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ABSTRACT
In a Networked Dynamical System (NDS), each node is a sys-
tem whose dynamics are coupled with the dynamics of neigh-
boring nodes. The global dynamics naturally builds on this
network of couplings and it is often excited by a noise input
with nontrivial structure. The underlying network is unknown
in many applications and should be inferred from observed
data. We assume: i) Partial observability— time series data
is only available over a subset of the nodes; ii) Input noise— it
is correlated across distinct nodes while temporally indepen-
dent, i.e., it is spatially colored. We present a feasibility con-
dition on the noise correlation structure wherein there exists a
consistent network inference estimator to recover the under-
lying fundamental dependencies among the observed nodes.
Further, we describe a structure identification algorithm that
exhibits competitive performance across distinct regimes of
network connectivity, observability, and noise correlation.

Index Terms— Network Inference, Complex Systems,
Partial Observability, Colored Noise, Machine Learning.

1. INTRODUCTION

Complex Systems are defined by a set of interacting nodes
whose connectivity structure determines several emergent
patterns [1], e.g., Brain activity [2]; Gene Regulatory Net-
works [3]; pandemics [4]; or social networks [5]. Revealing
the underlying network from observed data is fundamental in
prediction, forecasting or control [2, 4, 6]. In these applica-
tions, only the time series data at some of the nodes are often
available and the underlying network structure is unknown.
The main goal of structure identification or network inference
is to devise algorithms that yield consistent inference of the
network structure from these observed data.
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A thorough discussion on structure identification related
works can be found in [7]. Several works focus on linear
NDS, e.g., [8, 9, 10, 11, 12] and devise methods particu-
larly tailored to sparse networks under diagonal noise, i.e., the
excitation noise is assumed independent across nodes. The
noise independence and network sparsity are central assump-
tions in Structural Causal Models (SCM) [13]. These assump-
tions make network inference amenable to formal analysis,
but they are not usually met in real world applications. On
the other hand, the recent reference [14] considers a linear dy-
namic influence model (LDIM) perturbed by colored noise. It
proposes a Wiener based approach tailored to sparse networks
(leveraging on a sparse plus low-rank method) to recover the
network connectivity. Reference [14] builds on two important
assumptions: i) Noise is independent across latent nodes; ii)
the noise correlations stem from affine interactions. Our work
makes no such assumptions.

The problem is, in general, ill posed. It is well known,
within the scope of high-dimensional statistical inference,
that the feasibility of inference tasks is fundamentally contin-
gent upon the distinct regimes of parameters or noise excita-
tion levels [15, 16]. In particular, the regime of parameters,
observability or noise level determine whether information
about the object of inference is carried by the observed data or
fundamentally lost, rendering inference impossible in the lat-
ter case. Three main regimes are: i) feasible— information is
conveyed in the observed data and there is a known algorithm
to retrieve it; ii) hard— information is conveyed, but there is
no known consistent inference algorithm; iii) impossible—
information is fundamentally lost.

Within the scope of linear NDS excited by colored noise
and under partial observability, we describe a novel feasibility
condition on the noise structure wherein structural informa-
tion is in the observed time series data and can be consistently
recovered via an algorithm. Further, building on our recently
developed feature based causal inference paradigm [7], we
describe an algorithm to recover the network with competitive
performance across distinct regimes of connectivity, observ-
ability, and noise correlation. We assume no knowledge on
the noise covariance. Reference [17] provides further details.
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2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The time series data {y(n)}n∈N is generated according to the
following linear dynamical law

y(n+ 1) = Ay(n) + x(n+ 1), (1)

where y(n) = [y1(n) y2(n) . . . yN (n)]
⊤ ∈ RN is the vec-

tor collecting the state yi(n) of each node i = 1, 2, . . . , N

over time n ∈ N; the noise process x(n) d∼ N (0,Σx) is zero
mean Gaussian with covariance Σx ∈ SN+ ; {x(n)}n∈N is in-
dependent across time n; the noise x(n + 1) is independent
of y(n) for all n; the interaction matrix A ∈ RN

+ is assumed
nonnegative and symmetric; the spectral radius of A is as-
sumed smaller than 1, ρ(A) < 1, which renders the NDS (1)
stable; and, finally, A is stochastic modulo a multiplicative
constant, i.e., A = ρA where A is stochastic and ρ < 1.

The main goal of structure identification is to infer the
support of the submatrix AS underlying the network of inter-
actions among the subset of observed nodes S, from the time
series data stemming from the observed nodes. This can be
done, first, by estimating the ground-truth matrix AS as

Â
(n)
S = AS + E(n)

S ,

where Â
(n)
S is an estimator from n time series samples rep-

resented as the sum of the ground-truth interaction subma-
trix AS and an error matrix E(n)

S . For structural consistency of
the estimator Â(n)

S , we need to show that the entries of the er-
ror matrix E(n)

S do not vary too much, i.e., E(n)
max−E(n)

min should
be small enough, where E(n)

max and E(n)
min are the maximum and

minimum entries of E(n)
S . Formally, Â(n)

S is structurally con-
sistent whenever1 [17]

Osc
(
E(n)
S

)
∆
= E(n)

max − E(n)
min ≤ A+

min

2
, (2)

where A+
min is the smallest nonzero off-diagonal of AS . In

this case, the network can be recovered via properly thresh-
olding the off-diagonals of Â(n)

S (refer to Definition 1 in [7]).
Therefore, two main steps are critical to establish feasi-

bility or structural consistency of an estimator: i) Charac-
terizing the underlying error matrix E(n)

S ; ii) estimating the
variability of the off-diagonal entries of E(n)

S . For example,
these are done in [18, 11, 12] for the Granger (and related
matrix-valued estimators) under partial observability and di-
agonal noise.

To offer a novel feasibility condition for the structure
identification problem under partial observability and colored
noise, in the next section, we resort to the R̂1(n) − R̂3(n)
estimator as reference to characterize its error and ascertain a
condition where its off-diagonals variability is small enough,
where we have defined R̂k(n)

∆
= 1

n

∑n−1
ℓ=0 y(ℓ + k)y(ℓ)⊤ as

the kth lag empirical covariance matrix. Further, because this

1While we need to ensure E(n)
S → 0 for consistency, for structural con-

sistency, we only require Osc
(
E(n)
S

)
to be small enough w.h.p.

estimator is the linear combination of lag-moments, Lemma 1
in [7] guarantees linear separability w.h.p. of certain features
that we will use to train neural networks and recover the
network.

3. FEASIBILITY UNDER STRUCTURED NOISE AND
PARTIAL OBSERVABILITY

Now, we show a characterization for the limiting error ES as-
sociated with the estimator R̂1(n)−R̂3(n), Theorem 3.1, and
based on ES off-diagonals variability, we establish a novel
condition on the noise covariance Σx to grant feasibility of
the structure identification problem under partial observabil-
ity and colored noise, Theorem 3.2. The estimator R̂1(n) −
R̂3(n) was studied recently in [19] under diagonal noise. Due
to lack of space here, the proofs of the Theorems are in [17].

We assume noise variance homogeneity across nodes, i.e.,
σ2 = E

[
x2
i

]
for all i. In this case, we observe that σ2 ≥

E [xixj ] ∀i, j, necessarily. Further, we assume that no two
variables are (almost surely) equal, which implies (under the
homogeneity assumption) strict inequality σ2 > E [xixj ] =
[Σx]ij for all i ̸= j. In other words, the off-diagonals of Σx

are strictly smaller than its diagonal.
Under these assumptions, we can uniquely cast Σx as

Σx := σ2
gapI + β11⊤ +Σ,

where we have defined σ2
gap

∆
= σ2 − maxi ̸=j E [xixj ] > 0

and β stands for the average of the off-diagonal entries of Σx.
We are ready to characterize the limiting error matrix ES as a
function of Σx and the resulting feasibility condition.

Theorem 3.1 (Error characterization) We have

1

σ2
gap

([
R̂1(n)

]
S
−
[
R̂3(n)

]
S

)
n→∞−→ AS + ES ,

where the limiting error matrix is given by

ES
∆
=

1

σ2
gap

[
βρ1S1

⊤
S +

[(
I −A2

)( ∞∑
i=0

Ai+1ΣAi

)]
S

]
,

and the convergence holds in probability as the number of
samples n scales to infinite.

The error characterization in Theorem 3.1 alongside the
condition (2) imply the following feasibility condition.

Theorem 3.2 (Feasibility) If the covariance Σx obeys

Osc (Off(Σx))

σ2
gap

≤ A+
min(1− ρ2)

2ρ(ρ2 + 1)
, (3)

then
[
R̂1(n)

]
S
−
[
R̂3(n)

]
S

is structurally consistent w.h.p.,

and Off (Σx) is the vector collecting the off-diagonals of Σx.



(c) Accuracy vs Accuracy vs(a) Accuracy vs (b)

Fig. 1. Plots (a)-(c) depict the accuracy of distinct estimators as a function of: (a) number of observed nodes S; (b) probability
of connectivity p – which controls the sparsity of the network; and (c) the offset parameter β, respectively. The accuracy was
computed with n = 5×105 time series samples. For each plot, the remainder hyperparameters displayed at the top were frozen.

If we consider exogenous interventions in the NDS (1),
i.e., y(n + 1) = Ay(n) + x(n + 1) + ξ(n + 1), where
ξ(n) ∼ N (0, σ2

ξI) is i.i.d., and independent of the processes
(x(n)) and (y(n)), then, we can control the variance-gap σ2

gap

in equation (3). This implies, in particular, that we can re-
cover structural consistency of

[
R̂1(n)

]
S
−
[
R̂3(n)

]
S

regard-
less of the noise covariance Σx, when the external excitation
has large enough variance σ2

ξ .

4. FEATURE BASED STRUCTURE
IDENTIFICATION ALGORITHM

For structure identification, we adopt a feature based ap-
proach. Namely, we associate a feature vector to each pair
of nodes in the NDS. These features are computed from the
observed time series and shall abide by an important identi-
fiability property: there exists one particular hyperplane that
consistently partitions any set of features built upon the time
series under distinct regimes of connectivity, observability
and noise correlation. This property implies generalization of
supervised methods trained with the features.

Lemma 1 in [7] establishes that the structural consistency
of the linear combination of lag-moments R̂1(n)−R̂3(n) im-
plies that the set of features {Fij}i ̸=j defined as

Fij(n) =

([
R̂D(n)

]
ij
,
[
R̂D+1(n)

]
ij
, . . . ,

[
R̂M (n)

]
ij

)
,

with D ≤ 1 and M ≥ 3 are affinely separable. In view of the
error representation in Theorem 3.1, we have that the average
color β yields a drift away from the origin of the features
separating hyperplane while the matrix Σ that describes the
variation of the off-diagonals of Σx implies a spread of the
features – either compromising separability or rendering the
problem hard. To mitigate the drift (recovering stability of
the separating hyperplane) and the spread, we use standard
scaler [20] over the features {Fij(n)}ij .

Further, we observed empirically that the features given

by the inverse of the observed part of the lag-moments

Tij(n)=

([([
R̂D(n)

]
S

)−1
]
ij

, . . . ,

[([
R̂M (n)

]
S

)−1
]
ij

)
,

exhibited nontrivial identifiability properties under the frame-
work considered, i.e., partial observability and colored noise,
making them fit for structure identification. Taking the Carte-
sian product Kij(n) = Fij(n) × Tij(n) resulted in features
with greater separability under smaller number of samples.

To generate each time series dataset {[y(ℓ)]S}
n
ℓ

, we first
create a stable interaction matrix A whose support reflects the
underlying network of couplings. To this end, we proceed
similarly to as done in [7], i.e., we draw a graph from an
Erdős–Rényi random graph model. Then, we resort to the
Laplacian rule [21] to weigh the generated graph so that the
underlying matrix is stable (refer to [7] for details).

Algorithm. From the time series data {[y(ℓ)]S}
n
ℓ=1

, we
compute the proposed features {Kij(n)}, where we have set
D = −50 and M = 50. To mitigate the features drift caused
by the offset β in the noise covariance, we use standard
scaler [20]. The normalized set of features

{
Kij(n)

}
is used

to train Feedforward Neural Networks (FFNN): the input of
the neural network is given by the feature Kij(n) of the pair
ij, and the output is given by the ground-truth, i.e., whether
ij is connected, Aij ̸= 0, or not. For training, we generate 11
distinct time series datasets each one associated with a value
of β = 0, 5, 10, . . . , 50. All datasets build on a realization
of an Erdős–Rényi random graph model with N = 50 nodes
and probability of connection p = 0.5. As we will report
next, our supervised method generalizes to other regimes of
connectivity, observability and noise correlation.

We will compare the performance of our algorithm with
popular estimators for structure identification of linear NDS
under partial observability: i) One lag

[
R̂1(n)

]
S

estimator; ii)

the precision matrix
([

R̂0(n)
]
S

)−1

; iii) the NIG estimator



Fig. 2. Synthetically generated small world network. In this
network, about 67% of the pairs are connected.

R̂1(n) − R̂3(n); iv) the Granger
[
R̂1(n)

]
S

([
R̂0(n)

]
S

)−1

;
v) the feature based method proposed in [7]. We deploy Gaus-
sian mixture over the off-diagonals of the matrix estimators
to classify the pairs as connected or disconnected. These are
standard structural estimators known to resist the curse of ob-
servability and connectivity (dense or sparse networks).

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

First, we define accuracy of the network recovery as the frac-
tion of pairs correctly classified as connected or disconnected
over all possible pairs of (observed) nodes in the NDS.

Fig. 1 entails the accuracy obtained by distinct estimators
with n = 5× 105 time series samples as a function of: (a) the
number of observed nodes S; (b) the probability of connec-
tion p between pairs of nodes under an Erdős–Rényi random
graph model; (c) the offset parameter β given by the average
across the off-diagonals of Σx. The hyperparameters high-
lighted at the top of the plots represent the frozen parameters.
For the experiments in Fig. 1 (a) and (c), we have chosen a
densely connected network drawn from an Erdős–Rényi ran-
dom graph model with p = 0.7. The dense regime is one
of the most challenging settings within the scope of structure
identification (under partial observability and colored noise).

Fig. 1(a) shows that our method withstands the curse of
observability when contrasted with popular estimators includ-
ing the feature based method [7]. Fig. 1(b) illustrates that
sparsity tends to favor the performance of the Precision matrix
(or Graphical Lasso) whereas for denser regimes, our method
is overall better. The exact intersection point between the
Precision and our method depends on the remainder hyper-
parameters. Fig. 1(c) shows that our method is able to display
competitive accuracy across distinct regimes of noise corre-
lation level. When β = 0 the NDS is under the diagonal
excitation noise. In this regime, the above estimators exhibit
good performance with technical guarantees. For example,
Granger and R1 are structurally consistent [12]; The NIG

Fig. 3. Real small world network: Caribbean Food web [22].
In this network, about 20% of the pairs are connected.

R̂1(n) − R̂3(n) was studied in [19]; and the features in [7]
can be partitioned by a particular hyperplane with an overall
competitive performance. As β increases, the results in the
diagonal noise domain collapse: i) Granger and R̂1(n) loose
technical guarantees; ii) The NIG R̂1(n) − R̂3(n) estimator
creates a shift and perturbs the entries of the ground-truth AS

in view of our Theorem 3.1; iii) the separating hyperplane of
the features in [7] drifts away from the origin, penalizing the
normalization done in [7] and the resulting performance.

The accuracy of our method displayed in Fig. 1 across dis-
tinct regimes of observability, connectivity and noise correla-
tion, further highlights that while the FFNNs were trained un-
der full observability and over Erdős–Rényi generated graphs
with N = 50 nodes and probability p = 0.5 of edge placing
between nodes, they generalize well for partial observability,
distinct connectivities, and noise correlation levels.

To further highlight the generalization of our supervised
method, in Fig. 2 and 3, we depict the sample complex-
ity performance of the several estimators over a syntheti-
cally generated small world network (dense network) and
a real small world network (sparse network) underlying a
Caribbean food web [22]. While our supervised method was
trained on Erdős–Rényi graphs, it displays good performance
over structurally distinct graphs, like small world ones.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We considered the problem of network identification from
partially observed times series streaming from a linear NDS
excited by colored noise. First, we reported a novel condition
on the noise structure to guarantee feasibility of the inference
problem under partial observability. Then, leveraging our re-
cent feature based causal inference work [7], we considered
novel features to describe a structure identification algorithm
with competitive performance across distinct regimes of con-
nectivity, observability, and noise correlation as shown in the
numerical results. Proofs of the results here are in [17].
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[4] A. Ganesh, L. Massoulié, and D. Towsley, “The effect
of network topology on the spread of epidemics,” in
Proceedings IEEE 24th Annual Joint Conference of the
IEEE Computer and Communications Societies., March
2005, vol. 2, pp. 1455–1466.

[5] Ali Jadbabaie, Pooya Molavi, Alvaro Sandroni, and
Alireza Tahbaz-Salehi, “Non-bayesian social learning,”
Games and Economic Behavior, vol. 76, no. 1, pp. 210
– 225, 2012.

[6] Alfredo Braunstein, Luca Dall’Asta, Guilhem Semer-
jian, and Lenka Zdeborová, “Network dismantling,”
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[8] José Pereira, Morteza Ibrahimi, and Andrea Monta-
nari, “Learning networks of stochastic differential equa-
tions,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems. 2010, vol. 23, Curran Associates, Inc.
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