) between the three models, this analysis of divergence can be conducted
through any of the three models. We will consider the first model, defined by the power series with hyperpa-
rameters Â0 and Â1. Specifically, consider the characteristic curve for f(x) given in Eq. 2, rewritten in the
following for convenience

9



f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

f̂j

(
x(t)− Â0

Â1

)j

. (18)

Suppose Â0 = 0 and Â1 = 1 to simplify the analysis. If fj = 0 for all j > 0, then f(x) = f0 is a constant.

Otherwise, suppose there is at least one index j > 0 where f̂j 6= 0. Define M as the greater value of j such

as f̂j 6= 0 (thus, f̂M 6= 0). Then, the term with the highest power (f̂MxM ) dominates the behavior of the
polynomial.

If x tends to infinity (x → +∞), the function f(x) tends to +∞ or −∞, depending if f̂M > 0 or f̂M < 0,

respectively. Similarly, when x → −∞, the function f(x) tends to +∞ for f̂M > 0 and M even, or f̂M < 0

and M odd. On the contrary, f(x) tends to −∞ for f̂M > 0 and M odd, or f̂M < 0 and M even. For other
hyperparameter values for Â0 and Â1, i.e. Â0 6= 0 and Â1 6= 1, the analysis is analogous.

To summarize, if {f(x);−∞ < x < ∞} is a polynomial whose degree is non-zero, then |f(x)| becomes
unbounded as |x| tends to infinity (see Ref. [89] for more details). This has as a consequence that power series
can not represent functions f(x) whose limits values are a constant up to arbitrary range of values of x (with
the exception of the constant case). Consequently, supposing that the function f(x) has a constant as limit
value for x → ∞ or x → −∞, and that, we have the information of f(x) for a given interval of x, then, the
power series obtained from the fit is expected to represent correctly the behavior of f(x) inside the interval.
But if we evaluate the power series obtained from the fit for values of x beyond the interval, the predicted
values from the power series will separate increasingly as we move away of the interval, due to the mentioned
divergent property of the power series.

When we evaluate the power series obtained from the fit for values of x beyond the interval that is used
for the fit, we are in fact doing an extrapolation of the model. Here, we have demonstrated that if the function
f(x) has a constant as limit value for x → ∞ or x → −∞, then the extrapolation will fail increasingly as we
move away of the interval. For example, if f(x) = exp(−x2) and x is defined on a small interval [a,b], the
obtained model will be expected to be good inside this interval, but it will fail beyond that.

On the contrary, suppose the case where the function f(x) has divergent behaviors for both x → ∞ and
x → −∞. In this case, it is not obvious if the extrapolation of the model will fail as we move away of the
interval. For example, a polynomial fit of a x2 function, where x ranges from -1 to 1, is enough to properly
identify the function in the whole domain from −∞ to ∞. Therefore, if f(x) is a polynomial, it is possible
that the fitting using a power series with x defined only on a small interval, will be enough to determine the
polynomial coefficients that are valid for the whole domain. In this case, the extrapolation of the model for
values of x beyond the interval used for the fit is expected to be good.

Further studies about extrapolation issues require a careful analysis, that is beyond of the scope of this
work, as our focus is on comparing parameters obtained for different DSs as they become more complex.
The complexity of the DS, in this context, can be quantified, for example, by the condition number of
the least-squares regression matrix for the system estimation (defined in Appendix A). Thus, the condition
number increases as the DS becomes more complex. Therefore, to ensure that only those errors arising from
the complexity of different input-output DSs, and also, to assess a fair comparison between different DSs,
we impose the restriction that all the x(t) functions across the DSs have a range greater than the interval
[A0 − A1, A0 + A1]. It can be mathematically expressed as [A0 − A1, A0 + A1] ⊆ [Â0 − Â1, Â0 + Â1] =
[min[x(t)],max[x(t)]], for all x(t) across the different DSs, where Eq. 3 is used in the last equality. With this
choice, and by assuring us that all simulations with the identified models satisfy x ∈ [A0 −A1, A0 +A1], we
guarantee that only those errors arising from the complexity of different DSs are present in the simulations.

3 Illustrative example

In this section, we utilize an illustrative example to demonstrate the application of the formalism to a given
system, highlighting the advantages and disadvantages of the formulation presented in this work. To begin,
we define the characteristic curves of the system as
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f(x(t)) =

6∑

i=0

f th
i x(t)i

g(x(t)) = 1 + e−x(t)
2

,

(19)

where the polynomial coefficients are defined as follows: f th
0 = 1, f th

1 = -1, f th
2 = 0.5, f th

3 = 3.9, f th
4 = -3,

f th
5 = -0.2, and f th

6 = 0.4, with the superscript th denoting that these are theoretical values.

3.1 Considerations about the definitions of Â0 and Â1

In this section, we evaluate the suitability of the definitions provided in Eq. 3 for the hyperparameters Â0

and Â1. For this analysis, we use for system modeling a DS generated by setting x(t) = 0.5+1.5 sin(ωst) and
calculating y(t) from Eq. 1, through the evaluation of the characteristic curves defined in Eq. 19. Based on
the proposed definitions for Â0 and Â1, we obtain Â0 = 0.5 and Â1 = 1.5 for this DS. Here, the frequency is
ωs = 2π/Ts, and the period Ts is set equal to the total simulation time. The total simulation time is Ts = 100
s, with a simulation step time of ∆t = 0.01 s. Consequently, the vectors ~x and ~y have a length L = 1001,
where the vector ~t starts at t = 0 and ends with t = 100 s.

Firstly, we obtain model 1 by calculating the model parameters f̂j and ĝj in Eq. 2 through a least-squares
regression, as detailed in Appendix A, from the given DS. We define the maximum order N = 20 for the
polynomial expansion (a discussion about the selection of the N value is given in Sec. 3.2). To facilitate the
analysis, we introduce alternative labels called as Ã0 and Ã1, for the parameter definitions, where Ã1 will
be varied from 0.01Â1 to 1000Â1, and Ã0 from Â0 − 4 to Â0 + 4. Hence, we obtain system modeling using
model 1 by using different values of Ã0 and Ã1 in the mentioned range of values.

Figure 1 shows the results of the variation of the Ã1 parameter and maintaining fixed Ã0=Â0. For each
value of Ã1, we compute the corresponding parameters f̂j and ĝj , and use them to evaluate the predicted

values for the model (~̂y) from ~x. Subsequently, we calculate the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) of ~y− ~̂y(t),
defined as

RMSE(~y − ~̂y) =

√√√√ 1

L

L−1∑

j=0

(yj − ŷj)2 , (20)

where ~y corresponds to the values from the DS and ~̂y to the predicted values for the model using ~x.
Figure 1 presents the lowest RMSE (1.8× 10−11) for Ã1/Â1 on the interval [0.31, 2.1], centered at Ã1=1.2Â1.
Beyond this interval, the RMSE increases abruptly. This behavior can be studied by analyzing the rank of
the matrix A, which is the matrix that must be inverted to obtain the optimized parameters based on least-
squares regression (see Appendix A). The maximum possible rank for N=20 is max(rank(A))=2N+1=41,
and this value is achieved only in the interval where the RMSE is minimum. Conversely, higher RMSE values
correspond to rank(A) <41, indicating that the matrix A loses full rank outside the interval of minimum
RMSE.

Figure 2 presents the results of the analysis regarding the variation of the hyperparameter Ã0 and main-
taining fixed Ã1=Â1. The RMSE(~y − ~̂y) is computed for each Ã0 value following the previously described
procedure. The minimum RMSE occurs in the interval Ã0 ∈ [Â0 − 0.85, Â0 + 0.86], approximately centered
at Ã0=Â0. These analyses collectively indicate that the definitions of Â0 and Â1 from Eq. 3 are near the
midpoint of the intervals associated with the minimal RMSE values. Moreover, based on the insights gained
in this section, these definitions ensure the attainment of the maximum rank(A), which was demonstrated
for this illustrative example. Finally, the definitions of Â0 and Â1 from Eq. 3 are suitable. For the rest of this
work, we adopt those definitions for the hyperparameters of model 1.

3.2 Considerations about the maximum order N

In this section, we discuss some considerations regarding the influence of the chosen order N in the formalism.
As mentioned in Sec. 2 (and further detailed in Sec. 2.4), we perform the system estimation using model 1
and then, based on mathematical equivalences between the models, we use model 1 to compute models 2 and
3. Thus, the predicted values ŷ(t) for models 2 and 3 are expected to coincide with those of model 1. For this
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Fig. 1 Evaluation of the adequacy of the definition for Â1. RMSE of the actual values y(t) and the predicted values ŷ(t)

for different values of Ã1/Â1. Based on input-output data obtained using a single tone in the dynamical variable x(t) =
0.5 + 1.5 sin(ωst).
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Fig. 2 Evaluation of the adequacy of the definition for Â0. RMSE of the actual values y(t) and the predicted values ŷ(t)

for different values of Ã0 − Â0. Based on input-output data obtained using a single tone in the dynamical variable x(t) =
0.5 + 1.5 sin(ωst).

illustrative example, Fig. 3 show RMSE values as a function of N for the three models. For N <25, the results
coincide exactly, indicating greater truncation errors as the order decreases. For N >25, the predicted values
for model 1 stabilize at ∼2.2×10−15, while those for models 2 and 3 start increasing at N∼40 due to roundoff
errors. It is important to note that, although the three models are mathematically equivalent, additional
considerations must be taken into account when they are implemented on a computer. The mathematical
equalities that relate the three models extensively use the combination formula, which produces increasingly
large numbers as N increases. For N >40, these values can exceed the maximum limits that standard variable
types can represent (whether integer or double). Consequently, the results are rounded off, leading to an
increase in RMSE values for models 2 and 3. These roundoff errors can be mitigated by using advanced
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techniques in variable definitions, such as variable- or arbitrary-precision arithmetic. However, reducing these
roundoff errors would not improve the model in this illustrative example, as the errors are bounded by model
1 and they do not decrease further above N=40. Therefore, for practical purposes, it is advisable to use N
values from 20 to 50. For this illustrative example, we have chosen N=20 because we intend to analyze each
parameter individually, and it is simpler to present a smaller number of parameters in tables.
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Fig. 3 RMSE values as a function of the maximum order N for the three models used in this work. DS obtained by using a
single tone in the dynamical variable x(t) = 0.5 + 1.5 sin(ωst).

3.3 Modeling and simulating using different Datasets from a given x(t)

In this section, we examine the efficacy of the formalism in identifying different DSs and the comparison
between models parameters using models 2 and 3, where these DSs are generated by setting a given x(t)
and evaluating the corresponding y(t) using Eq. 1. To achieve this, we evaluate the root mean square error
(RMSE) for the predicted values of ŷ(t) in comparison to the input-outpu data, i.e. RMSE(y(t)-ŷ(t)), and
also analyze the errors in the obtained parameter values for the models 2 and 3 for each DS. The latter is
estimated by calculating RMSE values for the model parameters with respect to these parameters obtained
from a reference DS. These analyses aim to enhance our understanding of the behavior of the parameters
involved for the different models.

It is important to highlight again that the range for x(t) is possibly different for every DS, resulting in

different values for Â0 and Â1. As a consequence, the elements of ~̂f and ~̂g can also be different for different DSs,
making a direct comparison between the model parameters challenging. To address this issue, we use model

2. This is obtained by transforming the obtained parameters, given by the vectors ~̂f and ~̂g, into parameters
corresponding to another power series with hyperparameters A0 and A1, defined by the vectors ~f and ~g
(Eq. 6). In order to compare parameters given by ~f and ~g obtained from different DSs, the hyperparameters
A0 and A1 must be the same for all DSs.

Moreover, we compute model 3 by using the obtained parameters from model 2, this also enables us to
compare the parameters of the Fourier analysis-based model obtained from different DSs. Specifically, we

can use the parameters ~f and ~g from model 2 to obtain the vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg by using Eq. 13, whose

components are the Fourier coefficients aj and bj , as defined in Eq. 14. With this procedure, we essentially
obtain the Fourier coefficients of y(t) that would have if the dynamical variable were x(t) = A0 +A1 sin(ωt).

These vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg also define the characteristic curves completely, because f(x) and g(x) can be

expressed as a function of
−→
abf ,

−→
abg, and the hyperparameters A0, A1, and ω, according to Eq. 13. In order
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to compare parameters of
−→
abf and

−→
abg for different DSs, the values for hyperparameters A0, A1 and ω must

be the same for all DSs. In all calculations henceforth, we employ the hyperparameters A0=0, A1=1, ω=1
and the maximum order considered for the power series is set to N = 20. Note that the value of ω does not
necessarily have to coincide with ωs (for all simulations, we set Ts=10 s, ∆t=0.1 s, and therefore, ωs=2π/100
s−1, but ω is always fixed to 1 s−1). The chosen hyperparameter values for A0 and A1 correspond to an
interval [A0 − A1, A0 + A1]=[-1,1], which can be visualized along with the characteristic curves f(x) and
g(x). For this illustrative example, the CCs are shown in Fig. 4, where the interval [-1,1] is represented by
the thick red solid line. As discussed in Sec. 2.5, we only utilize DSs whose range of x(t) is beyond of the
interval [A0 −A1, A0 +A1]=[-1,1] to avoid incorporating extrapolating errors to the analysis, as we pretend
to analyze only the errors arising from the complexity of different DSs.

In certain instances, a model obtained from a given DS may provide accurate predictions when evaluated
and compared with the same DS used for modeling, but big discrepancies when it is evaluated with other
DSs. Thus, a RMSE error with the same DS used for the fitting is not guarantee the effectiveness of the
model. To assess this issue, we define a reference DS generated by xref(t) = A0 + A1 sin(ωt), with A0=0,
A1=1 and ω=1, and its corresponding yref(t) obtained from Eq. 1. The obtained parameters for models 2 and

3 using this reference DS are referred to as ~f ref, ~gref,
−→
abreff and

−→
abrefg . These reference parameters are useful

for comparing the results obtained from the different DSs. Furthermore, we can use the models obtained
from each DS to evaluate the input x̂ref, obtaining the predicted values ~̂yref, which can be compared to ŷref

(this comparison is analogous to validating the model with another DS that was not used during the system
modeling). Specifically, since x̂ref is a single tone, this comparison provides a quantitative assessment of how
effectively a model identified from a given DS can predict the response of a single tone.
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Fig. 4 Characteristic curves f(x) and g(x) for the illustrative example, along with the interval [A0 − A1, A0 + A1] used for
models 2 and 3. Black solid line and left axis: f(x), blue solid line and right axis: g(x).

Figure 5 illustrates all the mentioned RMSE values using different DSs. These DSs, labeled from A to G,
are generated by defining x(t) as indicated at the right side of the figure and evaluating the corresponding
y(t) using Eq. 1. Then, we evaluate the obtained model for the same DS used during the estimation stage,

obtaining the predicted values ~̂y for each DS. This allows us to calculate the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE)

of ~y− ~̂y. Similarly, we evaluate the models using the reference DS obtaining ~̂yref, which allows us to calculate
the RMSE values of ~yref − ~̂yref. Both RMSE values exhibit similar trends as a function of the complexity of
the DS, displaying an increasing tendency as the DS becomes more complex. This suggests that the least-
squares regression system becomes more challenging with the growing complexity of the DS. In particular,
the RMSE values of ~y− ~̂y for DSs from A to F are approximately one magnitude order greater than those of
~yref − ~̂yref, indicating that the models can predict the single-tone response even better than its own DS used
for identification. Figure 5 also shows the RMSE values for the model parameters using models 2 and 3. All
these RMSE values are calculated by
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RMSE(~z − ~zref) =

√√√√ 1

len(~z)

len(~z)−1∑

j=0

(
zj − zrefj

)2
, (21)

where ~z can be any of the vectors ~f , ~g,
−→
abf and

−→
abg, and zj is the j-th element of the corresponding vector

~z (where zj is some parameter from the models). Besides, len(~z) indicates the number of components of ~z,

with len(~f) = len(
−→
abf ) = N + 1 and len(~g) = len(

−→
abg) = N , where N is the maximum order chosen for the

polynomial expansion (set here as N = 20).
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Fig. 5 RMSE values for different DSs generated by evaluating y(t) with x(t) as indicated on the right. Solid lines are to guide the

eye: black (RMSE(~f− ~f ref)), red (RMSE(~g−~g ref)), blue (RMSE(~abf − ~ab
ref

f )), green (RMSE( ~abg− ~ab
ref

g )), violet (RMSE(~y−~̂y )),

orange (RMSE(~y ref − ~̂y ref)). Reference parameters are derived from the dynamical variable xref, and hyperparameters A0 and
A1 for all DSs are indicated. Here, ωs = 2π/Ts, where Ts is the total simulation time.

It is interesting to mention that the elements in
−→
abreff and

−→
abrefg (which correspond to the Fourier coefficients

obtained from the reference DS) coincide exactly with the Fourier coefficients calculated of y(t) when x(t) =

A0 + A1 sin(ωt), as justified by the SORPS formalism. Consequently, the RMSE values of
−→
abf − −→

abreff and
−→
abg − −→

abrefg can be interpreted as a measure of the distance between the Fourier coefficients of y(t) when
we simulate a single tone x(t) = A0 + A1 sin(ωt) with the obtained model from each DS and the Fourier
coefficients that we effectively obtain when we apply this single tone. This interpretation is possible since the
reference DS has been generated for x(t) defined as a single tone with hyperparameters A0, A1 and ω, whose
values are the same that those of the hyperparameters used for obtaining model 3.

As the three models are mathematically equivalent and predict the same results for y(t), we observe
that the focus for obtaining a good system estimation is only concentrated to the first model, i.e. to the
least-squares regression system. We briefly mention that, as the DSs used for system modeling become more
complex, the least-squares regression system becomes more problematic. This can be evidenced, for instance,
by a greater value for the condition number of the least-squares regression matrix (not shown here), which
may be directly related to the observed growing tendency of the RMSE curves. A detailed analysis of this
issue deserves more considerations that are out of the scope of the work, and may be addressed elsewhere.

As seen in Fig. 5, for DSs from A to D, the RMSE values for ~f − ~f ref are at least two orders of magnitude

greater compared to the values for
−→
abf − −→

abreff . And the corresponding RMSE values being approximately

equal for DSs from E to G (but always lower for
−→
abf −

−→
abreff ). A similar pattern is observed for RMSE values

of ~g − ~gref compared to
−→
abg −

−→
abrefg . They are at least three orders of magnitude greater for DSs from A to

D and approximately one magnitude order greater from E to F . This suggests that parameters of the power
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series (~f and ~g) exhibit wider variation compared to the Fourier coefficients (
−→
abf and

−→
abg). To support this

observation, Table 1 presents the mean (µ) and standard deviation (σ) values for each element of the vectors
~f , ~g,

−→
abf and

−→
abg (i.e. the model parameters) calculated using all DSs from A to G. For each parameter z,

the values of µ(z) and σ(z) are calculated using the usual formulas, given by

µ(z) =
1

n(DS)

n(DS)∑

i=1

zi

σ(z) =

√√√√ 1

n(DS)

n(DS)∑

i=1

(zi − µ(z))
2
,

(22)

where i is an integer that numerates the DSs, zi indicates the value of the parameter z for the i-th DS, and
n(DS) indicates the number of DSs considered in the analysis (n(DS)=7). Firstly, it is noted that, since we

have chosen A0=0 and A1=1, the values of ~f can be directly related to the theoretical coefficients f th
i of

Eq. 19, resulting in a strong agreement, with the largest error being 10% for f7. At the bottom of Table 1, the
sum of the standard deviations for all the element of the corresponding vector is represented as

∑
σ(z). It is

observed that the value of
∑

σ(z) for ~f is greater than the analogous value for
−→
abf . Furthermore, the value

of
∑

σ(z) for ~g is much greater than the analogous value for
−→
abg, indicating that the elements of the vector

~g exhibit greater variation. This aligns with the results in Fig. 5, where larger RMSE values are observed for
~f and ~g compared to

−→
abf and

−→
abg, respectively. From Table 1, it is observed that the σ values for parameters

from f5 to f9, are of the order of 10−2, which is one order of magnitude greater than those for parameters
from f0 to f4. Similarly, the σ values for the parameters g2, g4, g6, g7 and g8 are of the order of 10−1, while

for g0 and g1 are one magnitude order smaller. However, for
−→
abf and

−→
abg, the variation of parameters are

more concentrated towards the lower index parameters. In particular, the values of σ for parameters from a0
to a5 and from b1 to b4 are of the order of 10−2, while for all the other parameters, their σ values are at least
one order of magnitude greater.

Table 1 Mean values µ(z) and standard deviations σ(z) for each parameter z of the vectors ~f , ~g, ~abf , and ~abg: evaluating
y(t) with varied x(t) functions. DSs: A, B, C, D, E, F, and G.

~f ~g
−→
abf

−→
abg

z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z)

f0 1.0 1× 10−3 g0 2.0 6× 10−2 a0 2.6×10−1 2× 10−2 a1 1.8 2× 10−2

f1 −1.0 7× 10−3 g1 −7.6×10−3 1× 10−2 b1 1.8 4× 10−2 b2 8.1×10−3 3× 10−2

f2 5.0×10−1 3× 10−3 g2 −8.5×10−1 2× 10−1 a2 1.1 3× 10−2 a3 1.7×10−1 5× 10−2

f3 3.9 4× 10−3 g3 7.1×10−3 9× 10−3 b3 −9.0×10−1 2× 10−2 b4 −1.1×10−2 2× 10−2

f4 −3.0 4× 10−3 g4 3.8×10−1 2× 10−1 a4 −3.0×10−1 1× 10−2 a5 9.5×10−3 2× 10−2

f5 −2.1×10−1 1× 10−2 g5 1.7×10−2 5× 10−2 b5 −1.5×10−2 7× 10−3 b6 3.8×10−3 9× 10−3

f6 4.1×10−1 2× 10−2 g6 −1.6×10−1 1× 10−1 a6 −1.4×10−2 3× 10−3 a7 3.0×10−3 4× 10−3

f7 −1.6×10−2 4× 10−2 g7 5.7×10−2 1× 10−1 b7 4.0×10−4 10× 10−4 b8 −5.6×10−4 1× 10−3

f8 1.7×10−2 4× 10−2 g8 −2.4×10−2 1× 10−1 a8 8.1×10−5 2× 10−4 a9 −2.2×10−5 2× 10−4

f9 −1.1×10−2 3× 10−2 g9 2.7×10−2 7× 10−2 b9 4.6×10−6 1× 10−5 b10 −1.6×10−5 4× 10−5

f10 1.9×10−3 5× 10−3 g10 −2.9×10−3 7× 10−3 a10 1.1×10−5 3× 10−5 a11 −1.5×10−5 4× 10−5

f11 3.6×10−3 9× 10−3 g11 −1.5×10−2 4× 10−2 b11 −4.5×10−6 1× 10−5 b12 6.2×10−6 2× 10−5

f12 −3.4×10−3 8× 10−3 g12 9.9×10−3 2× 10−2 a12 −8.4×10−7 2× 10−6 a13 9.4×10−7 2× 10−6

f13 9.5×10−4 2× 10−3 g13 −6.1×10−4 1× 10−3 b13 −3.9×10−8 10× 10−8 b14 1.9×10−7 5× 10−7

f14 3.8×10−4 9× 10−4 g14 −2.0×10−3 5× 10−3 a14 −6.4×10−8 2× 10−7 a15 1.0×10−7 2× 10−7

f15 −3.6×10−4 9× 10−4 g15 8.3×10−4 2× 10−3 b15 1.4×10−8 3× 10−8 b16 −1.3×10−8 3× 10−8

f16 7.1×10−5 2× 10−4 g16 1.9×10−5 3× 10−5 a16 1.2×10−10 3× 10−10 a17 1.9×10−9 4× 10−9

f17 2.4×10−5 6× 10−5 g17 −9.7×10−5 2× 10−4 b17 5.5×10−10 1× 10−9 b18 −8.1×10−10 2× 10−9

f18 −1.5×10−5 4× 10−5 g18 2.5×10−5 6× 10−5 a18 1.2×10−10 3× 10−10 a19 −9.5×10−11 2× 10−10

f19 2.6×10−6 6× 10−6 g19 −1.9×10−6 5× 10−6 b19 −9.8×10−12 2× 10−11 b20 3.7×10−12 9× 10−12

f20 −1.4×10−7 3× 10−7 a20 −2.7×10−13 7× 10−13

∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =

2× 10−1 1×100 1× 10−1 2× 10−1
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3.4 Modeling and simulating using different Datasets from a given y(t)

For completeness, in this section, we utilize another set of DSs obtained by setting a driven force y(t) and
calculating the dynamical variable x(t) through numerical integration. Different driven forces y(t) are defined,
and the corresponding dynamical variables x(t) are obtained using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta integration
method (RK4) [90, 91]. Figure 6 presents the analysis of the estimation process using different DSs labeled
from A∗ to E∗. These DSs are generated by setting y(t) as defined on the right side of the figure and by
calculating the corresponding x(t) by numerical integration with the initial condition x0=-1.2 for each DS.
The DSs from A∗ to E∗ begin with a single tone (A∗) and progressively incorporate additional terms in
an effort to introduce complexity to the estimation process. We utilize the same reference DS defined in
Sec. 3.3. Furthermore, for all DSs, we have used the hyperparameters Â0 and Â1 as defined in Eq. 3, and the
hyperparameter values for models 2 and 3 are the same as Sec. 3.3, i.e., A0=0, A1=1 and ω=1.

By analyzing the RMSE values in Fig. 6, we observe a growing tendency of ~y − ~̂y as the DS becomes
more complex. On the contrary, the RMSE values of ~yref − ~̂yref show a decreasing tendency. This is a non-
intuitive result that deserves some discussion. In other words, for the DSs named D∗ and E∗, the RMSE
values obtained when we evaluate the same DS used for modeling are greater than for the other DSs but
lower for the reference DS. It indicates that the system is better identified from the complex DSs D∗ and E∗

compared to the other DSs that are apparently less complex. This can be further analyzed by representing
histogram values of x(t) for each DS, as shown in Fig. 7. It can be seen that for the DSs A∗, B∗ and C∗, the
maximum values of distributions are around −1.2 and 1.7, while for D∗ and E∗ the maximum values are at
−0.85 and 1.9. Thus, the relative amount of values that are inside the interval [A0 −A1, A0 +A1]=[−1, 1] is
greater for D∗ and E∗, and this brings, as a consequence, a better prediction for the model with the reference
DSs than with its DS used for system modeling (as the models are evaluated only within the range [-1,1]).
These results suggest that the relative amount of values inside the interval [A0 −A1, A0 + A1] should be as
large as possible to improve the system modeling stage.
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Fig. 6 RMSE values for different DSs: numerical integration of x(t) with varied y(t) functions (indicated on the right). Solid

lines are to guide the eye: black (RMSE(~f − ~fref)), red (RMSE(~g−~gref)), blue (RMSE(~abf − ~ab
ref

f )), green (RMSE(~abg − ~ab
ref

g )),

violet (RMSE(~y− ~̂y)), orange (RMSE(~ysim − ~̂ysim)). Reference parameters are derived from the dynamical variable xref, initial
conditions and hyperparameters A0 and A1 for all DSs are indicated. Here, ωs = 2π/Ts, where Ts is the total simulation time.

Furthermore, the RMSE values of ~f − ~f ref and ~g − ~gref are at least two orders or magnitude greater in

comparison to the RMSE values of
−→
abf − −→

abreff and
−→
abg − −→

abrefg , respectively. This is in agreement with the
results found in Sec. 3.3. Here, the differences are even greater than in Sec. 3.3, indicating that the errors

in the elements of ~f and ~g must be greater than those in
−→
abf and

−→
abg. To evaluate this, Table 2 shows the

mean (µ) and standard deviation (σ) values for each element of the vectors ~f , ~g,
−→
abf and

−→
abg across all DSs

(analogous to Sec. 3.3). We obtain very large values of µ(z) for z from f6 to f17 and from g5 to g16 and g18,
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Fig. 7 Normalized histograms of x(t) for different DSs. Orange (A∗), red (B∗), green (C∗), blue (D∗), black (E∗)

specifically, values with orders of magnitude greater than 101, while the corresponding values from Sec. 3.3
are lower than 10−1 (Table 1). Furthermore, the corresponding values of σ(z) are very high (greater than
101). Surprisingly, the values of µ(z) for the lower index parameters, e.g., for z equal to f0, f1, g0, g1 and g2,
are still relatively low and closest to the values of Table 1. This seems to indicate that, as DS becomes more
complex, the errors of the model parameters for the power series-model (corresponding to ~f and ~f) move
away from the lower index parameters and shift towards parameters with higher indexes. However, a distinct

pattern emerges for parameters of
−→
abf and

−→
abg (despite being obtained from the same parameters ~f and ~g).

The higher values of µ(z) and greater variations σ(z) are still concentrated in the lower index parameters for

both
−→
abf and

−→
abg similar to the results of Sec. 3.3.

In summary, there is a significant discrepancy in the σ values for the elements of ~f and ~g compared to

those of
−→
abf and

−→
abg, as evident from the direct comparison of their total values (

∑
σ(z)), which show a

difference of at least three orders of magnitude.
This result can be qualitatively interpreted based on the mathematical expressions that transform the

vectors ~f and ~g to
−→
abf and

−→
abg (Eq. 13). The components of the matrices (M)jk, as defined in Eqs. 15 and 16,

consist of a sum of combinations with higher values as the number of terms increases. Consequently, for higher
matrix indexes (i.e. j, k >> 1), the values for the components of the matrices are increasingly higher. When

obtaining the vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg from ~f and ~g, these matrices must be inverted. Due to their upper-triangle

definitions, the values of their inverse (M−1)jk decrease as the indexes j, k increase. As a consequence, the

parameters of
−→
abf and

−→
abg decrease as the index of the parameters increases. This qualitative explanation

justifies why the higher values of µ and σ for the elements of
−→
abf and

−→
abg are more concentrated towards the

lower index parameters.

3.5 System identification in the presence of noise

In this final analysis, aimed at complementing the results obtained so far, we briefly explore the system
identification in the presence of noise. Specifically, we only utilize the DS named as A∗ but introduce an
additive noise term, denoted as N(t). Thus, the DS is generated by defining ~y = 3 sin(3.5ωs~t) + ~N , where
ωs = 2π/Ts and Ts represents the total simulation time set to 100 s, with a simulation step of ∆t = 0.1 s.
Both ~x and ~y vectors have a length of L = 1001, where t ranges from 0 to Ts. The values of x(t) are computed
through the numerical integration of Eq. 1 using the RK4 integration method, analogous to Sec. 3.4. Besides,
~N represents an Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN), defined by

~N = ~N (0, 1)
RMSE(~ywithout-noise)√

SNRdesired

, (23)
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Table 2 Mean values µ(z) and standard deviations σ(z) for each parameter z of the vectors ~f , ~g, ~abf , and ~abg: numerical
integration of x(t) with varied y(t) functions. DSs: A∗, B∗, C∗, D∗, and E∗.

~f ~g
−→
abf

−→
abg

z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z) z µ(z) σ(z)

f0 8.7×10−1 8× 10−2 g0 1.9 4× 10−2 a0 8.2×10−1 4× 10−1 a1 1.8 5× 10−2

f1 −5.3×10−1 8× 10−1 g1 −4.2×10−1 5× 10−1 b1 1.0 6× 10−1 b2 −1.2×10−1 4× 10−2

f2 3.6 5 g2 −2.5×10−1 2 a2 3.0×10−1 4× 10−1 a3 1.8×10−1 5× 10−2

f3 7.8 1× 101 g3 −1.5 7 b3 −3.7×10−1 2× 10−1 b4 −7.1×10−2 7× 10−2

f4 −2.7×101 6× 101 g4 −9.2 2× 101 a4 −1.7×10−1 1× 10−1 a5 −9.3×10−3 2× 10−2

f5 −3.3×101 6× 101 g5 2.4×101 5× 101 b5 −5.1×10−2 1× 10−1 b6 6.9×10−3 8× 10−3

f6 1.1×102 2× 102 g6 5.4×101 1× 102 a6 −4.3×10−2 4× 10−2 a7 −2.2×10−3 2× 10−2

f7 7.4×101 2× 102 g7 −1.4×102 2× 102 b7 2.8×10−2 6× 10−2 b8 1.3×10−2 3× 10−2

f8 −2.6×102 5× 102 g8 −1.2×102 3× 102 a8 3.9×10−5 4× 10−3 a9 1.7×10−2 3× 10−2

f9 −5.7×101 4× 102 g9 3.6×102 5× 102 b9 −1.5×10−2 2× 10−2 b10 −9.1×10−3 2× 10−2

f10 3.4×102 5× 102 g10 7.6×101 4× 102 a10 −1.2×10−2 4× 10−2 a11 −2.2×10−3 8× 10−3

f11 −3.0×101 5× 102 g11 −5.1×102 7× 102 b11 −1.9×10−2 2× 10−2 b12 −3.5×10−3 2× 10−2

f12 −2.5×102 2× 102 g12 8.7×101 3× 102 a12 −1.3×10−2 3× 10−2 a13 −8.4×10−3 2× 10−2

f13 8.0×101 3× 102 g13 3.7×102 5× 102 b13 −3.3×10−3 9× 10−3 b14 4.1×10−3 6× 10−3

f14 1.0×102 10 × 101 g14 −1.6×102 3× 102 a14 −4.1×10−3 7× 10−3 a15 −1.8×10−3 4× 10−3

f15 −5.4×101 1× 102 g15 −1.3×102 2× 102 b15 3.1×10−4 3× 10−3 b16 1.9×10−3 3× 10−3

f16 −1.7×101 5× 101 g16 9.0×101 1× 102 a16 −4.6×10−4 4× 10−4 a17 2.5×10−4 4× 10−4

f17 1.6×101 9 g17 7.8 2× 101 b17 1.2×10−4 3× 10−4 b18 1.8×10−4 3× 10−4

f18 −3.8×10−1 9 g18 −1.7×101 2× 101 a18 −1.0×10−5 8× 10−5 a19 6.6×10−5 9× 10−5

f19 −1.7 3 g19 3.5 5 b19 6.6×10−6 1× 10−5 b20 −6.6×10−6 10× 10−6

f20 3.4×10−1 3× 10−1 a20 6.5×10−7 6× 10−7

∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =
∑

σ(z) =

3× 103 4× 103 2 4× 10−1

where ~N (0, 1) is a random vector composed by L numbers generated from a normal distribution with mean
µ=0 and standard deviation σ=1. The vector ~ywithout-noise corresponds to the components of y(t) without
noise, i.e. ~ywithout-noise = σ(3 sin(3.5ωs~t)), and the RMSE values are calculated using Eq. 20. Additionally,
SNRdesired denotes the desired value of Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR). This definition ensures that the value
of SNRdesired coincides with the actual definition of SNR. To justify this claim, we can refer to the definition
of SNR

SNR :=
P(~ywithout-noise)

P( ~N)
, (24)

where P(~x) represents the power of the vector x, defined as P(~x) := (RMSE(~x))
2
. If we substitute this

definition into Eq. 24, we obtain:

SNR :=
P(~ywithout-noise)

P( ~N)
=

(
RMSE(~ywithout-noise)

)2
(
RMSE( ~N)

)2 , (25)

and by substituting Eq. 23 into Eq. 25, we finally obtain

SNR =

(
RMSE(~ywithout-noise)

)2
(
RMSE

(
~N (0, 1)RMSE(~ywithout-noise)√

SNRdesired

))2

=

(
RMSE(~ywithout-noise)

)2

RMSE
(
~N (0, 1)

)2
(RMSE(~ywithout-noise))2

SNRdesired

= SNRdesired ,

(26)

where in the second equality, scalar numbers are factored out, and in the third equality, we use the fact
that the RMSE of a random vector generated from a normal distribution with a zero mean and standard
deviation σ is equal to σ, which, in this case, is σ=1. Hence, by setting a desired value for SNRdesired in
Eq. 23, we obtain a noise that is consistent with the definition of SNR. Typically, the SNR is expressed in
decibels (SNRdB), where SNRdB := 10 log10(SNR).
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Figure 8 shows the results of the RMSE for the four vectors ~f − ~f ref, ~g − ~gref,
−→
abf −−→

abreff and
−→
abg −

−→
abrefg

for different values of SNRdB ranging from −5 to 25 (SNR from 0.316 to 316). Here, the reference parameters
are obtained from the reference DS, as explained in Sec. 3.3, i.e. they are generated for x(t) = A0+A1 sin(ωt)
by evaluating Eq. 1, with A0=0, A1=1 and ω=1.

On the one hand, the RMSE values of
−→
abf − −→

abreff and
−→
abg − −→

abrefg exhibit a non stable behavior at low
SNRdB, stabilizing for SNRdB > 15 (SNR > 31.62), converging to noise-free values, in concordance to the

results for the DS named A∗ defined in Sec. 3.4 (Fig. 6). On the other hand, the RMSE values of ~f ref and
~g − ~gref also approach to the noise-free values but exhibit more variation, remaining unstable even above of
SNRdB ≈ 25 (SNR ≈316).

In summary, the elements of the vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg stabilize when the signal power is 31.62 times greater

than the noise power. However, the elements of ~f and ~g show more variation even beyond SNR ≈ 316. Similar
trends are observed for RMSE values of ~y − ~̂y and ~yref − ~̂yref, where ~yref stabilizes for SNRdB > 15, and ~y
converges more slowly to the noise-free value of 10−1. Consistent with the findings in Secs. 3.3 and 3.4, these

results suggest that elements of vectors
−→
abf and

−→
abg (model 3) exhibit greater robustness and less variation

compared to those of ~f and ~g (model 2). Therefore, parameters of model 3 are more useful for being used in
comparing the models obtained from different DSs.
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Fig. 8 RMSE for system identification in noise presence: DS generated by numerical integration of x(t) for y(t) = 3+sin(3.5ωt)+

N (t). Solid lines are to guide the eye: black (RMSE(~f−~fref)), red (RMSE(~g−~gref)), blue (RMSE( ~abf− ~ab
ref

f )), green (RMSE( ~abg−

~ab
ref

g )), violet (RMSE(~y− ~̂y)), orange (RMSE(~ysim − ~̂ysim)). Reference parameters are derived from the dynamical variable xref,
initial condition x0 = −1.2, and hyperparameters A0 = 0, A1 = 1, and ω = 1.

4 Discussion

The sinusoidal output response in power series (SORPS) formalism (as initially introduced in ref. [87]),
establishes a mathematical connection between parameters of a Fourier analysis-based model and those of
a power series-based model (refer to Appendix B for details). However, the system identification procedure
discussed in that work (based on FFT) presents several limitations: (i) it requires a sinusoidal single tone
for the dynamical variable and equally spaced time steps for performing system identification; (ii) it uses
hyperparameters A0, A1 and ω that depend on the input, making it difficult to compare model parameters
obtained from different DSs; (iii) There is no clear path for extending the formalism to systems with a higher
order than one; and (iv) there is an extrapolation issue that arises when attempting to simulate the system
with input data that extends beyond the range used for system identification.

In this work, motivated by the mathematical connection between Fourier analysis- and power series-based
models provided by the SORPS formalism, we have presented a different approach for the system identification
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procedure. Instead of relying on the Fourier analysis-based model using FFT, we use the power series-based
model employing least-squares regression for system identification (referred to as model 1). As a consequence,
the system identification procedure no longer requires the use of single tones and equally spaced time steps,
thus addressing limitation (i). This is a significant advancement, as it enables us to obtain the system modeling
using multi-tone input signals. Furthermore, we propose the utilization of two additional models (models 2
and 3) to facilitate the comparison of parameters obtained from different DSs, thereby addressing limitation
(ii). While we have briefly discussed extrapolation issues to tackle limitation (iv), further considerations,
along with a more exact definition of “the complexity of a DS” is warranted to fully address this issue.

This work represents a groundbreaking contribution by elevating the concept of characteristic curves (CCs)
to the forefront of the formalism. This concept can be straightforwardly applied to higher-order systems,
providing a clearer direction for addressing limitation (iii) in future investigations. As the CCs completely
describe the system, we can parametrize them using different basis functions and select the most suitable
parametrization for each particular system. We have demonstrated in this study, based on a first-order
system, that the power series-based model (model 1) performs better system identification than the Fourier
analysis-based model (as the power series-based model solves many limitations that are present in the Fourier
analysis-based model). Hence, we perform system estimation with model 1, and then use model parameters
from model 1 to obtain model parameters from models 2 and 3. While these three models are mathematically
equivalent (i.e., they predict the same output values from a given input), their individual values differ. Our
analysis reveals that when comparing individual parameter values obtained from different DSs, employing
the Fourier analysis-based model (model 3) is advantageous. This was evidenced by an illustrative example,
which showed smaller RMSE values for model 3 compared to model 2 across all analyses performed.

Finally, further research directions are listed in the following:
(i) Since system modeling relies on least-squares regression (using model 1), future efforts to improve

the system modeling process should be focused solely on the least-squares regression problem (as detailed
in Appendix A). In this context, conducting a thorough analysis of the rank and condition number for the
least-squares regression matrix under various input-output DSs is an interesting avenue for future research.
Particularly, exploring which types of functions and their relative distribution of values should have the input
data to improve the system identification process.

(ii) Additionally, further studies can be conducted on extrapolation issues, which arise when simulating
the models beyond the range of data values used during the system identification stage.

(iii) While the SORPS formalism conceptually differs frommethods such as OFRF, NOFRF, and HOSIDF,
as mentioned in Sec. 1, it is worthwhile to investigate potential underlying connections. Furthermore, the
SORPS formalism provides mathematical insights useful for understanding the applications and limitations
of Fourier analysis in nonlinear systems, which may complement other techniques based on Fourier analysis.
Considerations about the limitations of extending the SORPS formalism to higher-order systems are addressed
in Appendix D. Additionally, since many system estimation techniques, including this work, utilize least-
squares regression, further connections with other similar methods could be explored.

(iv) An important future research direction is the use of the concept of CCs for system modeling of
higher-order systems. It is important to note that most present modeling techniques focus on defining and
obtaining models with as few parameters as possible, following the NARMAX-philosophy (which is based
on the parsimonious principle[65–67]). However, the concept of CCs discussed here call into question this
philosophy. Here, the emphasis is placed on the CCs as a whole rather than on the individual values of their
parameters. Thus, the use of CCs allows us to define a unique system equation that can describe a wide
variety of systems. In the particular case of this work, we defined the first-order system of Eq. 1, which
represents all the systems containing two variables related by a first-order system. This has the advantage
that algebraic operations can be performed beforehand without further considerations for a specific system.
The logical next step involves defining nonlinear differential equations (NDEs) for higher-order systems based
on CCs, starting with a second-order NDE and progressing to higher orders. Following this approach, we
propose generating a list of NDEs consisting of first- and higher-order systems. These NDEs can then be
systematically tested using a given DS, aiming to identify the lowest order NDE that accurately represents this
DS. Subsequently, the extension of the parsimonious principle can be concisely stated as obtaining the model
with the lowest order that accurately represents the input-output data. This concept has the potential to find
applications in various areas, including vibration analysis and structural dynamics[60, 92–95], viscoelastic
materials[96–101], design and modeling of nonlinear electric circuits[25, 102–107], voltammetry techniques
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in electrochemistry[108–112], and structural health monitoring and fault diagnosis[113–115]. Exploring these
applications emerges as a natural direction for future research.

5 Conclusions

Based on the previously reported connection between power series and Fourier series, we have modified
the system identification process, which was previously based on fast Fourier transform (FFT), by a least-
squares regression method. This allows us to obtain the system model from arbitrary input-output data,
providing a more practical and widely applicable approach for real-world systems. A thorough analysis of
the selection of hyperparameters Â0 and Â1 for the power series-based model used during the identification
process, reveals suitable definitions for these parameters. Furthermore, the transformation from the power
series-based model used for modeling to another power series-based model but with hyperparameters A0 and
A1 fixed for all the DSs, facilitates the comparison of parameters across different DSs. Also, the mathematical
connection between power series and Fourier series, allows us to use the power series-based model parameters
to obtain the Fourier analysis-based model parameters that we would have if we apply a single sinusoidal
tone in the dynamical variable. The three models discussed in this work represent the same characteristic
curves, as they are mathematically equivalent, but their parameter values differ. A comparative analysis of
these parameters for the power series- and Fourier analysis-based models was conducted using an illustrative
example, where they were analyzed across different DSs and in the presence of noise, revealing noteworthy
insights. Parameters of Fourier analysis-based model displays notably less variation compared to parameters
of the power series-based model. This finding emphasizes the use of the Fourier analysis-based model as a
more reliable for comparing model parameters obtained from different DSs.

Finally, while the SORPS methodology is rigorously applicable solely to first-order NDEs (or to systems
that can be expressed as a set of first-order NDEs), the approach outlined in this work represents a funda-
mental contribution to the develop of system identification techniques based on the concept of CCs. This
concept is presented as an alternative or complement to the commonly used approach that emphasizes the
estimation of the individual parameter values of the model. Instead, the CCs-based methods emphasize the
computation of the CCs as a whole. Thus, the parsimonious principle defined by the NARMAX-philosophy
is changed from the concept of a model with as few parameters as possible to the concept of finding the
lowest model order that correctly describe the input-output data. CCs-based models present the advantages
that the system identification is uniquely defined, and that it can be applied for every system without any
additional algebraic operations. The concept of CCs is broad, and numerous system identification techniques,
including NOFRF, OFRF, HOSIDFs, sparse regression and HBM-based methods may be benefited from it.
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Appendix A Least-squares regression system

This appendix is dedicated to explain how parameters f̂j and ĝj can be calculated based on least-squares
regression method. From Eqs. 2 and 1 we have

y(t) =

N∑

j=0

f̂j

(
x(t)− Â0

Â1

)j

+

N−1∑

j=0

ĝj

(
x(t)− Â0

Â1

)j

x′(t) .

(A1)

A given simulation or experimental measurement of the variables x(t) and y(t) will eventually yield to a
set of discrete values {xn} and {yn}. Suppose that the input-output data has length L, so for each value of
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time tn with n ∈ [0, L− 1] there is a corresponding value for the dynamical variable xn and the driven force
yn. Notice that in this formulation the time values are not needed to be equally spaced, which presents an
advantage compared with the FFT approach given in Ref. [87]. Based on these discrete values, Eq. A1 can
be written in a matrix form as




y0
y1
...

yL−1


 =




1
(

x0−Â0

Â1

)1
· · ·

(
x0−Â0

Â1

)N
x′0 x′0

(
x0−Â0

Â1

)1
· · · x′0

(
x0−Â0

Â1

)N−1

1
(

x1−Â0

Â1

)1
· · ·

(
x1−Â0

Â1

)N
x′1 x′1

(
x1−Â0

Â1

)1
· · · x′1

(
x1−Â0

Â1

)N−1

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

1
(

xL−1−Â0

Â1

)1
· · ·
(

xL−1−Â0

Â1

)N
x′L−1 x′L−1

(
xL−1−Â0

Â1

)1
· · · x′L−1

(
xL−1−Â0

Â1

)N−1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=A

·




f0
f1
...
fN
g0
g1
...

gN−1




(A2)
By defining the vectors ~y = [y0, y1, · · · , yL−1] and the least-squares regression matrix in the right side as

A, Eq. (A2) can be rewritten as

~y = A · −→fg , (A3)

which can be solved for parameters fj and gj by using the Moore-Penrose inverse[116, 117]

−→
fg = (AT ·A)−1 ·AT · ~y . (A4)

Appendix B SORPS formalism

The Sinusoidal Output Response in Power Series (SORPS) formalism is presented in Ref. [87]. In this section,
we discuss the main results of this theory for completeness. In circuit theory and mechanics, it is useful to
express a first-order nonlinear system as the following autonomous nonlinear system

y(t) = f(x(t)) + g(x(t))x′(t) , (B5)

where x(t) represents the dynamical variable of the system, and y(t) denotes an external function, referred
to as the input and the response of the system, respectively. In circuit theory, the functions f and g are
commonly referred to as characteristic curves (CCs) since they define the system. If these curves are known,
then the system given by Eq. (1) is completely defined, and it can be solved using numerical techniques.

Suppose y(t) is piecewise monotone bounded function given by a simulation or experiment where t ranges
from 0 to T. We can extend the domain of y(t) to R by assuming that it repeats periodically with the period T .
Then, this extension is piecewise monotone bounded periodic function that satisfies Dirichlet conditions[118]
for Fourier series existence, thus having a convergent Fourier series whose value at each point is the arithmetic
mean of the left and right limits of the function (for modern expositions of the subject, see Ref. [21]). Then,
y(t) can be expressed as a Fourier series

y(t) = a0 +

∞∑

k=1

(ak cos(kωt) + bk sin(kωt)) , (B6)

where ω = 2π/T represents the fundamental frequency, and the Fourier coefficients are calculated by





a0 = ω
π

∫ 2π/ω

0
y(t)dt

ak = ω
2π

∫ 2π/ω

0
y(t) cos(kωt)dt , k ≥ 1

bk = ω
2π

∫ 2π/ω

0
y(t) sin(kωt)dt , k ≥ 1 .

(B7)
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y(t) =


a0 +

∞∑

k=1

k∑

l=0
l=l+2

(
k

l

)(
1− sin2(ωt)

)l/2
sink−l(ωt)(ab)kl


+



∞∑

k=1

k∑

l=1
l=l+2

(
k

l

)(
1− sin2(ωt)

)(l−1)/2
sink−l(ωt)(ab)kl


 cos(ωt) .

(B8)

where

(ab)kl :=ak cos
(π
2
(k − l)

)
+ bk sin

(π
2
(k − l)

)
=

{
(−1)(k−l)/2ak if k − l is even

(−1)(k−l−1)/2bk if k − l is odd
(B9)

The details of this deduction can be found in Ref. [87]. Suppose that the dynamical variable x(t) in
Eq. (1) satisfies x(t)=A1 sin(ωt) + A0, where A0 ∈ R and A1 > 0, and t ∈ [0, 2π/ω]. Its derivative is given
by x′(t)=A1ω cos(ωt). Subsequently, Eq. (B8) can be expressed as a function of x(t) and its derivative x′(t)
as (see Ref. [87])

y(t) =


a0 +

∞∑

k=1

k∑

l=0
l=l+2

l/2∑

m=0

(
k

l

)(
l/2

m

)
(−1)m

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)2m+k−l
(ab)kl




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=f

(

x(t)−A0
A1

)

+



∞∑

k=1

k∑

l=1
l=l+2

(l−1)/2∑

m=0

(
k

l

)(
(l − 1)/2

m

)
(−1)m

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)2m+k−l
(ab)kl


 1

A1ω

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=g

(

x(t)−A0
A1

)

x′(t) , (B10)

By grouping terms with the same power in Eq. (B10), it becomes possible to obtain a Taylor expansion
for f and g, namely

f

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)
=

∞∑

j=0

fj

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)j

(B11)

g

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)
=

∞∑

j=0

gj

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)j

(B12)

where

fj =

N∑

k=j
k←k+2

[ab]kj




k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k

l

)(
l/2

(l − k + j)/2

)

 (B13)

gj = A1ω

N∑

k=j+1
k←k+2

[ab]kj




k∑

l=k−j
l←l+2

(
k

l

)(
(l − 1)/2

(l − k + j)/2

)

 (B14)

and
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[ab]kj :=
1 + (−1)j

2
(−1)

j/2ak +
1 + (−1)j−1

2
(−1)

(j−1)/2bk

=

{
ak(−1)

j/2 if j is even

bk(−1)
(j−1)/2 if j is odd .

(B15)

By the variable change k̂ = k − 1 and l̂ = l − 1, Eq. B14 transforms to

gj = A1ω

N−1∑

k̂=j

k̂←k̂+2

[ab](k̂+1)j




k̂∑

l̂=k̂−j
l̂←l̂+2

(
k̂ + 1

l̂ + 1

)(
l̂/2

(l̂ − k̂ + j)/2

)

 , (B16)

which is equivalent to the definition of gj given in the main text (Eq. 11). Besides, Eq. B13 corresponds
to the definition of fj given in the main text.

SORPS method can be expressed as a NARX model (i.e., a particular case of a NARMAX model but
without the noise function). This can be visualized by rewriting Eq. B5 with the finite difference method as

x(k) = x(k − 1) + ∆t
y(k − 1)− f(x(k − 1))

g(x(k − 1))
. (B17)

The dynamical variable at time k depends on its previous value (x(k − 1)) and the previous value of the
driven force (y(k − 1)). A NARX model is defined by[67]

y(k) = F [y(k − 1), · · · , y(k − ny),

u(k − 1), · · · , u(k − nu)]
(B18)

where ny and nu are the maximum lag of the output y and the input u, respectively. From Eqs. B18 and B17,
we identify the dynamical variable as the output and the driven force as the input, and ny=nu=1. Based on
this comparison, we propose to call the method as Sinusoidal Output Response in Power Series (SORPS),
instead of Sinusoidal Input Response in Power Series (SIRPS) used in Ref. [87].

Appendix C Matrix formulation

In this appendix, we present a matrix formulation of model 2 from Sec. 2.4, which allows us to obtain an
alternative matrix formulation of the procedure for system identification. Model 2 can be obtained in a matrix
formulation by a procedure with two stages: the first one consist of the transformation of the original power
series with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1 to a power series with A0 = 0 and A1 = 1 (Appendix C.1); and the
second one consists of the transformation of the power series with A0 = 0 and A1 = 1 from the first step to
a power series with the desired values of A0 and A1 (Appendix C.2). Finally, with these results, model 3 can
be obtained in a matrix formulation as shown in Appendix C.3.

C.1 Power series-based model with hyperparameters A0 = 0 and A1 = 1

In this section, we relate the power series parameters f̂j and ĝj from Eq. 2 to the polynomial coefficients Fj

and Gj defined as follows

f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

Fj (x(t))j

g(x(t)) =

N−1∑

j=0

Gj (x(t))
j
.

(C19)
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By comparing Eqs. 4 and C19, we obtain

Fj =

N∑

k=j

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

f̂k for j ∈ [0, N ]

Gj =

N−1∑

k=j

(
k

j

)(−Â0

)k−j

Âk
1

ĝk for j ∈ [0, N − 1] .

(C20)

Equation C20 can be written in matrix form as




F0

F1

...
FN


 =




(
0
0

) (−Â0)
0−0

Â0
1

(
1
0

) (−Â0)
1−0

Â1
1

· · ·
(
N
0

) (−Â0)
N−0

ÂN
1

0
(
1
1

) (−Â0)
1−1

Â1
1

· · ·
(
N
1

) (−Â0)
N−1

ÂN
1

...
...

...
...

0 0 · · ·
(
N
N

) (−Â0)
N−N

ÂN
1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Mf2F (Â0,Â1)

·




f0
f1
...
fN


 (C21)




G0

G1

...
GN−1


 =




(
0
0

) (−Â0)
0−0

Â0
1

(
1
0

) (−Â0)
1−0

Â1
1

· · ·
(
N−1
0

) (−Â0)
N−1−0

ÂN−1
1

0
(
1
1

) (−Â0)
1−1

Â1
1

· · ·
(
N−1
1

) (−Â0)
N−1−1

ÂN−1
1

...
...

...
...

0 0 · · ·
(
N−1
N−1

) (−Â0)
N−1−N

ÂN−1
1




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Mg2G(Â0,Â1)

·




g0
g1
...

gN−1


 , (C22)

where the upper triangle matrices are defined as Mf2F (Â0, Â1) and Mg2G(Â0, Â1) for further reference,

and they depend on the hyperparameters Â0 and Â1. According to linear algebra principles, the inverse of
upper triangle matrices exists when all diagonal elements are nonzero- a condition that is always satisfied
(note that the case Â1 = 0 has been excluded from the beginning of the formalism). It is noteworthy that for
the particular case Â0 = 0, we obtain a diagonal matrix where the element in the i-th row and i-th column
is given by (M)ii = 1/Âi

1. Equations C21 and C22 can be compactly written in vector form as

~F = Mf2F (Â0, Â1) · ~̂f
~G = Mg2G(Â0, Â1) · ~̂g,

(C23)

where the vectors ~F , ~G,
~̂
f and ~̂g are defined by their corresponding parameters {Fj}, {Gj}, {f̂j} and {ĝj},

ordered as column vectors.

C.2 Model 2: power series-based model with hyperparameters A0 and A1

Consider the following power series with values of A0 and A1 that may differ from Â0 and Â1, given as

f(x(t)) =

N∑

j=0

fj

(
x(t) −A0

A1

)j

g(x(t)) =

N−1∑

j=0

gj

(
x(t)−A0

A1

)j

,

(C24)

The results presented in Section 2.2 allow us to calculate parameters fj and gj from f̂j and ĝj, as explained
in the following. Firstly, we can use Eq. (C23) to compute the Fj and Gj parameters, and secondly, we can
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utilize its inverse relationship to determine fj and gj. This process can be expressed as

~f = M−1f2F (A0, A1) · ~F
~g = M−1g2G(A0, A1) · ~G ,

(C25)

where M−1 symbolizes the inverse of the matrix M, and the matrices are evaluated with the hyperpa-
rameters A0 and A1 instead of Â0 and Â1. Finally, both steps can be combined into a single equation by
substituting Eq. C23 into Eq. C25,

~f = M−1f2F (A0, A1) ·Mf2F (Â0, Â1) · ~̂f
~g = M−1g2G(A0, A1) ·Mg2G(Â0, Â1) · ~̂g ,

(C26)

which is the matrix formulation equivalent to Eq. 9

C.3 Model 3: Fourier analysis-based model matrix formulation

Eq. (17) of the main text can be expressed in a matrix formulation by using Eq.(C26), obtaining

−→
abf = M−1ab2f ·M−1f2F (A0, A1) ·Mf2F (Â0, Â1) · ~̂f
−→
abg =

1

A1ω
M−1ab2g ·M−1g2G(A0, A1) ·Mg2G(Â0, Â1) · ~̂g.

(C27)

Appendix D Limitations of the SORPS formalism

In this section, we discuss some limitations of the SORPS formalism, starting with the initial motivation from
linear first- and second-order systems. These considerations not only provide insights into the limitations of
the SORPS formalism (especially in its extension to nonlinear higher-order systems), but also shed light on
how these limitations could be addressed.

Fourier analysis is a powerful technique extensively applied to linear systems. In the case of a linear
time-invariant (LTI) system, the response of the system to a single sinusoidal tone is also a sinusoidal tone
with the same frequency but eventually differing in amplitude scaling and phase shifting. Particularly, for a
first-order LTI system, we can obtain the system parameters from the amplitude scaling and phase shifting
values or, equivalently, from the Fourier coefficients of the system. To be more specific, consider the following
first-order LTI system:

y(t) = a x(t) + b x′(t) , (D28)

where x(t) and y(t) are time-dependent functions, which are commonly called as the dynamical variable
and driven force, respectively. Here, a and b are real numbers, and the superscript ′ denotes the first derivative
with respect to time. For this LTI system, if we set x(t) = A sin(ωt), i.e., a single tone with amplitude A
and frequency ω (with A, ω >0), we obtain a single tone with the same frequency for y(t), but eventually
with a different amplitude B and phase φ, i.e., y(t) = B sin(ωt + φ). Fourier analysis applied to this first-
order system allows us to calculate these amplitude scaling B/A and phase shifting φ based on the Fourier
coefficients of x(t) and y(t). Specifically, when the dynamical variable is x(t) = A sin(ωt), we obtain y(t) =
Aa sin(ωt) + Abω cos(ωt) = B sin(ωt + φ), where B/A =

√
a2 + (bω)2 and φ = tan−1(bω/a). From the

perspective of the Fourier coefficients, if we consider a time interval with the same value that the period of
the single tone (i.e., T = 2π/ω), we obtain (for x(t) = A sin(ωt)) the Fourier coefficients ax0 = 0, ax1 = A and
bx1 = 0, where the superscript x indicates that are the coefficients for x(t). In addition, for y(t), we analogously
obtain ay0 = 0, ay1 = aA and by1 = Abω, which implies that the parameters of the system can be calculated
from the Fourier coefficients of x(t) and y(t). Specifically, a is calculated as a = ay1/a

x
1 , and b is determined

by b = by1/(a
x
1ω).

This one-to-one correspondence between the Fourier coefficients and the parameters that define the system
has motivated the development of the SORPS formalism, which has extended this idea to nonlinear first-order
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systems[87]. When applied to nonlinear first-order linear systems, the a and b parameters become functions
of the dynamical variable x(t), obtaining

y(t) = f(x(t)) + g(x(t))x′(t) , (D29)

where f(x) and g(x) are the nonlinear characteristic curves of the system. In Ref. [87], a connection was
established between the Fourier coefficients of y(t) when x(t) = A0+A1 sin(ωt) and the polynomial fit of f(x)
and g(x), whereA0, A1 ∈ R and A1 6= 0. Consequently, the model of the system, i.e. the parameters that define
f(x) and g(x), can be obtained from the Fourier coefficients of y(t) when x(t) = A0 + A1 sin(ωt), for some
hyperparameters A0, A1 and ω. A limitation of the methodology employed in Ref. [87], is the requirement of
a sinusoidal single tone in the dynamical variable x(t) = A0 +A1 sin(ωt) for system identification purposes.

In this work, we have addressed this limitation by extending the SORPS formalism to obtain system
modeling from arbitrary input-output data (i.e., for a given Dataset (DS) composed by the values of x(t) and
y(t)). Thus, parameters of power series-based model that define the systems are obtained through a least-
square regression technique, utilizing a power series for f(x) and g(x) with hyperparameters Â0 and Â1, as
explained in Sec. 2. Subsequently, these parameters are related, using the SORPS formalism, to the Fourier
coefficients of y(t) that would be obtained if a sinusoidal tone were effectively applied to the dynamical
variable x(t) = A0 +A1 sin(ωt), for some specified value of ω.

The first-order linear differential equation of Eq. D28, and its nonlinear version from D29 can be applied
without further considerations to a wide variety of systems. For example, in electric circuits for the series RL
and parallel RC circuits, where in the first case we have y(t) = v(t), x(t) = i(t), a = R and b = L, where R
and L are the resistance and inductance, v(t) being the total voltage of the circuit, and i(t) being the current.
In the second case, we can identify y(t) = i(t), x(t) = v(t), a = 1/R and b = C, where C is the capacitance,
i(t) is the total current of the circuit, and v(t) is the voltage of the resistor or capacitor. Another direct
application is for the use in viscoelastic materials. Based on the Maxwell model, we can identify y(t) = ǫ′(t),
x(t) = σ(t), a = 1/η and b = 1/E, where σ is the stress, ǫ is the strain, E is the stiffness and η is the viscosity
of the material. In addition, based on the Kelvin-Voigt model, we can identify y(t) = σ(t), x(t) = ǫ(t), a = E
and b = η (see Ref. [87] and references therein for more details about nonlinear considerations).

Extensions of these equations to higher-order systems can be firstly analyzed with linear systems. As
known from linear theory the one-to-one correspondence between Fourier coefficients and the parameters
defining the system is generally not valid for LTI systems higher than first order. This is mainly due to the
underdetermined nature of the system of equations that must be solved (a characteristic that persists even
in the linear case). To illustrate this point, consider the following second-order LTI system

y(t) = a x(t) + b x′(t) + c x′′(t) , (D30)

then, for x(t) = A sin(ωt), the resulting expression for y(t) is given by y(t) = Aa sin(ωt) +Abω cos(ωt)−
cω2 cos(ωt) = A(a − cω2) sin(ωt) + Abω cos(ωt). This leads to the relationships (a − cω2) = ay1/a

x
1 and

bω = by1/a
x
1 . However, this system is underdetermined because a and c can not be uniquely calculated from

the Fourier coefficients. The same considerations apply generally to higher-order LTI systems. This suggests
that the SORPS formalism is strictly valid only for nonlinear first-order systems, as system equations for
higher-order systems are underdetermined.

Despite of this underdetermined nature of the system of equations that must be solved for higher-order
nonlinear systems, the SORPS formalism can be potentially applied in a rather indirect way to higher-order
systems by rewriting the system as a set of first-order equations. We explain this procedure based on a
example in the following. Consider a second-order mechanical system based on Eq. D30 with a driven force
y(t), and involving elastic (Fk(t)), viscous (Fb(t)) and inertial (FA(t)) forces, we can identify x(t) and v(t) as
the position and velocity of the body under study, c = m as the inertial mass, b as the viscosity coefficient,
and a = k as the elastic coefficient. Thus, the nonlinear analogous to Eq. D30 applied to this example can
be expressed by two different sets of first-order as follows

{
y(t)− FA(t) = a(x(t)) x(t) + b(x(t)) x′(t)

FA(t) = c(v(t)) v′(t) ,
(D31)

and
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{
y(t)− Fk(t) = b(v(t)) v(t) + c(v(t)) v′(t)

Fk(t) = a(x(t))x(t) ,
(D32)

where v(t) = x′(t), and FA(t) and Fk(t) are time dependent functions that must be known from the
simulations or measured in the experiment. Thus, SORPS formalism may find applications for systems that
can be written as a combination of first-order NDEs as those given by Eqs. D31 and D32.
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[29] Fatou, P.: Sur le mouvement d’un système soumis à des forces à courte période. Bulletin de la Société
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