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ABSTRACT

Time-delayed differential equations (TDDEs) are widely used to model complex dynamic systems
where future states depend on past states with a delay. However, inferring the underlying TDDEs from
observed data remains a challenging problem due to the inherent nonlinearity, uncertainty, and noise in
real-world systems. Conventional equation discovery methods often exhibit limitations when dealing
with large time delays, relying on deterministic techniques or optimization-based approaches that
may struggle with scalability and robustness. In this paper, we present BayTiDe - Bayesian Approach
for Discovering Time- Delayed Differential Equations from Data, that is capable of identifying
arbitrarily large values of time delay to an accuracy that is directly proportional to the resolution
of the data input to it. BayTiDe leverages Bayesian inference combined with a sparsity-promoting
discontinuous spike-and-slab prior to accurately identify time-delayed differential equations. The
approach accommodates arbitrarily large time delays with accuracy proportional to the input data
resolution, while efficiently narrowing the search space to achieve significant computational savings.
We demonstrate the efficiency and robustness of BayTiDe through a range of numerical examples,
validating its ability to recover delayed differential equations from noisy data.

Keywords Sparse Bayesian learning · Probabilistic machine learning · Nonlinear Time Delay Systems

1 Introduction

Time-delayed differential equations (TDDEs) are crucial for modeling a wide variety of real-world phenomena where
the future state of a system depends not only on its present state but also on past states with a time lag. These systems
are prevalent in fields such as neuroscience [1], epidemiology [2], economics [3], and engineering [4], where delays in
feedback loops or information propagation are integral to the system’s dynamics. However, discovering the structure
and parameters of TDDEs directly from observed data poses significant challenges because of the non-linear nature of
the equations, the complexity of delay terms, and the presence of noise and uncertainty in real-world measurements.
As a result, there is a clear need for advanced algorithms capable of discovering TDDEs from data. Moreover, it is
important that these algorithms also quantify epistemic uncertainty, accounting for the limited and noisy nature of the
measurements used in the equation discovery process.

The process of constructing a mathematical model for an observed system with unknown governing equations generally
begins by assuming a functional form for the system’s equations and estimating the corresponding parameters using
observed data [5]. This traditional approach often relies on a priori knowledge of the system’s structure, which can limit
its applicability when the system’s behavior is not fully understood. In contrast, an alternative approach involves using
data-driven techniques, such as machine learning, to learn the input-output relationship directly from the data [6]. While
this method offers flexibility by avoiding assumptions about the system’s functional form, it can result in models that act
as “black boxes”, offering little to no interpretability or insight into the underlying physics or mechanisms of the system.
Furthermore, purely data-driven models often fail to generalize beyond the training dataset, making them unreliable
for predicting new, unseen scenarios. To address these limitations, recent advancements have focused on data-driven
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equation discovery methods, which aim to derive both the structure and parameters of governing equations directly
from data while maintaining interpretability. This task closely resembles model selection problems, where the goal is to
select the best model from a set of candidates, balancing the model’s complexity against its ability to explain the data.
Traditional model selection approaches, such as those based on the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Bayesian
Information Criterion (BIC), rely on navigating the bias-variance trade-off to choose an optimal model [7, 8]. These
methods, however, often require assumptions about the model form or may not be applicable to systems with complex,
unknown dynamics. The seminal work in data-driven equation discovery was introduced by symbolic regression and
genetic programming techniques [9, 10]. These methods aim to automatically generate the structure of governing
equations—such as ordinary differential equations—by exploring a vast space of possible models. Symbolic regression
not only identifies the most appropriate functional form of the system’s governing equations but also estimates the
associated parameters from the data. This approach has shown significant promise in discovering mathematical models
for a wide range of systems, making it a powerful tool for equation discovery, especially when prior knowledge about
the system’s form is limited or unavailable. However, this algorithm is computationally expensive and does not scale to
high-dimensional systems.

To improve the computational efficiency and scalability with respect to data, Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics
was proposed for the discovery of the governing physics of nonlinear dynamical systems [11]. Computational efficiency
was improved by limiting the model selection search space to a library of candidate functions and by exploiting the
fact that governing equations tend to have only a few candidate functions, i.e, they are sparse. The algorithm enforced
sparsity by using sequentially thresholded least squares to select the candidate functions that best fit the data. The
function library allows for the implementation of some pre-existing knowledge about the system to be identified. It
has since been extended to a variety of applications like the sparse identification of stochastic dynamic equations
[12], identification of biological networks [13], identification of time-varying aerodynamics of a prototype bridge [14],
identification of partial differential equations using a weak form formulation [15], sparse identification of nonlinear
vector-valued Ansatz functions [16], and Data-driven Discovery of Delay Differential Equations with Discrete Delays
[17], among others. Independently, an equation discovery framework based on moving horizon optimization was
developed that showed remarkable robustness to noise by evaluating sequential subsets of data [18].

The frameworks discussed thus far are deterministic in nature, and were not able to quantify the uncertainty associated
with discovering the equations from the library of candidate functions. As such, Bayesian frameworks for the discovery
of governing equations from data was proposed [19, 20, 21, 22, 23]. The least-squares based linear regression model
was replaced by a Bayesian linear regression technique. It functions similarly to Bayesian variable selection [24], and
utilizes Bayesian Inference to probabilistically set the correct model and estimate the parameters, thus eliminating the
possibility of overfitting to the input data and exhibiting robustness to noise [25]. Sparsity was induced in the solution
by choosing appropriate sparsity promoting priors over the weight vector [26, 27, 20, 28]. The output of this approach
consisted of the posterior distributions of all associated random variables, allowing one to identify the uncertainty in the
variables. Sparse regression was later extended to deal with a combinatorially large number of candidate functions
using information criteria in [29], thus improving the accuracy and robustness [30].

While significant progress has been made in identifying systems governed by ordinary and partial differential equations,
much less attention has been given to functional equations such as Delay Differential Equations (DDEs). Early work on
parameter estimation for time-delay systems was conducted in [31], where Gaussian Processes were employed to regress
over time series data, allowing samples to be drawn without explicitly solving the dynamical system. Subsequently,
[32] utilized Bayesian inference to estimate the appropriate time delay for a given model. Extensions of SINDy
(Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics) have also been explored for DDE identification. In [33], the function
library was parameterized to include undetermined variables, formulating the problem as a mixed-integer nonlinear
programming challenge. Additional SINDy-based approaches have been applied to delay systems in contexts such as
directional drilling in oilfield operations [34] and modeling bacterial zinc response [35], using a greedy search over a
predefined set of possible delay values. Another line of work used Taylor expansions to parameterize the time delay
from the transfer function of second-order nonlinear DDEs [36]. This approach assumes small time delays and linear
delay terms while focusing on identifying the nonlinear terms present in the equations. However, these assumptions
significantly limit the applicability of the method to generalized time-delayed systems. More recent advancements in
SINDy involve incorporating Bayesian optimization to iteratively determine the time delay while evaluating errors at
each step [17]. Similarly, [37] identified time delays by iterating through a candidate set of delay values. Despite these
developments, most existing methods perform well only for small time delays and are sensitive to measurement noise.
Their effectiveness further diminishes as the nonlinearities of the input system increase. Additionally, these frameworks
often require manual tuning of hyperparameters, limiting their robustness and applicability to diverse and complex
systems.

In response to the challenges outlined above, we propose BayTiDe, a Bayesian Approach for Discovering Time-Delayed
Differential Equations from Data. BayTiDe leverages sparsity-promoting priors in conjunction with Bayesian inference
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to systematically identify delay-differential equations from observed data. This approach introduces several distinctive
features that address existing limitations in the field:

• Uncertainty Quantification: A fundamental advantage of BayTiDe is its Bayesian formulation, which
provides not just point estimates of the governing equations but also the posterior distribution of the weight
vector. This allows for the computation of confidence intervals, quantifying the uncertainty in the identified
equations. Such an approach is critical for real-world applications where data is noisy or incomplete, as it
offers insights into the reliability of the discovered model.

• Robustness: BayTiDe exhibits strong robustness to noise and can handle highly corrupted data without
compromising its performance. Moreover, it demonstrates excellent generalization capabilities, enabling
accurate predictions even for test data with initial conditions that deviate significantly from those in the training
set. Additionally, the framework can generalize to dynamic poles or system behaviors not explicitly captured
in the training data, making it suitable for a broad range of applications.

• Adaptability to Large Time Delays: Unlike many existing methods that are limited to identifying small time
delays, BayTiDe is capable of handling arbitrarily large delays. Its adaptive mechanism ensures that the time
delay is accurately identified irrespective of its magnitude, thus broadening its applicability to systems with
extensive lag periods.

• Insensitivity to Stability: BayTiDe is equally effective in identifying systems with varying stability character-
istics. It can successfully discover equations governing both periodic systems, which exhibit stable oscillatory
behavior, and chaotic systems, which are highly sensitive to initial conditions and exhibit irregular, aperiodic
dynamics. This insensitivity to stability makes BayTiDe a versatile tool for analyzing a wide range of dynamic
systems.

Overall, BayTiDe provides a robust, reliable, and adaptive framework for the discovery of time-delayed differential
equations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 formulates the problem statement of the presented
work. Section 3 discusses the entire proposed data-driven Bayesian framework and presents the algorithm for the
same. Section 4 discusses the numerical studies conducted to demonstrate the capabilities of the developed framework.
Finally, in Section 5 the novel contributions of BayTiDe are summarized and the paper is concluded.

2 Problem Formulation

In this section we formally define the problem statement by considering a nonlinear delay system. We restrict ourselves
to first order systems that have a single, constant time delay that is unknown. Such a system can be represented in
general by the Delay Differential Equation (DDE),

Ẋ = F (X(t),Xτ (t)), (1)
where the state vector X(t) ∈ Rm represents the state variables of the system at a time t, the delayed state vector
Xτ (t) ∈ Rm represents the value of the state variables at a time (t− τ), and F represents the function(s) of X and
Xτ that determine the system dynamics. The measured data is assumed to be noisy. With this setup, the objective of
this paper is to develop a framework that can determine the governing DDE of the system from noisy measurements of
the state variables across n time steps. Let this state data be represented by X ∈ Rn×m.

Let N denote the total number of measurements. We assume that the target function F can be expressed as a linear
combination of unknown candidate functions drawn from the set {fk(X,Xτ ) : k = 1, . . . ,K}. For simplicity, we
assume that fk(X,Xτ ) represents functions that may depend on a single state vector X , the delayed state vector
Xτ , or both. Let L ∈ RN×K denote the library matrix of candidate functions constructed from the set {fk}. The
candidate functions may consist of various functional forms that are not necessarily orthogonal to one another. Under
this formulation, F can be represented as a linear combination of these functions:

F = θ1f1 + θ2f2 + · · ·+ θkfk + · · ·+ θKfK , (2)
where θk are the weights associated with each candidate function fk. To ensure this relationship holds across all N
time steps, the task reduces to solving a regression problem of the form:

Y = Lθ + ϵ, (3)
where Y ∈ RN is the target vector representing the observed measurements, L ∈ RN×K is the library matrix of
candidate functions, θ ∈ RK is the weight vector, and ϵ accounts for observational noise. Therefore, the objective
reduces to identifying the relevant candidate functions (model selection) and the associated parameters (parameter
estimation). As an added layer of complexity with DDE, the delay term is also unknown and needs to be estimated.
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3 Proposed approach

The regression problem underlying the discovery of time-delayed differential equations involves two key tasks: (1)
Model Selection and (2) Parameter Estimation. To address these tasks simultaneously, we employ Sparse Bayesian
Linear Regression, leveraging the inherent sparsity of dynamical systems. Dynamical systems are typically governed by
a small subset of functions, making them sparse within the high-dimensional function space. Sparsity is induced by
assigning specific priors to the weight vector θ, such as the Spike-and-Slab (SS) prior [27], which promotes sparsity by
shrinking most weights to values close to zero. The SS prior consists of two components: a “spike,” which concentrates
most of the probability density around zero, and a “slab,” which diffuses the remaining density over a broader range. In
this work, we adopt a variant known as the Discontinuous Spike-and-Slab (DSS) prior, which models the spike as a
Dirac delta function [20]. Unlike the traditional SS prior, the DSS prior explicitly sets weights assigned to the spike
exactly to zero, rather than to small values near zero. This property accelerates convergence by allowing these weights
to be excluded from the sampling process, as they no longer contribute to model selection.

To construct the regression library L, the time delay must first be determined. In our framework, both the time delay
and the library are treated as random variables to be inferred from the data. The library is parameterized alongside
the time delay, but this parameterization lacks an explicit functional form, rendering the joint posterior distribution
intractable. To address this challenge, we employ Gibbs sampling, iteratively drawing samples from the conditional
distributions of the model parameters. A schematic representation of the overall BayTiDe framework is shown in
Fig. 1. The following section formally introduces the BayTiDe methodology, detailing the parameterization process and
deriving the conditional sampling distributions for all random variables involved. This approach ensures a principled
inference framework for simultaneous model selection and parameter estimation in time-delayed dynamical systems.

3.1 Prior Distributions

To parameterize the library and the time delay, we introduce the concept of augmenting the data matrix. For each
state variable in the system to be identified, we generate auxiliary variables that represent the delayed states, denoted
by Xτ in Eq. (1). These auxiliary variables are then concatenated with the original state variables to construct an
augmented data matrix (refer to Fig. 1(a) [37]). This augmentation enables the incorporation of delay terms into the
regression framework. Since the augmentation process discretizes the time delay into multiples of ∆t, the resolution
of the observed data, we reformulate the problem by introducing the concept of a time delay index τ . Throughout
this section, τ refers to the delay index and not the actual time delay. The relationship between the two is given by
τ ×∆t = time delay. This reformulation simplifies the problem to estimating τ , which can take integer values in the
range [0, N − 1], where N is the total number of time steps. We treat τ as the outcome of a multinomial trial, where
each integer in the range [0, N − 1] represents a possible outcome. This approach is analogous to rolling an N -sided die
to determine τ . The probabilities associated with each outcome, denoted as gi for i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, are also treated
as random variables. To enable probabilistic inference, we assign a Dirichlet prior to these probabilities, leveraging its
property as a conjugate prior for the multinomial distribution. Once a value of τ is sampled, the corresponding library
Lτ is constructed, allowing for the discovery of the governing equations. To summarize, the process is described by the
following:

τ ∼ Multi(g0, g1, . . . , gN−1), (4a)
g0, g1, . . . , gN−1 ∼ Dirichlet(α0, α1, . . . , αN−1), (4b)

where αi for i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 are the hyperparameters of the Dirichlet prior. Let G and αG represent the vector
of parameters and hyperparameters, respectively. With τ and L now established, we proceed to define the remaining
components of the proposed BayTiDe framework.

In Eq. (3), the noise vector ϵ is assumed to follow a zero-mean multivariate Gaussian distribution with variance σ2, i.e.,
ϵ ∼ N (0, σ2IN ), where IN denotes the N ×N identity matrix. Consequently, the likelihood function is given by:

Y |θ,Lτ , σ
2 ∼ N (Lτ θ, σ

2IN ). (5)

In equation discovery, it is assumed that only a few weights in the weight vector θ are non-zero. This sparsity is
enforced through the use of DSS-priors. To facilitate this, a latent binary vector Z = [Z0, Z1, . . . , ZK ] is introduced,
where each element Zk takes the value 1 if the corresponding weight θk follows a slab distribution (i.e., an active
function) and 0 if it follows a spike distribution. The spike distribution is represented by a Dirac-Delta function, which
ensures that the corresponding weights do not contribute to the equation discovery process. Let θr denote the reduced
weight vector, which includes only the weights corresponding to latent variables Zk = 1 (i.e., the active functions).
Hence, the conditional distribution of θ given the latent vector Z is:

p(θ|Z) = pslab(θr)
∏

k,Zk=0

pspike(θk), (6)
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration: BayTiDe is the combination of two key ideas and sparse Bayesian regression. The
first idea is the augmenting of the state data with artificial state variables that correspond to the delay terms within the
governing equations (a). This effectively doubles the number of variables to be identifies but allows for the inclusion
of functions of two or more delay terms. The delay index has to be sampled from an arbitrarily large search space of
indices (Nstart, Nend), each with a corresponding unique augmented data matrix (b). The second key idea is to model
this sampling using a Multinomial distribution, assigning each index with a finite probability of being chosen. The
framework samples the delay index and the corresponding augmented data matrix (c). The matrix is then transformed
into the library L using the candidate functions {f1, f2, ..., fK} (d). This library is utilized for performing sparse
Bayesian linear regression. The candidate functions in the library are parameterized by a weight vector θ whose sparsity
(shown by the dots in the figure) is promoted through the use of sparsity promoting priors (e). Each element of the
weight vector is assigned a latent variable Zk : k = 1, 2, ...K to classify the weight as a spike or a slab. The framework
is run independently for each state derivative yi to find the entire system of DDEs (f). After the Bayesian regression is
completed, only the functions whose corresponding PIP (P (ZK = 1|Y ) is greater than 0.5 are considered in the final
predicted model (g).

where the slab distribution is modeled as a multivariate Gaussian with a variance νσ2, i.e., p(θr|Z) = N (0, νσ2Ir).
Lr is the reduced library that only contains r columns whose weights are sampled from the slab distribution. The noise
variance is scaled by the slab variance to adjust the weights according to the probabilistic variation of the target variable.
To enhance robustness to noise and facilitate faster convergence, both the noise variance σ2 and the slab variance ν
are treated as random variables. They are assigned Inverse-Gamma (IG) priors, as the IG distribution is a conjugate
prior for the Gaussian distribution and ensures that only positive values are sampled. The IG priors are characterized
by the hyperparameters αν , βν for ν and ασ, βσ for σ2, respectively. Each latent variable Zk, which determines the
classification of the corresponding weight, is also treated as a random variable. The classification of the weights can
be viewed as a Bernoulli trial with a success probability p0. Accordingly, p0 is assigned a conjugate Beta prior, with
hyperparameters αp and βp. The priors for these variables are summarized as follows:

p(ν) ∼ IG(αν , βν), (7a)

p(σ2) ∼ IG(ασ, βσ), (7b)
p(Zk|p0) ∼ Bern(p0), (7c)

p(p0) ∼ Beta(αp, βp). (7d)

With these priors defined, a Hierarchical Bayesian model is constructed that enforces conditional independence between
certain random variables. Next, details on the Hierarchical Bayesian model are provided.
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Figure 2: Hierarchical Bayesian Network: Green boxes represent constant hyper-parameters input to the system.
White boxes are the random variables that are sampled in each iteration of sampling. Y represents the first derivative of
the state variable and Lτ represents a library of candidate functions constructed using the measured data.

3.2 Hierarchical Bayesian Model

Given the prior distributions and setup outlined earlier, a hierarchical Bayesian model is formulated, as illustrated in
Fig. 2. By applying Bayes’ Theorem, the posterior probability to be determined is expressed as:

p(p0, ν, θ, Z, τ,Lτ , σ
2|Y) =

p(Y |θ,Lτ , σ
2)p(θ|Z, ν, σ2)p(Z|p0)p(p0)p(ν)p(σ2)p(Lτ |τ)p(τ)

p(Y)
. (8)

Direct sampling from this distribution is not feasible because the marginal likelihood p(Y) is intractable due to the DSS
priors and the unknown nature of the library. To address this, Gibbs sampling is employed to sequentially draw samples
from the conditional distributions of the random variables, conditioned on the others. The directed acyclic graph (DAG)
depicted in the figure simplifies some of these dependencies by imposing conditional independence between selected
variables. The conditional independence assumptions are as follows:

p(p0|Y,θ,Lτ , σ
2, Z, ν, τ,G) = p(p0|Z) (9a)

p(ν|Y,θ,Lτ , σ
2, Z, p0, τ, G) = p(ν|θ, σ2, Z) (9b)

p(σ2|Y,θ,Lτ , p0, Z, ν, τ,G) = p(σ2|Y,θ,Lτ , Z, ν) (9c)

p(Z|Y,θ,Lτ , σ
2, p0, ν, τ,G) = p(Z|Y,θ,Lτ , σ

2, p0) (9d)

p(θ|Y, p0,Lτ , σ
2, Z, ν, τ,G) = p(θ|Y,Lτ , σ

2, Z, ν) (9e)

p(τ |Y,θ,Lτ , σ
2, Z, ν, p0, G) = p(τ |Lτ ,Y,θ, σ2, Z, ν) (9f)

p(Lτ |Y,θ, p0, σ
2, Z, ν, τ,G) = p(Lτ |τ) (9g)

p(G|Lτ ,Y,θ, p0, σ
2, Z, ν, τ) = p(G|τ) (9h)

It is important to note that certain variables are conditioned on Lτ , even though the DAG suggests conditional
independence in these cases. This approximation is necessary because Lτ lacks an explicit analytical form, which
makes the conditional distributions intractable. With these assumptions, we proceed in the following sequential manner,

• Sampling p0: The probability of each candidate function being assigned a slab distribution is derived as:

p(p0|Z) ∝ p(Z|p0)p(p0) (10a)

∝
K∏

k=1

pZk
0 (1− p0)

1−Zk · pαp−1
0 (1− p0)

βp−1 (10b)
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∝ p
αp−1+hZ

0 (1− p0)
βp−1+K−hZ , (10c)

where hZ =
∑K

k=1 Zk. The right-hand side (RHS) has the form of a Beta distribution. Thus, p0 can be
sampled as:

p0|Z ∼ Beta(αp + hZ , βp +K − hZ). (11)

• Sampling ν: The variance of the slab is derived as follows:

p(ν|θ, σ2, Z) ∝ p(θ|ν, σ2, Z)p(ν) (12a)

∝ p(θr|0, νσ2Ir) · IG(ν|αν , βν) (12b)

∝ ν−r/2 exp

(
−θT

r θr
2νσ2

)
· ν−αν−1 exp

(
−βν

ν

)
(12c)

∝ ν−(αν+r/2)−1 exp

(
−
βν +

θT
r θr

2σ2

ν

)
. (12d)

The final form matches an Inverse Gamma distribution. Therefore, ν can be sampled as:

ν|Z,θ, σ2 ∼ IG

(
αν +

r

2
, βν +

θT
r θr
2σ2

)
. (13)

• Sampling θ: The weight vector is given by:

p(θ|Y,Lτ , σ
2, Z, ν) ∝ p(Y|Lr,τ , Z, σ

2)p(θr|Z, ν, σ2) (14a)

∝ N(Y|Lr,τθr, σ
2IN ) ·N(θr|0, νσ2Ir) (14b)

∝ exp

(
− (Y − Lr,τθr)

T (Y − Lr,τθr)

2σ2

)
· exp

(
−θT

r θr
2νσ2

)
(14c)

∝ exp

(
− 1

2σ2

(
YTY − 2YTLr,τθr + θT

r L
T
r,τLr,τθr + ν−1θT

r θr
))

(14d)

∝ exp

(
− 1

2σ2
(θr − µ)TΣ−1(θr − µ)

)
, (14e)

where Σ−1 = LT
r,τLr,τ + ν−1Ir and µ = ΣLT

r,τY. Comparing to the standard form of a multivariate
Gaussian, θr can be sampled as:

θr|Y,Lr,τ , ν, σ
2 ∼ N(µ, σ2Σ). (15)

• Sampling σ2: Gibbs sampling necessitates that the Markov chain is irreducible to ensure eventual convergence
to the stationary distribution. As Zk = 0,∀k = 1, 2, . . . ,K represents an absorbing state, the parameter θ
must be marginalized out of the conditional distribution for σ2. This is expressed as:

p(σ2|Y,Lτ , Z, ν) =

∫
p
(
σ2,θ|Y,Lτ , Z, ν

)
dθ

∝
∫

p
(
Y|σ2,θ,Lτ , Z, ν

)
p
(
θ|Z, ν, σ2

)
p
(
σ2
)
dθ

∝
(∫

N
(
Y|Lr,τθr, σ

2IN
)
N
(
θr|0, νσ2Ir

)
dθr

)
p(σ2).

The integral term can be expressed using the parameters µ and Σ (defined in Equation (14)) as follows:

p(σ2|Y,Lτ , Z, ν) ∝
1

(2πσ2)N/2
· 1

(2πνσ2)r/2
·
(∫

N(θr|µ, σ2Σ) dθr

)
· exp

(
−YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2σ2

)
p(σ2)

(17a)

∝ 1

(σ2)(N+r)/2
· exp

(
−YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2σ2

)
p(σ2) (17b)

∝ 1

(σ2)(N+r)/2
· exp

(
−YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2σ2

)
(σ2)−ασ−1 · exp

(
−βσ

σ2

)
(17c)

∝ (σ2)−(
r+N

2 +ασ)−1 · exp
(
− 1

σ2

(
YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2
+ βσ

))
. (17d)
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From the resulting expression, it is evident that σ2 follows an Inverse Gamma distribution. Thus, σ2 is sampled
as:

σ2|Y,Lτ , Z, ν ∼ IG

(
ασ +

r +N

2
, βσ +

YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2

)
. (18)

• Sampling Zk: Each latent variable within the latent vector is sampled individually, conditioned on the values
of all other latent variables from the previous sample (Z−k). The conditional distribution is estimated by
computing the probability of Zk = 1 while holding Z−k fixed. Denoting this probability by µk, it is expressed
as:

µk =
p (Zk = 1|Y,Lτ , Z−k, ν, p0)

p (Zk = 1|Y,Lτ , Z−k, ν, p0) + p (Zk = 0|Y,Lτ , Z−k, ν, p0)

=
p (Y|Zk = 1,Lτ , Z−k, ν) p (Zk = 1|p0)

p (Y|Zk = 1,Lτ , Z−k, ν) p (Zk = 1|p0) + p (Y|Zk = 0,Lτ , Z−k, ν) p (Zk = 0|p0)

=
p (Y|Zk = 1,Lτ , Z−k, ν) p0

p (Y|Zk = 1,Lτ , Z−k, ν) p0 + p (Y|Zk = 0,Lτ , Z−k, ν) (1− p0)

=
p0

p0 + λk(1− p0)
, where λk =

p (Y|Zk = 0,Lτ , Z−k, ν)

p (Y|Zk = 1,Lτ , Z−k, ν)
(19)

The marginal likelihoods comprising the numerator and denominator of λk are computed by integrating out θ
and σ2, while treating Lτ as fixed:

p (Y|Z,Lτ , ν) =

∫ ∫
p
(
Y, σ2,θ|Z, ν,Lτ

)
dθdσ2

=

∫ ∫
p
(
Y|θ,Lτ , Z, σ

2
)
p
(
θ|Z, ν, σ2

)
p
(
σ2
)
dθdσ2

=

∫ (∫
N
(
Y|Lτ,rθr, σ

2IN
)
N
(
θr|0, νσ2Ir

)
dθ

)
p
(
σ2
)
dσ2

=

∫
1

(2πσ2)
N/2

|Σ−1|1/2

(ν)r/2
exp

(
−
(
YTY − µTΣ−1µ

)
2σ2

)
p
(
σ2
)
dσ2

=
|Σ−1|1/2

(2π)N/2

(βσ)
ασ

(ν)r/2
Γ
(
ασ + N

2

)
Γ(ασ)

1(
βσ + 1

2 (Y
TY − µTΣ−1µ)

)ασ+
N
2

(20)

Here, Γ(·) denotes the Gamma function, and | · | represents the determinant. When all Zk = 0, the functional
form changes to:

p (Y|Z = 0,Lτ , ν) =
(βσ)

ασ

(2π)N/2

Γ
(
ασ + N

2

)
Γ(ασ)

1(
βσ + 1

2Y
TY
)ασ+

N
2

(21)

• Sampling τ : The delay index τ is sampled similarly to the latent variables, as each possible delay corresponds
to an outcome of a single multinomial trial. Let the probability of each outcome be denoted by ζj , conditioned
on Z, θ, ν, and gj for j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. The probability ζj is given by:

ζj =
p (τ = j|Y,Lj, Zk, ν, p0, G)

N−1∑
l=0

p (τ = l|Y,Ll, Zk, ν, p0, G)

, (22)

where Ll represents the library augmented at the delay index l. Consequently, the library must be re-augmented
for each term in the summation within the denominator. Simplifying further, we obtain:

ζj =
p (Y|τ = j,Lj, Zk, ν, p0) p (τ = j|G)

N−1∑
l=0

p (Y|τ = l,Ll, Zk, ν, p0) p (τ = l|G)

=
p (Y|τ = j,Lj, Zk, ν, p0) gj

N−1∑
l=0

p (Y|τ = l,Ll, Zk, ν, p0) gl

8
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=
gj

gj +
N−1∑

l=0,l ̸=j

ωlgl

, (23)

where ωl =
p(Y|τ=l,Ll,Zk,ν,p0)
p(Y|τ=j,Lj,Zk,ν,p0)

. The quantities in the numerator and denominator can be computed using
Eq. (20). Once τ is sampled, the corresponding library Lτ can be constructed.

• Sampling G: Given that τ is sampled only once, the likelihood p (τ |G) reduces to the parameter associated
with the sampled delay index. Denoting this parameter by gj , the posterior distribution for G can be derived as
follows:

p (G|τ) ∝ p (τ |G) p (G) (24a)

∝ gj

N−1∏
l=0

gαl−1
l (24b)

∝ g
(αj+1)−1
j

N−1∏
l=0,l ̸=j

gαl−1
l . (24c)

Thus, G can be sampled as

G|τ ∼ Dirichlet (α0, α1, . . . , αj−1, αj + 1, αj+1, . . . , αN−1) ,

where the hyperparameter αj associated with the sampled delay index j is incremented by 1, while all other
hyperparameters remain unchanged.

To summarize, the random variables {τ t,Lτ
t, Zt, (σ2)t, νt, pt0, G

t,θt} are sampled sequentially using conditional
distributions derived above. The superscript t indicates the values sampled in each iteration of the algorithm.

1. The time delay index is sampled from a Multinomial Distribution whose parameters ζl, l = 0, 1, ...N − 1 are
calculated using Eq. (23),

τ (t+1)|Zt,Y, νt, Gt,Lτ
t ∼ Multinomial(ζ) (25)

2. The library Lτ
t+1 is constructed using τ t+1

3. The latent variables Z(t+1)
k are sampled from the Bernoulli Distribution,

Z
(t+1)
k |Y,Lτ

(t+1), ν(i), p0(t) ∼ Bern(µk) (26)

where µk is calculated using Eq. (19).
4. The noise variance (σ2)t+1 is sampled from an Inverse Gamma distribution as shown in Eq. (17),

(σ2)t+1|Y,Lτ
t+1, Zt+1, νt ∼ IG

(
ασ +

r +N

2
, βσ +

YTY − µTΣ−1µ

2

)
(27)

5. The slab variance νt+1 is sampled from an Inverse Gamma distribution as shown in Eq. (12),

νt+1|Zt+1,θt, (σ2)t+1 ∼ IG

(
αν +

r

2
, βν +

θT
r θr
2σ2

)
(28)

6. The success rate p
(t)
0 is sampled from a Beta distribution as shown in Eq. (10),

p
(t+1)
0 ∼ Beta(αp + hZ , βp +K − hZ) (29)

7. Gt+1 is sampled from a single Multinomial trial as shown in Eq. (24),

Gt+1|τ t+1 ∼ Dirichlet(α0, α1, ...αj−1, αj + 1, αj+1, ...αN−1) (30)

8. Finally, θ is sampled from a Multivariate Gaussian distribution as,

p(θt+1|Z(+1, νt+1, σ2t+1
, τ t+1) ∼ N(µ, σ2Σ) (31)

where Σ−1 = LT
r,τLr,τ + (ν)−1Ir and µ = ΣLT

r,τY.
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Overall, NMC iterations of sampling are conducted. The initial NMC

4 iterations are discarded as burn-in samples to
allow the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) process to converge to a stationary distribution. The average value of the
time delay indices obtained from the next NMC

4 samples is regarded as the converged value of τ . This converged value
is then fixed and used for all subsequent iterations. Consequently, τ is not sampled during the final NMC

2 iterations. For
the final step of equation discovery, the marginal posterior inclusion probability (PIP), denoted as p(Z|Y), is utilized.
The PIP is computed for each of the K candidate functions using the following expression:

p(Zk = 1|Y) ≈ 1

NF

NF∑
l=1

Zl
k, k = 1, 2, . . . ,K, (32)

where NF denotes the number of post-burn-in samples and Zl
k represents the value of the k-th inclusion variable in the

l-th sample. A PIP value exceeding 0.5 indicates that the corresponding candidate function was included in more than
half of the posterior samples and is thus deemed likely to be part of the actual governing system. Any such function is
included in the final model predicted by BayTiDe. The expected value of the weight vector is computed as the mean of
the sampled weight vectors across the posterior samples. Furthermore, all weights corresponding to functions with
PIP < 0.5 are set to zero, thereby excluding those functions from the final model.

The initial latent vector is determined using a linear regression procedure, where weights with magnitudes less than 1%
of the maximum magnitude are set to zero. The initial noise variance is assigned as the mean squared error (MSE) of
the model derived from this initial latent vector. The delay index τ is initialized arbitrarily to zero. The hyperparameters
for the priors are specified as follows: αp = 0.1 and βp = 0.1 for the Beta prior on p0, ασ = 0.0001 and βσ = 0.0001
for the inverse Gamma prior on the noise variance, αν = 0.1 and βν = 0.1 for the inverse Gamma prior on the slab
variance, and αi = 1 for i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 for the Dirichlet prior on G. The initial values of the remaining random
variables are set as follows: ν = 0.5, p0 = 0.1, and gi =

1
N for i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. The formal steps of the algorithm

are presented in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 The proposed BayTiDe algorithm for discovering delay differential equation from data

Input: NMC , State Data X ∈ RN×m, hyper-parameters: αp, βp ασ, βσ, αν , βν , {αi}N−1
i=0

Input: Initial values of random variables: p(0)0 , ν(0), {gi}N−1
i=0 , candidate functions, Nstart, Nend

Note: All highly correlated candidate functions must be removed
1: Choose random τ (0) that is far outside the search range
2: Construct L(0)

τ from the sampled delay
3: Estimate initial latent vector Z(0) from linear regression using the library. Values less than 1% of the largest weight

are set to 0 and corresponding latent variables are considered inactive.
4: Estimate initial noise variance σ(0) from the MSE of the linear regression
5: for i = 1, 2, ..., NMC do
6: Update the delay variable τ (i) ▷ Eq. (25)
7: Update the library L

(i)
τ

8: Update the latent vector Z(i) ▷ Eq. (26)
9: Update the noise variance σ(i) ▷ Eq. (27)

10: Update the slab variance ν(i) ▷ Eq. (28)
11: Update the success rate p

(i)
0 ▷ Eq. (29)

12: Update the multinomial success rate G(i) ▷ Eq. (30)
13: Update the weight vector θ(i) ▷ Eq. (31)
14: end for
15: Discard the burn-in samples
16: Estimate the PIP for the latent vector ▷ Eq. (32)
17: Include the candidate functions with the required PIP values
Return: Z, τ , θ

Remark 1: In Eq. (23), the denominator comprises a summation of N terms, each requiring the inversion of two
N ×N matrices to compute µ and Σ. This results in a computationally expensive procedure for sampling the delay
index τ . To mitigate this computational cost, we propose sampling the delay index within a smaller localized ‘window’
rather than over all the N time steps.

Remark 2: In Eq. (23), indices for which ζj → 0 are never sampled in subsequent iterations. To further
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optimize the sampling process, we propose ‘shrinking’ the window dynamically to include only indices where ζj
exceeds a predefined, arbitrarily small threshold, set to 10−100 in this case, after each iteration. The lower bound Nlower
is set to the smallest index that satisfies this threshold, while the upper bound Nupper is set to the largest index meeting
the condition. This modification significantly accelerates the convergence of the algorithm. Additionally, if ζj = 1
is encountered before the burn-in period concludes, the delay index τ is deemed to have converged and is no longer
sampled in subsequent iterations. Mathematically, this behavior arises because ζj = 0 and ζj = 1 act as absorbing
states. While these absorbing states may appear to violate the irreducibility condition, they are reached solely due to
numerical overflow errors and do not formally belong to the Markov chain. These overflow errors occur as a result of
the presence of ωl, which are ratios of probabilities and can lead to numerical instability.

Remark 3: The starting index Nstart must be positioned sufficiently far from zero, as τ = 0 represents an
absorbing state. This arises because, as the delay index approaches zero, the correlation between the delayed and
non-delayed terms converges to unity, resulting in inaccuracies within the algorithm.

4 Numerical Studies

In this section, we comprehensively evaluate the performance of the proposed BayTiDe algorithm using four canonical
time-delay systems: (a) an exponential delay system, (b) the JC Sprott delay system, (c) the Mackey-Glass system, and
(d) a linear coupled delay system. For each of these examples, we examine BayTiDe’s ability to accurately discover the
governing delay differential equations (DDEs) and compare predictions derived from the identified equations against
the ground truth. Additionally, we explore BayTiDe’s robustness to noise, its proficiency in estimating large time delays,
and its capability to detect low-amplitude terms that contribute to the true governing equations. Lastly, we present
comparative results demonstrating BayTiDe’s superior performance over SINDy, even in cases where the exact delay
term is provided to SINDy a priori.

The training data for all examples were synthesized using MATLAB’s dde23 solver. To simulate realistic scenarios,
the generated data was corrupted with Gaussian white noise, with the noise variance set as fractions of the standard
deviation of the training data. The first derivatives were approximated using a fifth-order finite-difference scheme.
However, the sensitivity of this method to noise necessitated the use of a Butterworth filter to mitigate instabilities
and enhance the reliability of derivative estimates. The filter parameters were selected empirically, as their optimal
configuration depends on the specific characteristics of each system.

4.1 Exponential system

As the first example, we consider an exponential time delay system to demonstrate BayTiDe’s capacity to deal with
non-linearities. The specific form of the system is given by,

ẋ = 10 e(−xτ ) − x, (33)

with τ = 1 and the initial value x0 = 1. Synthetic data was generated by simulating the system for 20 seconds with
∆t = 0.01 seconds. The generated data was corrupted with 15% white Gaussian noise to emulate a realistic scenario.
With this setup, the objective is to use the proposed BayTiDe algorithm to recover the governing equation in Eq. (33)
from the noisy data. For this problem, the initial search window was set to (Nlower = 20, Nupper = 1000), and the
library used for this test case was as follows:

L =

(
x x2 xxτ e−x ex sin(x) cos(x)

1

x

1

x2

)
(34)

where each function is independently applied to each of the state variables and the delay terms. This resulted in a
library of size 18. Following Algorithm 1, we first check the correlation of the candidate function, which reveals a high
correlation of 0.999. Noting the fact that 1

x and 1
x2 are included in the expansion of e−x, and using human judgment,

we retain e−x and proceed with the algorithm. The selected candidate functions are shown in Fig. 3b. We observe that
the proposed algorithm has identified all the correct terms from the library. The discovered equation is as follows:

ẋ = 9.78
±0.2612

e(−xτ ) − 0.99
±0.1317

x, τ = 0.99, (35)

which is very close to the original equation used shown in Eq. (33). The coefficients are presented in the format mean
±sd

.

This indicates that BayTiDe identifies the delay term, the candidate functions, and the associated parameters with a
high order of accuracy, even when the data is corrupted with 15% noise. The performance of the proposed BayTiDe is
further evident by the fact that the predicted response using the identified equation for an entirely new initial condition
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matches exactly with the ground truth response obtained using the original equation (see Fig. 4a). We carried out an
ablation study to illustrate the effect of candidate function filtering based on correlation. To that end, we reemployed
the algorithm to the same dataset but without the filtering step. The identified candidate functions are shown in Fig. 3a.
We observe that without filtering, the proposed approach fails to capture the correct candidate functions. This illustrates
the necessity of the filtering step and the need for selecting the correct candidate functions in the library.

(a) PIP when { 1
x
, 1

x2 } are included.

(b) PIP when { 1
x
, 1

x2 } are excluded.
Figure 3: PIP of the Exponential System corrupted with 15% Gaussian white noise: The feature library Lτ ∈ Rn×17

consists of the functions listed in Eq. (34), applied combinatorially to the augmented data matrix. Fig. 3a shows the
PIP of each candidate function when the correlated functions are included. BayTiDe completely fails in identifying
the ground truth. Another point to be noted is that the identified functions are expansions of the functions part of the
real equation which represents a damped periodic system. Fig. 3b shows the PIP of each candidate function when the
correlated functions are removed. The feature library now has the shape Ln×13. BayTiDe discovers the governing
equation with a sure probability (PIP=1). The two figures highlight the dependency on the selection of candidate
functions.

(a) x0 = 1. (b) x0 = −1

Figure 4: Uncertainty Plot and response comparison for the Exponential System: Green: The real equation
simulated with τ = 1. Dashed Line: The discovered equation simulated with discovered τ = 0.99 and the identified
equation. Fig. 4a The shaded area is the 95% CI of the predicted system, and represents the uncertainty associated with
the predicted value at each time step. As such, it is observed to increase with time. The red line is the mean value of
the predicted response after simulations using every sampled weight. Fig. 4b Performance of the proposed approach
against ground truth for a different initial condition that results in completely different system dynamics.
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4.2 JC Sprott System

As the second example, we analyze the JC Sprott system, which is governed by the delay differential equation (DDE)
given as:

ẋ = sin(xτ ). (36)
This system is a widely studied example of DDEs featuring sinusoidal nonlinearity, known for its ability to exhibit
both periodic and chaotic behavior [38]. For generating the training data, we set the delay parameter τ = 3, the initial
condition x0 = 0.1, and the time-step ∆t = 0.05. Using these parameters, data was generated for a simulation duration
of 100 seconds, following the same procedure as employed in the first example. The goal of this experiment is to
identify the governing DDE from the noisy data. For this purpose, the initial search window was defined with bounds
Nlower = 20 and Nupper = 1000. The library of candidate functions used for this example is identical to the one used
in the previous example:

L =

(
x, x2, xxτ , e

−x, sin(x), cos(x),
1

x
,

1

x2

)
. (37)

The BayTiDe framework, as outlined in Algorithm 1, was applied to discover the governing equation.

Figure 5a shows the PIP for each candidate function. The correct term, sin(xτ ), is identified with a PIP close to 1. All
other candidate functions exhibit PIPs well below the threshold value of 0.5, except for e−x, which has a PIP of 0.48.
Nonetheless, the PIP of e−x does not exceed the threshold, and thus it does not appear in the final identified equation.
Additionally, BayTiDe successfully identifies the delay parameter τ = 3 with high accuracy. The equation identified
using BayTiDe is:

ẋ = 0.984
±0.029

sin(xτ ), τ = 3, (38)

which closely approximates the original governing equation. We further compare the responses obtained using the
discovered equation with those obtained using the original equation. We illustrate two cases, one with the same initial
condition as the training data (Fig. 5b) and one with a different initial condition (Fig. 5c). In both cases, the response
predicted by the identified equation matches the ground truth obtained from the original equation with high fidelity.
This again demonstrates the robustness and accuracy of the BayTiDe framework in recovering the governing equations
of complex time-delay systems, even under noisy conditions.

4.3 Mackey-Glass System

In this example, we consider the well-known Mackey-Glass time delayed system,

ẋ = −0.1 x +
0.2 xτ

1 + x10
τ

(39)

This is an extremely challenging problem as it exhibits hyper-chaotic behavior for time delays > 32 [39]. We consider
τ = 40 to demonstrate BayTiDe’s capacity to identify large time delays in hyperchaotic systems. For generating
training data, we considered ∆t = 0.2 seconds and the initial condition x0 = 0.1, and used the same procedure as the
previous examples to generate data until 1000 secs. The generated data was further corrupted with 15% white Gaussian
noise to emulate a realistic scenario. With this setup, the objective is to use the training data to identify the governing
DDE using the proposed BayTiDe framework. To that end, we select the following library:

L =

[
x x2 sin(x) cos(x)

x

1 + x10

x

1 + x4

1

x

1

x2

]
, (40)

where similar to the previous examples, each function is applied to both x and xτ . We employ Algorithm 1 to discover
the governing equation. The PIPs for all the candidate functions are shown in Fig. 6a. We observe that one additional
candidate function is identified. However, the associated parameter value is 4× 10−4, and hence, this term is ultimately
ignored. The time-delay τ = 40 is exactly identified. Overall, the final identified equation is

ẋ = −0.0998 x + 0.1988
xτ

1 + x10
τ

+ 0.0004
1

xτ︸ ︷︷ ︸
ignored

= ẋ = −0.0998
±0.0043

x + 0.1988
±0.0063

xτ

1 + x10
τ

, τ = 40. (41)

While the identified equation is quite close to the original equation, the hyper-chaotic behavior necessitates further
investigation. To that end, the response obtained using the identified equation is compared to the response obtained
using the original DDE. The corresponding results are shown in Fig. 6b. We observe that the response obtained using
the identified equation starts deviating beyond 800 secs. The mean response obtained by sampling the weights of the
identified equation and then simulating, on the other hand, deviates beyond 500 seconds. Nonetheless, the uncertainty
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(a) PIP of the candidate functions

(b) τ = 3, x0 = 0.1. (c) τ = 3, x0 = −6

Figure 5: Performance of the proposed approach for JC Sprott System corrupted with 15% Gaussian white noise:
The feature library Lτ ∈ Rn×15 consists of the functions listed in Eq. (37). Fig. 5a shows the PIP of the candidate
functions. The function sin(xτ ) is identified correctly with a PIP=1. exτ has a PIP=0.48; however, it does not appear
in the identified equation as it is below the threshold. Fig. 5b compares the response obtained using the identified
equation with ground truth. The 95% CI (the shaded region) is overlapped by the plots, indicating high confidence in
the identified model. Fig. 5c compares the equation to the actual system for a different initial condition.

bound encompasses the ground truth response. It is worth noting that as the response obtained using the identified
equation starts deviating from the ground truth response, the associated predictive uncertainty also increases. This
indicates that predictive uncertainty is a useful metric for identifying the deviation of the predictive response. Overall,
this clearly demonstrates the challenge associated with discovering DDE in hyperchaotic systems and the importance of
an Bayesian approach.

As an additional case study, we reemploy BayTiDe to discover the governing DDE for case where the training data is
corrupted by 10% noise. The identified DDE for this case is

ẋ = −0.1003
±0.0016

x + 0.1999
±0.0032

x

1 + x10
, τ = 40. (42)

As expected, the equation identified is more accurate. The response obtained using the identified equation and the
ground truth response is shown in Fig. 6c. The response obtained by solving the identified equation matches exactly
with the ground truth response. The mean response, on the other hand, deviates slightly towards the end. Additionally,
we observe a reduction in uncertainty. Overall, this example reinforces the strength of the proposed BayTiDe in handling
longer time-delay and hyperchaotic systems with a reasonable accuracy.

4.4 2 Degree of Freedom Linear System

As the last example, we consider a coupled system of DDEs,

ẋ = −xτ (43)
ẏ = x − xτ − yτ (44)

The purpose of this example is to demonstrate BayTiDes ability to discover the governing equations of coupled systems
of DDEs. For generating synthetic data, we consider τ = 1, initial conditions {x0, y0} = 10, 6, and ∆t = 0.01.
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(a) The final PIP values of the chosen candidate functions in both runs.

(b) x0 = 0.1, 15% Noise. (c) x0 = 0.1, 10% Noise.
Figure 6: Performance of BayTiDe for Mackey-Glass System: Fig. 6a illustrates the PIP for the system corrupted
with both levels of noise. The feature library Lτ ∈ Rn×16 consists of functions listed in Eq. (40). For both cases, the
PIP of the candidate functions were identical, with a change only in the accuracy of the prediction and a reduction in
the uncertainty associated, as shown in Fig. 6b and Fig. 6c. Shaded area: the predictive uncertainty associated with
each time step. Red line: Indicates the average value of the state variables after simulation using the sampled weights.
Dotted Line: response of the equation identified by BayTiDe.

Training data is generated following the same procedure as before by simulating the system for 20 secs. The data
generated was corrupted with 20% Gaussian white noise. With this setup, we employ Algorithm 1 to identify the
underlying coupled DDE from the noisy data. The same candidate functions as the exponential system were used for
this example. The functions { 1

x ,
1
} were removed from the library as the state variables were observed to change sign

within the measurement period. The PIP for the candidate functions are shown in Figs. 7 (a) and 7 (b). Note that the
algorithm was employed independently for each degree of freedom. Naturally, this resulted in two slightly different
values of identified delay. Taking the average of the two, the resulting equation identified using BayTiDe is as follows:

ẋ = −1.000
±0.115

xτ (45)

ẏ = 1.018
±0.23

x − 1.172
±0.227

xτ − 0.952
±0.096

yτ , τ = 1.02 (46)

The predictions are shown in Fig. 7 (c and d). We observe that the responses obtained using the predicted equation
match almost exactly with the ground truth response. This indicates that the proposed BayTiDe performs equally well
for coupled DDEs.

4.5 Generalizing for unseen poles

Before concluding this section, we present two additional case studies to further highlight the strengths of the proposed
BayTiDe approach. The first case study investigates the ability of BayTiDe to generalize and predict unseen poles in a
dynamical system. For this purpose, we revisit the Mackey-Glass system previously discussed. In this case, we consider
a time delay τ = 20 and generate data for up to 10,000 seconds, following the same setup as described earlier. The data
corresponding to the first 1,000 seconds is used as training data to identify the governing delay differential equation.
A phase diagram for the system is presented in Fig. 8(a), where the training data is highlighted in green. Notably,
the training data only represents a subset of the system’s poles, leaving several poles unobserved during the training
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(a) The final PIP values of the chosen candidate functions in predicting Eq. (43).

(b) The final PIP values of the chosen candidate functions in predicting Eq. (44).

(c) {x0, y0} = {10, 6}. (d) {x0, y0} = {10, 6}.
Figure 7: Performance of BayTiDe for the Linear 2-DOF coupled system: Fig. 7a represents the PIP of the candidate
functions when identifying the DDE for the first DOF. BayTiDe identifies the ground truth with complete confidence
(PIP=1). Fig. 7b represents the PIP of the functions when identifying the DDE for the second DOF. Once again, the
functions are identified with complete confidence. Fig. 7c and Fig. 7d compare the predicted system (dotted line) with
the ground truth (green line). The red line represents average response of the simulated weight samples, and the shaded
area represents the 95% CI of the predictive uncertainty. The real response appears to be at the edge of the confidence
interval possibly because time delay used was the average of the two identified.

phase. The objective of this study is to evaluate whether the proposed BayTiDe algorithm can accurately capture the
complete set of poles, including those not present in the training data. To address this, BayTiDe is employed to infer the
governing DDE by following the procedure outlined in Algorithm 1. The resulting equation, discovered using BayTiDe,
is subsequently used to generate the phase diagram of the system, shown in Fig. 8(b). The results demonstrate that the
response obtained using the BayTiDe-derived equation successfully captures all the poles of the system, including those
absent in the training data. This remarkable generalization capability underscores the strength of BayTiDe in accurately
learning and reproducing the dynamics of time-delay systems, even in scenarios where the training data only partially
represents the system’s behavior. The ability to extrapolate system dynamics to unobserved regions of the phase space
highlights the robustness and predictive power of the proposed approach.

4.6 Comparison with SINDy

As the final case study, we evaluate the performance of the proposed BayTiDe framework in comparison with the
well-established SINDy approach [40]. While SINDy has been extensively used for discovering governing equations
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Figure 8: Phase diagram of the Mackey Glass system for τ = 20. Left: The actual system. Green line represents the
first 2000 time steps which were input to the system. Right: The predicted system. All the modes of the actual system
were predicted without being input to the system.

in dynamical systems, it is not inherently designed to handle time-delay systems. To facilitate a fair comparison, we
manually provide SINDy with the exact time delay for the system under consideration, thereby allowing it to bypass the
challenge of time-delay estimation. In contrast, the BayTiDe framework is tasked with simultaneously identifying both
the governing equations and the unknown time delay. The results of this comparison are summarized in Table 1, where
the mean squared error (MSE) of the reconstructed equation (parameters) is reported for varying noise levels. The
results clearly demonstrate the superiority of the proposed BayTiDe framework. For all noise levels, BayTiDe achieves
an MSE that is at least an order of magnitude lower than that obtained by SINDy. This finding is particularly noteworthy
given the considerable advantage afforded to SINDy through the provision of the exact delay term, which BayTiDe
has to infer from noisy data. This exceptional performance of BayTiDe can be attributed to its Bayesian framework,
enabling it to handle noisy and sparse data more effectively. In contrast, SINDy relies on sparse regression techniques
that are more sensitive to noise, especially when dealing with high-dimensional libraries of candidate functions. This
comparison underscores the robustness and accuracy of BayTiDe in discovering the underlying dynamics of time-delay
systems, even in the presence of significant noise. The ability of BayTiDe to simultaneously infer unknown delays and
identify governing equations from noisy data further highlights its potential as a powerful tool for analyzing complex
time-delay systems.

Table 1: Comparison between SINDy and BayTiDe: A point to note is that SINDy was given the exact value of time
delay before executing the equation discovery. As such, BayTiDe was given a significant handicap in these comparisions
yet shows more accurate results.

Noise(%) Parameter Estimation Error eθ
JC Sprott Exponential Mackey-Glass

SINDy BayTiDe SINDy BayTiDe SINDy BayTiDe
5 4× 10−6 1.6× 10−7 1× 10−4 3.7× 10−5 4× 10−4 2× 10−6

10 2.5× 10−5 1.6× 10−7 4.3× 10−4 2× 10−4 4× 10−4 2× 10−6

15 6.4× 10−5 1.6× 10−7 0.611 7.1× 10−4 9× 10−4 5.8× 10−5

20 1.7× 10−2 2× 10−3 0.6 1× 10−3 1.9× 10−3 6.9× 10−4

5 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced BayTiDe, a novel Bayesian framework for discovering governing delay differential
equations (DDEs) from noisy and sparse data. The proposed approach integrates Bayesian inference with an efficient
search strategy over delay indices, enabling accurate identification of both the functional form and the time delays
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inherent in time-delay systems. To exploit the fact that the physics model is generally parsimonious, BayTiDe exploits
sparsity-promoting spike-and-slab prior in conjunction with Gibbs sampling. Unlike existing methods such as SINDy,
BayTiDe is explicitly designed to handle time-delay dynamics without requiring prior knowledge of the delays, making
it a versatile and powerful tool for modeling complex systems. The key features of the proposed BayTiDe framework
include its robustness to noise, its capability to handle highly nonlinear and hyperchaotic systems, and its ability to
seamlessly handle large time delays.

The efficacy of BayTiDe was demonstrated using several benchmark examples, including the exponential delay system,
JC Sprott system, Mackey-Glass system, and a linear coupled delay system. Through these case studies, we showcased
BayTiDe’s robustness to noise, its ability to accurately identify large delays, and its capability to uncover low-amplitude
terms contributing to the governing equations. Notably, BayTiDe consistently outperformed SINDy, even when the
exact delay terms were provided to SINDy a priori, highlighting the superior accuracy and reliability of the proposed
approach. The robustness of BayTiDe was further illustrated by its ability to generalize system dynamics to unobserved
regions of the phase space. For instance, in the Mackey-Glass system, BayTiDe successfully identified all poles
of the system, including those absent from the training data, underscoring its remarkable extrapolation capabilities.
Moreover, the algorithm was shown to converge efficiently by dynamically shrinking the search window based on
posterior probabilities, thereby accelerating computation without compromising accuracy. Overall, BayTiDe offers a
comprehensive framework for discovering time-delay dynamics with minimal prior knowledge.

Despite the excellent performance of BayTiDe, there are a few limitations associated with the framework. The selection
of candidate functions plays a critical role in its performance; the presence of highly correlated candidate functions can
lead to misidentification or even complete failure of the algorithm. Although this has been addressed to a degree by
using candidate function filtering based on correlation and human intervention, a more elegant approach is warranted.
Additionally, BayTiDe assumes that the input data is measured over uniform time intervals, with the time step sufficiently
smaller than the time delay to be identified. The current framework is also limited to identifying a single constant delay,
restricting its applicability to systems with more complex delay structures. Future research could extend BayTiDe to
handle multiple constant delays or time-dependent delays, thereby broadening its applicability. Furthermore, while the
framework performs well in discovering system dynamics, the accuracy of the identified weights for chaotic systems
can still be improved, as the predictive power of the discovered equations may degrade over time. Addressing these
limitations would enhance BayTiDe’s robustness and extend its utility in modeling a wider class of time-delay systems.
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