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Abstract In this work, we develop a method to identify continuous-time non-
linear networked dynamics via the Koopman operator framework. The pro-
posed technique consists of two steps: the first step identifies the neighbors
of each node, and the second step identifies the local dynamics at each node
from a predefined set of dictionary functions. The technique can be used to
either identify the Boolean network of interactions (first step) or to solve the
complete network identification problem that amounts to estimating the lo-
cal node dynamics and the nature of the node interactions (first and second
steps). Under a sparsity assumption, the data required to identify the com-
plete network dynamics is significantly less than the total number of dictionary
functions describing the dynamics. This makes the proposed approach attrac-
tive for identifying large dimensional networks with sparse interconnections.
The accuracy and performance of the proposed identification technique are
demonstrated with several examples.
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1 Introduction

Dynamics defined over a network are useful in the mathematical modeling
of electrical grids [26], UAV networks [10], vehicular traffic networks [29,23],
and biological networks [15,35], to name a few (see also the survey [2]). Such
dynamics are generally described through a directed graph where each node
represents a network component whose local dynamics depends on its own
state, on the inputs from the neighboring network components, and on ex-
ternal inputs. Moreover, data-driven network modeling and, in particular, the
reverse engineering problem of network identification are of specific interest to
physics, biology, and engineering applications. Network identification has been
extensively studied in different settings. In the most classical setting, the net-
work dynamics (i.e. local dynamics and interactions) are assumed to be known
and the network topology is inferred from measurements of the node dynamics.
In its simplest form, this problem amounts at constructing a Boolean graph
that indicates the existence or absence of an edge between each pair of nodes. A
great deal of methods have been proposed in this context, using various tech-
niques from statistics and information theory [2,32,30], control theory [16,
39], optimization [8,12], linearization [25], compressed sensing [37], Bayesian
inference [3], etc. See also the introductory review paper [34] and references
therein. Alternative relaxed versions of the network reconstruction problems
have also been considered, such as the spectral network identification problem
aiming at recovering the eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian [5,19]. In contrast
to the above setting, another formulation of the network identification prob-
lem assumes that the network topology is known, while the dynamics and the
interaction between nodes are unknown. This problem has been tackled in the
linear case with unobserved nodes and external inputs, where global transfer
functions between inputs and observed nodes are used to identify local transfer
functions between neighboring nodes [4,17]. The property of identifiability has
also been considered in this context [9,38], and more recently in the nonlinear
case [36].

The many problem settings in network reconstruction have their practical
motivations based on constraints on available data and on the a priori knowl-
edge on the network. In some practical scenarios, complete reconstruction of
the network is essential. It implies not only inferring the whole network struc-
ture, but also identifying the local dynamics and the nature of the interactions,
which may be different from one node to another in the case of heterogeneous
networks. For linear dynamics, this problem is related to linear parameter es-
timation or state-space identification [24], for which there exist many solutions
and methods (e.g. [6]). Yet it can be seen from [6,27] that under no a priori
information on the network, it is necessary to measure all the nodes for the
complete reconstruction of the network. In the nonlinear case, this problem is
undoubtedly much more involved and the tools developed for linear network
identification are not immediately applicable for their nonlinear counterparts,
requiring new investigations and algorithms for their identification.
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A promising approach to nonlinear network identification is the so-called
Koopman operator framework. The Koopman operator [13] was introduced in
the early 1930s to study nonlinear dynamical systems through a linear descrip-
tion of the evolution of observables defined on the state space. This approach
received a renewed interest in analysis and control of nonlinear systems after
the seminal work [22] on the spectral properties of the operator and the devel-
opment of data driven techniques such as Dynamic Mode Decomposition [31]
to capture those properties. This body of work lead to numerous data-driven
approximations of the Koopman operator, thereby providing linear represen-
tations of nonlinear dynamics that can be leveraged in the context of nonlinear
network identification. A first step in this direction was made in [18], where a
nonlinear identification problem was recast into a linear identification problem
over a lifted dynamics. This approach yielded two methods relying on a com-
putationally attractive linear algebraic formulation. However, both methods
developed in [18] are not tailored to large-scale networked systems, not only
requiring too many data points and lifted states, but also loosing accuracy as
the system dimension grows. More recently, the network identification prob-
lem was also considered through the lenses of the Koopman operator in [21],
in a discrete-time context, and under the assumption of homogeneous local
dynamics and identical coupling functions.

In this paper, we address the problem of complete network identification
in a nonlinear setting through the Koopman operator framework. We consider
the case of general nonlinear dynamics, with heterogeneous local dynamics
and external inputs on the nodes, and different coupling functions, thereby
relaxing the assumptions of [21] in the more involved continuous-time setting.
Toward this aim, we leverage the methods developed in [18], and overcome
their limitations which currently impede their use in network identification. In
particular, we extend the so-called dual method to non-autonomous systems,
design a technique to optimize the choice of test functions, and more impor-
tantly develop a two-step method that fully identifies the whole network. In
the first step, we use our improved dual method to identify the Boolean net-
work of interactions, thereby identifying the neighbors of each node. Next, in
the second step, we solve a local identification problem for each node among
the (estimated) neighboring nodes. Under the realistic assumption of a sparse
network, our two-step method is scalable (as evidenced by experiments with
networks with up to 1500 nodes), provides an accurate reconstruction of the
Boolean network of interactions as well as better estimates of the local dynam-
ics parameters (in comparison with the method developed in [18]). Moreover,
as a by-product, this work leads to a modular linear representation of the net-
worked dynamics, which could further be used for system analysis and control
design. Such modular representation is similar in essence to the one proposed
in [33] in the context of predictive control and to a bilinear formulation recently
proposed in [7].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. An introduction to the Koop-
man operator framework and an overview of the identification techniques de-
veloped in [18] are provided in Section 2. Section 3 extends the dual method
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of [18] to non-autonomous systems and provides a technique to optimize the
choice of test functions. In Section 4, we develop the two-step method for net-
work identification. Numerical examples are shown in Section 5, which illus-
trate our methodology and its performance in the context of Boolean network
reconstruction and identification of the dynamics. Finally, concluding remarks
and perspectives are given in Section 6.

2 Koopman operator framework for dynamical systems

This section provides some preliminaries on Koopman operator, along with
related data-driven techniques and an introduction to a specific application to
system identification.

2.1 The Koopman operator and its infinitesimal generator

Consider a dynamical system

ẋ(t) = F (x(t)), (1)

where x ∈ Rn and F : Rn → Rn are the state and the vector field, respectively.
The solution to (1) from an initial condition x0 is given through the flow Φt

by

x(t) = Φt(x0).

For a given space of functions F : Rn → C, the Koopman operator semigroup
Kt [13] associated with the system (1) is defined by

Kth(x) = h(Φt(x)), (2)

for all h ∈ F . The Koopman operator provides an alternative viewpoint to
study (1) as it is linear over F irrespective of the nonlinearity of the dynamics
(1). This linearity property is traded with the dimensionality since the space
F is infinite-dimensional for dynamics over Rn. Under additional assumptions
on the dynamics and the function space F , the Koopman operator Kt is a
strongly continuous semigroup (C0-semigroup) in the space F [20], a property
which allows to define an infinitesimal generator L as

Lh := lim
t↓0

Kth− h

t
,

for all h in the domain of L. In this work, unless explicitly mentioned, the
space F is the space of L2 functions defined over the state space Rn.

The Koopman operator can be extended to non-autonomous systems in
the following way. Consider the non-autonomous system

ẋ(t) = F (x(t), u(t)), (3)
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where x ∈ Rn and u ∈ Rm are the state and inputs respectively. Let U denote
the space of admissible control signals ū(·) : R+ → Rm. Given an initial
condition x0 and an input signal ū ∈ U , the solution to (3) is given through
the flow

x(t) = Φt(x0, u = ū).

Consider the space of functions F : Rn × U → C, the Koopman operator Kt

associated with (3) is defined as follows [14]

Kth(x, ū(·)) = h(Φt(x, ū), T t(ū(·))) ∀ h ∈ F , (4)

where T t is the left shift operator defined as T t(ū(τ)) := ū(t+ τ).

2.2 Data-driven approximation of the Koopman operator and lifted dynamics

Practical algorithms using the Koopman operator rely on finite-dimensional
approximations. They are typically data-driven, using snapshots of data {xk, yk}Kk=1

which satisfy (in the case of autonomous systems)

yk = ΦTs(xk),

where Ts is the sampling time. The most popular technique is the so-called
Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition (EDMD), which uses least-squares
projections to construct a finite-dimensional approximation of the Koopman
operator over a chosen subspace FN ⊂ F .

Given a set of linearly independent functions {ψi}Ni=1 that span the finite-
dimensional subspace FN , the aim of the EDMD algorithm is to construct

KN := ΠNKTs |FN
,

where ΠN is the L2 projection. The finite-dimensional operator KN satisfies

KNf = argmin
f̃∈FN

∥∥∥KTsf − f̃
∥∥∥2
2

∀ f ∈ L2(Rn).

Given the data points {xk, yk}Kk=1, we can reformulate the above problem as

KNf = argmin
f̃∈FN

1

K

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥KTsf(xk)− f̃(xk)
∥∥∥2
2

∀ f ∈ L2(Rn), (5)

and solve it as a least squares regression problem. In particular, the finite-
dimensional operator KN can be represented by the matrix

AN = PyP
†
x ,

where P †
x is the pseudoinverse of Px and

Px =
[
Ψ(x1) Ψ(x2) . . . Ψ(xK)

]
Py =

[
Ψ(y1) Ψ(y2) . . . Ψ(yK)

]
,
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with Ψ = [ψ1, . . . , ψN ]T . The matrix AN allows to define the discrete-time
lifted linear system

z[k + 1] = ANz[k], (6)

where z[k] = [ψ1(x(kTs)), . . . , ψN (x(kT (s))]T is the lifted trajectory, which ap-
proximates the nonlinear continuous-time system (1). A continuous-time coun-
terpart for (6) can be similarly constructed by approximating the infinitesimal
generator LN over FN . In practice, this can be obtained through the matrix
logarithm of AN , leading to the continuous-time linear lifted dynamics [18]

ż(t) = LNz(t),

where

LN =
1

Ts
log(AN ). (7)

This data-driven approach has been extended to non-autonomous systems
(3) in [28], with the snapshots of data {xk, uk, yk}Kk=1 such that

yk = ΦTs(xk, u = uk),

where the input u is kept constant at uk. Choosing the lifting functions

{ψ1(x), . . . , ψN (x)} ∪ {ϕ1(u), . . . , ϕm(u)}

where ϕi(u) = ui are the lifting functions on the inputs, we obtain the discrete-
time linear lifted dynamics

z[k + 1] ≈ Az[k] +Bu[k], (8)

with the lifted states z[k] = [ψ1(x(kTs)), . . . , ψN (x(kTs))] and lifted inputs
u[k] = [ϕ1(u(k)), . . . , ϕm(u(k))]T .

2.3 System identification using the Koopman operator framework

The work [18] presents a framework for system identification through the
Koopman operator, which we recall in this subsection for the sake of com-
pletion. Assume that the vector field F is of the form

F =

NF∑
k=1

wkhk,

where hk : Rn → R are known dictionary functions and wk ∈ Rn are un-
known weighting coefficients. In this case, identifying the map F from data is
equivalent to estimating the weights wk. Two approaches to this identification
problem have been formulated in the Koopman operator framework, which
fundamentally differ in their choice of basis functions. They are described as
follows.
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1. Main method: The basis functions are chosen to contain {hk(x)}
Nf

k=1 ∪
{idj(x)}nj=1}, where idj(x) := xj yields the j

th coordinate of x. The Koop-

man semigroup KTs is approximated by the EDMDmethod in the subspace
spanned by the basis functions as the matrix AN . This matrix is used to
compute the matrix approximation LN of the infinitesimal generator as in
(7). Finally, the estimated coefficients wj

k of the vector field component Fj

lie in the column of LN associated with the basis functions idj . Note that
the total number K of data pairs must satisfy K > N , where N = NF +n.
As the total number of dictionary functions increases, more data points are
required, making the method not suitable for large dimensional systems.
This motivates the alternative approach, termed as the dual method.

2. Dual Method: The dual method aims to compute a matrix approximation
of the adjoint of the Koopman operator (KTs)∗ in a “sample space” of
dimension K. More precisely, the method seeks for the best approximation
AK of the Koopman operator on an M -dimensional subspace such that,
for any test functions g ∈ L2(Rn), we have

KTsg(x1)
KTsg(x2)

...
KTsg(xK)

 ≈ AK


g(x1)
g(x2)

...
g(xK)

 . (9)

Next, the matrix approximation LK of the infinitesimal generator is com-
puted as in (7). This approximation is then used to compute the estimate
of the vector field F̂ at the data points {xk}Kk=1, which is obtained as

F̂ (x1)
T

F̂ (x2)
T

...

F̂ (xK)T

 = LK


xT1
xT2
...
xTK

 . (10)

Finally, the weights wk are estimated through an independent regression
problem.

In the context of network identification, the amount of data available might
be much less than the total number of functions to be identified in the network.
To tackle this issue, we will combine both main and dual methods, reconstruct-
ing the network topology with a modified formulation of the dual method and
subsequently using the main method to identify local dynamics.

3 Dual lifting method for systems with inputs

While the dual identification method was initially developed for autonomous
systems, it is extended to non-autonomous systems in this section. This exten-
sion is essential in the context of network identification, where external inputs
can potentially act on the nodes. In addition, we provide a procedure to choose
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an appropriate set of test functions that minimizes the error in the estimation
of the vector field.

3.1 Lifting and construction of the Koopman Operator

We are given samples {xk, uk, yk}Kk=1 generated by the dynamics with a con-
stant input over a sampling period, that is,

yk = ΦTs(xk, uk),

where ΦTs is the flow associated with (3). The key idea is to use an augmented
dynamics of the form

˙̄x =

[
ẋ(t)
u̇(t)

]
=

[
F (x, u)

0

]
=: F̂ (x̄), (11)

where x̄ = [x, u]T ∈ X ⊂ Rn+m is the augmented state. Accordingly, we define

x̄k = [xk, uk]
T , ȳk = [yk, uk]

T (12)

and it can be seen that ȳk = Φ̄Ts x̄k where Φ̄Ts is the flow associated with the
map F̂ . The Koopman operator associated with this dynamics (11) is defined
by

K̂tg(x̄) = g ◦ Φ̄t(x̄),

where g ∈ L2(X ). In this case, similarly to (9), the dual method amounts to
finding the matrix AK that satisfies K̂Tsg(x̄1)

...

K̂Tsg(x̄K)

 = AK

 g(x̄1)...
g(x̄K)

 . (13)

Given the data {x̄k, ȳk}Kk=1, we construct the matrices

Px =


g(x̄1)

T

g(x̄2)
T

...
g(x̄K)T

 Py =


g(ȳ1)

T

g(ȳ2)
T

...
g(ȳK)T

 , (14)

where g(x̄) is the vector of test functions [g1(x̄), . . . , gN (x̄)]T . The total number
N of test functions needs to be equal to or greater than the number K of
samples in the data set, since each test functions acts as a data point in the
optimization problem given in (13). Note also that the input uk appears in
both matrices Px and Py. Next, the matrix AK is given by

AK = PyP
†
x . (15)
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and we can finally compute an approximation of the vector field F̂ (x̄) at the
data points {x̄k}Kk=1. For any g ∈ L2(X ), we have

F̂ (x̄1) · ∇(g(x̄1))

F̂ (x̄2) · ∇(g(x̄2))
...

F̂ (x̄K) · ∇(g(x̄K))

 =


Lg(x̄1)
Lg(x̄2)

...
Lg(x̄L)

 ≈ LK


g(x̄1)
g(x̄2)

...
g(x̄K)

 ,
where LK is computed as

LK =
1

Ts
log(AK). (16)

This equation can be used with g(x) = xT and, similarly to (10), the approx-
imation of the vector field is obtained as

F̂ (x1, u1)
T

F̂ (x2, u2)
T

...

F̂ (xK , uK)T

 = LK


xT1
xT2
...
xTK

 . (17)

Note that the input data points uk are not explicitly used in the above equality.
In fact, the effect of the inputs is implicitly captured in the matrix LK , and
the estimates of the vector field are valid only for the specific state-input pairs
{xk, uk}Kk=1.

3.2 Test functions for computing the Koopman Operator

Unlike the main method, where the lifting functions are selected according to
some prior knowledge of the dictionary functions, there is no constraint on the
choice of test functions g in the dual method (13). The set of test functions
can therefore be chosen to optimize the quality of the approximation of the
Koopman operator. Though this problem can be posed in multiple ways, this
section focuses on the following specific formulation. We are given several sets
Gi = {gi1, . . . , giN} of test functions. Our aim is to select the best set Gi so
that the error in the estimation of the vector field F (x, u) is minimum. For each
choice of test functions Gi, we denote by Ai the corresponding approximation
(15) of the Koopman operator and we define the K × n approximation error
matrix

ei =

y
T
1
...
yTK

−Ai

x
T
1
...
xTK

 . (18)

Let us also define Li =
1
Ts

log(Ai) and the error

ẽi =

 F (x1, u1)T

...
F (xK , uk)

T

− Li

x
T
1
...
xTK

 . (19)

The following result characterizes the best choice of the test functions.
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Proposition 1 Given the sets of test functions Gi and the associated errors
(18)-(19), with i = 1, . . . , r,

lim
Ts→0

argmin
i∈{1,...,r}

∥ei∥ = lim
Ts→0

argmin
i∈{1,...,r}

∥ẽi∥.

Proof Define the data matrices

Ȳ =

y
T
1
...
yTK

 X̄ =

x
T
1
...
xTK

 ˙̄X =

F (x1, u1)
T

...
F (xK , uk)

T

 ,
and suppose that i∗ = argmini∥ei∥. Since Ai∗ minimizes ∥Ȳ −AiX̄∥, we have

∥Ȳ − eLi∗TsX̄∥ ≤ ∥Ȳ − eLiTsX̄∥ ∀i.

Expanding eAt and discarding terms of the order O(T 2
s ), we obtain∥∥∥∥Ts( Ȳ − X̄

Ts
− Li∗X̄

)∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥Ts( Ȳ − X̄

Ts
− LiX̄

)∥∥∥∥ ,
or equivalently ∥∥∥∥( Ȳ − X̄

Ts
− Li∗X̄

)∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥( Ȳ − X̄

Ts
− LiX̄

)∥∥∥∥ .
In the limit Ts → 0, the above equality yields

∥ ˙̄X − Li∗X∥ ≤ ∥ ˙̄X − LiX∥ ∀i,

so that i∗ = argmini∥ẽi∥, which concludes the proof. ⊓⊔

The above result gives a quantitative way to select the best test functions.
Given the fact that the dual method approximates the Koopman operator over
the data points for arbitrary functions, the work [18] suggests to use Gaussian
radial basis functions (RBF) centered around the data points, that is,

gk(x̄) = e−γ2∥x̄−x̄k∥2

1 ≤ k ≤ K, (20)

where γ ≥ 0 is a parameter. Given several sets of Gaussian RBFs parameter-
ized by different values γ, it follows from Proposition 1 that the set of RBF
which minimizes the error in equation (18) is also expected to provide the
smallest error in the approximation of the vector field. This is illustrated with
the following example.
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Example. Consider the dynamics

ẋ1 = 2x2 + 3x23

ẋ2 = −0.8x1x3 − 2x21x2 + u

ẋ3 = −x2x3 + x1u
2.

We use 50 different samples of initial conditions and inputs, uniformly dis-
tributed over [−1, 1]3 and [−1, 1], respectively, and we generate data pairs
with a sampling time Ts = 0.01. The dual Koopman operator representation
is computed for 20 different sets of 50 different Gaussian RBFs centered around
the data points, with γ varying from 0.0025 to 0.025. As shown in Figure 1,
the value γ which minimizes the error e in the approximation of the dual
Koopman operator (see (18)) also minimizes the error in ẽ in the computation
of the vector field (see (19)).

Fig. 1: According to Proposition 1, the errors e and ẽ reach their minimum at
the same value of the parameter γ.

4 Network Identification using Koopman Operator

In this section, we aim to identify a nonlinear networked dynamics through
the Koopman operator framework. Specifically, we will develop a two-step
procedure where we perform the identification of the topology in the first step
and the local identification of the network dynamics in the second step. When
the network is sparse, our identification algorithm requires much less data than
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the total number of parameters to be identified, making it tractable for large
networks.

4.1 Problem formulation

Consider a network of N nodes and M inputs given by the dynamics

ẋi = Fi(xi) +
∑

k∈Mi

Gik(uk) +
∑
k∈Ni

Hik(xk), (21)

where xi ∈ Rni is the state of the node i, uk ∈ Rmj is an input, Mi ⊆
{1, . . . ,M} is the set of inputs at node i, and Ni ⊆ {1, . . . , N} is the set of
neighbors for the node i. The functions Fi : Rni → Rni , Gik : Rmk → Rni and
Hik : Rnk → Rni describe the internal dynamics at the node i, the effect of the
inputs on that node, and the coupling with its neighbor nodes, respectively.
The network dynamics can be represented by

Ẋ =

 F̄1(X,U)
...

F̄N (X,U)

 = F̄ (X,U), (22)

where X = [x1, . . . , xN ]T ∈ X ⊂ Rn (n =
∑

i ni) is the vector of states,
U = [u1, . . . , uN ]T ∈ Rm (m =

∑
imi) is the vector of inputs, and F̄i :

Rn × Rm → Rni is defined as in (21). Let U be the space of admissible input
signals Ū(·) : R+ → Rm.

Starting from the initial condition X0 = [x1(0), . . . , xN (0)]T and an input
signal Ū ∈ U , the solution X(t) at time t associated with the dynamics (22)
is defined through the flow as

X(t) = Φt(X0, U = Ū),

and the Koopman operator associated with the network is defined as

Ktψ(X, Ū) = ψ(Φt(X,U), T tŪ), (23)

where ψ ∈ F : Rn × U → C, and T t is a right shift operator defined as

T tŪ(τ) = Ū(t+ τ).

We assume that the functions Fi, Gik, and Hik are of the form

Fi(xi) =

Ni∑
l=1

αilfil(xi),

Gik(uk) =

Mk∑
l=1

βiklgkl(uk) k ∈ Mi,

Hik(xk) =

Rk∑
l=1

γiklhkl(xk) k ∈ Ni,

(24)
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where fil : Rni → R, gkl : Rmk → R, hkl : Rnk → R are known dictionary
functions and αil, βikl, γikl ∈ Rni are the parameters to be estimated. We
further assume that the functions fil, gkl, and hkl belong to the space L2.

For performing the identification, we assume that the data is available
as {Xk, Uk, Yk}Kk=1 where Xk = [x1k, . . . , xNk] is the initial condition, Yk =
[Y1k, . . . , YNk]

T is the flow at a known time Ts, with the external input Uk =
[u1k, . . . , uNk]

T held constant. In this setting, we develop a two-step network
identification procedure with the following objectives.

1. First step - Identification of Ni and Mi: For each node, we identify a
set of nodes N̄i and the set of inputs M̄i such that, under ideal conditions,
these sets correspond to the setsNi andMi, respectively. This is performed
using the dual method developed in Section 3.

2. Second step - Local identification of dynamics: Once the estimates
of the neighbors N̄i and the inputs M̄i are computed, a subset of dictio-
nary functions can be obtained for each node and used to estimate the
parameters αil, βikl and γikl. This is performed through the main method
presented in Section 2.3.

4.2 First step - Identification of the topology

The first step of the network identification method consists of (1) estimating
the vector field at each sample point and (2) identifying the neighbors Ni

and inputs Mi acting on the node i. Given the dynamics (21) and the data
{Xk, Uk, Yk}Kk=1, the dual method approach developed in Section 3 is used
to compute an estimate of the time derivatives of Xk by approximating the
Koopman operator over the sample space by a suitable choice of test functions.
We now proceed to the identification of the neighbors Ni and inputs Mi using
these estimates of Ẋk.

4.2.1 Choice of node functions

In order to identify the network topology, a direct approach consists in using
the estimates of the vector field Ẋ and solving a regression problem over
the complete set of dictionary functions of the network (see e.g. the Lasso
regression problem in [18]). However, when the network has a large number of
nodes, this would lead to solving a regression problem over a very large set of
dictionary functions, affecting the identification error. Instead, we can solve a
smaller regression problem for each node over a set of “node functions”, where
the total number of such functions is much smaller than the total number of
dictionary functions and still be able to identify all the edges in the network.

For each node xk and input uk, we define two sets {ϕkl}dl=1 and {ψkl}dl=1

of d “node functions” depending on xk and uk, i.e. ϕkl : Rnk → R and ψkl :
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Rmk → R. Additionally, these functions are chosen to satisfy

ˆ
X
ϕkl(xk) dx = 0 ∀k = 1, . . . , N l = 1, . . . , d. (25)

ˆ
U

ψkl(uk) du = 0 ∀k = 1, . . . ,M l = 1, . . . , d. (26)

We have the following useful result.

Lemma 1 Suppose that the two sets of functions {ϕkl}dl=1 and {ψkl}dl=1 satisfy
(25) and (26). Given a function g̃ of the form

g̃ =

N∑
i=1

g̃1i +

M∑
i=1

g̃2i,

where g̃1i and g̃2i depend on xi and ui, respectively, we have

g̃1i = 0 =⇒ ⟨g̃, ϕij⟩ = 0 ∀ j = 1, . . . , d.

g̃2i = 0 =⇒ ⟨g̃, ψij⟩ = 0 ∀ j = 1, . . . , d.

Proof For i ̸= k, we have

⟨g̃1k, ϕij⟩ = |U|
ˆ
X
g̃1k(xk) dx

ˆ
X
ϕij(xi) dx = 0,

⟨g̃2k, ψij⟩ = |X |
ˆ
U
g̃2k(uk) du

ˆ
U
ψij(ui) du = 0,

where |X | and |U| denotes the Lebesgue measure of X and U respectively and
we used (25) and (26). Moreover, it is clear that

⟨g̃1k, ψij⟩ =
ˆ
X
g̃1k(xk) dx

ˆ
U

ψij(ui) du = 0,

⟨g̃2k, ϕij⟩ =
ˆ
U

g̃2k(uk) du

ˆ
X
ϕij(xi) dx = 0.

Then, it follows that

⟨g̃, ϕij⟩ =

〈
N∑

k=1

g̃1k +

N∑
k=1

g̃2k, ϕij

〉
=

N∑
k=1

⟨g̃1k, ϕij⟩+
N∑

k=1

⟨g̃2k, ϕij⟩ = ⟨g̃1i, ϕij⟩,

and similarly, we get ⟨g̃, ψij⟩ = ⟨g̃2i, ψij⟩. Finally, if g̃1i = 0 or g̃2i = 0, we
obtain the required result. ⊓⊔
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4.2.2 Estimating the neighbors of a node

We can now derive theoretical results that will allow us to identify the neigh-
bors of a node. Define the subspaces Fx,k = span{ϕkl}dl=1 ⊂ L2(X ,U), Fu,k =
span{ψkl}dl=1 ⊂ L2(X ,U), and Fx,u = ⊕k{Fx,k}Nk=1 ⊕ {Fu,k}Mk=1. We denote

the jth component of the function F̄i as F̄
(j)
i . For each i, we will aim to com-

pute

F̃
(j)
i = argmin

F̃
(j)
i ∈Fx,u

∥∥∥F̄ (j)
i − F̃

(j)
i

∥∥∥2 =

ˆ
X×U

(F̄
(j)
i (X,U)− F̃

(j)
i (X,U))2dUdX.

(27)

The function F̃
(j)
i can be viewed as the orthogonal projection of F̄

(j)
i on to

the subspace Fx,u. Thus, it can be written as

F̃
(j)
i (X,U) =

N∑
k=1

d∑
l=1

a
(j)
iklϕkl(xk) +

M∑
k=1

d∑
l=1

b
(j)
iklψkl(uk) =

N∑
k=1

(a
(j)
ik )Tϕk +

M∑
k=1

(b
(j)
ik )Tψk,

(28)

where ϕk = [ϕk1, . . . , ϕkd]
T , ψk = [ψk1, . . . , ψkd]

T , a
(j)
ik = [a

(j)
ik1, . . . , a

(j)
ikd]

T , and bik =

[b
(j)
ik1, . . . , b

(j)
ikd]

T . From the vectors a
(j)
ik and b

(j)
ik , we define

Λik =

ni∑
j=1

∥∥∥a(j)
ik

∥∥∥
1

∆ik =

ni∑
j=1

∥∥∥b(j)
ik

∥∥∥
1
, (29)

where ∥·∥1 is the 1-norm. We will use these quantities to determine the existence of an edge
between node k and node i, and similarly to determine whether input k affects node i.

Theorem 1 Consider a network of N nodes and M inputs with dynamics (21), and func-
tions ϕkl : Rnk → R and ψkl : Rmk → R satisfying (25)-(26). For each node i, the weights
Λik, k = 1, . . . , N , and ∆ik, k = 1, . . . ,M , are computed as given by (29). Then,

Fi = 0 =⇒ Λii = 0, Hik = 0 =⇒ Λik = 0, Gik = 0 =⇒ ∆ik = 0.

Moreover, if the components of Fi, Hik and Gik are not orthogonal to the spaces Fx,i, Fx,k

and Fu,k, respectively, then

Fi = 0 ⇐⇒ Λii = 0, Hik = 0 ⇐⇒ Λik = 0, Gik = 0 ⇐⇒ ∆ik = 0.

Proof Let us define F̃
(j)
x,ik = (a

(j)
ik )Tϕk ∈ Fx,k and F̃

(j)
u,ik = (b

(j)
ik )Tψk ∈ Fu,k, so that we

can write

F̃
(j)
i =

N∑
k=1

F̃
(j)
x,ik +

M∑
k=1

F̃
(j)
u,ik.

Since F̃
(j)
i is computed from an orthogonal projection (27) and from (25)-(26) it follows

that Fx,k ⊥ Fx,l, Fu,k ⊥ Fu,l for all k ̸= l, and Fx,k ⊥ Fu,l for all k, l. It appears that

F̃
(j)
x,ik and F̃

(j)
u,ik are the projections of F̄

(j)
i onto the subspaces Fx,k and Fu,k, respectively.

This implies that

0 = ⟨F̄ (j)
i − F̃

(j)
x,ik, F̃

(j)
x,ik⟩ = ⟨F̄ (j)

i , F̃
(j)

x,ik⟩ − ⟨F̃ (j)
x,ik, F̃

(j)
x,ik⟩

= ⟨F̄ (j)
i , F̃

(j)

x,ik⟩ − ∥F̃ (j)
x,ik∥

2 ∀k = 1, . . . , N.
(30)
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Moreover, it follows from (21) and Lemma 1 that

⟨F̄ (j)
i , F̃

(j)

x,ik⟩ =
〈F (j)

i +
∑

r∈Mi

H
(j)
ir +

∑
r∈Mi

G
(j)
ir

 , F̃
(j)
x,ik

〉
= ⟨H(j)

ik , F̃
(j)
x,ik⟩,

and with (30), we obtain

⟨H(j)
ik , F̃

(j)
x,ik⟩ = ∥F̃ (j)

x,ik∥
2. (31)

We now prove the statements of the theorem. It follows from (31) that

Hik = 0 =⇒ ⟨H(j)
ik , F̃

(j)
x,ik⟩ = 0 ∀j =⇒ F̃

(j)
x,ik = 0 ∀j =⇒ a

(j)
ik = 0T ∀j =⇒ Λik = 0.

Additionally, if the components of Hik are not orthogonal to Fx,k,

Hik ̸= 0 =⇒ ∃ j s.t. ⟨H(j)
ik , F̃

(j)
x,ik⟩ ̸= 0 =⇒ F̃

(j)
ik ̸= 0 =⇒ a

(j)
ik ̸= 0T =⇒ Λik ̸= 0.

The proof for the components Fi and Gik follows on similar lines and is omitted. ⊓⊔

Theorem 1 shows that we can use orthogonal projections and node functions to identify the
neighbors of a node. In practice, we will estimate Λik and ∆ik (see (29)) from the data

and the estimates F̂i(X,U) of the vector field. Given a choice of node functions ϕil, ψil, we
define

pi(xi) = [ϕi1(xi), . . . , ϕid(xi)]
T qi(xi) = [ψi1(ui), . . . , ψid(ui)]

T

and
p(X,U) = [p1(x1)

T , . . . , pN (xN )T , q1(u1)
T , . . . , qM (uM )T ]T ,

and we construct the matrix HX,U

HX,U =


p(X1, U1)T

p(X2, U2)T

...
p(XK , UK)T

 . (32)

From the estimates of F̂
(j)
i , we set up the optimization problem

argmin

ξ̂
(j)
i

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

F̂

(j)
i (X1, U1)

...

F̂
(j)
i (XK , UK)

−HX,U ξ̂
(j)
i

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

,

where ξ̂
(j)
i ∈ R(N+M)d is the optimization variable ξ̂

(j)
i = [a

(j)
i1 · · · a(j)

iN b
(j)
i1 · · · b(j)

iM ]T . If
K < (N + M)d or if we need to promote sparsity of the network, we can regularize the
problem by adding a penalty term and solving the following Lasso regression problem

argmin

ξ̂
(j)
i

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

F̂

(j)
i (X1, U1)

...

F̂
(j)
i (XK , UK)

−HX,U ξ̂
(j)
i

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

+ ρ
∥∥∥ξ̂(j)i

∥∥∥
1
. (33)

Finally, the estimates of Λik and ∆ik are computed from a
(j)
ik and b

(j)
ik respectively by using

(29). In practice, a threshold δ can be considered on Λik and ∆ik. In this case, the set of
neighbors N̄i and the set of inputs M̄i are computed as

N̄i = {k|Λik ≥ δ} M̄i = {k|∆ik ≥ δ}. (34)
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4.3 Second step - local identification of the dynamics

In the first step of the method, we have obtained the estimates N̄i and M̄i of the sets
of neighbors and inputs, respectively, for each node. In the second step, we estimate the
functions Fi, Gik, Hik, assuming that they have the form (24) and depend on states and
inputs related to the estimates N̄i and M̄i. For this local identification, we compute a finite-
dimensional “local” approximation of the Koopman operator KTs from the data and use it
to determine the parameters αil, βkil and γkil. For a given node i, the local identification
involves two steps, namely:

1. Lifting the data and computing the restricted Koopman operator over a finite-dimensional
subspace of F .

2. Constructing an approximate continuous-time linear lifted dynamics and recovering the
parameters.

4.3.1 Lifting of the data and approximation of the Koopman operator

For each node i, we define the neighbor state and input vectors

xi =


xi1
xi2
...

xisi

 ik ∈ N̄i ui =


ui1
ui2
...

uiti

 ik ∈ M̄i. (35)

Let si = |N̄i| and ti = |M̄i|. From (24) define the dictionary functions vectors as

p(xi) = [fi1(xi), . . . , fiNi
(xi)],

qk(xk) = [hk1(xk), . . . , hkRk
(xk)] ∀ k ∈ N̄i,

qi(xi) = [qi1 (xi1 ), . . . , qisi (xisi )],

rk(uk) = [gk1(uk), . . . , gkMk
(uk)] ∀ k ∈ M̄i,

ri(ui) = [ri1 (ui1 ), . . . , riti (uiti )].

(36)

Let R̄i =
∑

ik∈N̄i
Rik and M̄i =

∑
ik∈M̄i

Mik . Using the dictionary functions, we define
the subspaces

Fxi = span{fil},
Fxi = ⊕

k∈N̄i

{hkl},

Fui = ⊕
k∈M̄i

{gkl},

and

Fi := Fxi ⊕Fxi ⊕Fui ⊂ F . (37)

In the context of local identification, we will approximate the operator

Kt
i : Fxi → Fi, Kt

i = ΠiKt|Fxi
,

where Πi is the L2 orthogonal projection Πi : F → Fi. Given f ∈ Fxi , we aim to compute
f̄ ∈ Fxi , h̄ ∈ Fxi , ḡ ∈ Fui such that

min
f̄,h̄,ḡ

∥∥∥KTs
i f − f̄ − h̄− ḡ

∥∥∥2
2
.
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Given the data {Xk, Uk, Yk}Kk=1, we can reformulate the above problem as

min
f̄ ,h̄,ḡ

1

K

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥KTs
i f(xi,k)− f̄(xi,k)− h̄(xi,k)− ḡ(ui,k)

∥∥∥2
2
, (38)

where xi,k ∈ Rni is the measurement of the kth sample at the node xi. Similarly, xi,k and

ui,k are the kth samples of the neighbor states and inputs of the node i, as in equation (35).
Defining the matrices

Pxi =


pi(xi,1)
pi(xi,2)

...
pi(xi,K)

 , Pyi =


pi(yi,1)
pi(yi,2)

...
pi(yi,K)

 , Pxi =


qi(xi,1)
qi(xi,2)

...
qi(xi,K)

 , Pui =


ri(ui,1)
ri(ui,2)

...
ri(ui,K)

 , (39)

we rewrite the optimization problem (38) as

min
Āi,B̄i,Ēi

∥∥∥Pyi − Pxi Ā
T
i − Pxi Ē

T
i − Pui B̄

T
i

∥∥∥2
2
,

whose solution is given by ĀT
i

ĒT
i

B̄T
i

 = [Pxi Pxi Pui ]
†Pyi .

This yields the following discrete-time lifted input-state dynamics

zi[t+ 1] ≈ Āizi[t] + Ēiwi[t] + B̄ivi[t], t ∈ Z, (40)

with states zi[t] = pi(xi(tTs)) ∈ RNi , vi[t] = ri(ui(tTs)) ∈ RM̄i , and wi[t] = qi(xi(tTs)) ∈
RR̄i . Note that the lifted states wi of the neighboring nodes can be interpreted as external
inputs at the node i.

4.3.2 continuous-time local lifted dynamics and estimation of parameters

Our aim is to identify the matrices Ai, Ei and Bi so that the continuous-time dynamics

żi = Aizi + Eiwi +Bivi, (41)

matches the discrete-time dynamics (40) at sampling time Ts, with the same initial condition
zi(0) and the “external” inputs vi, wi held constant at vi(0) and wi(0) over the sampling
interval [0, Ts]. The solution to the dynamics (41) at time t = Ts is given by

zi(Ts) = eAiTszi(0) +

( ˆ Ts

0
eAi(Ts−τ)Eidτ

)
wi(0) +

( ˆ Ts

0
eAi(Ts−τ)Bidτ

)
vi(0). (42)

Comparing (40) and (42), we obtain

Ai =
1

Ts
log(Āi). (43)

Moreover, if Ai is invertible, we have

Ēi =

ˆ Ts

0
eAi(Ts−τ)Eidτ = (eAiTs − I)A−1

i Ei,

B̄i =

ˆ Ts

0
eAi(Ts−τ)Bidτ = (eAiTs − I)A−1

i Bi,

and

Ei = Ai(Āi − I)−1Ēi Bi = Ai(Āi − I)−1B̄i. (44)
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Estimation of parameters

Decomposing Ei and Bi as

Ei = [Ei1 Ei2 . . . Eisi
],

Bi = [Bi1 Bi2 . . . Biti
],

(45)

we have the continuous-time dynamics (41) written as

żi = Aizi +
∑

ik∈N̄i

Eikwik +
∑

ik∈M̄i

Bikvik , (46)

where wik is the lifted state from the neighbor ik defined as wik = qik (xik ), and vik is
the lifted input corresponding to the input ik defined as vik = rik (uik ). Without loss of
generality, we assume that the first ni basis functions fil are the identity functions. The
parameters αil, βikl and γikl defined in (24) are then estimated by

αil = Ai[1 : ni, l] 1 ≤ l ≤ Ni,

βikl = Bik [1 : ni, l] 1 ≤ l ≤Mik ,

γikl = Eik [1 : ni, l] 1 ≤ l ≤ Pik ,

(47)

where the vectors Ai[1 : ni, l], Bik [1 : ni, l], and Eik [1 : ni, l] contain the first ni components

of the lth column of the matrices Ai, Bik , and Eik respectively.

4.3.3 Modular Koopman operator for networks

As a by product, we can also construct the Koopman operator approximation associated with
the complete networked dynamics in a modular form. Consider the vector of all functions
acting on xi and the vector of all functions acting on the input uk, that is,

zi = [fi1(xi), . . . , fiNi
(xi), hi1(xi), . . . , hiRi

(xi)]
T ∈ RNi+Ri ,

vi = [gi1(ui), . . . , giMi
(ui)]

T ∈ RMi ,

so that we can construct

z = [z1, . . . , zN ]T v = [v1, . . . , vM ]T ,

as the lifted states and inputs of the entire network. Given that there is a unique lifted state
zi for each node xi and that the individual local lifted dynamics of each node is given by
(46), the lifted dynamics of the entire network can be constructed as

ż = Az+Bv, (48)

with the matrices

A =


A1 E1,2 . . . E1,N

E2,1 A2 . . . E2,N

...
...

. . .
...

EN,1 EN,2 . . . AN

 B =


B1,1 B1,2 . . . B1,M

B2,1 B2,2 . . . B2,M

...
...

. . .
...

BN,1 BN,2 . . . BN,M

 .
The matrix blocks Ei,ik and Bi,ik are given by

Ei,ik =

{
Eik ik ∈ N̄i

0 otherwise
Bi,ik =

{
Bik ik ∈ M̄i

0 otherwise
.

We note that the data required to construct this modular approximation is much less than
the total dimension of the linear lifted network, which is equal to

∑N
i=1Ni+Ri. This provides

an efficient and scalable approximation of the Koopman operator for the entire network.
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4.4 Algorithm for Koopman operator based network identification

The two steps of the method are summarized in Algorithm 1 and 2, respectively. The entire
two-step identification method is given in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 1 First step: Estimation of Neighbors and Inputs Sets

Input: Data samples {Xk, Uk, Yk}Kk=1 and their time derivatives Ẋk computed through the
dual method, node functions ϕkl and ψkl, threshold δ.

Output: The estimates N̄i and M̄i of the sets Ni and Mi.
1: Using the node functions ϕkl and ψkl, construct the matrix HX,U as in equation (32).

2: Solve the Lasso problem defined in (33) and estimate ξ̂
(j)
i for each i = 1, . . . , N and

j = 1, . . . , ni.
3: Estimate the weights Λik and ∆ik as defined in (29).
4: The estimates of Ni and Mi are computed as N̄i and M̄i using the threshold δ as in

equation (34).

Algorithm 2 Second step: Identification of Local Node Dynamics

Input: Data samples {X̄k, Ȳk}Kk=1, sampling time Ts, the estimated neighbor set N̄i, input
set M̄i, and the set of functions fil(xi), gkl(uk) for k ∈ M̄i, hkl(xk) for k ∈ N̄i.

Output: The parameters αil,βkil and γkil corresponding to equation (24).
1: Define xi and ui as

xi =


xj1
xj2
...

xjr1

 jl ∈ N̄i, r1 = |N̄i|, ui =


uj1
uj2
...

ujr2

 jl ∈ M̄i, r2 = |M̄i|.

2: Construct the matrices Px,i,Py,i, Pw,i and Pv,i as in equation (39).
3: Compute Āi, Ēi and B̄i as in equation (40).
4: Construct the matrix Ai,Ei and Bi corresponding to the continuous-time lifted dynamics

(41) using the equations (43) and (44).
5: Decompose the matrices Ei and Bi as in equation (45) and construct matrices Eik ,
ik ∈ N̄i and Bik , ik ∈ M̄i.

6: The parameters αil, βkil and γkil are computed as in equation (47).

5 Numerical Examples

In this section, we provide numerical examples to support the framework developed in this
paper. In particular, we investigate the performance of the identification algorithm in three
cases:

1. Dynamic network defined on an Erdos-Renyi graph with polynomial cou-
pling functions:We study the identification error with respect to network size, sparsity,
number of measurements and intensity of measurement noise. Our results are compared
with the dual method proposed in [18]. We also reconstruct the Boolean network of
interactions, which is obtained through the first step of our method.
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Algorithm 3 Two-Step Network Identification

Input: Data samples {Xk, Uk, Yk}Kk=1, sampling time Ts, set of functions fil, gkl, hkl ac-
cording to equation (24), node functions ϕkl and ψkl and threshold δ.

Output: The parameters αil,βil and γjil corresponding to equation (24) for each node i.
1: From the data, compute the approximation of the Koopman operator over the “sample

space” by using equation (17).
2: Compute the estimates of the vector field Ẋk at each sample point (Xk, Uk).
3: Use Algorithm 1 to estimate N̄i and M̄i for each i = 1, . . . , N .
4: for i = 1,. . . ,N do
5: Estimate the parameters αil, βkil and γkil using Algorithm 2.
6: end for

2. Sparse network with non-polynomial coupling functions. We study the iden-
tification error with respect to the sampling time Ts in data-generation. Additionally,
we focus on the local identification of a random node to illustrate the accuracy of the
proposed framework.

3. Bio-inspired network with non-scalar local dynamics (Hindmarsh-Rose neu-
ron) and non-polynomial coupling functions. We investigate the effect of the
threshold δ on the Boolean reconstruction of the network and the accuracy of the method
in the local identification.

The following error metrics will be used to evaluate the identification performance:

– Local Error ϵi at each node i defined as

ϵ2i =
∑

k∈Ni

∑
l

(βkil − β̂kil)
2 +

∑
k∈Mi

∑
l

(γkil − γ̂kil)
2. (49)

– Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) which provides an overall performance of the
identification method and defined as

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
i=1

ϵi2.

– Maximum Error (ME) defined as

ME = max
i={1,...,N} ϵi,

which quantifies the worst case performance in the local identification of a node.

Apart from the above metrics, we also consider the True Positive Rate (TPR) and False
Positive Rate (FPR) in the identification of the Boolean network of interactions, which are
defined as follows:

TPR =
Number of correctly identified edges

Number of edges
,

FPR =
Number of falsely identified edges

Number of non existing edges
,

where the number of non-existing edges is the difference between the number of edges in a
complete graph of N nodes and the total number of edges in the network. We will focus on
the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve plotting the True Positive Rate (TPR)
against the False Positive Rate (FPR) as the threshold δ is varied (see Section 4.2.2). In
particular, the area under the ROC curve (AUROC) is a metric which can be used to
estimate the effectiveness of the binary identification.



22 Ramachandran Anantharaman, Alexandre Mauroy

5.1 Erdos-Renyi network

We consider a directed Erdos-Renyi network of N nodes, with probability ρ for the existence
of an edge between any pair of nodes. The total number of external inputs is assumed to be
two. The network dynamics is given by

ẋi =
∑

k∈Ni

(
βki1xk + βki2x

2
k + βki3x

3
k

)
+

∑
k∈Mi

(
γki1uk + γki2u

2
k

)
.

The functions Hik are monomials of degree uniformly randomly distributed over the set
{1, 2, 3} and the input functions Gik are also monomials of degree uniformly distributed
over the set {1, 2}, which implies that one of βki1, βki2, βki3 is non-zero for k ∈ Ni and one
of γki1, γki2 is non-zero for k ∈ Mi. The data is generated for K trials with initial conditions
Xk ∈ RN and inputs Uk ∈ R2 uniformly randomly distributed over the set [−1, 1]N and
[−1, 1]2, and the values Yk are generated with the sampling time Ts = 0.1. Additionally,
two independent white Gaussian noise vectors v1, v2 ∈ RN with zero mean and variance σ
are added to the data Xk and Yk.

We perform the first step of the method, computing an estimate of the vector field
through the dual identification method, with 2K Gaussian RBF centered around the data
points X̄k, Ȳk, with γ = 0.001. Next, the estimated sets of neighbors N̄i and inputs M̄i

are computed with the node functions ∪N
i=1{xi, x2i } and ∪2

i=1{ui, u2i } and with a threshold
δ (see (34)). Finally, local identification is performed with the main method for each i in
order to recover the functions Hik and Gik. The local dictionary functions are taken to be
monomials up to degree 4 in xi (i.e. {xi, x2i , x3i , x4i }) and up to degree 2 in ui (i.e. {ui, u2i }).

For the Erdos-Renyi graph, we consider the following experiments to illustrate the pro-
posed two-step network identification.

1. Varying the number of data points K: As expected, the identification error de-
creases as the number of data point increases (Figure 2).

2. Varying the size of the network N (scalability): In this experiment, we fix K =
2N . Our two-step method scales up better with network size with consistent performance
on both RSME and ME, compared with the dual method (Figure 3).

3. Varying the variance of measurement noise σ:

We observe that the two-step method has lower error consistently over the dual method
for different noise variances (Figure 4). Also, as the noise variance decreases, the two-
step method shows an improvement in identification error while the dual method has
consistently large errors even for a small noise variance.

4. Varying the probability ρ of an edge between two nodes (sparsity): Given
the same amount of data, we can see that the identification error increases as sparsity
decreases, but the increase is steeper with the dual method for low sparsity (Figure 5).

5. Reconstruction of the Boolean network: The network reconstruction is obtained
with the first step of the method, by using the predicted neighbor set N̄i obtained with
a threshold δ (defined in equation (34)). The results are excellent for low sparsity of
the network. Moreover the AUC decreases as the sparsity decreases (see Figure 6(a) for
ρ = 0.25, 0.275, 0.3 and K = 250). A possible solution to counter this effect is to increase
the number of data samples K (see Figure 6(a) for ρ = 0.3 and K = 350). Figure 6(b)
shows the comparison of ROC curve for the two-step and dual method with the same
dataset and it can be seen that two-step method outperforms the dual method by a
considerable margin.



Koopman operator based identification of nonlinear networks 23

(a) RSME (b) Maximum Error

Fig. 2: Effect of varying the amount of data on a network with N = 400,
probability of an edge ρ = 0.005, noise variance σ = 0.01, and threshold
δ = 0.1.

(a) RSME (b) Maximum Error

Fig. 3: Effect of varying the size of a network with data points K = N ,
probability of an edge ρ = 0.005, noise variance σ = 0.01, and threshold
δ = 0.1.

(a) RSME (b) Maximum Error

Fig. 4: Effect of varying the noise variance on a network with N = 400, prob-
ability of an edge ρ = 0.005, number of data points K = 400, and threshold
δ = 0.1.
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(a) RSME (b) Maximum Error

Fig. 5: Effect of varying the edge probability ρ with N = 50, noise variance
σ = 0.01, and number of data points K = 600.

(a) ROC curves for several edge probability
values ρ

(b) ROC comparison with ρ = 0.3 and K =
250

Fig. 6: ROC curve for the Boolean reconstruction of the Erdos-Renyi network
with N = 75 nodes.

5.2 Network with a non-polynomial vector field

We consider a network with N = 200 nodes and 4 inputs, and the dynamics

ẋi =



−0.5x2i − 0.5x47i mod n + 0.7x(i+1) mod n − 0.5 sin(xti ) + 1.4u1 if (i− 1) mod 4 = 0,

−0.5xi + 0.7x2i−1 + 0.7x3
23i mod n

+ 0.7exti + 1.4u24 if (i− 1) mod 4 = 1,

−0.5xi + 0.7x2
(i+1) mod n

− 0.5x67i mod n + 0.5exti + 1.4u22 if (i− 1) mod 4 = 2,

−0.5x2i − 0.5x2i−1 + 0.7x3
11i mod n

− 0.5sin(xti ) + 1.4u23 otherwise,

(50)

where the additional neighbor xti of each node i is assigned randomly from the set of
all nodes. The data is generated with K = 300 different initial conditions Xi ∈ R200 and
Ui ∈ R4 uniformly randomly distributed over [−1, 1]N and [−1, 1]4, respectively. For the
estimation of the vector field using the dual identification method, we use 300 Gaussian
RBF centered around X̄i. The node functions for estimating the neighbors are chosen to be
monomials up to degree 2 on the nodes xi and inputs ui. For the local identification, the
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(a) Ts = 0.01 (b) Ts = 0.05

(c) Ts = 0.1

Fig. 7: Estimation of the parameters in a network with a non-polynomial vector
field at node 50, for different sampling times.

functions {xi, x2i , x3i , sin(xi), exi} and {ui, u2i } are considered as the dictionary functions.
Figure 7 shows the estimated and true parameters at node 100 for the sampling times
Ts = 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1. The RSME and the Maximum Error (ME) are given in Table 1.
As expected, the local identification error increases as Ts increases.

Sampling time RSME Max Error (ME)
0.01 0.016 0.049
0.05 0.45 1.72
0.1 1.86 6.13

Table 1: RSME and maximum error (ME) for the identification of a network
with a non-polynomial vector field.

5.3 Identification of networks with non-scalar local Hindmarsh-Rose
dynamics

We now consider a bio-inspired small world Watts-Strogatz network [1] containing N = 75
nodes with 8 neighbors in average and a measure of randomness β = 0.5. The local dynamics
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is given by the Hindmarsh-Rose (HR) neuron model [11] described by

ẋi = yi − bix
2
i + aix

3
i − zi + Ci,

ẏi = ci − dix
2
i − yi,

żi =
1

τ
(si (xi − ei)− zi),

(51)

with the additional nonlinear coupling

Ci =
∑
j∈Ni

4

1 + e−νj(xj−θij)
. (52)

The parameters of the local dynamics are ai ∈ {1, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, 2}, bi ∈ {2, 2.75, 3.5,
4.25, 5}, di ∈ {−3,−3.5,−4,−4.5,−5}, si ∈ {8, 11, 14, 17, 20}, and ei ∈ {−4,−2, 0, 2, 4}.
The parameters of the coupling functions are τ = 1000, νj = 1, and θij ∈ {−0.5,−1,−1.5}.
Our goal is to compute the coefficients ai, bi, ci, di, ei, si, the set Ni for all i, and the param-
eters θij for j ∈ Ni. We generate 500 initial conditions uniformly distributed over [−1, 1]225

and use a sampling time Ts = 0.01. For the estimation of the vector field using the dual
identification method, we use 500 Gaussian RBFs centered around data points Xk. In the
first step, we use the functions xi, x

2
i , yi, zi (i.e. 300 node functions) to identify the Boolean

network. In the second step, we use xi, x
2
i , x

3
i , yi, zi, 1 as the dictionary functions for the

local states and
1

1 + e−(xj+0.5)
,

1

1 + e−(xj+1)
,

1

1 + e−(xj+1.5)
,

for the neighbors, which leads to 3|N̄i| + 6 dictionary functions in the local identification
and a total of 3|N̄i| + 18 parameters (as we consider 6 local dictionary functions for each
local state xi, yi and zi, and an additional 3|N̄i| dictionary functions for the coupling).

The Boolean network reconstruction obtained with the first step of the method is shown
in Figure 8 for different threshold values. It can be seen that the method provides excellent
reconstruction of the network for intermediate threshold values (δ = 0.4). Table 2 gives the
statistical properties of the local error ϵi, as defined in (49) for the identification of each
node. The true vs estimated parameters are shown in Figure 9 for the node i corresponding
to the maximum local error (ME). For this node, the total number of estimated neighbors N̄i

is 16 while the true number of neighbors is 7, leading to the identification of an unnecessarily
large number of parameters (66 in total).

Attritbute Value

RSME 0.335
Maximum Error 1.01
Minimum Error 0.056

Standard Deviation 0.205

Table 2: Statistical properties of local error ϵi for Watts-Strogatz Network with
HR neuron local dynamics

6 Conclusion

We have developed a Koopman operator based approach to identify nonlinear networked
dynamics with external inputs. From nodes and input data, we have estimated the net-
work topology and recovered the (possibly different) local dynamics attached to each node.
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Fig. 8: Boolean reconstruction Watts-Strogatz network for different threshold
values δ. Green, yellow, and red dots correspond to correctly identified, false
positive, and false negative edges, respectively.

Numerical simulations demonstrate that the proposed identification procedure scales up to
large networks without much compromise on the error in identification.

As a by-product to our network identification procedure, we have obtained a linear
lifted model for both the local and global dynamics of the network. This provides a modular
Koopman operator representation of the nonlinear network dynamics, which could be used
for analysis and control design. One prospective application in this direction would be to
develop data-driven simulation models of complex nonlinear networks arising in engineering
applications. An immediate extension is to apply this framework to models arising from
Neural Networks, as well as networks with time-varying topology. Besides identification,
investigations on the consensus of nonlinear networks through this framework could be
another promising future direction to pursue.
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