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ABSTRACT

This paper presents a data-driven approach to approximate the dynamics of a nonlinear time-varying
system (NTVS) by a linear time-varying system (LTVS), which is resulted from the Koopman op-
erator and deep neural networks. Analysis of the approximation error between states of the NTVS
and the resulting LTVS is presented. Simulations on a representative NTVS show that the proposed
method achieves small approximation errors, even when the system changes rapidly. Furthermore,
simulations in an example of quadcopters demonstrate the computational efficiency of the proposed
approach.

1 Introduction

In recent years, data-driven methods have received a significant amount of research attention due to the increasing
complexity of the autonomous systems in both dynamics [1-4] and mission objectives [5—7]. In the direction of
learning system dynamics, the Koopman operator has recently been proven to be an effective method to approximate a
nonlinear system by a linear time-varying system based on state-control pairs [2—4]. Along this direction, two popular
methods dynamic mode decomposition (DMD) and extending dynamic mode decomposition (EDMD) are used to lift
the state space to a higher-dimensional space, where the evolution is approximately linear [8]. However, choosing
the proper observable functions for the lifting transformation is still an open question, and the potentially large lifted
dimension may hinder real-time applications.

Recent work has proposed several methods for choosing proper observable functions of Koopman-based methods for
time-invariant systems. Lusch et al. [9] proposed applying deep learning methods to discover the eigenfunctions of
the approximated Koopman operator. Yeung et al. [10—13] introduced deep neural networks (DNN) as observable
functions of the Koopman operator, which are tuned based on collected state-control pairs by minimizing a properly
defined loss function. While some work, such as [14], has extended the DMD method to approximate nonlinear time-
varying systems (NTVS) that change sufficiently slowly by linear time-varying systems (LTVS), this method is not
directly applicable to approximate nonlinear systems with rapidly changing dynamics.
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In this paper, we propose a deep Koopman learning method to approximate NTVS, which employs DNN as the
observable function of the Koopman operator and adjusts both the DNN and the approximated dynamical system
simultaneously. This is achieved by tuning the DNN parameters based on the latest state-control data pairs to track the
unknown NTVS.

Compared to existing results in [14], the proposed method is able to approximate an NTVS which does not necessarily
change slowly. Contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

* We propose a deep Koopman representation formulation for the NTVS and provide a practical online algo-
rithm for implementation.

* We investigate the error bound of the system state estimation of the proposed method.

* We perform a convergence analysis of the proposed method concerning the observable function of DNN.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the problem. Section 3 presents the main results. The
numerical simulations are exhibited in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper.

Notations. Let || - || denote the Euclidean norm. For a matrix A € R™*™, || A || denotes its Frobenius norm; A7
denotes its transpose; Af denotes its Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse. For positive integers n and m, I,, denotes the
n X n identity matrix; 0,, € R™ denotes a vector with all value 0; 0,,«,, denotes a n x m matrix with all value 0.
sgn(-) denotes the sign function. [-] denotes the ceiling function, i.e., given real numbers y, integers k and the set of
integers Z, [y] = min{k € Z | k > y}.

2 Problem Formulation

Consider an NTVS, the dynamics of which is unknown. Let x; € R™ and u; € R™ denote its state and control input
at time ¢, respectively. ¢ € [0, c0) denotes the continuous-time index.

Suppose the states and control inputs can be obtained from unknown continuous NTVS at certain sampling time
instances t;, € [0,00) with k& = 0,1,2,--- the index of sampled data points. For notation brevity, one denotes
Tk = @, and ug = uy, as the k-th observed system state and control input, respectively, in the remainder of this
manuscript. Then one can partition the observed states-inputs pairs as the following series of data batches

B, ={xp,ur: keK;}, 7=0,1,2,---, (1)
where
KT = {k7'7k7' + lvkr+2a"'ak‘r+/8‘r}
denotes the ordered labels set of sampling instances for the 7-th data batch B with 5, positive integers such that

k,,_: ﬁi, 7'21, k():O

It follows that
kT+1:kT+BT> 72071727"'7
which implies the last data in the 7-th data batch is the first data in (7 4 1)-th data batch. For notation simplicity, one

defines BY = {z} : k € K;}, BY := {uy : k € K;} in the rest of this manuscript. An illustration of the above
indexes is shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Time indexes, where blue color denotes k.

This paper aims to develop an iterative method that approximates the dynamics of an unknown NTVS based on avail-
able data batches B, by a linear time-varying discrete-time system. One way to achieve such a linear approximation is

il



A PREPRINT - JUNE 22, 2023

by employing the Koopman operator as in [10-13]. Namely, based on the data batch 5, one finds a nonlinear mapping
g(-,0,) : R — R" parameterized by 6, € RY ! and constant matrices A, € R"™*", B, € R"™™, (. € R™*" such
that for k € K, k < k; + [, the following holds approximately,
g(xk-i-lveT) = Arg(xk,ef) +B7—U]€, (2)
Tr1 = Crg(Tpi1,0r). 3)
Here, ¢(-,0;), A;, B, C; achieved from B, are put together in the following Kz :
’CBT = {g('vor)vA'mBTvC'r}a (4)
which is called a deep Koopman representation (DKR) in this manuscript.
Based on the DKR in (4), one could introduce Zy € R™ for k € K, k < k, + (3, as follows:
g(‘/'%k?+1797') = A’rg(i?kae'r) +B-,—’I:Lk, (5)
Tpy1 = Crg(@hy1,0;), (6)

where

Uy = ug, Yk € Kok <k + 67, Zp, = k.. (7)

This leads to the following linear system
Fop1 = Ardn + Brin, k€ Ky k <k + B, (8)

with flT = CTATCL BT = (. B; and initial conditions in (7). The system (8) can be viewed as a linear approximation
to the NTVS based on the data batch B.. Note that when for any data batch B, one has A, B,,C; remain constant
for k € K. It follows that (8) is a linear time-invariant system for & € K.

To sum up, the problem of interest is to develop an iterative update rule to achieve a DKR in (4) based on data batch
B, in (1) such that the linear system (8) is a nice approximation of the unknown NTVS, i.e. &) (8) is close to x
observed in 3, from the unknown NTVS in the sense that for any given accuracy € > 0, 4y, = uy, and £ = xy,, the
estimation error || & — 2, ||< €.

3 Main Results

This section proposes an algorithm to achieve a deep Koopman representation (DKR) that can approximate an un-
known NTVS. We then investigate the estimation error between the state obtained from this DKR, as given in (8), and
the observed state of the unknown NTVS.

3.1 Key Idea

Motivated by deep Koopman operator-based methods developed in [10-13], an optimal 6, for the deep Koopman
representation (DKR), denoted by 0%, can be obtained by solving the following optimization problem based on the
data batch B:

07 = arg min {wLi(As, By, 6;) + (1 - w)La(Cr, 6.}, 9)
-€Ra
where
kT+BT_1
Ll(AT)BTaeT) = F Z H g(xk-i-lae‘r) - (ATg(xkveT) + BTuk) ||2 (10)
T k=k,
and
| BB
La(Cr,6r) = 5 > llak— Crglaw,6,) |17 (11)
T k=k,

The objectives of (10) and (11) are to approximate (2) and (3), respectively. Here, 0 < w < 1 is a constant that
combines the objective of minimizing L; and L,. In simple terms, L; and L, measure the simulation errors in the
lifted and original coordinates, respectively.

"Here, g(-, 0,) is usually represented by a DNN with a known structure g and an adjustable parameter 0, € RY.

iii
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To solve (9), one needs to rewrite the available data batch and objective functions L; and Lo in compact forms. Toward
this end, the following notation is introduced:

X, = [mk)Taka-i-lv B xk.r-‘r,@T—l] € RnXBT7
X, = [Th, 41, Tk, 42,7 Thoy 48, ] € RV,

X Br
U, = [k, Up, 41, Up, 45, 1) € R™77.

Then L7 in (10) and Ly in (11) can be rewritten as
1 _
L= H Gr - (ATGT + BTUT) ||% (12)

and 1
Ly = — || X, - C;G, |12, (13)

where ’
Gr = [g9(x,,07), -, g(xh, 4 5,-1,07)] € R77,
G, = [9(@r,+1,07), - g(xp,45,,0,)] € R,

By minimizing L; with respect to A, B; in (12) and minimizing Ly regarding C’- in (13), A, B, C; can be deter-
mined by 6, as follows:

(14)

T
0 po1_ & |Gr
A% BY] = G, {U} , (1)
Cc? = X,Gl. (16)
Replacing A, and B; in (10) by (15) and C'- in (11) by (16), the objective function in (9) can be reformulated as
kr+Br—1
1 9(Tkt1,0-) o |9(xr,0:)|2
LO,)=— ’ -K ’ , 17
e)=5 ¥ I 7 [ale b)), a7)

with

o_[A2 B!
KT‘[C? onm}

Applying the existing deep Koopman operator methods developed in [10—13] to achieve the DKR by solving (9) based
on each B, available has two shortcomings. First, computing the pseudo-inverse in (15) and (16) repeatedly while
solving (9) becomes computationally expensive as 7 increases. Second, 6, must be initialized for each B,, which
can be challenging in time-varying systems applications. To overcome these two limitations, one can apply the deep
Koopman operator method to approximate the unknown NTVS efficiently, and we propose the following method.

3.2 Algorithm

Before proceeding, we need the following assumption.

Assumption 1 The matrix G, € R™*P in (14) and [ST} € ROU+"M)XB~ qre of full row rank.

T

Remark 1 Assumption 1 is to ensure the matrices G, € R"™P and [ST] e RU+m)XB- inyertible and it naturally
T

requires By > 1T + m.

Lemma 1 Given Kps_ in (4), if Assumption | holds, then the matrices A 115 BY 1 c?

T

[A?—-i-lva—&-l] = (GT+1 - [A?rvBE]XT+1)>‘TXZ+1(XTXZ’)71 + [Af—vBﬁ]v (18)
00+1 = (X7—+1 - CEGT+1)5‘TGZ+1(GTG$)71 + Cﬁ: 19)

T

11 can be achieved by

G _ B _
where xr = |:U: € R(H_m)XBTr Ar = (Iﬁfﬂ +X7T+1(XTXZ) 1XT+1) le Rﬁﬂ_lxﬁﬂd, Ar = (Iﬁ7+1 +

GI (G,GL)"1Gy1) 7t € RF+1Prtt with G € RTFrt1 Gryq € RT¥Pr+1 defined in (14).

iv
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The proof of Lemma 1 will be given in [15].

To initialize the algorithm, one first needs to build the DNN g(-,6,) : R®™ — R” with non-zero 6, € R?. Then the
matrices A? € R"™" B € R"™*™ and C? € R"*" can be found by solving (15) and (16), respectively, based on B, .
When the data batch B, 1 becomes available, one can directly update the G,1 and G, by following (14), which
leads to the x,41, Ar and \, in Lemma 1. Thus one can update A%, BY and C? efficiently by computing (18)-(19)
instead of solving (15)-(16) repeatedly as a consequence of applying Lemma 1. Finally, an optimal 67, ; is obtained

by solving (9) with A? |, B?_; subject to (18) and C?_ ; satisfying (19) based on B, .

To sum up, we have the following algorithm, which is referred to as deep Koopman learning for time-varying systems
(DKTV) in the remainder of this manuscript and its pseudocode is provided in [15].

1. Initialization: Build g(-,6,) : R® — R” with 6, € R?,0, # 0,; initialize A%, BY and C? by solving (15)
and (16), respectively, based on B;.

2. When B, ;| becomes available, update A%, B? and C? according to (18) and (19), respectively.

3. Solve (9) to find 07, ,, Afll, BY and CY,.
4. Repeat steps 2-3 as the unknown NTVS evolves.

3.3 Analysis of the Approximation Error

With a slight abuse of notation, suppose one observes the latest 5, with {xj_1,ur—1} its latest data point (i.e.,
Th—1 ‘= Th,+8,> Uk—1 ‘= Uk, 48, ), in this subsection, we investigate the estimation errors induced by the proposed
algorithm described as:

e = Ty — Tk, (20)
where 2, € R" denotes the estimated state achieved by the proposed method and x;, € R™ denotes the state of the
unknown NTVS evolving from x;_1; € R™ and uy_; € R™. Here, to analyze the (20) with respect to 6, € R, one
rewrites (5)-(6) as:

Ty = OT(ATg(i:k’—la 07’) =+ BTﬂk—1)7 (21)
with condition (7) hold.

Before we present the results, the following concepts about operators are introduced.

3.3.1 Preliminaries

Definition 1 (Koopman operator with control) Consider the Hilbert space F and discrete-time nonlinear time-
varying system tip+1 = f(xk,ur, k) starting from time ko, where k € 7 denotes its time index; x;, € M and
up € U denote the system state and control input at time k, respectively; M C R™ and U C R™ denote the state
space and control input space, respectively. Then the dynamics of the states of the augmented control system 2y, 2y, 11

is described by
Zhy1 = F(zk,k) — {f(xk,‘;l;go)a k>:| ,

where zj, = [iﬂ denotes the augmented control system states; Su denotes the left shifting of the control sequence u,
i.e, (Su)(i) = u(i + 1) and u(i) denotes the ith element of the control sequence u.

We then extend the definition of the Koopman operator from [16] to discrete-time NTVS. Let operator KFo¥) - F — F
act on functions of state space ¢(-) € F with ¢(-) : M x U — C and defined with two parameters (ko, k) as

KFoB [6(24)] = ¢(F (21, k).

Definition 2 (Lo-projection [17]) For brevity, we recall the definitions of F, M, and ¢(-) from Definition 1. Let
v € R be the positive measurement on M and assume that F = Lo(v). Given a set of linearly independent ¢; € F
withi =1,2,---,r, and define

-FT = Span{¢1a¢27 e ’7¢7‘}7
@, = [¢1, 02, -, 0]

Then for all nonzero ¢ € R, the Lo(v) projection of a function 1 € Lo(v) on F, is defined as

P = arg min | = |1 = arg min /le — Y[?dv = arg min /M|cT<I>r —|%dv.
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Definition 3 (Bounded operator) Given a Hilbert space F, an operator O : F — F is bounded on F if

1O ]= sup [Of|<oce.
FeFIflI=1

|| O || is referred as the operator norm of O in the remainder of this manuscript.

Definition 4 (Strong Convergence of operator) A sequence of bounded operators O; : F — F defined on a Hilbert
space F converges strongly (or in the strong operator topology) to an operator O : F — F if

lim || O;f =Of [=0
71— 00
forall f € F.
3.3.2 Analysis
We make the following assumptions to show that the error ey, in (20) is bounded.
Assumption 2 For any B, in (1), let {x;,u;} denote its ith data point observed at time t;. The observation interval

At = t; 1 — t; is sufficiently small such that for some i, > 0, piy, > 0, || Tig1 — 2 ||< p < 00 and || uip1 — u; ||<
Ly < OQ.

Assumption 3 The deep neural network observable function g(-,0;) is Lipschitz continuous on the system state space
with Lipschitz constant [ig.

Consider a DNN observable function g(-,6;) : R — R", let 9" = [, 4, -+ ¢k 17 € R be its last hidden
layer and ° = [1)7,99, - -+, 42]T € R" denotes its output layer, where ¢! : R — R and /Y : R — R are generally
nonlinear function chosen by user. Note that here n, and 7 denote the number of nodes of 1)" and v°, respectively.

Assumption 4 (1): Given a Hilbert space F, the Koopman operator K is bounded and continuous on F; (2): " are
selected from the orthonormal basis of F, i.e., [(YF b4, - 4" 1T is an orthonormal basis of F.

Remark 2 Since the DNN observable function g(x, 0, ) is with known structure, one can make Assumption 4 hold by
choosing proper activation functions for DNN’s different layers. We refer to [18] for more details about candidate

functions like radial basis functions.

Lemma 2 Let i1 € R be the empirical measurements associated with the observed states xy, € R™. If Assumption 4
holds, then the operator P}, converges strongly to the identity operator I as ny, goes to infinity.

Proof of Lemma 2 is referred to in [15].

Pt 0 . o .
Lemma3 Let P = 0 Th ?D’ﬁzm} with 1 € R, po € R the empirical measurements associated to the observed
mXng m

system state xj, € R™ and control input uy, € R™, respectively. If Assumption 4 holds, then the approximated sequence
of operators Kp P = PK P converges to Koopman operator IC strongly as ny, goes to infinity.

Proof of Lemma 3 is given in [15].

Remark 3 Lemma 3 shows the convergence condition of the existing DKO method regarding the DNN observable
Sunction g(-,0;) (np, — o0). It replaces the convergence condition of the EDMD method [17] (r — oo). This
conclusion is used in the present work to reduce B > r 4+ m so that one can track the unknown NTVS based on B

with small batch size.

Theorem 1 Let g(x,0;) be a DNN with its last hidden layer containing ny nodes. If Assumptions 1-4 hold, then the
estimation error ey, in (20) is bounded by
Jim sup [ ex |= (| CrAr | g + Dpgat || CrBr || po + max |  — Crg(z,07) | -

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in [15].

vi
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Remark 4 Theorem [ says that with certain assumptions hold, as np, — o0, the estimation error of the proposed
method depends on the minimization performance of (13) and i, |, defined in Assumption 2. One way to further
reduce the estimation error is to decrease the sampling interval.

Since one cannot construct a DNN with infinite parameters in practice, we introduce the following corollary based on
Theorem 1, for which we need to make the following assumption.

Assumption 5 For any A, € R"™*",

A |I< L.

Remark 5 According to Lemma 1, the DNN observable function determines || A; ||. To make Assumption 5 hold, one
can add an extra loss function to impose the maximum value of | A || in (9).

Corollary 1 Recall ey, in (20). If Assumptions 1-3 and 5 hold, then the upper bound of || ey, || is determined by the
minimization performance of (17) and i, 1., as k goes to infinity.

The proof of Corollary 1 is given in [15].

4 Numerical Simulations

In this section, we test the proposed algorithm in two examples, one is a simple nonlinear time-varying system (NTVS),
and the other one is a quadcopter. In both examples, the system state input data is observed with a fixed time interval
of 0.1s, and 8, = 3, where 3 > r + m is an arbitrary positive integer, and 7 = [k_ﬁﬁ °7, where k € K.

4.1 A Simple NTVS

Consider the following dynamical system:

&y = My cos(zy), (22)
where x; € R? and M, is a time-varying matrix given by

0 (1+ 1)

1+ ~t) 0 ’ (23)

Mt: 7(

where + is a constant determining how fast the dynamics change. For more details of the dynamics, see [14].

Experiment Setup. The DNN observable function (g(-,#) : R?> — RS) is built with a hidden layer ReLu() that
contains 32 nodes and an output layer Relu() consisting of 6 nodes. The DNN training process is implemented by
choosing optimizer Adam [19] with learning rate = le-3 and weight decay rate = le-4. Then B, is observed with
B = 10 starting from z = [1,0]%.

Remark 6 The activation function ReLu() is selected for this example because by appropriately selecting x and ~,
one can ensure that x; > 0. This choice results in ReLu(x) = x which belongs to the category of linear radial basis
functions [20].

Results Analysis. We test the proposed method in the NTVS in (22) for both slow and fast-changing scenarios setting
v = 0.8 and v = 6, respectively. The trajectories estimated by time-varying DMD(TVDMD) and the proposed method
are shown in Figs. 2, and the estimation errors of both methods are exhibited in Fig. 3. Here, we let x, € R? denote
the true system states observed from the unknown NTVS. Let 7 € R? denote the estimated states generated by the
TVDMD method from [14]. Let #;, € R? be the estimated states from the proposed method (DKTV), as given in
(21). Consequently, ¢ =| r — xx || and ex, =|| Zx — x || denote the estimation errors induced by the TVDMD
and DKTV methods, respectively. It can be observed that when the NTVS varies slowly, both methods can capture
the dynamics of the NTVS with reasonable accuracy. In situations where the NTVS varies rapidly, the estimation
errors of the TVDMD method increase correspondingly. On the contrary, the proposed method can achieve consistent
performance, benefiting from its DNN observable function.

vii
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Figure 2: System states trajectories: TVDMD (black) vs. DKTV (blue).
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Figure 3: System states estimation errors: TVDMD (black) vs. DKTV (blue).

4.2 System States Prediction for Single Quadcopter

In this example, we implement the proposed algorithm to predict the system states of a quadcopter with a time-varying
disturbance applied to its body. The dynamics of the quadcopter is described as

Dn, COCy  S$SeCH — ChSyy  ChSeCy + SpSy\ [T
p'.e = | cocy SpSeSy T CyCy  CpSaSy — S¢Cy y ,

z S9 —54Co —cgycl z
d:) 1 S¢t9 C¢t9 p
Of=10 @ o) la)
v 0% /v
AN G AN
gl =\pi-ri )+ (| fy | +wo),
z q& — py e
Jy—J.
b JyJ”J e JLI”TQs
q|= zJ_y “or |+ 5,70 |
; ey 1
" L pg 7T

z

where sg, S¢, Sy, Co, Cg, Cy, and tg denote sin(6), sin(¢), sin(¢)), cos(d), cos(¢), cos(v)), and tan(h), respectively.
Dn» Pes and z denote the inertial north position, the inertial east position, and the altitude, respectively. @, ¥, and 2
denote the velocity along the x-axis, y-axis, and z-axis, respectively. ¢, 6, and v denote the roll angle, pitch angle,

viii
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and yaw angle, respectively, and p, g, and r denote the roll rate, pitch rate, and yaw rate, respectively. f., f,, and
f. denote the total force applied to the quadcopter along the x-axis, y-axis, and z-axis, respectively, and w; € R>
denotes the time-varying disturbance. 74, 79 and 7, denote the torque of roll, pitch, and yaw, respectively, while J,,
Jy, and J, denote the inertia along the x-axis, y-axis, and z-axis, respectively. For further details on the dynamics of
the quadcopter, see [21].

Experiment Setup. In order to compare the performance of the proposed algorithm with that of the single neural
network method, we let x;, € R'2 denote the true state of the system, Z;, € R'? and &, € R'? denote the estimated
states of the single DNN and the proposed method, respectively, and &, =|| T — x || and e, =| @ — xx ||
denote the estimation errors of the single DNN and DKTV methods, respectively. The data batch B is collected
with 8 = 30 manually controlling the quadcopter from position (0,0, 0) (meter) to (1,2, 3) (meter) with the time-
varying disturbance force w, € R? applied on the quadcopter. w, is generated from the standard normal distribution.
For the DKTV method, the DNN observable function g(-,#) : R'?2 — R is built with one hidden layer Gaussian
function containing 64 nodes and one output layer Relu() consisting of 16 nodes. For the single DNN method, DNN
N(-,v) : R6 — R12 is built with the same structure as g(-,#). Then the DNN training process of both methods is
implemented by choosing optimizer Adam [19] with learning rate = le-3 and weight decay rate = 1e-4. The optimal
vector v € R? is found by

V" = arg min L(v) = arg min || N(zx, uk, v) = 2h1 | (24)

which leads to Zy1 = N (xg, ug, v*).

Results Analysis. We first show the DNN training process of both methods with 7 = 1, .-, 7 in Fig. 4, where one
epoch denotes one forward and one backward pass through the DNN and L(v), L(0) are defined in (24) and (17),
respectively. As shown, DKTV needs fewer training epochs to converge and maintains a much lower loss value during
the training process than the single DNN method, as expected due to its double minimization of (12)-(13). Then in

—-= Singe DNN

B |
o I
o Vet s._L ....... | ST
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
0.03 : —- DKV
T 0.02 I
) H
0.014 | | |
0.00 '\--..._'._-‘\-r"_.__'L._.L'._.’\-;a-.l-—.v—
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Epochs

Figure 4: Training process: DNN (black) vs. DKTV (blue).

Fig. 5, we demonstrate the algorithm performance by showing the system states estimation errors of both methods. As
is shown, the proposed algorithm can provide better prediction performance compared with the Single DNN method.
Finally, in Fig. 6, Theorem 1 is validated by showing that the estimation errors of the proposed algorithm are reduced
by increasing the number of nodes of its hidden layer.

4.3 Optimal Control based on the Proposed Deep Koopman Learning

In this subsection, we design the optimal controller based on the proposed method for a classic cartpole example
from [22], where we make the coefficient of friction of cart on track (u.(t)) time-varying during the simulation. And
we choose the well-studied model predictive control (MPC) method to demonstrate the optimal control application
based on the proposed algorithm, of which the optimization problem is formulated as

min  J(u;,x;)

Ui T

st. weld,x; e Xji=kr,--- ks + 6 —1,
9(wiv1,0-) = Arg(z;, 0-) + Bru;, 25)
z; = Crg(xi,07),
Tyl = T,y

X
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Figure 5: System states estimation error: DNN (black) vs. DKTV(blue).
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Figure 6: The estimation errors of DKTV with different DNN observable functions.

where J(u;, x;) is defined by
ke tl—1
J(ui ) = > (9(wi,0.)7Qrg(xs, 0-) + uf Rui) + g(x1,0,)" Qug (1, 0,),
i=k,

and [ < f3; is the time horizon; i is the time-index along the defined time horizon; x; € R™ and u; € R are the system
state and control input at time step ¢, respectively; g(z;,0,) = g(z;, 0,) — g(z*, 6, ) with z* denoting the goal state; z;
is the terminal state; X" denotes the state constraint and I/ denotes the control input constraint; Q, = CT QC, € R™*",
Q € R R € R™*™ are positive definite matrices.

4.3.1 Time-varying Cartpole Balance

In this example, the physic governing equation of the cartpole is described as

5, — Fy +ml(6?sin 0, — 0, cos 0;) — p§sgn () 26)
me+m
G _ cos 0—F — mlt‘jt2 sin 0y + u$sgn(dy)]/(me + m) gsinf; — upé/ml
e l[% — (mcos? 6;)/(me +m)] l[% — (mcos? ;) /(m. +m)]’

where (if = 0.3 cos(t) with § = 0.0005 is the time-varying coefficient of friction of cart on track; x; denotes the

distance of the cartpole moves from the initial position; #; denotes the angle from the up position; i, 8; denote the
x-axis velocity and the angular velocity respectively; F; denotes the continuous control input applied to the center of
the mass of the cart at time step ¢; g = —9.8m/s? is the gravity acceleration; m. = 1.0kg, m = 0.1kg are the mass of
the cart and the pole, respectively; | = 0.5m is the length of the pole; u,, = 0.000002 is the coefficient of the friction
of the pole on cart.
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For the simulation, we first build the DNN (g(, #) : R* — R) and set 3 = 12; then the B, is generated by observing
the dynamics in (26) with fixed time interval ¢;, 41 — t;. = 0.1s. The approximated dynamics is directly applied to

design the MPC controller to keep the cartpole balanced at the up position with § = 0,0 = 0.
Results Analysis: Fig. 7 shows the trajectory of the time-varying cartpole under the MPC control based on the proposed

method. From the result, the cartpole is able to keep the desired up position under the DKTV-based MPC control even
though pf, increases from 0.0005 to 14.288.
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Figure 7: MPC based on the Approximated Dynamics

Remark 7 In this subsection, we show the MPC design based on approximated linear dynamics from the proposed
algorithm. Compared to the existing MPC method for the NTVS proposed in [23-25], the proposed method requires
neither the priori knowledge of the system dynamics nor the distribution information of the system disturbance.

5 Conclusions

This paper presents a data-driven approach to approximate the dynamics of a nonlinear time-varying system (NTVS)
by a linear time-varying system (LTVS), which is resulted from the Koopman operator and deep neural networks. The
proposed algorithm is able to approximate well an NTVS by iterative updating its linear approximation as validated by
a simple NTVS system in two dimensions. Moreover, controllers developed based on linear approximation perform
well in controlling a quadrotor with complex dynamics. Future work includes employing the proposed method to
achieve adaptive autonomy in [26,27] and to serve as robot’s dynamics estimation in human-robot teaming [28,29].
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6 Appendix

Pseudocodes.

Algorithm 1 Deep Koopman Learning for Time-Varying Systems (DKTV)
Input: 609 Bla Y 67'7 t
Output: g('a 07’)7 A'r; B, Cr,m=1, 2,
Initialization:
s Setk = By, 7 = 0, and empty matrices X, X, U for temporary data storage.

* Initialize g(-, 8p) with random 8y € R?, and Ay, By, Cy by (15)-(16) based on the observed By.

while 1 do

Insert zj, € R", 511 € R™, up, € R™ as new columns into X, X, U, respectively.
k:=k+1.
if k= 377 i then

Set: m:=7+1, X, =X, X, :=X,U, .=1U.

Update: A% and B? are updated by (18), and C? is updated by (19).

Build: Construct L(6,) by (17) and solve

0r = arg Jnin, L(6;).

end

Proof of Lemma 1. Similar to the EDMD, we start by solving the least square problem with collected state-control
pairs 5 in (1). Define
XT = [xk.ra Tho41y ey xk-r-i-ﬁ.r—l] € RnX5Ta

X, = [$k7+17$kT+2, ""xkr+ﬁ7] c RTLXBT’
X
U, = [Uk.,7uk;7+1, ...,ukTJrﬁTil] cR™ [37_.

Given g(-,0;) : R™ — R" with fixed vector 0, € R?, matrices A, € R"*", B, € R™*™ are obtained by solving

min || GT - ATGT - BTUT ||%‘7
AT€R7‘X’I"BT GR’V‘X’HL

of which the unique minimum-norm solution is given by
.i.
2.5 =6 |57] @7
where G, € R"™*# G, € R"™F~ are defined in (14). Set

T T
O G‘r _ GT GT _ 0., 0,
V=G 5] e = |G| (8] ae = paz

then (27) is rewritten as M, = V.G 1. As we obtain new state-control data pairs denoted by X, | 1, XT+1 and U, 4,
matrices V11, G4 are updated by

T T
- G. G, _ G,
Vesr = [Gr Gri] [UT Ufij =Vt G {U;j ’
e G, G G, G,." G G..,]"
_ T T+1 T T+1 _ T+1 T+1 ) 28
GT+1 |:UT UT+1:| |:UT UT+1:| GT " |:UT+1:| |: T+1:| ( )

According to the Sherman—Morrison formula:

(A+uw) P =Aa"1
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one has:
M1 = (Vi+Grax 2 ) (G = (G XX E 1 G T4y + X5 G X))

= My = A Mo X1 X 1Gr 4+ A Gt (A = X7 G X)X 1 G

= M: — A\ Moxr1X i G+ A Grgaxty 1 G

= M: + (Gry1 — MeXr )M X1 Gy
where

A= Tg, o, + X5 G X)X = [8:1]

and C? 41 € R™*7 is proved analogically. |

Proof of Lemma 2. Consider a DNN with i > 1 hidden layers and recall that )" = [}, 4}, - ol T € R
denotes its last hidden layer and VO = [, 98, ---,12]T € R” denotes its output layer. Then 1/° can be represented
by ¢" as

nh

&f:&f(zaﬁj&?)v i:1,2,"',T,
j=1

where 6" € R"™ " denotes the weight matrix of the DNN’s last hidden layer and ¢¢ : R — R, QE? : R — R are
generally a nonlinear function chosen by the user.

Define (b = [¢1a ¢27 ) (b'r‘]T € R" with

oo
(blzzeﬁj’&]h’ i:1a2a"'ara
j=1

and || ¢ ||= 1. Let ® = [ﬂ with u € R™ denote the control input chosen from the control sequence u. Recall the

L ... pPrr 0 . . ..
projection operator from Definition 2. Let P := {0 h T;_j"ém with pi1, o denoting the empirical measurements
mXnp m
associated to the x1,xs, -+, and uy, us, - - -, upn, respectively. If Assumption 4 holds, according to Parseval’s

identity (i.e., Y ;_; Y7216} ;1*= 1), one has

np h .7.h o] h ,h
2k Oy = >t Oy
Nhp oo
Zj:l 6‘2,j¢j - Zj:l 92,]‘1/1]'

P
Ipo-o = o) - 2] 1 ; &
S Oy = 35 O 50y

s oo
), —>
S M

i=1 j=nj+1
Proof of Lemma 3. Recall the Ly projection and F,. from Definition 2. Before we start the proof, we introduce the
following supporting lemma from [8].

. x . ;
Lemmad Let x;, = [u:] denote the state of the augmented system and (i}, be the empirical measurements with

respect to the points X1, X2, - -, Xk denoted by jj, = % Zle 0y.» where 65, denotes the Dirac measurement in X;.
Then for any f € F,,
Kpf=Prkf =arg min || g = Kf Lo -

Remark 8 Lemma 4 shows that the approximated Koopman operator K p is the Lo projection of the Koopman oper-
ator K in F,. associated with the empirical measure supported in samples X1, X2, ", Xk-

Then recall @, P defined in Proof of Lemma 2 and rewrite ® as ® = P® + (I — P)®. According to Lemma 4, one
lets Kp := PK be the approximated sequence of Koopman operators which leads to

| KpP® — K& || =|| PKP® — K& ||=|| (P — )KP® + K(P — I)® |
<[ (P=DKP® || + || K(P - 1)® || (29)
<[ (P=DK® ||+ [ (P=I)KP-K)® ||+ [ L[ (P-1)® .

Xiv
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According to Lemma 2, one has
lim || KpP®—-K®|=0. N

Np—00

Proof of Theorem 1. Abusing some notations, we first show that the estimation error in (20) is bounded. Recall that
given the latest B, with {z_1,us_1} its latest data point (i.e., Tx—1 = T, 4+, Uk—1 = Uk, +8,), Tk € R™ denotes
the state of the system of the unknown NTVS evolving from x;_; € R™ and ug_; € R™. 2 in (21) denotes the
estimated state introduced by the proposed method. Here, we extend the estimation error in (20) as

I ex I=ll o6 — Tk + 21 — 21 || - (30

For any T € B*,u € B¥ (note that here x;_1 = Tp_1,up—1 = Ug_1 since {xy_1,uk_1} is the observed state-input
data point), we introduce ¢, as the local estimation error induced by the system approximation in (10) given by

er = 9(Zx, 07) — (Arg(Tr—1,07) + Briig_1).
Similarly, let €; denote the approximation error induced by the minimization of (11) by
& = T — Crg(Tx, 0,),

which leads to
Ty = Cr(Arg(Th—2,0;) + Brtg—2) + Crep_1 + €x—1. 31
By substituting (21) and (31) into (30), we have the following.

” €k H :” CTAT(g(jk—Qv 97’) - g(:fk_l,GT)) + CTBT(ﬂk—2 - ak—l) + Crep—1 + T — Tp—1 + €—1 Ha

(@)
<[l CrAr(9(Zr—2,0r) = 9(Th-1,07)) | + | Cr Br(th—2 — ug—1) || + || Crepr || + || 2% — Zp—1 ||
+ 1 -1 I, (32)

) s 1 9(Er2,62) — 9(Er1,62) |+ 1| CoBr ) B — s ||+ ) Cr ] e [ +
e = Zpa |+ || &1 ],
where (%) follows the triangle inequality and (¢4) is derived by subordinance and submultiplicativity.
For the first two terms of (32), if Assumptions 2-3 hold, one has
| oAy | 9(@n—2:67) — 9(@n-1.6.) <1 Cr A, | b

and
| CrBr ||| k-2 — k-1 [|<[| C7B7 || pru-

For writing convenience, one denotes
Lo =[| C- A+ || Hg et | C7Br || - (33)

For the third term of (32), one can derive the error bound of || ex_; || by backpropagating it from & to ky = 0. Define
the global approximation error in 3, as
k k—1 k—j—1

& = g(@1,0,) — [ [ Aig(Zo,00) = > ( A1) Bju;. (34)
i=0 =0 1

<
I
<
I
<

The related proof is inspired by the global accumulation rule of ¢ of time-invariant systems proposed in [30] given by
k—1

Ej, = Z Aley_;. (35)
i=0

To achieve the error bound & in (34), it is necessary to replace A in (35) with A, (note that the batch index 7 is slower
than the data point index k). Then & is derived by induction, that is,

e when 7 =1,k € [ky, k1 + 1],

k—ki—1 ﬁO
& = Z Alep_; + A1 Z Ager+1-j (36)
i=0 j=1

XV
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e whent > 1,k € [kr, kr + B7],

!
( H Ag”)A;nl)ﬁszm)y (37)

-1
=1 m=1 n=7—-1

k—k,—1 Br—1 ‘ T—1Bi-
= Z Aler—i + Aﬁ_kT_l ( Z Al jep 15+ (Z
i=0 j=1 =1

e whenT+ 1,k € [k7—+1, k7—+1 + 57+1],

k*kf_*_lfl T Bl 1 l
gk = Z A:.+16k71' + Ai;llcﬂdrl*l (ZA €kri1+1—j + (Z Z H Aﬁn Al 1)€kl+1 m> .
=0 =1 m=1 n=1
(33)
According to (36)-(38), the third term of (32) is bounded by
k—k,—2 Br-1 T—1B81-1
et en 3 A atn O3RN 3 [T 4z ) )1
=1 m=1 n=7—1
where ~ ~ ~
L, = max || g(xs+179'r) - A'rg(msvg'r) — B H .
#s€BE, 39)
UsEBY
For the last two terms of (32), if Assumption 2 holds, one has
| 2k — Ze—1 1< phas
and since €_; is defined on BZ, one can compute its upper bound by
I'ek-1 ll< L2 = max || 2 — Crg(z,0) || - (40)

To sum up, recall L, in (39) and Ly in (40), let

—kr—2 Br—1 7—1 Pi-1 l
Lb::||CT< Z L ’“2<ZA’T Y > CIT 4 )) I Ly (41D

=1 m=1 n=1-1

and
L = pg + Lo, (42)
the estimation error ey, in (30) is upper bounded by
H €L ||§ La+Lb+Lc- (43)
We further reduce the error bound derived in (43) based on Lemmas 2-3. Recall that K, := PK in (29) and let

O (Tp, W) = [g(Tw, 0-)", u}]".

According to Lemma 2 (lim,,, yoc 7, = ®7) and Lemma 3 (lim,,, ,oc K7, = K7), by following the Definition of
Koopman operator in 1, one has

lim KLOh(Zs, us)=[K"®7|(ZTs, Us) =P (Tst1,Ust1)- (44)

np—>00

Since we are interested in predicting the future values of the system state, we can only keep the first » rows of
DT, (ZTs41,Ust1) and KL% (Zs, us) Therefore, we define K™ and K7, as the first  rows of K™ and K7, respectively,
and decompose the matrix K7, as KB =: [A,, B;]. Then according to (44), one has

Jim L= max || g(7s1,6r) — (K707 (@) |- 0.
u EB“

Finally, recall L, in (33) and L. in (42), one has
lim sup || e [|= (| Cr A7 || g + Dot || CrBr || pru + max || 2 — Crg(z,0-) || . W
N p—>00 zeBL

Xvi
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Proof of Corollary 1. Recall L; in (41). If Assumption 5 holds, by following the properties of triangle inequality and
submultiplicativity, one has || Zf;o Al ||< B, and || A% ||< 1, which leads to

T—1Bi-1 l

Ly <[| Cr || Lu(Br+Br—a+ 1D > CTT Amm Az ).

=1 m=1n=7—1

Following the submultiplicativity, one has lim, o || Y7 gi;ll 22771

constant, which leads to

ABnYA™ ) ||= pe with p. a positive

Tim supLy =| Cr || Li(B; + Br1 + pre). (45)

By substituting (45) into (43), one can notice that limy_, o sup || e || is determined by the minimization performance
of (17) and pig, fboy- |

Xvii
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