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Stochasticity plays a central role in nearly every biological process, and the noise power spectral
density (PSD) is a critical tool for understanding variability and information processing in living
systems. In steady-state, many such processes can be described by stochastic linear time-invariant
(LTI) systems driven by Gaussian white noise, whose PSD is a complex rational function of the
frequency that can be concisely expressed in terms of their Jacobian, dispersion, and diffusion
matrices, fully defining the statistical properties of the system’s dynamics at steady-state. Here,
we arrive at compact element-wise solutions of the rational function coefficients for the auto- and
cross-spectrum that enable the explicit analytical computation of the PSD in dimensions n = 2, 3, 4.
We further present a recursive Leverrier-Faddeev-type algorithm for the exact computation of the
rational function coefficients. Crucially, both solutions are free of matrix inverses. We illustrate
our element-wise and recursive solutions by considering the stochastic dynamics of neural systems
models, namely Fitzhugh-Nagumo (n = 2), Hindmarsh-Rose (n = 3), Wilson-Cowan (n = 4), and
the Stabilized Supralinear Network (n = 22), as well as an evolutionary game-theoretic model with

mutations (n = 5,31).

Unlike in an abstract painting by Mondrian [1], the
world is not made of perfect forms. Rather, we are sur-
rounded by imperfect, yet regular patterns emerging from
the randomness of microscopic processes that collectively
give rise to statistically predictable phenomena. A point
in case is the derivation of the diffusion equation from the
random (Brownian) motion of microscopic particles [2, 3].
This is but one example of the many processes that can
be recapitulated in terms of ordinary differential equa-
tions driven by random processes, known as stochastic
differential equations (SDEs). For instance, the effect of
thermal fluctuations on synaptic conductance (linked to
the stochastic opening of voltage-gated ion channels) and
on the voltage of an electrical circuit (Johnson’s noise), or
the fluctuations of a neuron’s membrane potential driven
by stochastic spike arrival, can all be modeled as SDEs.
Alternatively, SDEs are commonly adopted to model pro-
cesses for which the exact dynamics are not known, and it
is thus appropriate to express the model in terms of ran-
dom variables encoding our uncertainty about the state
of the system. Examples are the trajectory of an aircraft
as modeled by navigation systems, or the evolution of
stock prices subject to market fluctuations [4].

Among stochastic models, linear time-invariant (LTI)
SDEs play a special role because (i) they are amenable
to analytical treatment and (ii) the linear response of
many nonlinear systems (e.g., around a fixed point of the
dynamics) can be reduced to LTI SDEs. To make this
point explicit, let us consider a non-linear autonomous
dynamical system driven by additive white noise with
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finite variance, namely
dx = f(x)dt + LdAW (1)

where x € R" is the state vector, f : R" — R™ is a
nonlinear drift function encoding the deterministic dy-
namics, L € R"*™ is the dispersion matrix defining
how noise enters the system, and dW € R™ is a vector
of mutually independent Gaussian increments satisfying
E[dWdW '] = Ddt where D is the diffusion matrix (or
spectral density matrix) with entries D;; = 6;;07, where
di; is the Kronecker delta [4].

We are interested in the power spectral density (PSD)
of the system’s response, x(t), near a stable fixed point,
Xg, so we proceed by linearizing the drift function about
this point, yielding the following LTT system

dx = Jxdt + LdAW (2)

where we have redefined x(t) = x(t) — xo such that
x(to) = 0, and J = [df/dx|, € R"*" is the Jacobian
evaluated at the fixed point, that we take to be Hurwitz
(real part of all eigenvalues less than zero) to assure sta-
bility. The solution to this linear SDE is given by the
stochastic integral x(t) = fioo et =5 )LAW (s) which is a
zero-mean stationary process with covariance R(r).

The PSD of this stochastic process is known to be ex-
pressed in terms of the following matrix product (see [5]
and Supplemental Material),

Sy(w) = (iWI+I)'LDLT (—iwI+J)""  (3)

For the sake of brevity, from now on we refer to Sx(w)
as S(w), whose i, j®® entry is denoted S¥(w). S(w) is
a product of the spectral factors (the transfer function
matrix) of the dynamical system and can be expressed as



a rational function, [6, 7] & Appendiz A, of the following
form,

P(w) + iwP’'(w)
Qw)

n—1 n—2
3 Paw?® +iw Y P w? (4)
a=0 a=0

Sw) =

n
> Gaw™
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and the corresponding elements are of the form,

Pij (LLJ) —+ L5iijij'(w)

= ()
Qw)

where Pi(w) = Y1) pidue, PUl(w) = SN2 piity,%

and Q(w) = Y. _, gaw®® are even powered polynomials

with real coefficients.

In this work, we derive closed-form expressions for the
individual coefficients of the rational function of a given
element of S(w), i.e., S¥(w). Thus, in Sec. II we pro-
vide the formulae for the auto-spectrum of 2, 3, and
4-dimensional systems expressed in terms of elementary
trace operations applied to the submatrices of J. The
element-wise solutions for the auto- and cross-spectrum
of a generic n-dimensional system are presented in the
Supplemental Material, and they can be obtained directly
in symbolic form through our software (see section VI). In
Sec. III, we also derive a recursive algorithm to calculate
the coefficient matrices P, and P/, and the coefficients
of the denominator, ¢g,. We follow an approach similar
to the one adopted by Hou [8] to derive the Leverrier-
Faddeev (LF) method, which is a recursive approach to
find the characteristic polynomial of a matrix in O(n?)
operations, where n is the dimensionality of the system
[9, 10]. Note that unlike Eq. 3, our solutions are free of
matrix inverses, which is numerically advantageous when
the system is ill-conditioned. Finally, in Sec. IV we apply
our solutions to several stochastic nonlinear models from
neuroscience and evolutionary biology, providing model-
specific solutions for the auto-spectrum when appropri-
ate. In practice, readers seeking analytical expressions
for the auto-spectrum of specific models (e.g., Fitzhugh-
Nagumo [11-13], or Hindmarsh-Rose [14]), can refer di-
rectly to Sec. I and TV.

S (w)

I. PRELIMINARY EXAMPLES

Before presenting the general solutions, it is instruc-
tive to review concrete 1- and 2-dimensional cases that
are commonly encountered in the literature, for which we
can derive the coefficients analytically with little effort,
without resorting to our sophisticated solutions. To this
end, let us consider the simplest and most common case:
the auto-spectrum of an LTI system with mutually inde-
pendent additive noise (i.e., L = I). For the d =1 case,
also known as the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, we have

do = —7, tadt + AW (6)

with dW?2 = ¢2dt. It can be seen from Eq. 3 that

2
Sw) =

2 4+ w2

so that the coefficients in Eq. 5 are pj' = 02, qo = 7,72

”
and ¢; = 1. [15]

A slightly more sophisticated example is the stochas-
tic Fitzhugh-Nagumo model [11-13], which amounts to a
simplification of the Hodgkin-Huxley equations for action
potential generation [16]. We simulate the dynamical
evolution of a neuron’s membrane potential in response
to an input current by the following set of SDEs

dv v3
i <v— 3—w+]> + hi(v)m
dw
dt

(8)
=€(v+a — fw) + ha(w)n,

Here, v represents the difference between the mem-
brane potential and the resting potential, w is the vari-
able associated with the recovery of the ion channels after
generation of an action potential, and I is the external
current input. The parameters o and § are related to the
activation threshold of the fast sodium channel and the
inactivation threshold of the slow potassium channels, re-
spectively. € < 1 sets the time scale for the evolution of
the activity, making the dynamics of v much faster than
those of w. In the subthreshold regime, the fixed point,
(ve, we), can be found analytically as a function of the
parameters of the model and the input current (details
in Supplemental Material). The stochasticity in v and w
is represented by two uncorrelated Gaussian white noise
sources, 11 and 72, with a standard deviation of 1. We
consider the case of multiplicative noise which is realized
by setting hq(v) and hs(w) proportional to the respec-
tive function variables. Specifically, we set hi(v) = 0 and
ho(w) = ow. We choose the variance of the noise small
enough that we are always in the vicinity of the fixed
point. Then, upon linearizing Eq. 8 around the fixed
point, (ve,w,), we arrive at the following LTT SDEs,

o]  [1—v? 1] [v—n. 0 0| [m
e | b g C TP NG
Plugging the Jacobian and noise matrices into Eq. 3,

we obtain the PSD of the membrane potential, v, as

S.(w) = wio? [ [(e+ (02 = 1)Be)’

(10)
+ (02 = 1)* = 2e + B)w? + w']
so that in Eq. 5 we have pi! = w202, pit = 0, ¢ =

(e+ (v2=1)Be)*, g1 = ((v7 1) = 2 + f%¢*) and g2 = 1.
We verify the accuracy of this solution, Eq. 10, by com-
parison with the PSD obtained numerically by simulating
the nonlinear model, Eq. 8, with multiplicative noise, and
find excellent agreement as shown in Fig. 1.
This laborious approach works well for systems with
dimensions n = 1,2, but it becomes infeasible in higher
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FIG. 1. Power spectral density of the membrane po-
tential for the Fitzhugh-Nagumo model. A comparison
of the PSD of the membrane potential (v) calculated via sim-
ulation and the analytical rational function solution. The pa-
rameters used to simulate the system are I = 0.265, o = 0.7,
B = 0.75 and € = 0.08 that yields a fixed point solution
ve = —1.00125, w. = —0.401665. Here, we plot the auto-
spectrum for the case of multiplicative noise, i.e., h1(v) = 0
and h2(w) = ow, where o = 0.001.

dimensions. This is due to the multiplication of inverses
of two matrices with complex entries, (iwl + J)~! and
(—iwI+J)7T.

II. ELEMENT-WISE SOLUTION

We now present element-wise solutions for the auto-
spectrum of 2, 3, and 4-dimensional systems. The gen-
eral n-dimensional solutions for both auto- and cross-
spectrum can be found in the Supplemental Material
alongside their derivations. This method relies on ex-
pressing the rational function expression of Eq. 3 in terms
of elementary matrix operations on submatrices of the
Jacobian, J. Although this approach requires roughly
O(n*logn) (Supplemental Material, Fig. S2), operations
for each element of the PSD matrix, i.e., O(n®logn)
total, it is particularly valuable to arrive at analytical
closed-form solutions for the auto- or cross-spectra of spe-
cific dynamical variables, yielding greater insight into the
dependence of the power spectral density on the model’s
functional form and its parameters. For simplicity, we
consider the auto-spectrum of an LTT system driven by
uncorrelated white noise (see Supplemental Material for
the most general case of correlated noise and /or the cross-
spectrum).

We start by noting that the denominator in Eq. 5 is
independent of the type of noise driving the system, and
it can be written as an even-powered expansion in w with
real coefficients. Similarly, the numerator of the auto-
spectrum is an even-powered expansion in w with real
coefficients, but they depend directly on how the noise

is added via the dispersion matrix, L, whose elements
we denote [;;. For the particular case of independent
noise, i.e., l;; = 0 for 7 # j, the coefficient of w2 in the
numerator of the rational function for the *" variable
takes the simplified form,

Py =07 17d*(0y) + ZO’? 12 f*(Ojis emini,j))  (11)
j=1
i

where d*(0;;) and f*(0O;) are functions of the Jacobian
submatrices, O;;, defined according to the algorithm in
Fig. 2. The functions themselves can be expressed in
terms of Bell polynomials [17], and are defined in Sup-
plemental Material (Sec. 5). ez € {0,1}"71*! is the
standard unit vector equal to 1 at index § = min(s, j)
and 0 everywhere else. 0? = o2 is the i-th diagonal en-
try of the noise matrix D, and, since L is diagonal, we
also use the notation [; = [;;.

Here, we only provide the solution for the auto-
spectrum of the first variable, i.e., ¢ = 1. This solution
can be generalized for any variable ¢ # 1, as shown in
Supplemental Material. Alternatively, one can simply in-
terchange the rows and columns of the LTI system so
that the variable of interest appears at index ¢ = 1, and
directly use the solution reported in this section.

Since the coefficients of the denominator are the same
for all dimensions, n, we define them first,

Bos = 57| T (37) — 6T (3%) Tr (3%)

+8Tr (J7) Tr (3%) + 3Tx* (J*) — 6 Tr (J°)

Tr® (J2) — 3Tr (J%) Tr (J4) + 2 Tr (J9)

qn—-3 = 6 (12)
T2 (32) - Tr (3%)
qn—2 =
2
gn—1 = Tr (Jz)
qn = 1

Note that for each n we will only need to consider the
coefficients g, with a > 0.

A. 2-D solution

For a 2D system, we can write the auto-spectrum of
the first variable as,

2
S (w) = TP (13)
go + quw* + qaw

where the coefficients of the numerator are given by the
equations

po = l{of Tr(01,) + 1303 Tr(03,)

(14)
p1=lio}



Here, the matrices O11; = [agz] and Oz = [aj2] are
found from the 2D Jacobian using the algorithm summa-
rized in Fig. 2 (n.b., we denote a;; the i, 5" entry of the
Jacobian). The coefficients of the denominator are given
by the last three entries of Eq. 12.

B. 3-D solution

For a 3D system, the auto-spectrum of the first variable
takes the form,

po + p1w? + pow?

Sll
@)= g0 + qw? + qaw* + q3wt

(15)

where the coefficients of the numerator are given by the
equations

1
Q[zfaf(w (02,) — Tr 212 2(Ty2 (0),2)

4
Tr (0% ") + Tr* (03)) — Tr (o;%l))]
3 (16)
p1 =130} Tr (0F,) + Y 307 (—2Tr (0,) Tr (0;1)
Jj=2
;2 2
+TI'(OJ1 )+TI‘ (031))

2 2
p2 =ljo]

Here, the matrices O11, O2; and Ogz; are found from
the 3D Jacobian matrix using the algorithm summarized
in Fig. 2. Furthermore, the matrices O;j are found by

excluding the k' row and column from the correspond-
|

m\H

{llol( Tr? (0%,) — 3Tr (0%,) Tr (0F,) + 2 Tr (OF,

ing O;; matrix, where &k = min(¢, j). Since we are in-
terested in the spectrum of the first variable (j = 1),
k = min(i,1) = 1. Thus, O%; and O%; are found by re-
moving the first row and column from the matrices Og;
and Og3q, respectively. The coefficients of the denomina-
tor are given by the last four entries of Eq. 12.

If the variance of the noise is the same for all the vari-
ables, i.e., [20? = 13053 = 303 = o2, we can further
simplify the coefficients of the numerator, which become

po = o2det(ATA)

p1 =0’ Tr(A] A; + A3) (17)

p2=0 2
where, A € R3*2 is the submatrix of J obtained by re-
moving its first column. Then, A; € R'*? is the sub-
matrix obtained by isolating the first row of A, and
A, € R?*2 is the submatrix obtained by removing the
first row of A.

C. 4-D solution

For a 4D system, the auto-spectrum of the first variable
becomes

po + p1w? + pow? + psw
qo + 1w? + qaw?* + qawb + gt

Sll(w) —_

(18)

where the coefficients of the numerator are given by
Eq. 19. Here, the matrices O11, O21, O31 and Oy are
found from the 4D Jacobian matrix using the algorithm
summarized in Fig. 2. Using an argument similar to the
3D case, O%;, O%; and OY}; can be found by removing
the first row and column from the matrices Qs1, O3; and
0,1, respectively. The coefficients of the denominator are
given by Eq. 12.

) = 3T (0%,) Tr (0], ")

ZF 2<Tr

+2Tr (0, %)+ Ty (03 )—3Tr(0§1)Tr(0?1)+2Tr(0?1)>}

4

[3110—1 (T¥? (0%,) = Tr (0%)) + Y 1

Jj=2

@\»—*

+> 0 J( 3(Tr? (0Y) — Tr (0%4%)) (Tr? (0;1) — Tr (0%)) + 3Tr (0}, %)

+2Tr ( ;1)(Tr3(oj1)—3Tr(oj1)Tr(o§1)+2Tr(0§1))—3Tr( )+3Tr (O?l)—3Tr(O§1)>}

4
p2 =liof Tr (OF)) + ZZ?UJQ' (Tr? (0%) + Tr* (0;1) — 2Tr (0)) Tr (0;1))
=2

2 2
p3 =ljo07]

III. RECURSIVE SOLUTION

We derive an alternative approach to computing the
polynomial coefficients of the auto- and cross-spectrum

(

based on a recursive algorithm. By this method, we can
obtain coefficients for all entries of the power spectral



Algorithm

4D system

Define N;; by excluding i*" row and j** column from J
if i > j then

else if i < j then

0,; = Place (j — 1) row of N;; at i** row index
else
end if

0,; = Place (i — 1)*" column of N;; at j** column index

2D system

on = o] e
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021
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FIG. 2. Definitions of O;; matrices. We show the algorithm to generate the O;; matrices with examples for the 2, 3 and
4D systems. To find O;;, we have to first find the excluded matrix by removing the it" row and j** column (denoted by green
lines) from the Jacobian matrix and then perform the row/column change operations, denoted by orange arrows.

matrix simultaneously in O(n?) operations (Supplemen-
tal Material, Fig. S1). To make our solution compact,
we denote the noise covariance matrix C = LDLT. We
specify the algorithm in the following theorem and pro-
vide a proof in Supplemental Material. Note that the
algorithm can alternatively be derived by leveraging the
Barnett-Leverrier recursive formula [18].

Theorem II1.1. The noise power spectral density matriz
of an LTI system is a complez-valued rational function of
the form

Sw) = (iwIl+J) ' C(—iwl+J)""

n—1 5 n—2 5
Y Pow 4 iw Y, PLw*®
a=0 a=0

n

z qaw2(x

a=0

The numerator’s matriz coefficients are given by the re-
cursive equations,

P, ,=JP,—-PJ" —JP.JT
P, 1=¢C+P/, _,J" —JP!

a—1

-JP.J7 (20)
(6%

fora e {1,...,n}, starting from o = n with P, = P =

0. The scalar coefficients of the denominator can be re-
cursively calculated using,

1

n—«uo

Qo = [Tr (JQL_1) + Tr (IQLTT)] (21)

if o <mn, and g, = 1. The coefficients Q.,_; and Qq, are
given in turn by the recursive equations,

Q:x—l = JQa - QaJT - JQ;JT

(22)
Qa-1=0I+Q, ,J"-JQ, , —-JQ.JI"

for a € {0,1,...,n}, starting from o = n with Q,, =
Q,=0adQ ,=Q,=0.

Note that Eq. 22 is the same as Eq. 20 for C =1, and
that the P/, (Q/,) matrices are anti-symmetric, whereas
the P, (Q.) matrices are symmetric.

IV. APPLICATIONS

We now apply the rational function solutions of sec-
tions II and IIT to compute the power spectra of a range
of nonlinear models exhibiting fixed point solutions and,



where appropriate, we provide analytical closed form ex-
pressions. We consider four models: (i) The stochastic
Hindmarsh-Rose model simulating the subthreshold ac-
tivity of a neuron subject to an input current [14, 19];
(ii) a 4D Wilson-Cowan model simulating the activity
of excitatory and inhibitory neuronal populations in the
cortex [20, 21]; (iii) the stochastic Stabilized Supralinear
Network (SSN) model [22, 23], which is a neural circuit
model for the sensory cortex approximating divisive nor-
malization [24, 25]; (iv) an evolutionary game-theoretic
model which involves a population of agents playing a
generalized version of the rock-paper-scissors game in n
dimensions [26].

A. Hindmarsh-Rose

Hindmarsh-Rose [14, 19] is a phenomenological 3D
neuron model that can be considered a simplification of
the Hodgkin-Huxley equations [16] or a generalization
of the Fitzhugh-Nagumo model [11, 13]. We consider a
stochastic version of the model based on the implementa-
tion by Storace et al. [19]. The system of SDEs defining
the model is given by

d

—x:y—m3+baz2+l—z+an1

dt

dy 2

= =1 —5x%— 23
5 Tt —y (23)
dz

T 1(8(2 — Trest) — 2)

Here, x represents the membrane potential of the neu-
ron, y is a recovery variable, and z is a slow adaptation
variable. I represents the synaptic current input to the
neuron; g < 1 controls the relative timescales between
the fast subsystem (x,y) and the slow z variable; ,es; iS
the resting state of the membrane potential of the neu-
ron; s governs adaptation, and b controls the transition of
the activity to different dynamical states (quiescent, spik-
ing, regular bursting, irregular bursting and so on) [19].
We add Gaussian white noise, o7y, with standard devia-
tion o, to the membrane potential and choose the model
parameters so that the system is in a quiescent (sub-
threshold) state with a single stable equilibrium, namely
I =55 0=05 pu =001 et = —1.6, s = 4 and
o =0.001 [27].

Since the system is in a quiescent state, it exhibits a
single fixed-point solution. Assuming that the determin-
istic steady-state is given by the triplet (ze,ye, ze), we
can linearize the system about the fixed point and write
Eq. 23 as the LTT system

T 2bx, — 3333 1 1| |z — 2. on
vl = —-10xz, -1 0 Yy—Ye| +| 0 (24)
z us 0 —u Z— Ze 0

To show how our element-wise solution leads to a
closed-form expression for the power spectrum of the

membrane potential, we use the general analytical so-
lution for a 3D system given by Eq. 15,

Z(w) po + p1w? + pow?
Qw) o+ qw? + gaw* + qzwb’

Sp(w) =

From the application of Eq. 12, we obtain the coefficients
of the denominator, Q(w), as

go =2(2(3z. — 2+ 10) + 5)?
@ =u? ((a:e(3xe —2b) + 5)2 — 20z, + 1)
+ 223z — 2b 4+ 10)% — 2us + 20psw, (25)
Q2 =T, (;Ue(?)xe — 2b)2 — 20) +u?—2us+1
gs =1
Similarly, the coefficients of the numerator, Z(w), can be

found from Eq. 16: using the fact that o1 = 09 = 03 = 0,
l{ =1, and I, = I3 = 0, we obtain

1
Po 2502 (TTZ (O%) —Tr (04111))
p1 =0 Tr (0%) (26)
D2 =0*

Now, plugging O;; given by

Oy = {‘01 —O;J (27)

into the equation above, yields the polynomial expansion
of the numerator as,

Z(w) = p*o® + (1 + 1) 0?w? + o*w* (28)

1073
=
72}
=
<]
A
B 1074
(]
2,
n
)
~ analytical %

O simulation
10711 . .
0.001 0.1 10
Frequency (Hz)
FIG. 3. Power spectrum of the Hindmarsh-Rose

model. The power spectral density of the membrane po-
tential z, is calculated via simulation and our analytical
(element-wise) solution. We use the following parameters to
simulate the model: I = 5.5, b = 0.5, 4 = 0.01, xyest = —1.6,
and s = 4. We consider the case of additive Gaussian white
noise with standard deviation ¢ = 0.001.



We simulate the 3D system and verify that the sim-
ulated spectrum matches with the analytical element-
wise solution we just derived, shown in Fig. 3. Further-
more, we calculate and plot the power spectral density for
the membrane potential x, and the absolute cross-power
spectral density and coherence between the fast variables
x and y, using Welch's method [28] (simulation), the re-
cursive and element-wise rational function solutions, and
the “matrix solution” given by Eq. 3 (n.b., this relies on
a numerical inverse). We confirm that all the solutions
match across the entire range of frequencies, see Supple-
mental Material, Fig. S3.

B. Wailson-Cowan model

o5

wII.v"')

Sy,
WE] ™+ O

FIG. 4. Wilson-Cowan 4D model. The mean-field cir-
cuit consists of 4 variables modeling excitatory activity (solid
red), inhibitory activity (solid blue), excitatory synaptic ac-
tivity (hollow red), and inhibitory synaptic activity (hollow
blue). The solid and dashed arrows indicate excitatory and
inhibitory connections, respectively. ws;, with i,5 € {E,I},
represents the weight associated with the connections from j
to i.

The Wilson-Cowan model is a rate-based model that
simulates the activity of Excitatory (E) and Inhibitory
(I) populations of neurons and has been shown to ex-
hibit gamma oscillations (30-120 Hz) for an appropriate
choice of time constants [20]. Specifically, we consider a
stochastic 4-dimensional version of the model introduced
by Keeley et al. [21], which includes dynamical variables
describing the synaptic activation and the firing rate of
the E and I populations, see Fig. 4 for an illustration.
The stochastic dynamical system is defined by the fol-
lowing set of equations,

dr

TETf = —rg + f((IE + WEESE — WEIST — QE)/,{E) +o,m
dr

Tldftl = —r+ f((II —+ WIRSE — WIIST — 01)/,41) + om0

ds

TsEGT;E = —sg+Ere(l —sg) + SOE + osM3 (29)
ds

7'51(17I = —st+yri(l —s1) + 8? + 0sN4

These equations describe the activity of E and I neurons

at a population level, with rg and r; representing their
firing rates, and sg and sy representing the corresponding
synaptic activations. wqg, where o and 8 € {E,I}, are
the synaptic weights, and f(z) = 1/(1+e~%) is a sigmoid
nonlinearity.

The input to the sigmoid is a weighted sum of the
synaptic responses plus the external drives I,,, which are
offset by 0, and scaled by k,. The synaptic activity (s4)
for E and I populations evolves with time and depends
on the firing rate of the corresponding population (r,),
scaled by 7., as well as on the corresponding background
synaptic inputs s%. The time constants controlling the
rise/decay times are 7. The variables evolve stochasti-
cally on account of the uncorrelated Gaussian additive
white noise, on;, with standard deviations o, and oy,
added to the firing rates and the synaptic activity, re-
spectively.

We perform a simulation of the 4-dimensional system
and generate power spectral density plots for the firing
rate of the E population, rg, the absolute cross-power
spectral density between the firing rate of the E and 1
populations, and the coherence

|Si;1>

K = sl )
between the firing rates of the E and I populations using
Welch's method [28] for simulation, the recursive and
element-wise rational function solutions, and the matrix
solution (Eq. 3). Our results demonstrate that all the
solutions match across the entire range of frequencies, as
confirmed in Fig. 5.

C. Stabilized Supralinear Network (SSN)

The Stabilized Supralinear Network (SSN) [22, 23] is
a neural circuit model reproducing divisive normaliza-
tion approximately [24, 25] that has been used to simu-
late neuronal activity in the sensory cortex [22, 23, 29—
31]. We implement an SSN for simulating the activ-
ity of the primary visual cortex (V1) as described in
[22]. We consider a 1-dimensional spatial input which
is a sinusoidal grating of a fixed orientation and a given
contrast (n.b., the response of V1 neurons is tuned to
specific positions, orientations, size, etc., of the visual
stimulus [32]) and varies with Michelson contrast, ¢ =
(Imax - Imin)/(lmax + ]min)a where Imin,max are the min-
imum and maximum luminance in the stimulus. The
input evaluated at a set of discrete points x, is taken to
be proportional to the contrast, h(x) « ¢, and decays
with distance from the origin (see Supplemental Mate-
rial for the precise functional form). We operate in a
regime where the circuit exhibits a fixed point solution
with damped oscillations (for parameters see Fig. 7 and
Supplemental Material).

The dynamical equations for the firing rates of the exci-
tatory neurons, rg(x), and the inhibitory neurons, ry(x),
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spectral density (left), the absolute cross-power spectral density (middle), and the coherence (right) for a given stimulus, each
calculated via simulation, the rational function solutions (recursive and element-wise), and the matrix solution (Eq. 3). The
PSD is calculated for the firing rate of the excitatory population. The cross-PSD and coherence are calculated between the firing
rates of the excitatory and inhibitory populations. We use the following parameters for simulations and analytical calculations.
Time constants: 7g = 2ms, 71 = 8ms, Ts; = 10ms and 7,; = 10ms. Strength of the weights: wgg = 5, wgr = 5, wig = 3.5 and
wir = 3. Offset of the input: g = 0.4 and 61 = 0.4. Scaling of the input: kg = 0.2 and 1 = 0.02. Scaling of the population
synaptic activity: ys = 1 and 41 = 2. External inputs to the system: Ig = 1, I1 = 0.5, s% = 0.2 and s? = 0.05. We consider
additive Gaussian white noise with standard deviations o, = 0.001, and o5 = 0.002.

FIG. 6. SSN circuit. The circuit consists of 11 excitatory
(red) and 11 inhibitory neurons (blue) and receives a sinu-
soidal grating input shown on the left. The arrows schema-
tize the connections between the different neurons. E-E and
I-E connections are excitatory (solid arrows) fully connected,
whereas E-I and I-1 connections are self-inhibitory (dashed
arrows).

are given by

e B — ) 4 () + o)
dI‘I (X) (31)
) ) + 1% (00) + o)

where 75 and 77 are the time constants of the excitatory
and inhibitory neurons, ong(x) and on;(x) are zero-mean
uncorrelated Gaussian noise vectors with standard devi-
ation o, and r§’ and ri® are the steady-state responses
of the excitatory and inhibitory neurons, given by the

equations

ry (x) = k([h(x) + Wggre(x) — Weri(x)]4)" (32)
r§*(x) = k([h(x) + Wigrs(x) — Wi (x)]4)"
Here, [z]+ = max(z, 0) denotes a ReLU activation. In the
SSN, the steady-state responses depend on a supralinear
activation (n = 2.2 and k& = 0.01) of the input to the neu-
rons, which is a sum of the stimulus input and feedback
from the neurons in the population. The strength of the
connections between E-E (excitatory to excitatory) and
I-E (inhibitory to excitatory) neurons are encoded in the
weight matrices Wgg and Wi, which decay like Gaus-
sians as a function of distance from the preferred stimu-
lus. The E-I and I-I connections are not fully-connected
but self-inhibitory, with diagonal weight matrices Wg;
and Wiy, respectively.

We simulate a 22-dimensional system, see Fig. 6 for an
illustration. In Fig. 7, we show the power spectral density
for the excitatory neuron with the highest preference for
the stimulus (viz., that is maximally firing); the absolute
cross-power spectral density and the coherence between
the two excitatory neurons with the highest firing rates,
each using Welch's method [28] (simulation), our recur-
sive and element-wise rational function solutions, and the
matrix solution (Eq. 3). We confirm that all the solutions
match across the entire range of frequencies.

D. Rock-Paper-Scissors

The game of Rock-Paper-Scissors, where rock smashes
scissors, scissors cut paper, and paper wraps rock has
been employed by evolutionary biologists to investi-
gate the interactions between competing populations of
species, where one species has an advantage over only one
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FIG. 7. Spectral density (auto and cross) and coherence for the SSN circuit. We plot the power spectral density
(left), the absolute cross-power spectral density (middle), and the coherence (right) for a given stimulus each calculated via
simulation, the rational function solutions (recursive and element-wise), and the matrix solution (Eq. 3). The PSD is calculated
for the excitatory neuron with the highest preference for the stimulus (i.e., exhibiting maximum firing rate). The cross-PSD
and coherence are calculated between the two excitatory neurons with the highest firing rates. We use the following parameters
for simulating the model: Contrast ¢ = 50, stimulus length I =9, Az = 3.0, orr = 0.125Az. Time constants of 75 = 6ms and
71 = 4ms. Supralinear activation parameters n = 2.2 and k = 0.01. See Supplemental Material for the parameters associated
with the weight matrices. We add zero-mean Gaussian noise to the SDEs describing the activity of the E and I neurons with

standard deviation o = 0.01.

of its opponents. The game dynamics that describe the
evolution of the populations following a particular strat-
egy can be examined with the use of evolutionary game
theory [26]. We explore the evolution of this dynamical
system in accordance with a sociological model [33, 34],
where each population, following a unique strategy, seeks
to minimize the difference between the average payoff of
the population and the individual payoff.

(R

O,

26 populations

FIG. 8. 31-D Rock-Paper-Scissors model. Circles rep-
resent the different strategies (31) in the evolutionary game
theoretic model. Shown in the figure are 5 of the 31 strategies:
Rock (R), paper (P), Scissors (S), Spock (Sp), and Lizard (L).
We consider a model with global mutations, i.e., each popu-
lation associated with a strategy mutates into every other
population with the same rate u. Depicted in the figure are
mutations to (dashed arrows) and from (solid arrows) the
Rock population.

Mathematically, we can represent the system as fol-
lows: Let x = [z1,x2,...,z,] be the n-dimensional sys-
tem comprising the fractional populations corresponding
to different strategies. The sociological model dictates
that these fractional populations evolve according to a

metric given by #; x (fsz, — ¢), where f;, is the individ-
ual payoff for choosing a strategy corresponding to the
population z;, and ¢ is the average payoff of the popu-
lation given by ¢ = >_I" | x;fy,. It is important to note
that the dynamical system is effectively n—1 dimensional
due to the mass conservation equation Y ., z; = 1.

We consider a 31-dimensional (n = 31) version of
the Rock-Paper-Scissors game, consisting of 31 popu-
lations each following a unique strategy, described by
the pay-off matrix, P. See Supplemental Material for
a 5-dimensional, Rock-Paper-Scissors-Lizard-Spock ver-
sion of the game, alongside the analytical solution for
its auto-spectrum. For an n-dimensional version of the
game, the payoff matrix (P,;) can be summarized as,

(D>
(—1)t7 i <j.

Here, 1 indicates a win against the opponent, —1 indi-
cates a loss and 0 indicates neither a win nor a loss (a
draw). Therefore, the individual payoff for a given strat-
egy is given in terms of P as, f,, = >7_, Pi;z;.

In addition to the populations evolving according to
the sociological strategy, we also consider the effects of
global mutations and fluctuations in population. For the
global mutations, we introduce a parameter p such that
each population mutates into every other population with
constant rate u, as illustrated in Fig. 8. This results in
a stochastic dynamical system where the deterministic
part evolves according to replicator-mutator dynamics
[26, 35]. Furthermore, we model the noise as multiplica-
tive Gaussian white noise, ox;n;, with standard devia-
tion ¢ small enough that the population stays close to
the fixed point. Thus, for the n-dimensional system, we
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solutions, and the matrix solution. The PSD is calculated for the Rock population. The cross-PSD and coherence are calculated
between the Rock and Paper populations. We consider the case of multiplicative noise, ox;, added to each population, with

standard deviation o = 107%.
can represent the set of differential equations for all 1 < n
as follows:

d(Ei
dt

e —¢>>+u(—<n—1>xi+zxj) owa (34)
j=1
J#i

To ensure that mass conservation is followed, we define
the system according to the replicator-mutator differen-
tial equation (Eq. 34) for i < n — 1, and compute the
n-th population from the constraint )., x; = 1. Recall
that the individual payoff is f,, = >_I; P;jz;, and the
average payoff of the population is ¢ = Y"1 | z; fz, = 0.
The dynamical system has a fixed point at z{° = 1/n, for
all 7 < n. Additionally, the elements of the Jacobian, J;;,
for the dynamical system evaluated at the fixed point can
be defined as a function of the mutation rate parameter

H,

0 j is even i
(—=1)!x2/n jisodd J

Jij = q (=1)"/n—un i=j (35)
_1 1 o .
(=1)*x2/n ]IS even i<
0 J is odd

We simulate a 31D system with a fixed mutation pa-
rameter, u = 0.0005, and the scaling factor of the noise,
o = 107%, that is the same for all the populations. In
Fig. 9 (Fig. S4 for the 5-D version), we show the power
spectral density for the Rock population (viz., the first
strategy), the absolute cross-power spectral density and
the coherence between the Rock and Paper populations
(viz., the first and second strategy), each using Welch's
method [28] (simulation), our recursive and element-
wise rational function solutions, and the matrix solution
(Eq. 3). Our solutions match across the entire range of
frequencies, verifying their correctness.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we presented two approaches for com-
puting explicitly the rational function solution of the
power spectral density matrix for stochastic linear time-
invariant systems driven by Gaussian white noise. In
one approach, we derived element-wise solutions (valid
for arbitrary n-dimensional LTI systems) for the rational
function coefficients of any given entry of the PSD ma-
trix, computable in roughly O(n?*log n) operations. Each
coefficient is expressed in terms of Bell polynomials [17]
evaluated on submatrices of the Jacobian, defined accord-
ing to the algorithm summarized in Fig. 2. Our element-
wise solution is particularly useful to gain insights into
the dependence of the PSD on the model’s functional
form and its parameters, especially when the model is
fairly low dimensional. Therefore, we provide explicit so-
lutions for the auto-spectra of a general n = 2,3 and 4 di-
mensional system driven by uncorrelated Gaussian noise
increments. A similar, albeit longer, symbolic expression
can be obtained for any dimensional system and noise
correlation structure via our software package (or work-
ing through the general solution in Supplemental Mate-
rial), see section VI. We also showed that the polynomial
matrix coefficients in the numerator and the polynomial
coefficients in the denominator can be obtained recur-
sively by means of a Faddeev-Leverrier-type algorithm in
O(n*) operations.[36] Since the algorithm involves sim-
ple matrix multiplication and trace operations, it should
be possible to further optimize it to achieve better time
complexity. Crucially, both our solutions are free of ma-
trix inverses, in addition to being more revealing than
the simpler matrix solution given by Eq. 3.

Finally, we applied our approaches for the derivation of
analytical (i.e., closed form) PSD of stochastic nonlinear
dynamical models of neural systems, namely Fitzhugh-
Nagumo (n = 2), Hindmarsh-Rose (n = 3), Wilson-
Cowan (n = 4), and the Stabilized Supralinear Network



(n = 22), as well as of an evolutionary game-theoretic
model with mutations (n = 5,31).

Our solutions should find broad applicability in the
analysis of the dynamics of stochastic biological systems
exhibiting fixed point solutions, as well as in the broader
context of dynamical systems and control theory.

VI. CODE AVAILABILITY

The code for the general solutions of the auto- and
cross-spectrum used to generate the figures can be found
at https://github.com/martiniani-lab/spectre.
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Appendix A: Rational function decomposition of the
PSD

The power spectral density of the LTI SDE described
in Eq. 2 can alternatively be written as the inverse of
the Hermitian positive definite matrix (see Supplemental
Material), assuming that C = LDL" is positive defi-
nite,

S(w)=[JTC ' T+w?C!

1 (A1)
+iw@TC = C71)]

This enables us to efficiently compute the matrix inverse
by Cholesky decomposition. We can recast S(w) as a
rational function and upon expanding Eq. 3 in terms of

12

the adjugate and determinant matrices, we find,

Sw) = (iwl+I)C(—iwl+ )~ "
~adj(J +iwI) Cadj" (J — iwl)
— det(J + iwI) det(J — iwl)
Z(w)

QW)

Here, Z(w) is a complex polynomial matrix represent-
ing the numerator of the solution, and Q(w) is an even-
powered polynomial of degree 2n representing the denom-
inator of the solution. When we express the adjugate of
the matrices in terms of the corresponding cofactor ma-
trices, it is apparent that Z(w) contains complex polyno-
mials of degree 2n — 2 with even powers of w being real
and odd powers of w being imaginary.

(A2)
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1 Spectral density matrix for a linear SDE / non-linear SDE near stable
fixed points

We begin with describing the system. A general high-dimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE) describing the time
evolution of quantities associated with the system can be written as:

dx = f(x)dt + LdAW (S1)

Where x € R™ is a vector of variables that evolve with time according to the nonlinear function f(x) € R™ and an additive noisy
drive given by LdAW € R™. The matrix L € R™*™ is composed of the weights of the different noise sources appearing in the
SDE,

111 lis ... lim
loi le2 ... lom
L= . . . (S2)
o1 o2 oo lum
The differential noise vector (Wiener increments) (AW = [dW; dWs ... dW,,]") contains infinitesimally small independent

Wiener increments with the following properties:

0 ]

S3
oldt i=j (S3)

E[dW,;dW,] = {

with o’ € R*. Therefore, there is a diagonal diffusion matrix, D, associated with the noise vector dW, such that its diagonal
entries contain the variance of the corresponding noise terms. We can express this matrix as the product of two matrices that
contain the corresponding standard deviations, o;. We call this matrix S € R™*™ defined as follows,

01
02

Such that the diffusion matrix D can be written as,
D=SSs' (S5)

We want to calculate the Power Spectral Density (PSD) matrix using the responses x(t), near the stable fixed points (stable
node/spiral), when simulated using the dynamical system, Eq. S1. To accomplish this, we consider the deterministic part of
the SDE and linearize f(x) around its stable fixed point xss, such that f(xss) = 0. Now, let us consider the linearized system
about the stable fixed point xss,

dx = J|,_(x — xs)dt + LdAW (S6)

We make the variable transformation A = x — x5 and use a simpler notation for the Jacobian J|, ~— J € R"*". The SDE
then becomes,
dA = JAdt + LdW (S7)

We can solve this LTI SDE analytically by Ito’s solution, given by the following sum of a function of the initial condition (we
assume that we start at the steady-state such that A(0) = 0) and a stochastic integral,

t t
A(t) = " A®0) + / A9 LAW (s) = / 09 LAW (s) (S8)
0 0
Similarly, we have,
t+7
At +7) = / A9 LW (s) (S9)
0

The cross-correlation matrix R (¢, 7) is defined as follows,
R(t,7) =E[AWAT(t+7) (S10)

We assume stationary conditions which can be implemented by taking the limit ¢ — oo to make the statistics of the random
variable A(t — oo) stationary, such that the correlation matrix is only a function of 7, R(7). Substituting the solution for A(t)
and applying the limit, we get,

R = i 2 070 = i
0

/t 79 LAW (s) (/OHT eIt LdW(s)) T] (S11)



Now, we calculate the correlation matrix for positive and negative values of 7 separately. First, we consider the case when 7 > 0.
Using the Ito isometry, the properties of matrix exponentials, and, the independence of Wiener increments through time, we
can write Eq. S11 as,

t
R(r) = lim [ &’ LE[AW(s)dW(s) LT’ 479
— 00 0
(S12)
“dim [ SO LDLT 60 g
t— o0 0

We use the property described in Eq. S3 to make the substitution IE[dW(s)dW(s)T] = Dds. We simplify Eq. S12 further by
changing the variable of integration as k =t — s.

t
R(r)= lim | &*LDLT & ) dk

t—o0 0

_ /oo SFLDLT TR g
0

(S13)

Next, we consider the case when 7 < 0. Again, using the Ito isometry, the properties of matrix exponentials, and, the
independence of Wiener increments through time, we can write Eq. S11 as,

t+71
R(7) = lim SEILDLT 0 ) g (S14)

t— o0 0

We change the variable of integration to £ =t — s. The integral above becomes,

t
Jim [ *LDLT TR g,
—00
- -7 (S15)
=/ SFLDLT R g

R(7)

Therefore the correlation matrix can be written as,

L DLT & T dk. for 7> 0
Rm—{fo ‘ ‘ T (S16)

N I SPLDLT &7 R dk, forT <0
Since the correlation matrix is only a function of 7 (A(¢) is a wide-sense stationary process in the limit t — o0), we can apply
the cross-correlation theorem (a general form of Wiener-Khinchin theorem) to calculate the analytical PSD matrix. The PSD
matrix is defined as the Fourier transform of the correlation matrix,

S(w) = FR() = [ R(eTdr (517)
Substituting the analytical integrals for the correlation matrix and simplifying we get,

S(w) = /j; R(r)e” “Tdr + /000 R(r)e T dr

0 oo
:/ / TFLDLT & TR qrem T dr

(S18)
I
+ / / SFLDLT e TR qke T dr
o Jo
I1
We first consider I and try to simplify the integral. On changing the order of integration, we get,
0 ¢S] T .
I= / / FIPFLDLT & TR T gk dr
T (S19)
_ / / JFLDLT eJT(T+k) e T dr dke
o J-k
Next, we simplify I1 by changing the order of integration,
1= / / SFLDLT T T qpdr
o Jo
(oo} oo T .
- / / FJFLDLT & TR 7T qr dk (S20)
o Jo

:/ e‘]kLDLT/ e~ 3T (TR g g,
0 0



Upon shifting the bounds of the inner integral by k, we get,

II:/ e””“LDLT/ e~ W=k 3T g qp
0 k

:/ ekaeJkLDLT/ e—LwTeJTTdek
0 k

— / ew.)ke.]k LD LT (/ e—LwT eJTT dr — / E—LLUT eJTT dT) dk
0 0 0

:/ ebwkeJkLDLT/ e—Lw‘reJTTdek_/ enwke.]k LDLT/ e—LwTeJT‘rdek
0 IIIO 0 IV0

We now introduce a general property of the Laplace transform of matrix exponentials (also known as the resolvent of a
matrix) which we will use in the derivation.

/ e e dr = (sT-J)7! (S22)
0

Here s can be any complex number. We calculate this integral for 2 different imaginary values, which we will then use directly.
First, we make the substitution s — iw, this gives us,

/Oo e T e dr = (iwl—J)7! (S23)
0
Next, we make the substitution s — —iw, this gives us,

/oo e“Te™dr = —(iwl +J)7" (S24)

0
Using Eq. S23 and Eq. S24 to simplify 111, we get,
117 = /OO R LDLT /OO e 7?7 dr dk
0 0

= / PP LDLT dk (iwI—-J37) 7!
0

o (S25)
= / k" AkLDLT (iwI—J37)7!
0
= —(iwl+J) 'LDL" (iwI—J")7"
= (iwl+J) '"LDL' (—iwI+J)" "
Now, we simplify the integral IV, we first make the variable change 7 = —a,
oo k X T
IV = _/ e“kIFLDLT / e et Tdrdk
0 0
o 0 T
= —/ k" LDLT / e *dadk (S26)
0 —k
[eS) 0 . T
=- / / FLDLT R e qadk
0o J-k
Next, we make the following variable transformation in the inner integral, o + k = —m, this gives,
oo 0
v =— / / SFLDLT e ™ e MR qin dk (S27)
o J-k
Finally, we change the variable of integration 7 = m in the inner integral,
0o 0 . T
IV = —/ / F*LDL e “me¢? TR qrdk
0 Ik (S28)

[e] 0

- / / SFLDLT & ) T g g

o J-k
The final solution is I + 111+ 1V,

oo 0 T .
S(w) :/ / FP*LDL ! TR e gr gk
o J-k

+ (iwIl+J) ' LDL (—iwI+J)" "

oo 0 .
— / / TFLDLT & R it 4 g,
0 —k



The first and last integrals cancel each other and we are left with the final solution,
Sw)=(iwl+J) 'LDL" (—iwI+J)" " (S29)

We also show that the solution is Hermitian. To do this, take the conjugate transpose of the above expression on both sides,
denoted by *. Using the properties of conjugate transpose and the fact that I,J, L, D contain purely real elements, we simplify
the expression below to find that the conjugate transpose of the matrix is equal to the matrix itself,

S (w) = [LWI—FJ) LDLT(—LwHJ)‘Tr

(

(—iwI+3)" )" (LDL")* ((iwl+J)" )"
(—iwI+J)")~ (LDLT) ((iwI+J)")~ "
(—iwD)* +J%)" T (LT)" D" L* ((iwD)* +J") "
(iwI* + 39" T (L) DL (—iwI* +J%)7!
(wI+I) " T@WH'DLT (—iwI+J")7!
(iwI+J) '"LDLT (—iwI+J)" "
S(w)

(
(
( (S30)

Additionally, if the inverse of the input covariance matrix C = LDL' exists, i.e., it is positive definite (C > 0), we can write
the solution as,

(iwI+3)7'C(—iwl+J)" "
(iwl+3) ' C(—iwIl+JI 7)™

S(w)

(S31)

(—iwl+37)C™ " (iwl + J)] B

—1

[J C I+ C ! i@ C - C’lJ)]

where the matrix [JTCAJ +w?C 4 iw@dTC - CflJ)] is Hermitian and positive definite which allows us to use algorithms
optimized for the inversion of Hermitian positive definite matrices such as the Cholesky decomposition.

To show that the matrix [JTC™'J + w?*C™" +iw(JTC~' — C'J)] is positive definite, we have to show that the matrix is
Hermitian and prove the following,

x* [JTC’lJ rwCc riw@ e - C’l.])] x>0; ¥VxeC"\{o} (S32)

The fact that the matrix is Hermitian is easily seen from Eq. S30. To prove the second part, consider any non-zero complex
vector x € C™\{0}. Since, C is positive definite, C™! is also positive definite, therefore, x*C™'x > 0. Since, (iwI + J) is
invertible for any w € R, we can write a transformation y = (iwI+J)x. The complex vector y must satisfy y*C™ly > 0. Upon
substitution, we get,
y'Cly >0
[(iwI + J)x]* C_l(iwI +J)x>0

x" [(iwI+J)"C H(iwI 4 J) )] x>0 (S33)
x" [(fLwIJrJT) LwI+J]x>0

[J ClI+wC ! +iw@TCT - x>0

Therefore, [JTC™'J 4+ w?’C™" 4+ iw(J"C™' — C'J)] is positive definite.



Now, we proceed with the determination of rational functions for the auto-spectrum (diagonal elements) and the cross-
spectrum (off-diagonal elements) using the general matrix solution, as described by Eq. S29. In this section, we present two
distinct approaches to obtaining the rational function solution for S(w). The first approach utilizes a recursive algorithm that
calculates the coefficient matrices for the numerator and denominator polynomial coefficients. By employing this method, we
can obtain the coefficients for both the auto and cross-spectrum of all variables simultaneously. The second approach involves
an element-wise solution, which expresses the auto and cross-spectrum in terms of elementary trace operations applied to the
submatrices of J.

2 Recursive algorithm solution

First, we describe the recursive algorithm to calculate the rational function solution for 8(w). To make our solution compact,
we replace the noise covariance matrix LD L' with C = 0 € R™*™. Now, we write the inverse of complex matrices in terms of
the corresponding determinants, det(X), and adjugate matrices, adj(X),

S(w) = (iwl+J) ' C(—iwl+J)" "

_adj(J + iwI) Cadj" (J — iwl)
T det(J + iwl) det(J — iw) (S34)
Z(w)
Qw)
Here, Z(w) is a complex polynomial matrix representing the numerator of the solution, and Q(w) is an even-powered polynomial
of degree 2n representing the denominator of the solution. When we express the adjugate of the matrices in terms of the
corresponding cofactor matrices, it is evident that Z(w) contains complex polynomials of degree 2n — 2 with even powers of w
being real and odd powers of w being imaginary. For the denominator, we have,

Qw) = |J + iwI||J — iw]| (S35)

If \; are the eigenvalues of the matrix J, using Eq. A.1, we have,

|J +iw| = ﬁ(/\j + iw) (S36)

j=1

Therefore,

s

Qw) = | | (N +iw)(Nj — iw)
! (S37)
=[] +w?)
j=1
Therefore, we can write the equation as follows,
. /
S(w) = P(w) + iwP’(w)
Qw)

(S38)

Po+Piw’+ ..+ P17 +iw (Py + Piw? + .+ P, _ow™?)
o + qrw? + ... + grw?

Theorem 2.1. The noise power spectral density matrixz of an LTI system is a complex-valued rational function of the form

S(w) = (iwl+J) ' C(—iwl+I)" "
n—1 n—2
2a . /! 2«
D;:OPaw + iw aE:oPaw (S39)

n
Z qaw2a
a=0

The numerator’s matrixz coefficients are given by the recursive equations,

P, ,=JP,—P.J" —JP.J"

(S40)
chfl - (IozC + P;_lJT - JP;_l — JPaJT
for a € {1,...,n}, starting from o = n with P, = P}, = 0. The scalar coefficients of the denominator can be recursively
calculated using,
1
o = [T&« (JQ,_1) +Tr (JQaJT)] (S41)
n—a



if a <n, and g, = 1. The coefficients Ql,_1 and Q. are given in turn by the recursive equations,
Qo1 =JQa — Qud " —JQLIT
Qo1 =l + Q4 1d" —JQu; —JQuJT

for a € {0,1,...,n}, starting from o = n with Q, = Q,, =0 and Q_1 = Q_; = 0.

(S42)

Proof. First, we establish a recursive solution for the coefficient matrices of the numerator. Subsequently, we derive the second
part of the theorem, presenting a set of recursive equations to calculate the coefficients of the polynomial in the denominator.

2.1 Coeflicient matrices of the numerator
Consider Eq. S39,

n— 5 n—2 5
S Paw +iw Y PLhw®®
a=0

(iwI+3)'C(—iwl+J) " == (S43)

n
Z qaw2a
a=0
Upon rearrangement and left multiplying both sides with (J 4 iwI) and right multiplying with (J — iwI)T, we get,

(g0 + qw” + ... + gow®™)C =(J + iwl) (Po + P’ + o+ P2

it (Ph+ Plut 4+ p;_zuﬁﬂ)) (3 —iwr)T
=JPyJ +IPJ W+ . 4+ IP, I W
- (P@Jﬂﬁ +PI W P;,2J7w2"*2)
+ (JPow® + JP W + ... + JP, w7 ?) (S44)
+ (Pow® + Prw® + ... + Pr_1w™)
+i (JPE)JTw LIPS 4+ JP;,QJT&"*3)
Ti (POJTw Y P W Pn,lJTuﬁ"*l)
— i (JPow + IP10° + ... + IP, 10”7 Y)
+i (Pow® + Piw® + ... + P _ow™ 1)
To arrive at the recursive formula for P, and P.,, we compare the like powers of w on both sides of the equation, starting from
the largest power of w.
Pno-1=¢.C
P, ,=JP, - P, J"
Pho=qgn1C+P, I —JP,_,—JP,_1J"
P, .=JP, o—P, 23" —JP, ,J"
o (S45)
P,=JP,—P,J —JP,J"
Po=qC+PyJ —JP, —JP.J"
0=JPy—PoJ" —JP,J"
0=¢oC—JP,J"

We also verify from these expressions that P/, matrices are anti-symmetric whereas, P, matrices are symmetric. Here the last
two equations are redundant and can be used to check for the accuracy of the numerical computation. In general for even powers
of w, the coefficients of w?® for 0 < o < m are given by,

Po1 =quC+P,_J" —JP,_, —JP.J" (S46)

Note that P, = 0 and P_; = 0, therefore the above equation is valid for « € {0,n}. Similarly, in general for odd powers of w,
the coefficients of w?**! for 0 < a < n — 1 are given by,

P, ,=JP,—-P,J —JP.J" (S47)

Note that P;,_; = 0 and P’_; = 0, therefore the above equation is still valid for a € {0,n}.



2.2 Coefficients of the denominator

Now, onto the second part of the theorem to recursively calculate go. Note that g» = 1 can be easily deduced from Eq. S37.
Consider the Laplace transform, £{f(t)}(s), of the derivative of the exponential of the matrix e**?. For notational convenience,
we replace the complex frequency, s, in the Laplace transform with w and denote £{f(t)}(w) as L{f(t)}.

c {%e“*’} -y {zJe“J} — (I (Wl — i) (548)
Note that we have used the property of the resolvent of a matrix (Eq. A.5). Similarly, we have,
c {%eﬂ'“} =C {fzJe*L”} = i J(wl+ )" (S49)
Now using the property of the Laplace transform of a derivative of a function, the LHS of the equations above becomes,
Wl {e“”} B QS 0% S (S50)
and,
Wl {e*"”} —I=—iJ(wl+ )" (S51)

Now consider the following matrix product,

(w£ {e“J} - 1) c (w£ {e*i“} - I) ' (S52)

Using Eq. S50 & S51, we can also write this product as,
(wﬁ {e“J} - I) C (wl: {eﬂ“} - I) Do ({33 C (i i) )" (S53)

We first consider and simplify the RHS of the equation.

RHS = (id(wI — iJ) 1) C (—iJ(wI+i3)~) "

(S54)
—-J [(iwI +3)7 O (—iwl + J)’T} 37
Identifying the matrix product in the rectangular brackets from Eq. S39, we can write the RHS as,
1 n—1 n—2
RHS = ———J | > Pow™ +iw ) Pow™| J7 (S55)
Q(UJ) a=0 a=0
Now we simplify the LHS by first expanding the product and then using the properties of the Laplace transform,
) ) T
s = (we {e'} 1) ¢ (wefe @} - 1)
. PN ) NT
=L {a”} cr {eﬂ”} —wl {a”} C-wCC {eﬂ”} +C
| o (550)
=P (Wl— i) ' CwI+id) T —wl {eLtJ} C-wCCL {eﬂ”} +C
. LNT
= [(zwl +3)71C (—iwl + J)’T] —wl {e“”} C-wCCL {eﬂ”} +C
Identifying the matrix product in the rectangular brackets from Eq. S39, we can write the LHS as,
wg n—1 n—2 - o T
LHS = Pow +i PLw* | —wlie™tC—wCLie™ C S57
o) L;) w -I—LUJ;) QW w {e } w {e } + (S57)

Therefore, using Eq. S55 & S57, we arrive at the following equality,

n—1 n—2 n—1 n—2
1
mJ Y P t+iw ) PLw* > Pow™ tiw ) PLw®
w
a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0

Since, C is a covariance matrix, it is positive semi-definite. As we know that the coefficients of the denominator depend only on
the matrix J and not on the covariance matrix C, as seen in Eq. S37, the recursive solution of ¢ is valid for any semi-positive
definite matrix C. We first derive the recursive solution for ¢ by making the assumption that C > 0, and therefore C™! exists.
Multiplying both sides by C~! in Eq. S58, and taking the trace, we get,

) (S59)

Wl {eit‘]} C-wCL {e*“J}T +C (S58)

T_ W
T = oW

CilJ n—1 n—2 u)2071 n—1 n—2
Tr Pow® +iw P;w%‘ J ) =Tr | 22— Pow® +iw P;w%‘
(5 5 p» W |2 2

—wTr (C’lﬁ {e“‘]} C+cL {e*“J}T) + T (T)




Using the properties of trace, Tr(AT) = Tr(A) and Tr(C™*AC) = Tr(A), we can simplify the equation above to,
n—1 n—2 n—1 n—2
Tr <01J D> Paw +i ) Prwttt JT> =Tr <01 > Paw iy P;w2“+3]>
a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0

— wQ(w) Tr (ﬁ {ei”} +L {eiit‘]}) + Q(w)n
Using Theorem 2.2, we find,

n—1 n—2
Tr <C_1J Z Pow’* +i Z P;oﬁ““] JT> = Tr ((3‘1
a=0 a=0

Finally, expanding the polynomial corresponding to the denominator, we get,

(S60)

n—1 n—2
Z P, 4 Z P;w2a+3:|> —wQ' (W) + Q(w)n (S61)
a=0 a=0

n—1 n—2 n—1 n—2 n
Tr <01J > Paw® iy P;oﬁa“] JT> =Tr <01 D> Paw® 4y PLwtt? > + ) (n—20)gaw®™  (S62)
a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0
Now, we compare the coefficients of different powers of w. First, for odd powers of w, we consider the coefficient of w?**! for
0 < a<n—1. We get the following equations,
Tr (C'PLy) = Tr (CTIPLIT) (S63)

Note that P;,_; = 0 and P’_; = 0, therefore the above equation is still valid for « € {0,n — 1}. Consider the LHS of the
equation above,

LHS = Tr (C™'P,_,)

(C
’H( lPa ) )
Tr( 1)T> (864)

Therefore, LHS = 0. Note that, we have used the following facts: P/,_; is antisymmetric, and C~! is symmetric. Similarly,
we can prove that RHS = 0. The odd powers of w in Eq. S62 don’t give us an insight into the coefficients of the denominator.
Therefore, we compare coefficients of even powers of w. Upon comparing the coefficients of w?* for 0 < o < n, we get the
following equation,

0="Tr (C*Past) + (n— 20)g0 — Tr (CT'IPLIT) (S65)

From Eq. S46, we know that P,_1 depends on g, therefore, solving Eq. S65 directly for g, does not lead to a recursive solution.
Thus, we substitute the expression for Po—1 from Eq. S46 to get,

0="Tr (0—1 (qaC +P, 3 —JP, - JPQJT)) +(n—2a)ga — Tr (C_lJPQJT)

(S66)
0 = nga + Tr (c P, ) Tr (CYIPL_,) + (n — 2a)ga — 2Tr (C*lJPQJT)
Solving the equation for g,
i -1 71p/ _ —1p/ T
o = 1 Tr (CT'IPL_;) —Tr (CT'P,_1J )+Tr (CflJPaJT>
n—ao 2
[Tr (C'JP,_) - Tr (J(PL_)' (Cc )T
_ ! ( ) ( 0 (€7 +Tr (C_lJPaJT)
n—oa I 2 (S67)
B -1 ’ _ -1 ’
_ 1 [m(cTP, ) -Tx(-C JPQ,1)+Tr(C_1JPaJT)
n—ao 2

= L[ (CaPL_) + T (0P )]

n—o

Since the solution relies on the inverse of the noise covariance matrix C, it might lead to the accumulation of errors in the
recursive solution, especially when the dimensionality of the system is large. We also made the assumption that C was positive



definite to be able to calculate the inverse, but that might not be the case for any general stochastic system. Since the solution
is valid for any positive semi-definite matrix C, to circumvent the problems above, we choose C = I, such that we have,

1

n—uoa

Go = [T (3QL 1) + T (3QuIT)] (S68)

for 0 < a < n and Q_; = 0. Here, the matrices Q. _; and Q. can be interpreted as the coefficient matrices of the numerator
of the twin problem given by,

S(w) = (iwl+J) " (—iwl+J)" T
| Q) +iwQ ()
Qw) (S69)
Qo+ Q4+ ... + Q1w 4w (Q’O +Qiw?+ ...+ Q;_2w2n74)
a o + qw? + ... + grw3n

Therefore, using Eq. S46 & S47, we can compute the coefficient matrices QL _; and Q. recursively,

Q. 1=JQ.—-Q.J" -JQ.LIT
Qo-1=¢I+Q, I —JQL, —JQ.I"

by initiating the recursion at a = n and iteratively working backwards until o = 1. O

(S70)

Theorem 2.2. Let Tr(J) denote the trace of the matriz J, L{f(t)} denote the Laplace transform of f(t) with the complex
variable w and Q'(w) be the derivative of the denominator Q(w) with respect to w, then we have,

Tr (£ {eit‘] + e_LtJ}) = g(((:J)) (S71)

Proof. Consider LHS,

fr(geag )

r=0 r=0

S (Y >+iﬂ< 7))

If \; are the eigenvalues of J, using Lemma 2.3 we can write the equation above as,

O

r=0 j=1 r=0 j=1

j=1 j

. n: (S73)

1 1

7;W—LAJ~ +;w+0\
o w2 + A2
Finally using Lemma 2.4, we have,
!/
T (£ Lt 1 eI = Q'(w)

( { }) Q(w) (S74)

= RHS
O

Lemma 2.3. For € C, k€ W and A € R™™"™ with eigenvalues \;

Tr ((BA)k) = Zn: (BM:)"* (S75)

i=1



Proof. Let A be a square matrix of size n X n with eigenvalues A1, Az, ...

,An. The eigenvalues of SA are A1, BA2, ...

75)‘71

Therefore, the eigenvalues of (BA)* are, (A1), (BX2)¥, ..., (BA.)". Finally, we use the fact that the trace of a given matrix is

the sum of its eigenvalues, therefore we have,

Lemma 2.4. If Q(w) = H?Zl()\? +w?), then

Proof. Consider log Q(w),

T ((88)") = 30 (900"

i=1

—~ 2w Q' (w)
Zoﬂ +A3 0 Q)

Jj=1

log Q(w) = log ﬁ()\f +w?)

Taking the derivative w.r.t. w on both sides to get,

Jj=1
= Zlog(AJ + w?)
Jj=1
Q) _§y~_ 2w
Q)  Hw+X]

10

(S76)

O

(S77)

(S78)

(S79)
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Figure S1: Time complexity of the recursive algorithm. The time complexity of finding the coefficient matrices
of the numerator and the coefficients of the polynomials in the denominator using, Left: Fixed precision computations
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3 Element-wise solution

In this section, we describe an element-wise solution for the rational functions of the auto- and cross-spectrum for a general
N-dimensional system. We first assume that the matrix L is square, i.e., L € R™*™ and therefore, D € R™*". The result
can easily be extended to a rectangular L € R™*™ matrix by defining the positive semidefinite matrix C = LD L' and then
computing a new set of L and D matrices by LDL decomposition, such that L, D € R™*".

We start by rewriting the matrix inverse in Eq. S34 in terms of the corresponding adjoints and determinants of the matrices
denoted by adj(.) and [.|, respectively. From Eq. S5, we know that the diffusion matrix D can be written as,

D=SS" (S80)
Substituting in Eq. S34,

_adj(J+ iwI) LSST LT adj’ (J — iwl)

S(w) = 13+ il [T — o]
_ adjJ +wh LS (adj(J + iwI)LS)" (S81)
|J + iwl||J — iw]|
_ Z(w)
QW)

Where Z(w) is a matrix containing the polynomial expansion for the numerators of both auto and cross spectrums, in terms of
w; and Q(w) is the polynomial expansion of the denominator.

3.1 Denominator and Newton’s identities

We derive the coefficients of the polynomial expansion of the denominator, Q(w). First, we will introduce elementary symmetric
polynomials, a common tool used throughout this text, which shows how we can express various terms in the numerator and
denominator as polynomials of w. To demonstrate the analysis, which uses elementary symmetric polynomials, we show how we
can expand the denominator into a polynomial in w, and find its coefficients. First, we show a brute force method of calculating
the said coefficients and then demonstrate that we get the same expressions using elementary symmetric polynomials, and finally
use the function definitions from Sec. 5 to write a compact expression for the polynomial. We know from Eq. S81 that the
denominator Q(w) can be written as the product of the determinants,

QW) = |J + iwI||J — iw]| (S82)

where J € R"*™. If \; are the eigenvalues of the matrix J, using Eq. A.1, we have,

1+ iw] = [\ i) (S83)
i=1
Therefore we can express the denominator as an even-powered polynomial,

n

Qw) = [T +iw)(ni — iw)

i=1

= H()\2 +w?
i=1

=g+ qw’ + w' + -+ guw

(S84)
2n
We also note that the property above is true even if A is complex. We show this by dividing the product into two parts: first

when the eigenvalues are purely real (cardinality of n — 2m) and second when they are complex (m pairs of conjugate complex
pairs). Since the matrix J is real, its complex eigenvalues occur as complex conjugate pairs. Therefore, we can write,

Qw) = i‘[ (i + iw)(\i — iw) H N+ iw)(Nj — iw) O + iw) (X — iw) (S85)

On further simplification, we can write the equation as,

n—2m

A+ ) JTOZ +w?) X+ w?)
1 j=1

Qw)

1=

(S86)

3

=]+

1=

-
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Now we demonstrate how we can calculate the coefficients of the polynomials using brute force for a 4-dimensional system. The
expansion of Eq. S86 can be written as,

QW) = qo + 1w’ + gaw” + gsw® + ¢*w® (S87)

We find the different coefficients ¢x using the properties of matrices, specifically we use the properties from Eq. A.1 and Eq. A.2
to find,

g0 = AIAAAT = [ [ A = det?(J) (S88)
i=1
@1 = ATAIAS + ATAIAT + ATAIAT + ASAIAT
(Ciy A+ 2500 AT =350 AT, A

= 5 (S89)

_(Tr(3%))? +2Tr(J°) — 3Tr(J*) Tr(J?)

B 6
n 2\2 _ 4 2\\2 _ 4
@ = N3 A + XN+ ABAZ 4 2 4 232 = (= A 5 Zim X _ (B0 5 o) (590)
g3 =M+ M+ A+ =) A =Tr(I?) (S91)
i=1

qa=1 (592)

Therefore for a 4-D system, we can write the denominator as,

Q) = det?(3) + Tr(J%)% +2 Tr(Jﬁ)6 —3Tr(J) Tr(J?) » N Tr(J2)22— Te(J%) s T 4 o (593)

Alternatively, we can find the general solution for any dimensional system using Newton’s identities and thereby write the
coefficients of different powers of w in the denominator. To use this method, we first need to introduce Newton’s identities. We
give a brief primer on Newton’s identities and show how we can express the various orders of elementary symmetric polynomials
in terms of Bell polynomials, then continue with our analysis. Let 1,22, ..., z, be the variables, we define r* (z1,x2, ..., Tn) to
be the k' power sum (for k > 1),

(@1, @2, . xn) = Z:;l zk (S94)

and the elementary symmetric polynomial e’ (x1, 2, ..., ) (for I > 0),

60(1}1,1'2, iy @) =1

1
e (z1,22,..c,Tn) =1+ T2+ ... +Tp

2
e (z1,22,...,Tn) = g o mx
1<i<j<n

(S95)
k _ .
e (x1,T2,...; Tn) = Zl<i<j<4..<t<n Tilj...Tt
k vars
e"(x1,T2, ..., Tn) = T1T2...Tn
that obey the so-called Newton'’s identities, expressed concisely as,
keF(z1, 20, ..., 20) = Z(fl)“lekﬂ(xhxg, ey )T (21, T2, oy T) (S96)

=1

We note that we can write the coefficients of the polynomial in w, gx, in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials of

various orders, e* (A1, A3, ..., A2),
n n

Q) =[] +w?) =D ' (A\ A3, .., A (S97)

i=1 i=0
Noting that ¢®(A},)3,...,A2) = g4 = 1 by definition, and e'(A\3,A3,...,A2) = ¢3 = > A? = Tr(J?) and that 7 can be written
as follows,

P AL AS, s AR) = ) AT = Tr(3%F) (S98)
j=1
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we can find e* (A3, A3, ..., \2) recursively for any dimension using Eq. S96.

62()‘?7)\37 7>\37,) =q2

elpl — 02

2
_ Tr(J*) Tr(J?) — Tr(J?)
2
Tr(J%)? — Tr (J%)
2

LA, LA =q
e2rl — elp2 —|—eo7"3
= 3 (S99)
(Tr(J%)? — Tr(J*)) Tr(J?)/2 — Tr(I?) Tr(IJ*) + Tr(I%)
3
~ Tr(3%)? +2Tr(I°%) — 3 Tr(J*) Tr(3?)
B 6

64(A§7)\§7 7)\3) = qo

n

:H)\f

i=1
= det?(J)
We thus confirm that we find the same expressions for the coefficients (Eq. S88-S92) using the brute force method and using

Newton’s identities.
We can also express the elementary symmetric polynomial, ¥, in terms of Bell polynomial as follows,

ki(_l)kB_1_|2 (e — 1)IpF
e =0 (—r, —1r7, o, —(k—1)Ir") (S100)

where B is the complete exponential Bell polynomial and can be calculated using the determinant of the upper Hessenberg
matrix, B, with determinant evaluation in O(n?) [1]. In general, for a Bell polynomial defined on the set of inputs (z1, z, ..., 2x),
we have,

B(z1, 22, ..., x1) = det(B* (21, za, ..., 7x)) (S101)
where the matrix B*(z1, 29, ..., zx) is,
1 z2 T3 Tr—1 T
o! i 2 F—2)! B—1)!
-1 ES 2 Trk—2 Trk—1
S TI (k—3)! (k—2)!
z Tp—3 Tp—3
B* (1,22, ..., %) = 0 -2 % (k—4)! &—3) | . (S102)
0 0 0o ... —(k-1) &
Now, for the input r* = (—r!, —=1172,..., —(k — 1)!r*) to the Bell polynomial, we have the simplified B*(r*) matrix,
—rt 2 —pk=t —rk
-1 -t = —rk=2 —rk—1
1 k—3 k—2
Bk(l‘k) — 0 -2 -r . —-r -r (8103)
0 0 0 (k=1 =t
such that,
B(r") = det(B*(r")) (S104)
Recall from Eq. S98 that 7F(\1, Az, ..., An) = Tr(X"). Therefore, we define,
r*(X) = (= Tr(X), 1! Tr(X?), =21 Tr(XP), ..., —(k — 1)! Tr(X*)) (S105)
and,
¢t = CU" gk xy) (S106)
TR
where,
—Tr(X) —Tr(X?) —Tr(X®) ... —Tr(X* 1Y) —TrX*)
-1 —Tr(X) —Tr(X?) ... —Tr(XF?%) —TrXF1)
k-3 k—2
0 0 0 —(k—-1) —Tr(X)
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We can then express ¢a, the coefficient of w?® in the expansion of Eq. S87, as

(-1

- B(r"—*(J? S108
o = L BT E) (108)
This equation forms the basis of our “canonical functions” definitions in Section 5. Thus, we express the expansion of the

polynomial in the denominator as,
n

Qw) = qo + 1w’ + g’ + -+ + g

(S109)
=d(w;J)
and g, can be defined in terms of the canonical function d*(J) as,
ga = d*(J). (S110)

3.2 Numerator

Now, we move on to finding the rational function solution for the numerator. This corresponds to finding the polynomial
expansion (in w) of the diagonal (off-diagonal) elements of the numerator for auto(cross)-spectrum Z(w), of S(w). Following
Eq. S81, we have,

Z(w) =adj(J + iwI) LS (adj(J + iwI) LS)*

S111
=P(w) + iwP’(w) ( )
If a;; are the (4, j) elements of the matrix J, the matrix J + (wI is given by,
a1 +iw ... Qin
J+ iwl = : : (S112)
an1 ceo Qpp tiw

Put simply, the numerator is obtained by multiplying the matrix adj(J + iwI) L S with its conjugate transpose. Note that from
Eq. S111, we have that the elements of Z(w) take the form

Z"(w) = PY(w) + iwP"7 (w)

n-l o n-2 S113
= prjwm + iw prj/wzo‘ ( )
a=0 a=0
We can write the matrix adj(J 4+ iwI) LS in terms of the corresponding cofactor matrix as,

M11 (—1)1+nM1n T 0'1l11 O'2l12 O'nlln

— Mo . (—1)2T" Ma, o1lar  o2laa ... onlon
adj(J + iwI) LS = . . . : . : (5114)

(=)' My ... (=DM, Oilni O2lnz ... Onlan

Here the minor M;; is the determinant of the submatrix M;; € C*~'*"~1 formed by excluding the i*" row and j** column

of the matrix J + iwl. Now, the (a,b) element of the resulting matrix product can be written as .7 (—1)**°Moq(ovlob).
Similarly, the (z,y) element of the matrix adj(J 4+ iwI) L'S can be written as Zzzl(—l)“pﬁpy(amlm). To extract the (i, )
element of Z(w), we expand the expression above to find,

7 (w) = an <Zn:(—1)’*“Moiamzom) (zn:(—l)”"mjamlpm>

m:l o:ln . p=1 (8115)
=D o Y > ()Tl Mo My,
m=1 o=1p=1

In the following sections, we consider Z% (w) in 2 distinct settings: i = j and ¢ # j to find the real and complex rational functions
for auto-spectrum and cross-spectrum, respectively.
3.2.1 Auto-spectrum

We first find the analytical expressions for the numerator of the auto-spectrum, that correspond to the diagonal elements of
Z(w). To facilitate our calculations, we split the expression into 4 parts,

n n n n j—1
ZMw)=> om <z?mMnMi Y MM i +2 ) (=1 Ll Re[Mi M ji] +2 Z(—1)j+’€zjmzkae[Mjimi]) (S116)

m=1 j=1 j=1 j=1k=1

J#i G jAi ki
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Note that the expression above is purely real, therefore, Z(w) = P(w) and, Z*(w) = P*(w). The minor matrices, M;;, contain
some entries with iw added to them. Since exchanging the rows and columns of a matrix only changes the sign of the determinant,
we systematically define the transformations on the M;; such that the entries with iw appear on the diagonals only. But before
defining the transformation, we define the matrices N;; € R*™**"~! (with associated minors N;; € R), which are formed simply
by removing the terms iw from the corresponding M;; matrix. Then, by applying a transformation, summarized as an algorithm
in Fig. 2 of the main text, to N;;, we get the matrices O;; € R™™'*"~! in terms of which the solution is defined. Therefore,
the O;; matrices can be calculated directly from the Jacobian matrix J. We show how to construct the matrices for 2, 3, and
4D systems in Fig. 2 of the main text.

Note that for ¢ = j, the transformation is an identity and all the elements of M;; containing w appear on the diagonal of
the matrix. Therefore, we can write M;; = |Oy; + iwI|. When ¢ # j, the exchange of rows and columns in this transformation
yields the following relation between the determinants,

0ij = (—1) Ny (S117)

where v = |i — j| — 0;; are the number of row/column exchanges performed in the transformation, and d;; is the Kronecker delta.
Additionally, we introduce the standard unit matrix Eg = eges | associated with the matrix O;, where eg € {0,1}"**! is the
standard unit vector equal to 1 only at index 8 and 0 everywhere else. The parameter S (for i # j) is found to be 8 = min(s, j)
, which allows us to express the minors as

M;; = (=D)I"7917%310,; + iwl — iwEg| (S118)
The purpose of this decomposition is that it allows us to write
|04j + iwl — iwEs| = |0y + iwl| — iwes ' adj(O; + iwl)es (S119)

Since the non-zero element of eg lies at the index 8, we can simplify the determinant above by defining a submatrix (Of; €
R™™2X"=2) of Q;; formed by removing the row and column at the index 8. The equation then simplifies to,

|0ij + iwl — iwEg| = |05 + iwl| — iw|Oj; + iwl| (S120)

This property forms the basis for constructing the canonical functions defined in Section 5. Upon replacing the matrices in
Eq. S116 with matrices O;;, we get,

Plw) =) om <z$m|0“ +iwI][Osi + I+ 2 (=) limlimRe[|0s; + iwI|(—1)" 710 + iwl — iwEmingi )]

m=1 j=1

i
9 i1 . . i—il—1 B )
—"-lejm(—l)‘l il ‘Oji+LwI—LwEmin(i7j)‘(—1)‘l il |Oji+LwI—LwEmin(i,J-)‘ (8121)
i

n j—1 ] o )
+2 ZZ(*l)]+kljmlkae [(71)|J72\71|0J_i +iwl — L.WEmin(i,j)|(71)|k71‘71|0ki + iwl — LWEmin<i,k)|]>

=1 k=

121 b

On simplifying this equation, we get,

Plw) =Y on (l?m|0n' + w04 + iw][ = 2 limljmRe[|Os + iwI|[0i + iwl — iwBmin(i. ;)]

m=1 Jj=1
J#i
n
+ Z ljm|0j7; + iwl — LWEmin(i,j)HOji + iwl — LWEmin(i,j)| (8122)
j=1
=
n j—1
ey

Using the definitions of the functions above, we can write Eq. S122 as,

n n j—1
P”((A}) = Z U»,zn (lfmd(w, Ou) + Z Z l]mlkmtl (w, Oj'ia Oki7 emin(i,j)a emin(i,k))

m=1 j=1k=1

i kA (S123)
n n
+ ) L f(w; Oy, emingigy) — Y limljms1(w; O, Oy, emin(i,j)))
j=1 j=1
i i
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Eq. S123 defines the closed form polynomial expansion of P;;(w) in terms of w. We can use the corresponding functions to find
the coefficient of w?®. In general, we can write the auto-spectrum for the i*" variable as the following polynomial expansion,

Pi(w)  pi+piw?® + piw® + .+ phw L+ pi w2

s" = S124
@)= Q(w) qgo + rw? + qaw* + ... + qaw?® + ... + gnw?" ( )

Such that, ) )
P (w) = py +prw’ +pyw’ + .+ paw®® + .+ pr W (S125)

Where p, and g, are coefficients of different even powers of w in the numerator and the denominator, respectively. In general
for the i*" variable, using the Eq. S123, we can write po as,

n

ph = Z o (l?mda(oii) + Z L f*(0ji, €min(i,j)) — Z LimljmsT (Oii, Ojis €ming,5))
=1

m=1 = j=1
J#i J#i
n j—1 (8126)
+ Z Z Limlkmt? (Oji, Oki, €min(i,5) emin(i,k)))
j=1k=1
i ki

Special case of independent noise: Now, since the denominator for the auto-spectrum is the same for all the variables
and only depends on the Jacobian of the system, we focus on the numerator in the following analysis. We consider special cases
of noise correlations and show how the expression for the coefficients of w in the numerator simplifies. The dynamical system
with uncorrelated noise can be analytically realized by constraining the matrix L to be diagonal such that l;; = 0 when i # j.
Using this fact Eq. S126 simplifies to,

2 a 242 oY
pa =07 15d%(0u) + ZUJ 155 I (Ojis €mingi j3) (S127)
iz
i

3.2.2 Cross-spectrum

We proceed similarly to calculate the polynomial expansion of the cross-power spectral density (cross-spectrum), i.e., the off-
diagonal elements of Z(w). Now when ¢ # j Eq.S115 can be split into four parts as,

n

ZV (w) = Z T ((_1)2(i+j>limlijiiij + Z(_l)iJerriJrklimlkmMiiMkj

m=1 2;1
J . (S128)
7, j+k+j Vi itj+k M,
+ Z I o My Mg 4y (=1)7F *qlkmlququj)
k=1q=1
k;éz k#i g#j

Since the solution is complex, Z%(w) = P¥(w) + iwP¥’ (w). After replacing the minors with the determinants of the matrices
Oij7 we ﬁl’ld,

79 (w Zam( imlim|Osi + iwI[[O; + iw| + Z D L lim |04 + iwI| (= 1)* 7170 + iwl — iwEmin k)|
m "7
+ Z H—klkm m(— 1)\k—i|—1 |Oki + iwl — (wEmin(k,4) |W (S129)
k;&z
n
+3 Z(_1)i+f+k+qzmzqm(_1)"“—“—1|o,m- + il — iwB ik, | (=177 O + il — iwEmin(q.) |)
g

Upon further simplification, we get,

Z9(w) =Y om (zimzjm|o,-z- +iwI|[Og5 + iwI[+ > > lkmlgm|Oki + i — iwBumin(,i)|[0g; + iwl — iwEmin(q.)]

m=1 k=1 q=1

k=1g=1
. #i q#j . (8130)
= limlim |0 + iwI[|Ok; + iwl — iwEmin(k. )] = > lembjm|Oki + iw] — iwEmin(k. [0 + zw1|>
k= k=
= Wi
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Since we know that the cross-spectrum is a complex expression, we calculate the real and imaginary parts separately. Using the
expansion in Eq. S38, we can write the complex rational function for the cross-spectrum as,

i P (w) + iwP" (w
i) = P+

(pf)j + YW 4 +pif.71w27“2) + L'w(pf)j' + o PP +p:‘f‘i2w2"74)
B 9 + qw? + wt + o F Gaw?® + .+ guw?”

(S131)

Where p¥ and p¥’ are coefficients of different even (real) and odd (imaginary) powers of w in the numerator, respectively.
Real part of the numerator: We first find the real part of Eq. S130. Using the function definitions from Section. 5, we
can write the real part of Eq. S130 as,

n

P (w) = Z Im (limljmh1(w; 0:,0j;5) — Zlimlkmsl(w; O.i, Okj, €min(k,j)) — Z lkmljms1(w; Ojj, Okiy €min(k,s))

m=1 2 I]z;l ﬁ;l
%
" ’ (S132)
+ Z Z lkmlqmtl (w7 Oki> Oqja €min(i,k)» emin(]’,q)))
k=1 q=1
k#i g

Eq. S132 represents a closed-form polynomial expansion (in terms of w) of the real part of the cross-spectrum between x; and
x;. Using Eq. S132, we can thus write p, as,

n 2 n n
ij Om @ @
pd = Z o (limljmhl (0ii,045) + Z Z lkimlgmt1 (Okis Ogj, €min(i,k) > €min(j.q))

m=1 2;1 q:l.
7 (S133)
n n
— Z LimlkmsT (Ois, Okj, €min(k,j)) — Z lemlims? (Ojj, Oki7emin(k,i)))
k=1 k=1
k2] ki

Imaginary part of the numerator: Next, we find the imaginary part of Eq. S130. Using the function definitions from
Section. 5, we can write the imaginary part of Eq. S130 as,

n

wPY(w) =" Im < = Limbjmha(w; 05, 055) + Y > lemlgmt2(w; Oki, Ogj, €min(ik) > €min(r.q))

m=1 2 k=1 q=1
rEa (S134)
— Zlimlkmsz(w; Oii, Okj, €min(k,j)) + Z lemljms2(w; Ojj, Ops, emin(k,i)))
k=1 k=1
i hzi

Eq. S134 represents a closed-form polynomial expansion (in terms of w) of the imaginary part of the cross-spectrum between z;
and x;. Using Eq. S134, we can thus write py’ as,

n

2 n n
.. O
plajl = Z 7 ( - li7nlj7nhg(0ii7 0]]) + Z Z lkmlantg(Okh Oqj7 emin(i,k)» emin(j,q))

m=1 l;;;:él q;l
L q#]
. . (S135)
— Z limlkms3 (Oii, Okj, €min(k,5)) + Z lemlims2 (Ojj, O, emin(k,i)))
k=1 k=1
kZj k2i

Special case of independent noise: Now, since the denominator for the cross-spectrum is the same for all the variables
and is equal to the auto-spectrum, we focus on the numerator in the following analysis. Along lines similar to the auto-spectrum,
we consider the special case of independent (across variables) Gaussian noise and show how the expression for the coefficients of
w in the numerator simplifies. The dynamical system with uncorrelated noise can be analytically realized by constraining the
matrix L to be diagonal such that l;; = 0, when ¢ # j. Using this fact Eq. S133 simplifies to,

n 2
pfj/ = Z %l'?nmtlll(omzy Omj, €min(i,m)s emin(j,m)) - %gl?zs(ll(ozu Oij: emin(i,j)) - %l?‘ys?(oj.h Ojia emin(j,i))- (8136)
e ()
Similarly, Eq. S135 simplifies to,
n 2 2 2
pgl = Z %lgnmtg(omia 0mj7emin(i,m)7 emin(j,m)) - %l?isg(om Ogj, emin(i,j)) + %l?ﬁg(ojj’ Ojs, emin(j,i))~ (3137)
m=1
m#(i,5)
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3.2.3 Coherence as a rational function

Coherence is a measure of the similarity of two signals as a function of frequency. Mathematically, coherence (x;;) between two
variables x; and z; is defined as the ratio of the squared magnitude of the cross-power spectral density and their individual power
spectral densities. Given the representation of the cross-spectrum and auto-spectrum in terms of numerator and denominator,
using Eq. S124 and S131, we can write coherence as a rational function,

n—1 2 n—2 2
3 3 ij 20 2 ijr, 20
. |Sij(w)|2 B |PY (W) + L'wpul(w)‘z B (agopaw ) +w (agopa w )
F@SI@ . PWPI) () (Sitien)
a=0 a=0

where the superscript of p represents that the coefficient comes from the numerator of the polynomial for cross-spectrum (ij)
or the auto-spectrum (i or j7).

(S138)
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Figure S2: Time complexity of the element-wise algorithm. The time complexity of finding the auto-spectrum
(left) of a given variable and cross-spectrum (right) between any two variables for a non-sparse SDE with additive

Gaussian white noise with random correlations using rational computations. The algorithms run with time complexity
of O(n®logn).
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4 Models in detail

In this section, we describe in more detail the various models that are considered for analysis in the main text.

4.1 Fitzhugh—Nagumo model

The SDEs describing the model can be written as,

3
dv = (v—v——w—l—I)—i—hl(v)m

ddt 3 (S139)
d—qf =e(v+ a— pw) + ha(w)n2

The analytical steady-state solution of the deterministic system (ve,we) can be found by setting the RHS of Eq. S139 equal to
0. Therefore, v, is the solution to the cubic equation,

U3+3(%71)v+3(%71):0 (S140)

and we = (ve + a)/B. The sign of the discriminant, A = (1/8 — 1)® + 2(a/B — I)?, of the cubic equation determines if the
system admits one or more fixed points. We pick the parameters such that A > 0, yielding a system with a global attractor.
Since the solution to v is from a depressed cubic, it can be analytically expressed in terms of A using Cardano’s formula,

ve=§/z(gf)\/g+§/g<gf)+\/g. (S141)

The parameters used to simulate the system are I = 0.265, « = 0.7, 8 = 0.75 and ¢ = 0.08 that yields a fixed point solution
ve = —1.00125, we = —0.401665. We consider the case of multiplicative noise and set h1(v) = 0 and he(w) = cw with o = 0.001.

4.2 Hindmarsh-Rose

The parameters used for simulation are as follows: I = 5.5, b = 0.5, 4 = 0.01, Zrest = —1.6, s = 4 and o = 0.001. In addition
to the auto-spectrum shown in Fig. 3 of the main text, we confirm that the solutions for cross-spectrum and coherence between
the variables x and y match across the entire range of frequencies (Fig. S3).

4.3 Wilson-Cowan model

The parameters for simulations and analytical calculations are as follows: The time constants: 76 = 2ms, 71 = 8ms, 75, = 10ms
and 7s; = 10ms. The strength of the weights: wgg = 5, wer = 5, wig = 3.5 and w1 = 3. The offset of the input: g = 0.4
and 61 = 0.4. The scaling of the input: kg = 0.2 and x1 = 0.02. The scaling of the population activity: vg = 1 and y1 = 2.
The standard deviation of the noise: 71 = 72 = 0.001 and 73 = 14 = 0.002. Finally the external inputs to the system: Ig = 1,
I1 = 0.5, s& = 0.2 and s? = 0.05.

4.4 Stabilized Supralinear Network (SSN)

The input, h(x), is defined to be discretized into 11 points in space, where the location of each point (in arbitrary units of
length) is given by the vector x. The input is centered at 0 with the distance between any two consecutive points Az = 3. The

input at a given location z is given by,
1 1
h(z) =c ( _atl/2 ) (1 - _e=l/2 > (5142)
14+e °rF 14+e ©°rF

where | = 9 is the length of the stimulus, and orr = 0.125Az defines the width of the edges of the input.
The E-E (excitatory to excitatory) and I-E (inhibitory to excitatory) connections are given by a Gaussian function. The 4, j
entry of the weight matrix is defined as follows,

_Gejun)?

Wan(j k) = Jage 758, ac{E,I} (S143)

where z; and y; are the locations of the it" and j*" neurons, respectively. Jgg = 2.0, Jiz = 2.25 define the magnitude of
the weights, and ogg = 4 and o = 8 are the parameters of the Gaussians determining the spatial extent of the connections
between E-E and I-E populations, respectively. The E-I and I-I connections are not fully-connected but self-inhibitory with the
weights Jrr = 0.9, Jir = 0.5.

The intrinsic time constants of the excitatory and inhibitory neurons are 7z = 6ms and 71 = 4ms. The supralinear activation
parameters are n = 2.2 and k = 0.01. The standard deviation of the noise added ng(x;) = ni(z;) = 0.01.
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4.5 Rock-Paper-Scissors-Lizard-Spock

Here we show the results for the 5-dimensional version of the Rock-Paper-Scissors game. This game of Rock-Paper-Scissors-
Lizard-Spock can be described by the pay-off matrix (P) given below. Note that the player and the opponent choose their
strategies from the rows and the columns of the table, respectively. 1 indicates you win against your opponent, -1 indicates you
lose, and 0 indicates you neither win nor lose against your opponent.

[ [RrRIP[S[Sp[L]
0 [-1] 111
SR

w| |
[
o

Sp|[ 1 [1] 1] o0 |-
L1111 7]o0

The equations describing the evolution of populations following a certain strategy with global mutations (1 = 0.01) and
multiplicative Gaussian white noise (with standard deviation o = 0.01) are defined as follows,
Y1 =z1(—22+ 23 —za+ 25 — @) + pu(—4x1 + 22 + 23 + x4 + x5) + oT1M
Zo =x2(x1 — 23+ Ta — x5 — @) + pu(—4x2 + 21 + 23 + T4 + x5) + oT272
#3 = x3(—x1 + T2 — Ta + x5 — @) + p(—4wz + 21 + T2 + T4 + 25) + 0TI (S144)
Ty =xa(T1 — T2+ T3 — T5 — @) + p(—4x4 + 1 + T2 + T3 + T5) + oTaM
Ti4+ a2+ T3+ rs+25=1

The fixed point solution of the equations above is zi° = 25° = x3° = x3° = 1/5. Therefore, the effective standard deviation of
the noise at steady-state is 0. = 0/5. Further, the Jacobian matrix is given by,

-1/5—5u  —2/5 0 -2/5
— 2/5 1/5—5 0 2/5
T=1 a5 0 g —-1/5—5u  —2/5 (5145)
2/5 0 2/5 1/5—5pu

Using our analytical solution, we have access to the coefficients of w in the numerator and the denominator. Therefore, we
can write the rational polynomial for the auto-spectrum of the Paper population as,

po + p1w2 + p2w4 + png

S22 _ S146
(@) qo + qrw? + gaw* + gaw’ + quw? ( )
with the coefficients for the numerator given by,
_ 6 5 4 s 9 6 1 9
po = (15625u + 1250p° 4+ 575" + 28 + 95 105+ gag ) e
36p 83 2
= (1875u* +100p® + 18p% + == +
p1 ( p +100p" 4 u+25+625 O (S147)
1
p2 = (75u2 +2u — 5) Uz
2
P3 = 0O¢
and for the denominator given by,
442 1
= 25u° +125006° + 110p* + = + ——
go = 390625~ + 12500 + 110~ + %5 + 15625
2812 4
— 62 6 4 4
q1 = 625001° 4 5004 —|—75 625
22
g2 = 3750p" — 20u° + 105 (5148)
4
gs = 100p® — =

ga=1

Similarly, we can write the coefficients for the rational function for the cross-spectrum (between the Rock and Paper populations).
These coefficients (for auto/cross-spectrum) define the spectral density over the entire frequency domain. Since the elements
of the Jacobian matrix depend on the parameter p and noise has a standard deviation of o, the coefficients (in the numerator
and the denominator) are in turn a function of p and o. We first confirm that the solutions for the auto-spectrum (for the
paper population), cross-spectrum, and coherence (between the Rock and the Paper populations) match across the range of
frequencies for the different methods (Fig. S4). We also plot (Fig. S5) the coefficients of the numerator and the denominator
for varying mutation rates and find the values of p for which the sign of any of the coefficients changes. We also plot the PSD
corresponding to those mutation rates and find that these values of u correspond to the emergence of oscillations (marked by
the appearance of a peak in the PSD).
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Figure S3: Spectral density (auto and cross) and coherence for the Hindmarsh-Rose model. We plot the
power spectral density (left) of the membrane potential x (Fig. 3 of the main text), the absolute cross-power spectral
density (middle) between x and y, and the coherence (right) between x and y, each calculated via simulation, the
rational function solutions, and the matrix solution.
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Figure S4: Spectral density (auto and cross) and coherence for the Rock-Paper-Scissors-Lizard-Spock
model. We plot the power spectral density (left), the absolute cross power spectral density (middle), and the coherence
(right) for a fixed mutation parameter (4 = 0.01) each calculated via simulation, the rational function solutions, and
the matrix solution. The PSD is calculated for the Paper population. The cross-PSD and coherence are calculated
between the Rock and Paper populations.
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Figure S5: Coefficients of the rational function for the auto-spectrum of Paper population in the Rock-
Paper-Scissors-Lizard-Spock model. We plot the coefficients of the numerator (left) and the denominator (middle)
of the rational function of the auto-spectrum of the Paper population for a range of mutation rates p. We identify
the mutation rates at which the various coefficients change sign (plotted as vertical dotted lines in the left and middle
plots) and plot the corresponding power spectral density. The analysis is done for the Paper population.
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5 Detailed function definitions

In what follows, we define the set of functions that facilitates the derivation of expressions for auto and cross spectrums.

5.1 d(w;A)

The function d(w; A € R™ ") expands the following determinant product into the corresponding polynomial in w. Here,
A c Ran‘

d(w; A) = |A + iwI]|A — iw]|
= |A 4 iwI||A + ]| (S149)
= ||A + iwI||?
Denoting A; € C to be the eigenvalues of the matrix A, using Eq. A.7, we can write the modulus of the determinant of the

complex matrix as,

|)\ + iw]?
(S150)
/\2+w

Writing this product as a function of elementary symmetric polynomials (Eq. A.10), we find,

=> " u¥ (S151)
j=0

Where, ¢’ is the j*" elementary symmetric polynomial with zx = A2, and can be calculated recursively using the Newton’s
identities Eq. S96. We can also express them as Bell polynomials (Eq. S100),

d(w; A) = wB(r“*j(AQ))w% (S152)

2 )

Here, 1/ (X) is defined in Eq. S105 and B(r"™7) can be computed using Eq. $104. Now we define d*(A), where o € {0, ...,n},
to be the coefficient of w?® from the polynomial expansion of d(w; A), namely,

d*(A) = %B(r"—“(ﬁ)) (S153)

5.2 g(w;A,B)
The function g(w; A € R™*™ B € R"™'*"71) is defined as the product of the following determinants,
g(w; A, B) = 2w |A + iw]| |B + iw]| (S154)

If A € C are the eigenvalues of matrix A and S € C are the eigenvalues of matrix B, using Eq. A.7, we can write the equation
above as,

g(w; A, B) = 2w H()\j — iw) I:I Br + iw) (S155)
j=1 k=1

Expanding the polynomial into a sum containing elementary symmetric polynomials (Eq. A.10) we find,
n ] ) o n—1
g(w; A,B) = 2w <Z(—1)] (L')Je;‘_]wj> (Z(i)keg_k_lwk> (S156)
§=0 k=0

where, e! and e} are the elementary symmetric polynomials with z, = A, and z, = By, respectively. Using the property of
product of polynomials in Eq. A.9, we expand Eq. S156 in w and find the coefficients of the powers of w,

2n—1
g(w; A, B) = 2w E E (i) TRen—den=hl,p
p=0 j+k=p
— (S157)
1
2w E E Yel™ Ten~ k=1,P
p=0 j+k=p
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subject to the condition,
0<j<n, 0<k<n-1 (S158)

We can divide Eq. S157 into real and complex parts by dividing the iterator (p) into even and odd components,
g(w; A, B) —QwZ Z 2” I ]e; k=1 2p+2wz Z 2p+1 er” ’eg k=l,2pFl (S159)
p=0 j+k=2p p=0 j+k=2p+1
Upon further simplification, we obtain,
g(w; A, B) wiZ Z 1) PerTep k1 2p+2LwZ z 1) Pe T ep k1,2t (S160)
p=0 j+k=2p p=0 j+k=2p+1

We split g(w; A, B) into its real and imaginary parts as follows,

g1(w; A, B) = 2wRe [|A T iol] B + iwl\]

S161
_2WZ Z J+pn Jeg k— 1.,2P ( )
p=0 j+k=2p
g2(w; A, B) = 2wIm [|A T iwl|[B + zwl\]
1
_ ZWZ Z J+p n Je;l k=1 2pt+1 (S 62)
p=0 j+k=2p+1
such that,
g(w; A, B) = g1(w; A, B) +ig2(w; A, B) (5163)
Replacing the elementary symmetric polynomials by Bell polynomials (using Eq. S100) we obtain,
Pkt —j —k—1 2p+1
g(w; A, B) =2 Z Z niki 1)|B(r" IA)BE" " 1(B))w?
=03k | ' (S164)
— (—pr—*t n—j n—k—1 2p+2

p=0 j+k=2p+1

Finally, g¥'(A,B), for a € {0,...,n — 1}, and g5 (A, B), for a € {0,...,n}, can be defined as the coefficients of w?**' and w?*
for g1(w; A, B) and g2(w; A, B), respectively,

a _ E (_1)o¢ it rnfj rnfkfl
g1 (Av B) - 2j+k:2a (n _ j)'(n — k- 1)|B( (A))B( (B)) (8165)
« _ (_1)a—j—1 n—j n—k—1

Jjtk=2a—1

5.3 h(w;A,B)
The function h(w; A € R™*"™ B € R"*") is defined as the product of the following determinants,
h(w; A, B) = 2|A + iwI| |B + iw]| (S167)

If A € C are the eigenvalues of matrix A and S € C are the eigenvalues of matrix B, using Eq. A.7, we can write the equation
above as,

h(w; A,B) =2 H(/\j — iw H (Br + iw) (S168)
j=1 k=1
Expanding the polynomial into a sum containing elementary symmetric polynomials (Eq. A.10) we find,

h(w; A, B) = 2 (Z(—nﬂ'(i)fe?—juﬂ) (Z(L)keg F k) (S169)

where, e! and e} are the elementary symmetric polynomials with zx = Ar and zx = B, respectively. Using the property of
product of polynomials in Eq. A.9, we expand Eq. S169 in w and find the coefficients of the powers of w,

hw,AB_QZZ(l +’“’;J"’“p_zzz (i)PefTen 1P (S170)

p=0j+k=p p=0 j+k=p
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subject to the condition,
0<j<n, 0<k<n (S171)

We can divide Eq. S170 into real and complex parts by dividing the iterator into even and odd components
q p p y g b p )
h w A B _QZ Z 2p ';7, ]e; k 2p+2z Z 2p+1 n ] 'n k 2p+1 (8172)
p=0 j+k=2p p=0 j+k=2p+1
Upon further simplification, we obtain,
h(w; A, B) 722 > (1)t Pep et 2P+2LZ > (1P I ep Ry (S173)
p=0j+k=2p p=0 j+k=2p+1

We split h(w; A, B) into its real and imaginary parts as follows,

hi(w; A, B) = 2Re [|A T il B + iwI|]

_22: E: J+pnyeg k2P

p=0j+k=2p

(S174)

ha(w; A, B) = 2Tm [|A + I |B + Lwl\]
et (S175)

— QZ Z (_1)j+p6711—je§—kw2p+l

p=0 j+k=2p+1

such that,
h(w; A,B) = h1(w; A,B) + iha(w; A, B) (S176)
Replacing the elementary symmetric polynomials by Bell polynomials (using Eq. S100) we find,
1 p=k n—j n—k 2p
hi(w; A, B) =2 Z > mB(r (A)B(r" *(B))w
p=0 j+k=2p

i - (S177)
ha(w; A, B) = 2 Z 3 _CUYT peni(A) BEnE(B))w

0 ks (M DN~ R)!

Finally, h$(A,B), for a € {0,...,n}, and h$(A,B), for a € {0,...,n — 1}, can be defined as the coefficients of w?® and w?**!
for hi(w; A, B) and ha(w; A, B), respectively,

MAB) =2 Y B (A) B B) (5178)
Jjtk=2a

hs(A,B)=2 ) mB(r"ﬂ(A))B(r"%(B)) (S179)
jt+k=2a+1

54 f(w;A,ep)
The function f(w; A € R™*™ eg € {0,1}"*!) is defined as the expansion of the following determinant,
fw;A,ep) = |A+iwl —iweges ' ||A — iwl + iweges ' | (S180)

The elements of the vector eg is the standard unit vector equal to 1 only at the index 8 and zero everywhere else. Eq. S180 is
just the modulus-squared of one of the determinants, therefore,

fwiA,ep) = [|A+iwl —iweges ' ||? (S181)
We use the property from Eq. A.6, to write Eq. S181 as,
f(wiA,ep) =||A +iwl| —iwes  adj(A + iwl)eg (S182)

Since only one of the entries in the vector e is 1, we can simplify f(w;A,es) by defining a submatrix (B € R*™*X"~1) of A,
by excluding the row and column of A at the index 8. Eq. S182 then becomes,

fw; A ep) = [|A + iwl| — iw B + iwl|? (S183)
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Expanding the complex expression, we get,
F(w; A en) = [|A + ||+ B + o] — ico [[A+ iT] [B + icol| — | A + icoT| TB + il (S184)
We can also write Eq. S184 as,
Fw; A, es) = ||A + iwI||> + w?||B + iwl||> + 2w Imag [m B+ m\] (S185)
Using the definition of the functions, d(w; A) (Eq. S149) and g2(w; A, B) (Eq. S162), we can write,
f(w; A eg) = d(w; A) +w’d(w; B) + g2(w; A, B) (S186)
Now we denote f*(A,ep), for a € {0,...,n}, to be the coefficient of w?* from the polynomial expansion of f(w; A, ep),
[E(A ep) = d"(A) +d*7'(B) + g5 (A, B) (8187)

5.5 s(w;A,B,eg)

The function s(w; A € R™*" B € R"*" ez € {0,1}"*") is defined as follows,

s(w; A, B,eg) = 2|A + iwlI||B + iwl — iwegeg T | (S188)
Since all the matrices and vectors are purely real, we can write,
s(w; A, B, eg) = 2|A + iwl| |B — iwl + iwegep ' | (S189)
We use the property from Eq. A.6, to write Eq. S189 as,
s(w; A, B,eg) = 2|A + iwl| (|B — iwI| + iwes ' adj(B — iwl)es) (S190)

Since only one of the entries in the vector eg is 1, and the index is the same for both vectors (row or column), we can simplify
s(w; A, B, es) by defining a submatrix (C € R '*"~1) of B, by excluding the row and column of B at the index 3. Eq. S190
then becomes,
s(w; A, B,eg) = 2|A + iwl| (|B — iwI| + iw|C — iwl]) (S191)
On expanding the product, we get,
s(w; A, B,eg) = 2|A + iwlI||B — iwl| + iw]A + iwI||C — iw]]
=2|A + iwl||B — iwl| + 2 iw|A + iwI||C — iw]| (S192)
=2|A + iw]| |B + iwI| + 2 iw|A + iwI||C — iw]]

We split s(w; A, B, eg) into its real and imaginary parts as follows,

s1(w; A,B,eg) =2Re [|A + iwl| B + iwl — iwegegT|]

=2Re [|A + iwl||B + LUJI‘:| + 2Re[iw]|A + iw]||C — iwl]]
(S193)
=2Re [|A + wI| |B + LwI\] —2wIm [|A + iwI||C — iwI|]
=2Re [|A + wI| |B + LwI\] + 2wlm [\A + iwI||C + LwI|]
s2(w; A, B,eg) = 2Im [|A + iwI| B+ iwl — iw eBeBT|]
—2Im [|A +iwl| B+ Lw1|] +2Im [iw|A + iwI||C — iwl|] (S194)
=2Im [|A + iwl| |B + LwI|] + 2wRe [\A + iwl||C + LwI|]
so that,
s(w; A, B,eg) = s1(w; A, B,eg) + is2(w; A, B, eg) (S195)
Using the definitions of functions g(w; A, C) (Eq. S163) and h(w; A, B) (Eq. S176), we can write,
s1(w; A, B, eg) = hi(w; A, B) + g2(w; A, C) (5196)

s2(w; A, B,eg) = —ha(w; A, B) + g1(w; A, C)

Finally, s$(A,B,eg), for a € {0,...,n}, and s§(A,B,es), for a € {0,...,n — 1}, are defined to be the coefficients of w?* and
w?**! from the polynomial expansion of s1(w; A, B, es) and s2(w; A, B, eg), respectively.

s1(A,B,eg) = hi'(A,B) + g3 (A, C) (S197)
s3(A,B,eg) = —h3(A,B) + g7 (A, C)
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5.6 t(w;A,B,eg, eps)

The function t(w; A € R™*", B € R"*" es, € {0,1}"*",es, € {0,1}"*") is defined as follows,

t(w; A,B.es,,ep,) = 2|A + iwl — iwes es, | ||B+ iwl — iwep,es, | | (S198)
Since all the matrices and vectors are purely real, we can write,
t(w; A,B.es,,ep,) = 2|A + iwl — iweg,ep,  ||B —iwl + iwes,es, | (S199)
We use the property from Eq. A.6, to write Eq. S199 as,
t(w; A, B, eg,, e5,) = 2 (|A + iwl| — iweg, ' adj(A + iwl)es, ) (|B — iwI| + iwep,  adj(B — iwl)eg,) (S200)

Since only one of the entries in the vectors eg, and eg, are 1, and the index is the same for both vectors (row or column), we
can simplify t(w; A, B, eg,,es,) by defining submatrices C € R*™'*"~! and D € R*™'*"~! by excluding the 8 and f2 row
and column of the matrices A and B, respectively. Eq. S200 then becomes,

t(w; A,B,es,,e5,) =2 (|A + iwl| — iw|C + iwl|) (|B — iwl| + iw|D — iwl|) (S201)
On expanding the product, we get,
t(w; A, B,es,,ep,) = 2|A + iwl||B — iwl| + 2w?|C 4 iwI||D — iwl| — 2iw|C + iwl||B — iwl| + 2 iw| A + iwI||D — iwlI|] (S202)

We split t(w; A, B, eg,,es,) into its real and imaginary parts as follows,

t1(w; A,B,eg;,e3,) = 2Re [|A +iwl — iweg e, | ||B+ iwl — iw e32e527|}

2Re[|A + iwI||B — iwl|] + 2Re[w?|C + iwI||D — iwl]]

+ 2Re[—iw|C + iwI||B — iwl|] + 2 Re[iw|A + iwI||D — iwI]]] (S203)
= 2Re[|A + iwI[|B + iwI|] + 2w’Re[|C + iwI[|D + iwI|]

+ 2wIm[|B + iwI||C + iwI|] + 2wIm[[A + iwI[|D + iwI]]]

ta(w; A,B,eg,,e3,) = 2Im [|A + iwl —iweg e, | ||B+ iwl — iw e52e52T|]
= 2Im[|A + iwI||B — iwI|] + 2Im[w?|C + iwI||D — iwl|]
+2TIm[—iw|C + iwI||B — iwl|] + 2Im[iw|A + iwI||D — iwI|]] (5204)
= —2Im [m|B + iwI|] — ZwQIm[m|D + iwl|]
— 2wRe[|B + iwl[|C + iwI|] + 2wRe[[A + iwI||D + iwl|]]
so that,

t(w; A, B,es ,ep,) =t1(w; A, B, e, ,es,) + it2(w; A, B, eg, , e5,) (5205)
Using the definitions of functions g(w; A, C) (Eq. S163) and h(w; A, B) (Eq. S176), we can write,

t1(w; A, B, eg,,ep,) = hi(w; A, B) + w’hi(w; C,D) + g2(w; B, C) + g2(w; A, D)

S206
tz(w;A,B7eg17652) = _hQ(W;AaB) _wth(W;C>D) _91(W§B7C) +gl(w§AaD) ( )

Finally, t7(A,B,eg,,es,), for a € {0,...,n}, and t2(A,B,eg,,es,), for a € {0,...,n — 1}, are defined to be the coeflicients of

w?* and w?*T! from the polynomial expansion of t; (w; A, B, eg,,es,) and

to(w; A, B, eg,, es,), respectively.

tlll(Av B, 651,652) = htll(A7 B) + htllil(ca D) + gg(B’ C) + g(;(A, D)

[eY « a—1 [ [eY (8207)
2 (A7 B7 €s; 652) = _h2 (A7 B) - h2 (C7 D) — g1 (B7 C) + 91 (A7 D)
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A Basic identities

In this section, we outline basic matrix identities and definitions that we utilize.

If X are the eigenvalues of matrix A € R™*" then A* are the eigenvalues of A®, where k € N.

If )\ are the eigenvalues of matrix A € R™*", then A + «, where a € C, are the eigenvalues of the matrix A + ol.

If \; are the eigenvalues of matrix A € R"*"™, then we have,

det(A) = [T M
k=1

Tr(A) = i Ak

Properties of the adjugate of a matrix A € R™*",

adj(A)" = adj(A")

adj(A) = adj(A)
Laplace transform of a matrix exponential amounts to the resolvent of the matrix (A € R™*"),
L) = (sT—A)"
For a matrix A € R"*" vectors u € R"*! and v € R"*! and scalar a € C, we have,

det(A + auv') = det(A) + av'adj(A)u

(A.6)

For a matrix A € R™*" with eigenvalues \x, the square modulus of the determinant of matrix A + iwI can be written as,

1A + iwl]]* = [T I + iwl* = TJOF +w?)
=1

i=1

(A7)

Given two polynomials a(z) = ao + a1z + a2z’ + ...+ anz™ and b(x) = bo + biz + baz? + ...+ bpa™, the product a(z)b(z)

yields a new polynomial of degree m + n,

m—+n

a(z)b(z) = Z cnz”
k=0

where ¢, can be written as,

Ci = Z aib]-

it+j=k
We can express a monic polynomial in w, in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials ei(/\l, A2y, An) as,

n n

H(Ai +w) = elw" !

=1 =0
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