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Abstract

The Fisher Information Matrix (FIM) provides a way for quantifying the information content of an
observable random variable concerning unknown parameters within a model that characterizes the
variable. When parameters in a model are directly linked to individual features, the diagonal
elements of the FIM can signify the relative importance of each feature. However, in scenarios
where feature interactions may exist, a comprehensive exploration of the full FIM is necessary
rather than focusing solely on its diagonal elements. This paper presents an end-to-end black box
system identification approach that integrates the FIM into the training process to gain insights into
dynamic importance and overall model structure. A decision module is added to the first layer of
the network to determine the relevance scores using the entire FIM as input. The forward
propagation is then performed on element-wise multiplication of inputs and relevance scores.
Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed methodology effectively captures various types
of interactions between dynamics, outperforming existing methods limited to polynomial
interactions. Moreover, the effectiveness of this novel approach is confirmed through its
application in identifying a real-world industrial system, specifically the PH neutralization process.

Keywords — Dynamic importance selection, fisher information matrix, automatic relevance
determination, nonlinear system identification

1. Introduction

The problem of nonlinear system identification deals with finding a mathematical description
of the dynamic behavior of a system from measured data {x,, y,}}_, to provide accurate prediction
of the future behavior given input(s) [1] and [2]:

Ve = fo(xy) +eg, E(e;) =0,E(ecer) =R 1)

Where the y; is the system output(s), e; is iid noise sequence of zero mean and finite variance,
and input(s) x; may be a lagged window of system input(s), output(s), and error in general, i.e.
Xt = [Vemkys o Vi1 Utmicys -+ » Ut—1, €¢—ky» -, €c—1]. MOdel (1) represents a large class of nonlinear
models. The well-known nonlinear autoregressive model with exogenous input (NARX) can be
easily instantiated from (1) by skipping those terms related to the error signal e;. Regardless of the
model one adopts, identification problem is usually done in two steps: identification of influential



variables and nonlinear function approximation [3]. The former is the topic of variable selection
within statistical learning theory, which has only received scattered attention from system
identification communities. The latter, however, is a mature topic in system identification. A very
popular approach for realizing function approximation in the literature is to express the unknown
function f as the linear combination of some nonlinear functions called basis function [1].

M (2)
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There is no limitation on how the basis functions are modeled. They can be modeled by black
box models like a multi-layered perceptron, Gaussian process, polynomial approximation,
functional expansion, and deep learning or transparent models like lookup tables, locally linear
models, and fuzzy approximation [1].

For many real-world problems, contributing variables included in x; are sparse, so not all
variables should be included in modeling [4]. It allows us to understand the impact of input
variables, rank them, select the most influential inputs, and drop non-relevant ones from the model.
This is remarkably important for improving the model's accuracy, revealing the complex
interaction among variables in nonlinear context, and improving the model's interpretability in
applications like condition monitoring and fault diagnosis. In this regard, the most important part
of an identification problem is inferring the influential variables. This is the topic of model order
determination in system identification communities. Correlation analysis before the identification
procedure is the most frequently used method for order selection in linear models, yet this is not
the case for nonlinear systems where the relationship between the input and output of the system
is complex and nonlinear. Mutual information [5] and distance correlation [6] are two important
measures for revealing the complex dependencies between input and output. Some methods are
introduced from machine learning and statistics that determine the most important variables based
on their predictive power on output, forward selection, backward elimination, stepwise learning,
and regularization methods like LASSO are some examples of the mentioned category [7], [8],
and [9]. There are also some model-free approaches for model order determination. [3] is of earlier
work that presents a model-free variable selection. The unknown function, which should be
estimated based on available data, is assumed to be smooth so that the largest Lipchitz quotient
can be computed from the data as a bound. Removing those variables that contribute more to the
prediction will force the Lipchitz quotient to exceed the calculated bound. In [4], another model-
free variable selection is given, working based on an estimation of goodness of fit. It is stated that
such criteria as global sensitivity analysis, mutual information, and distance correlation for
variable selection can be misleading, and goodness of fit is an appropriate criterion for selecting
variables. In [10], a variable selection procedure is given based on the derivative squared average
estimation. There is no restriction on the unknown function, so the function and its derivative are
unknown. Two algorithms are given to approximate the function and its partial derivative.

Although variable importance analysis has received scattered attention from system
identification communities, it is well-studied by statisticians and machine learning researchers. It
is performed at both local and global levels [11] and [12]. The objective of local variable
importance analysis is to provide insight into explaining the influence of features for each sample.



In contrast, the global analysis provides an average understanding of the importance of variables.
Generally, two main approaches for variable importance analysis are encountered in literature:
global sensitivity analysis aiming at quantifying the portion of output variance due to the individual
and interaction effects of input variables, and variable importance techniques whose objective is
to measure the predictive power of input variables [11]. The most well-known method within the
former category is the analysis of variance (ANOVA) [13], decomposing the output function into
the summation of some terms, including the individual effects of each variable, 2-way interactions
of variables, 3-way interaction of variables, and so on. To make a model interpretable, only 2-way
interactions are considered in practice [12] since the number of interactions to test grows
exponentially with interaction order. ANOVA and its variants are a post-hoc interpretation method
for variable importance analysis, meaning a model should be in hand. However, [14] proposes a
functional ANOVA using Variational auto-encoders to learn a decomposable latent space while
training. Forward selection, backward elimination, stepwise learning, and LASSO methods are
well-known variable importance techniques utilizing the prediction power of input variables as
their importance score.

All mentioned methodologies require either a pre-trained model or some effort for model order
determination before the identification process, which should be provided by human intervention.
To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no work to pay attention to dynamic selection while
training. In this regard, we propose an end-to-end framework for modeling a nonlinear system. We
adopt a black-box model that exploits the Fisher Information Matrix (FIM) to compute the
importance of time steps. The FIM provides a way to quantify the information content of an
observable random variable concerning unknown parameters within a model that describes the
variable. As a result, it can be said that for models that include a correspondence relationship
between parameter and input variables, FIM will contain information about the input variables.
[15] utilizes diagonal elements of FIM to prune the neural networks. However, using diagonal
elements of FIM as an importance score cannot capture the interaction between neurons. In the
context of dynamic systems, since there are temporal dependencies between input variables,
exploiting diagonal elements of FIM to score the importance of input variables doesn’t make sense.
To address the mentioned issue, we introduce a decision unit that takes the full FIM as input and
computes the variable importance as the linear combination of row elements of FIM. The results
show that the proposed methodologies can capture complex interactions in input dynamics.

1- Related works

The present work is similar to [15], which introduces a pruning method exploiting the fisher
information matrix to prune a neural network. The proposed approach uses diagonal elements of
FIM as an importance score. The larger the elements of FIM are, the more important the
corresponding neurons are. However, the adopted approach will prune neurons without
considering their interaction. There may be cases where the neurons contribute to the prediction in
the presence of other neurons, meaning the full matrix of FIM should be considered rather than its
diagonal elements. In our works, the mentioned issue is rectified by introducing a decision unit fed
by the full FIM to decide the importance of each neuron. The proposed decision unit calculates the
importance scores of each input neuron as a linear combination of row elements of FIM followed



by a sigmoid function to scale the scores between 0 and 1. After training, neurons with smaller
importance scores can be pruned away. Although the adopted approach is applied for dynamic
selection, the presented methodology can be applied to prune intermediate layers.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, the proposed method is
elaborated. In section 4, the proposed method's effectiveness is illustrated by identifying both
numerical and real-world PH neutralization processes.

2- Proposed method

The problem of black-box nonlinear system identification is formulated as y, = fg(x;) where
fo 1s parameterized using a neural network and x; is a lagged window of system input and output.
For a neural network with activation function ¢, the first layer activation is computed as the
following:

A = p(WDx, + b®) 3)

Where x; = [Ut—q) ooy Up—1, Vi—pr --» Vi—1]- We introduce a relevance score into the formulation
as x;®Oa; where a; is of the same dimension as x; and © indicate the elementwise product.
Therefore, the activation of the first layer of the network would be A® = ¢(W Vx,Oa, + bW).

This is equivalent to the modulation of each column of W with elements of a,. In a better word,
the relevance score of each system dynamics can be seen as the importance of each column of the
weight matrix. This view collides with automatic relevance determination for feature selection
learned by the model itself. To do so, we use the covariance of weight matrices as their importance
during the training process. Considering the Newton method for updating the weight matrix

o = 0™ — [H, L] [Vywl], the covariance of weight matrices is computed as the
following:
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Where under mild conditions, the fisher information matrix %Vg(l)e(H)TVQme(H) equals to
H y1)L. So we have:

11 - 7
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Where o2 is the variance of error. The obtained relationship states that the importance of weight
parameters is a function of the fisher information matrix. If the input variables are independent,
the diagonal elements of the fisher information matrix can be used to determine the importance of
the score. However, this is not the case for nonlinear system identification since there are temporal
dependencies among different time steps of model input. Hence, we must consider the full fisher
information matrix rather than its diagonal elements. The obtained formulation is an apparent
application of fisher information matrix to achieve the Cramer-Rao lower bound on the covariance
of parameter estimation.

To make the process end-to-end, we introduce a decision unit, a simple logistic regression
model, fed by a full fisher information matrix to compute the relevance score as a linear
combination of row elements of FIM followed by a sigmoid activation to scale the relevance score
between 0 and 1. The overall scheme of the proposed approach is associated with Figure 1. The
decision unit is a simple logistic regression, and the model is a time-delayed neural network.
Although the scheme is illustrated for dynamic selection, it can be used for the intermediate layer
to prune the neural network.
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Figure 1 — The proposed approach for dynamic selection. The full FIM feeds the decision unit and outputs
the relevance score of each time step

The objective function for tuning the parameter has remained intact, and we use maximum
likelihood estimation. The partial derivative of the loss function L(8) = In pg(y|x) for a weight

Wiﬁl) in the first layer, is given by:
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Here (1) represents the gradient of the loss concerning the output of neuron i in the first layer,

(1
which can be computed through backpropagation from the final output. The term o4, — Is the
ow;;

gradient of neuron i's output for its weight Wl.](.l), which is given by:
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Where z(l) = Di= 1w( )x] + b;, and T is the length of the input sequence. So, the elements of

(9)

the fisher information matrix related to W(l) and W( ) js calculated by taking the expectation of
the product of their gradients:

E alfVL(l) %‘ @' (Z(l))¢( (1))E(x Xi)

Where E (x; xk) is the ik’s element of the input autocorrelation matrix X, The FIM elements are
directly influenced by the variation in model inputs modulated by the nonlinear activation function
derivatives. This reveals that the correlation between input dynamics scaled by the output's
sensitivity to the weights is considered a key measure to determine the relevance dynamics. Since
there is a temporal dependency between input dynamics, the decision unit considers a linear
combination of all row elements to decide the importance of each time step. The decision unit is
parametrized using a simple logistic regression model to output importance scores a; as the
following:

a, = o(WP] + bP) (11)
Where I is the full fisher information matrix.

(10)
Lijr =

In the next section, the proposed approach's effectiveness is illustrated by identifying some
fictional nonlinear systems and the experimental setup of the PH neutralization process.

3- Simulation

In this section, we discuss our experiments on both simulated and real-world systems to show
the performance of our study on feature importance detection. We consider some fictional
nonlinear systems with different complexity to examine the presented work. Results show that the
adopted approach can capture any complex interaction among input variables.

4-1- Test suits of fictional nonlinear systems

The list of simulated systems is mentioned in Table 1, covering systems with different
nonlinearities and structures. From each simulated system, we generate 16000 samples for training
and 10000 samples for test excited using uniformly distributed input signal u in the interval [-2.5,
2.5]. The results are obtained by averaging over 100 identified models for each simulated system.
We train a time-delayed neural network to approximate the listed functions where a lag of 10 for
both input and output of systems is considered, i.e. Xy = [Ut_10, ) Ut—1, Ve—10s --» Ve—1]- The



results for some simulated systems are shown in Figure 2 — 5, where the importance score of system
dynamics is depicted as a bar plot.

Table 1 — Test suites of data generation functions

Fy sin(ye—1) + 0.0y, + Uy + Ui +uppu; 3
F 0.01y£ ; +ug_y +up_puy_suf,
F3 UF g+ U U 3Upy
Fy Up3Upp + Up 3Upq + Up 3U pUq +SIN(Yep) + eXp(—=Ye—1)
Fs sin(ug_qUr—p) + exp(= Ye-1Ye-2)
Fe exp (siny;—q1) + yr-—zexp(—u;—p)
F; U sexp(siny;_q) + Y zexp(—u;_5)
Fo exp(lue—y + ur3l) + uroup_s + L

B - T 1+y2
Fy

VerGuos) +

Fio 27 Iuemateal fy, ) + arcsin(y,_10)
Fiq

Up_joarctan(yy_q + up_1) + max(us_,, 0.5) +

1+ yts+ufs

As it is clear, the adopted approach incorporates the correct dynamics into the modeling by
forcing the relevance score of unimportant dynamics to be close to zero. We can generally set a
predefined threshold on importance scores to prune the unimportant dynamics and select those that
exceed the threshold. For instance, consider F;; = us_qparctan(y,_; + u;—_1) +

max(us_,, 0.5) +m formed by a complex nonlinear relationship between 6 lagged

model inputs. Figure 2. a shows that among 20 dynamics fed to the network, the relevance score
of all 6 dynamics is computed as 1, and non-relevant ones are calculated as 0, meaning the network
captures influential variables with appropriate MSE loss as 0.0043. The same performance is
reported for all other simulated systems. The importance scores and output results for simulated
systems F;, Fy and Fg are also illustrated in Figures 3, 4, and 5.
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Figure 2 — (a) The relevance score computation for each dynamic, and (b) the system and model output
for the simulated system F;
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Figure 3 — (a) The relevance score computation for each dynamic, and (b) the system and model output
for the simulated system F;,



The feature importance score for simulated function Fg
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Figure 4 — (a) The relevance score computation for each dynamic, and (b) the system and model output
for the simulated system Fq
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Figure 5 — (a) The relevance score computation for each dynamic, and (b) the system and model output
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4-2- PH neutralization process

A laboratory experiment is conducted to demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed method. The
inputs to the process include the flow rates of acid, water, and base, while the outputs are the fluid's
PH value and the level of the mixing tank. The base flow rate acts as the controlled variable in the
pH control loop, while the acid flow rate serves as a disturbance input. The level setpoint for the
mixing tank is held constant for simplicity, and the level is regulated by adjusting the water flow
rate. Given that the settling time of the level process can be disregarded, the influence of the level
control loop on the pH control loop is minimal, allowing for the decoupling of the level control
loop [16].
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Figure 6 — The flow rate of base and PH value of fluid



Given the base and acid flow rate, we aim to predict the fluid's PH value. Since the acid flow
rate is constant, the identification process is done based on the fluid's PH value and the base's flow
rate. For this purpose, we collected 4000 data, as illustrated in Figure 6. We chose 2000 sample
points for training and 2000 for testing. We adopt the ARX model with n, = n, = 5. The
corresponding importance scores of each input dynamic are computed in Figure 7.
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Figure 7 — The relevance score of input dynamics for the PH neutralization process

Figure 8 highlights that only 5 input variables are relevant to the output, and others are non-
relevant. As it has been shown, the PH neutralization process possesses the structure of the form:

Vi bsz™> + byz~3
U, l+a,z*+a,z72+a;z71

Figure 8 is the output plot of the process. Compared to the first-order approximation utilized for
the PH neutralization process in [16], our method achieves an MSE that is 40 times smaller.
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Figure 8 — The output plots of the PH neutralization process and the model
4- Conclusion

This paper introduces an end-to-end nonlinear system identification process that combines two
key steps - identifying relevant variables and approximating nonlinear functions - into a unified
procedure. The method involves incorporating a decision module at the first layer of the network.



This decision unit is a simple logistic regression model, taking the complete Fisher information
matrix as input and generating relevant scores. Following training, variables with relevance scores
below a specified threshold can be eliminated. Furthermore, this methodology can assess
intermediate neurons to facilitate dynamic network pruning. Results obtained from numerical and
laboratory tests demonstrate the effectiveness of this approach.
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