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Abstract

Predicting the behavior of AI-driven agents is particularly challenging without a
preexisting model. In our paper, we address this by treating AI agents as nonlin-
ear dynamical systems and adopting a probabilistic perspective to predict their
statistical behavior using the Perron-Frobenius (PF) operator. We formulate the
approximation of the PF operator as an entropy minimization problem, which can
be solved by leveraging the Markovian property of the operator and decomposing
its spectrum. Our data-driven methodology simultaneously approximates the PF
operator to perform prediction of the evolution of the agents and also predicts
the terminal probability density of AI agents, such as robotic systems and gener-
ative models. We demonstrate the effectiveness of our prediction model through
extensive experiments on practical systems driven by AI algorithms.

1 Introduction

The integration of artificial intelligence (AI) models within autonomous agents has transformed
many fields, such as autonomous vehicles and personalized recommendation systems. A wide range
of complex models such as LLMs, diffusion models, and different neural networks architectures
have been used for the above-mentioned applications. They are trained with data that has inherent
biases and can cause misaligned performance. Autonomous agents operate in dynamic environments,
making decisions based on continuous feedback that allows them to learn and adapt over time.
Therefore, studying the behavior and alignment of these AI-driven agents is critical for several
reasons. Analyzing their actions can help prevent behaviors that conflict with human values and
ethical standards. Further, understanding their behavior is essential for enhancing their efficiency and
reliability, which is particularly important in safety-critical applications. These intelligent models
are often complex, high-dimensional, and only partially observable over short time intervals. This
complexity raises the question of what abstract properties can be efficiently quantified to delineate the
boundaries of their intellectual capabilities. The design of models and understanding of the properties
of AI components embedded within these agents depends crucially on the ability to analyze the
interplay between AI-driven decision-making and the physical behavior of the closed-loop system.
This capability is foundational for users to perceive, predict, and interact effectively with intelligent
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systems. It also provides the theoretical and technical basis for practical tasks such as decision-making
and reinforcement learning.

Considering these challenges, it is important to develop methods that are capable of harnessing critical
information to identify the behavior of AI components in closed-loop. Such an algorithm needs
to provide useful laws and principles governing the behaviors of these AI-driven agents. Among
the emerging methodologies, there has been a notable increase in modeling these behaviors as
nonlinear dynamical systems. Originating from studies in partial differential equations (PDEs) and
fluid mechanics, techniques such as Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD) and its generalizations
have demonstrated significant capability in revealing the underlying evolutionary laws of AI agents.
An alternative to the dynamic-mode-based method is the statistical perspective. This approach,
drawing from statistical mechanics, models the behavior of AI agents as stochastic processes. The
Perron-Frobenius (PF) operators can offer a useful tool in analyzing the evolution of stochastic
processes with underlying nonlinear dynamics. Although the application of probabilistic models to
learn and predict the statistical behavior of complex AI agents has increasingly attracted interest in
areas such as autonomous driving, motion planning, and human-robot interaction, algorithms based
on this probabilistic perspective are not yet to be fully explored.

1.1 Literature Review

Here we review some empirical and theoretical models from a statistical modeling perspective that
have been developed with the aim of improving the prediction of the behavior of agents with AI
models in the loop. In [1], the constrained Ulam Dynamic Mode Decomposition method is presented
to approximate the Perron-Frobenius operators for both the deterministic and the stochastic systems.
[2] provides a numerical approximation of the PF operators using the finite volume method. These
early numerical methods lay very important foundations for the subsequent development of deep-
learning-based methods, which turn out to be more scalable approaches. For example, [3] provides a
direct learning method by training a neural network-based state transition function (operator). The
works [4, 5, 6] estimate the reachability sets of neural network-controlled systems. The works [7] and
[8] use deep operator networks (DeepONets) and Fourier neural operators (FNOs) to approximate the
solution trajectories of PDEs. More recently, [9] proposes an approximation method based on kernel
density estimation (KDE) and [10] present a deep reproducing kernel Hilbert module (deep-RKHM),
serving as a deep learning framework for kernel methods. Beside the above-mentioned empirical
methods, there are also some works that try to learn to statistical behavior from an optimal-transport-
theory perspective. For example, in [11], the authors seek to recover the parameters in dynamical
systems with a single smoothly varying attractor by approximating the physical invariant measure.

A formal analysis of agents with AI models in feedback from the perspective of the evolution of
the density is currently lacking in the literature. Reachability analysis needs tracking of every
possible trajectory which can be computationally expensive. The density evolution approach uses
a single quantity that measures the probability of evolution of trajectories and offers a significant
computational advantage. Further, the density perspective allows a convenient method to verify the
alignment of machine learning models. We seek to address these challenges in this work.

1.2 Our Contributions

Our main contributions are as follows:

• AI-driven agents behave in unpredictable ways due to machine learning black boxes. To the
best of our knowledge, we are the first ones to look at this through the lens of propagation of
probability densities and the PF operator. AI agents are trained with data that has inherent
biases. This, coupled with the structure of machine learning models, can potentially alter
the alignment of the model. To verify the alignment of the model, we predict the asymptotic
behavior of the model by analyzing the terminal stationary density of the AI agents.

• We propose PISA, a novel and scalable algorithm that can simultaneously predict the
evolution of the densities of AI agents and estimate their terminal density. Our algorithm is
motivated by the spectral decomposition theorem [12, 13] and provides a theoretical backing
for its performance. PISA simultaneously approximates the action of the Perron-Frobenius
operator from the trajectory data of agents and predicts their asymptotic behavior.
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• In our proposed algorithm PISA, the model complexity is indexed by the number of basis
functions. The number of basis functions is a tunable parameter that can be altered according
to the user’s needs. We provide a theoretical guarantee of the existence of the optimal solution
to our operator estimation problem.

• We numerically verify the effectiveness of PISA in a variety of practical cases and compare it
with existing literature. We first predict the behavior of unicycle robots driven by a controller
based on diffusion models. Then we analyze the behavior of generative models from the
lens of density evolution. Lastly, we apply PISA in the case of predicting the movement of
pedestrians. We observe that PISA performs significantly better than the existing literature.

2 Problem Formulation

Consider an agent with state x whose dynamics are defined by

ẋ = h(x, u), (1)

where u is an external input to the system. With a parameterized machine learning model as feedback
u = MLθ(x), the system’s dynamics including the feedback input is given by given by

ẋ = h(x, MLθ(x)) = f(x), (2)

where x(t) ∈ X ⊆ RM and f(·) : RM 7→ RM is a nonlinear continuous function. We assume
that the nonlinear system (2) is bounded almost everywhere, that is, x(t) is in the L∞ space. The
dynamics of the probability density of the state of the system ρ(x) ∈ L1 is given by,

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
=

M∑
m=1

∂(fTm(x)ρ(x, t))

∂xm
= AP ρ(x, t). (3)

Here, AP is called the infinitesimal generator of the Perron-Frobenius operator P corresponding to
the nonlinear system (2), and (3) is called the Liouville equation [12]. It is sufficient that ρ is any
non-negative function L1 as it can serve as a probability density function after normalization [14].
Practically, the evolution of the system (2) can only be measured by sampling the trajectory. Given a
sampling period of τ > 0, the discrete sampling of the system gives rise to a discretized dynamics of
the system defined (2), at times t = 0, τ, 2τ, · · · . For brevity, we use the notation ρk(x) = ρ(x, kτ).
The discretized evolution of ρk(x) is given by

ρk+1(x) = Pτ ◦ ρk(x), (4)

where Pτ is called the Perron-Frobenius operator parameterized by the sampling period corresponding
to the nonlinear dynamical system (2). We illustrate in Figure 1 how the state trajectory x(t) is
coupled with the probability density ρ(x, t) for the Van der Pol oscillator,

ẋ1 = x2, ẋ2 = µ(1− x2
1)x2 − x1.

(a) Initial states x(0) (b) Initial density ρ0(x) (c) States x(1500τ) (d) Density ρ1500(x)

Figure 1: Illustration of the relationship between the states and probability density of the Van der
Pol oscillator in a bounded domain. The x-axis in the figures corresponds to x1 and the y-axis in the
figures corresponds to x2. (a) Initial states of several agents driven by Van der Pol dynamics. (b)
Initial density of state of agents. (c) States of the agent after time t = 1500τ . (d) Density of the states
at time t = 1500τ . Brighter colors in (b) and (d) represent higher probability. The states are sampled
with t = 0.01.

3



It is important to note that the Perron-Frobenius operator completely defines the evolution of the
density of the system. Hence, our goal is to analyze the behavior of the AI-driven agents (2), through
the estimation of the PF operator.

Our second goal is to estimate the asymptotic behavior of AI-driven agents. Several systems (2)
exhibit stationary states asymptotically. For example, robotics systems are designed to stabilize
certain points in the domain. Another example is a diffusion model which is trained to sample from
unknown target distributions. For systems that exhibit stationary states, there exists an invariant
density ρ∗ [12] for the PF operator such that

ρ∗ = Pτ ◦ ρ∗. (5)

Here agents following (2) reach ρ∗ asymptotically. We seek to estimate the terminal density ρ∗ as it
provides a convenient method to assess the alignment of the AI-driven agents.

Our data consists of the state trajectory of N identical agents governed by the dynamics (2). The
trajectory of these agents are collected from t = 0 to t = T with a fixed sampling period τ = T

K .
The sampled dataset is given by {Xn}Nn=1 of the state x, where Xn = [χn0 , χ

n
1 , χ

n
2 , · · · , χnK ] ∈

RM×(K+1). Note that the collected data set can also come from a single agent starting from N
different initial states. Given the data {Xn}Nn=1, we seek to estimate the Perron-Frobenius operator
and the terminal density ρ∗ of the system.

3 Prediction Informed by Spectral-decomposition Algorithm (PISA) for
Learning Perron-Frobenius Operators

We present our algorithm to estimate the PF operator in this section. Further, we predict the asymptotic
behavior of the system by estimating the terminal density of the dynamical system.

3.1 Density Estimation using Kernel Density Estimation

We employ Kernel Density Estimation to numerically construct the probability density ρk(x) using
the data {Xn}. We can view {Xn} by iterating with respect to time as {Yk}Kk=0, where Yk =
[χ1
k, χ

2
k, · · · , χNk ] denotes the state vectors of N particles at time t = kτ . Using kernel density

estimation [15], we then get an empirical probability distribution estimation ρk(x). In this paper, we
choose to use the Gaussian kernel for the estimation of ρk which is given by

ρk(x) =
1

N
√
det(2πσ2

kIM )

N∑
n=1

e
−∥x−χn

k∥2

2σ2
k . (6)

It is important to note that any choice of density estimation algorithm can be used with the data
{Xn} to obtain {ρk(x)}Kk=0. KDE provides a convenient choice for measuring the probability ρ(x)
at fixed reference points. The choice of reference points and the parameter σk can be chosen by the
user to better approximate ρk. In this paper, we choose to uniformly sample the reference points
in the domain X to estimate every ρk(x). We fix a constant σK = σ for simplicity. More specific
KDE-related tools can be used based on the system in consideration and the domain, as enlisted in
[16].

3.2 Proposed Algorithm

We approximate the PF operator using the following model.

Pτ ◦ ρ(x) = ρ(x)−
l∑
i=1

(
1

l
− Aiθ(ρ)

)
Giγ(x). (7)

Here, we are decomposing the action of the PF operator on the density ρ(x) into 2l components as
given by l functions Aiθ(ρ) and l functions Giγ(x). The functions Aiθ(ρ) and Giγ(x) are parameterized
by θ and γ respectively. This method of decomposing the PF operator is guided by the spectral
decomposition theorem which we elaborate on in Section 5.
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Given the decomposition of the PF operator, we propose the following loss function, guided by the
spectral decomposition theorem, to learn the parameter θ and γ.

L(θ, γ) =

K−1∑
k=0

D

(
ρk(x)−

l∑
i=1

(
1

l
− Aiθ(ρk)

)
Giγ(x)

∥∥∥∥∥ρk+1(x)

)
+ λ

l∑
i ̸=j

⟨Giγ(x), Gjγ(x)⟩

+ µ

l∑
r=1

D

(
Grγ(x)−

l∑
i=1

(
1

l
− Aiθ(G

r
γ)

)
Giγ(x)

∥∥∥∥∥Gr+1
γ (x)

)
.

(8)

We then construct PISA as the following alternating optimization algorithm to compute θ and γ, in
which we choose Aiθ(ρ) and Giγ(x) to be outputs of two distinct neural networks parameterized by θ
and γ, respectively.

Algorithm 1: : Prediction Informed by Spectral-decomposition Algorithm (PISA)
Data: l > 0, λ > 0, µ > 0; ρk(x), for k = 0, 1, · · · ,K; initial values of γ and θ; two small

positive thresholds ϵ1 and ϵ2;
Result: γ and θ;

1 Nepochs ← 1000
2 while Nepochs ̸= 0 do
3 Solve the following optimization problem to get γ∗

min
γ

L(θ, γ)

s.t. Giγ(x) ≥ 0 and
∫

Giγ(x)dx = 1, for i = 1, · · · , l;
(9)

4 if ∥γ∗ − γ∥ ≥ ϵ1 then
5 γ ← γ∗

6 end
7 Solve the following optimization problem to get θ∗

min
θ

L(θ, γ)

s.t. Aiθ(ρ) ≥ 0, for i = 1, · · · , l;
(10)

8 if ∥θ∗ − θ∥ ≥ ϵ2 then
9 θ ← θ∗

10 end
11 Nepochs = Nepochs − 1
12 end

An important aspect of PISA is that it can also predict the terminal density of the PF operator. The
estimate of terminal density of Pτ can be expressed as

ρ∗(x) =
1

l

l∑
i=1

Giγ(x). (11)

4 Numerical Experiments

We present the effectiveness of PISA on different numerical testbeds. We performed the numerical
experiments on a machine with Intel i9-9900K CPU with 128GB RAM and the Nvidia Quadro RTX
4000 GPU. In our numerical experiments, we compare the performance of PISA with the that of [3].
Particularly, [3] approximates the PF operator as

ρk+1 = et·NNδ(x,t)ρk.

Here, note that NNδ approximates the Liouville operator AP given in (3). Then et·NNδ is an approxi-
mately linear solution to (4).
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4.1 Unicycle Model with an NN-Based Controller

We first consider agents following the unicycle dynamics,

ẋ1 = u1 cos(x3), ẋ2 = u1 sin(x3), ẋ3 = u2. (12)

We consider the task of controlling N unicycle agents using a diffusion-model-based controller
developed in [17]. The task is to start from a uniform distribution and finally reach two Gaussian
distributions centered at −41 and 41, respectively. With the number of agents as N = 1000, we
generated trajectories of length T = 8 seconds with a sampling period of τ = 0.01. The initial
and final states of the data are represented in Figure 2(a). We predicted the terminal density ρ∗ as
given by (11). The estimated terminal density corresponding to the targets the agents are trained
to reach is depicted in Figure 2(b). In Figure 2(c), we compare PISA against [3], using the same
amount of training samples and the same size of neural networks for both algorithms. We set l = 5
for PISA and used fully connected feed-forward neural networks with 3 hidden layers to learn Aθ,
Gγ and NNδ.The two algorithms are trained for 1000 iterations and tested on the testing dataset of
length T = 3 seconds. The y-axis of Figure 2(c) depicts the KL divergence between the predicted
density and the true density in the testing dataset. Initially, it is evident that [3] performs better than
PISA due to the nature of the model. Particularly, [3] chooses a linear solution to the PDE (4) which
explains the better performance initially but results in a rapid decrease in performance. We see that
PISA performs better by one order of magnitude than [3] over a long time horizon.

x2

x1

(a) Dataset

x2

x1

(b) Predicted ρ∗

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35
PISA
[3]

D
(ρ̂

t
∥ρ

t
)

time
(c) Comparison with [3]

Figure 2: Experiments on the unicycle model data generated using controller from [17]. (a) Initial
states are uniformly distributed, depicted in blue, final states are in red. (b) The estimated ρ∗ by PISA.
(c) Performance comparison between PISA and [3] on testing data of length 3 seconds. Performance
metric is the KL divergence between predicted and true densities. Our dataset contains K = 800
sampled instants, wherein we use the first 500 samples of each trajectory as the training data set and
the remaining 300 as the testing set.

4.2 Predicting Behavior of Score-Based Generative Model

We consider the problem of analysis of the behavior of generative models. Generative models
behave as evolving agents by taking data samples from an initial noise density and reaching an
unknown target density. Generative models are complex and their behavior can be analyzed through
the trajectory of converting noise samples to data samples. Our task is to analyze the behavior of
generative models from the lens of evolving probability densities using their sampling trajectories.
We particularly consider the case of diffusion models based on estimating the score [18]. In the
diffusion model we use the data lies in five dimensions. In score-based generative models, new data
samples from unknown target distributions are generated using a bi-directional scheme. Given data
from an unknown target distribution, noise is sequentially added to data samples using a Stochastic
Differential Equation in the forward process until a desired noise distribution is reached. To sample
new data from the target distribution, this forward process is reversed so that a sample starts from
the noise distribution and ends as a sample from the target distribution. Particularly, [18] reverses
the forward process by learning the score of the data distribution. We seek to study the behavior of
these score-based generative models by their action on samples in the reverse process. We show that
we could not only predict the behavior of diffusion models but also potentially identify the target
distribution by estimating ρ∗.
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We consider the following ODE for the score-based generative model,

ẋ = u (13)

Here, x, u ∈ R5. In the forward process u ∼ N (0, I), whereas in the reverse process, u denotes
the output of a neural network Sψ(x, t) that estimates the score. The neural network Sψ(x, t) with
five outputs approximates the score of the forward process. In this experiment, the task is to sample
from Gaussians centered at −41 and 31. The noise distribution is the uniform distribution over the
domain [−8, 8]5. In the forward process, we start with N = 3000 samples from N1(−41, 0.2I) and
N1(31, 0.2I). The data samples are diffused in the forward process for a time period of 6 seconds.
In the reverse process, to sample from the desired distributions, we learn the score as proposed in
[18]. Once the score is sufficiently learned using a neural network, we record N = 3000 trajectories
in the reverse process for a time period of 6 seconds. The first four seconds of the dataset constitute
our training dataset and the last 2 seconds constitute the testing dataset.

It is evident from Figure 3(a) that PISA makes an accurate estimation of the target distribution. We
can see that the estimated ρ∗ corresponds to that of the aforementioned target distribution. This
implies that the diffusion model is well aligned with its intended task. Further, in Figure 3(b), we
compare PISA with [3] in predicting the evolution of ρk. We choose l = 10 for PISA and feedforward
neural networks with 3 hidden layers for Aiθ, Giγ and NNiδ. We use the KL divergence between the
predicted ρ̂k and the true ρk from the testing dataset. Once again, we see that [3] performs better
initially due to its linear solution to the PDE but its performance deteriorates rapidly. PISA retains
relatively much better performance over a longer time horizon.

x2

x1

(a) Predicted ρ∗

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

5

10

15

20
PISA
[3]

D
(ρ̂
t
∥ρ
t
)

time

(b) Comparison with [3]

Figure 3: Experiments on the five dimensional score-based generative model [18]. (a) Predicted
terminal density ρ∗ projected on the first two dimension. Brighter colours indicate a higher probability.
(b) Comparison of performance of PISA and [3] on testing dataset.

4.3 UCY Pedestrian Dataset

We show the effectiveness of PISA on a physical data by applying it to the UCY pedestrian dataset [19].
Here, the task is to predict the movement of pedestrians by estimating the evolution of the density
of pedestrians. The dataset consists of videos of pedestrians walking in several regions as depicted
in Figure 4(a). We use the Zara01 subsection of the dataset in our experiments. We obtained pre-
processed data from the code repository of [20], where the video was processed to obtain the x and
y coordinates of the position of the pedestrians. Here we consider each pederstrian as an agent in
our analysis. We assume that every pedestrian is identical and their movement is governed by the
dynamics given in (2). Given the positions of pedestrians as depicted in Figure 4(a), we approximate
the probability density of the pedestrians as depicted in Figure 4(b).

In Figure 4(c), we once again compare PISA with the exponential model [3] on the test data for the
first 200 time samples. We choose l = 5 and feedforward neural networks with 3 hidden layers for
Aiθ, Giγ and NNiδ . Here, we see that the initial time period in which the exponential model works better
than PISA is significantly shorter due to the model inaccuracy. However, PISA continues to perform
well over a longer time horizon. It is also important to note that both models have significantly
higher estimation errors in the testing performance for this experiment compared to performance
in experiments on the unicycle model and the score-based generative model. This is due to the
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stochasticity of the data and the assumption we make about the nature of the pedestrians. Further,
with new pedestrians entering the scene and existing pedestrians leaving the scene, there are jumps
in the probability density which further reduces the performance of KDE-based methods. Better
density approximation algorithms that are suited for stochastic data and for incorporating jumps in
the probability density can be employed to obtain an improvement in the performance.

(a) Snapshot from dataset

x2

x1

(b) Estimated density ρk

0 50 100 150 200
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PISA
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D
(ρ̂

t
∥ρ

t
)

time
(c) Comparison with [3]

Figure 4: Experiments on the UCY pedestrian dataset. (a) A snapshot from the dataset. (b) Corre-
sponding estimated probability density. (c) Comparison between PISA and [3] in the estimation of
future probability densities.

5 Theoretical Foundations of Spectral Decomposition

The Perron-Frobenius operator Pτ is a constrictive Markov operator [12] that pushes forward the
probability distribution ρk(x) to a stationary distribution ρ∗(x) corresponding to the attractors of
dynamical systems. This evolution of the probability distribution is in fact a Markov Process. For
Markov operators with the constrictive property, we have the following spectral decomposition
theorem.

Lemma 1 [12, 13] Let P be a constrictive Markov operator. Then there exists an integer l, two
sequences of non-negative functions gi(x) ∈ L1 and hi(x) ∈ L∞, i = 1, 2, · · · , l, and an operator
Q : L1 7→ L1 such that for all ρ(x) ∈ L1, P ◦ ρ(x) can be written in the form

P ◦ ρ(x) =
l∑
i=1

ai(ρ)gi(x) +Q ◦ ρ(x), (14)

where
ai(ρ) =

∫
ρ(x)hi(x)dx.

The functions gi(x) and the operator Q have the following properites:

1) Each gi(x) is normalized to one and

gi(x)gj(x) = 0, for all i ̸= j, (15)

i.e., the density functions gi(x) have disjoint supports;

2) For each integer i there exists a unique integer α(i) such that

P ◦ gi(x) = gα(i)(x). (16)

where α(i) ̸= α(j) for i ̸= j. Thus, P just permutes the functions gi(x);

3) Moreover,
∥PnQ ◦ ρ(x)∥ → 0 (17)

as n→∞ for every ρ(x) ∈ L1.

Lemma 1 states that the action of the PF operator can be decomposed into l components through the
functionals ai(ρ) and the functions gi(x). Here l is a finite integer that serves as a measure of the
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model complexity of PISA. Further, the operator Q captures the effect of the terminal density on
ρ(x). As t→∞, the action of Q on ρ(x) decays to 0. This drives our motivation to use Q ◦ ρ(x) as

Q ◦ ρ(x) = ρ(x)− ρ∗(x). (18)

Further, as t→∞, we can see that

ρ∗(x) =
1

l

l∑
i

gi(x). (19)

This implies that the density functions gi serve as a basis for the stationary terminal density ρ∗. It is
easy to verify for (19) that P ◦ ρ∗(x) = ρ∗(x) through the permutation property. Given the Lemma 1,
(18), and (19), we provide a sufficient condition on the output of our algorithm PISA.

Theorem 1 For systems (2) that have a stationary terminal density, there exists a finite l, an operator
Q, l non-negative functionals Aiθ(ρ) and l densities Gγ(x) such that the loss L(θ, γ) = 0.

Proof 1 We provide a brief overview of the proof. Lemma 1 guarantees the existence of l functions
ai(ρ) and gi(x) that exactly decompose the action of the PF operator. These are approximated
using neural networks Aiθ(ρ) and Giγ(x), respectively. The cost function L is designed to satisfy the
properties of ai and gi. The first term in the cost function L addresses the propagation of the PF
operator. The second term addresses the orthogonality property of every gi and the last term captures
the permutative property gi. ■

Remark 1 It should be noticed that the spectral decomposition theorem guarantees the existence
of a decomposition in the form of (14), it yet does not specify the form of Q and gi(x), as well as
the number l. Also, there is no guarantee that the decomposition is unique. Therefore, our choice
that Q ◦ ρ(x) = ρ(x) − ρ∗(x) is just one of many possibilities. An alternative for the action of
Q is Q ◦ ρ(x) = D(ρ∥ρ∗), which is also a decreasing quantity. This can be verified by the laws
of thermodynamics which guarantee decreasing of relative entropy. Empirically, we have seen
that Q ◦ ρ(x) = ρ(x) − ρ∗(x) serves as a better choice for Q. Moreover, Lemma 1 guarantees
a finite model complexity through the number of basis functions l. This is a tunable parameter in
our algorithm that can adjusted to achieve a desired accuracy of prediction. As described in our
numerical experiments, it turns out that PISA makes good approximations of both (7) and (11). Our
relatively small neural networks to approximate ai(ρ) and gi(x) through Aiθ and Giγ , respectively, are
empirically efficient choices.

6 Conclusion

In this study, we explore the task of predicting the behavior of agents controlled by AI models, using
a probabilistic framework to analyze the evolution of probability densities. Our proposed algorithm,
PISA, effectively estimates the Perron-Frobenius (PF) operator that characterizes the evolution of
these densities, thus enabling predictions of both the short and long-term behavior of AI-driven
agents. This ability to forecast asymptotic behaviors is critical for assessing whether such agents
align with human values and requirements. Currently, our approach utilizes kernel density estimation
to approximate the probability densities from individual trajectories; however, this method introduces
potential inaccuracies. Optimizing the choice of kernel functions and adopting more sophisticated
density estimation techniques could significantly enhance our model’s performance. Additionally,
a comprehensive evaluation of the model’s complexity and computational efficiency remains to be
conducted, which will be crucial for practical applications and further scalability.
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7 Supplemental Material

7.1 Preliminaries and Mathematical Notations

KL divergence between two probability distributions f(x) and g(x) is defined as

D(f∥g) =
∫

f(x) log
f(x)

g(x)
dx,

which serves as a measure of the distance between the two distributions. Notice also that the
D(f∥g) = 0 if and only if f(x)− g(x) = 0 almost everywhere. Moreover, we denote RM the vector
space of all M dimensional real vectors. The inner product of two vectors (functions) f(x) and g(x)
in Hilbert space is defined as

⟨f(x), g(x)⟩ =
∫

f ′(x)g(x)dx,

where f ′(x) denotes the conjugate transpose of f(x). Also, we use ∥ · ∥ to denote the norm of a
function (vector) in Banach space. The L2 norm of a vector f(x) in Hilbert space is defined as

∥f∥2 =

√∫
f ′(x)f(x)dx.

The L1 norm of a vector f(x) in Banach space is defined as

∥f∥1 =

∫
|f(x)|dx.

The L∞ norm of a vector f(x) in Banach space is defined as

∥f∥∞ = sup
x
|f(x)|dx.

We also denote L1 the set of all absolutely integrable functions and L∞ the set of all functions which
are almost bounded everywhere.

7.2 Proposition of Perron-Frobenius Operators

Proposition 1 [12] Suppose we have a nonlinear bounded dynamical system (2) and the correspond-
ing Perron-Frobenius operator Pτ . Then it follows that

• Pτ is a linear operator;

• Pτ ◦ ρ(x) is non-negative if ρ(x) is non-negative;

• Integral invariance: ∫
Pτ ◦ ρ(x)dx =

∫
ρ(x)dx;

• Pτ has a fixed point (probability distribution function) such that

Pτ ◦ ρ∗(x) = ρ∗(x)

and
lim
n→∞

Pnτ ◦ ρ(x) = ρ∗(x)

which is also denoted in some literature that Pτ has a preserved measure µρ∗ .
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