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Abstract

The paper derives new conditions for global convergence of the adaptive moment generation algo-

rithm when applied for on-line, or equivalently, recursive supervised learning of static and dynamic

nonlinear systems. The paper also proposes a difference equation based nonlinear dynamic model,

that enforces structure and results in a new type of recurrent neural network. The convergence

analysis applies averaging using Ljung’s associated differential equation method. It is first proved

that the asymptotic update behaviour of the adaptive moment generation algorithm is equivalent

to a scaled stochastic gradient update for the standard hyper-parameter setting, or equivalent to a

sign-sign update strategy in case the internal filtering of the algorithm is turned off. The analysis is

concluded by proving global convergence to the set of parameters that gives a correct input-output

description of the true system. The two hyper-parameter settings are evaluated with a Monte-Carlo

analysis when the adaptive moment generation algorithm is applied for learning of nonlinear au-

tomotive cruise control dynamics. This validates the correct operation of the structured recurrent

neural network and confirms the expected reduced convergence speed for the sign-sign update case.

Keywords: Adam, Associated ODE, Automotive Dynamics, Averaging, Convergence Analysis,

Nonlinear Systems, Recurrent Neural Network, Recursive Identification, Supervised Learning.

1. Introduction

The adaptive moment generation algorithm (Adam) published by Kingma and Ba (2015) has be-

come a workhorse in machine learning, with successful applications reported from a variety of

fields. The majority of these applications concern static systems and batch processing. However, in

the fields of adaptive control (Åström and Wittenmark (1989)) and recursive system identification

(Ljung and Söderström (1983)), system dynamics is learned recursively and properties like stabil-

ity (Egardt (1979); Andersson et al. (1986)) and convergence (Ljung (1977a); Kushner and Clark

(1978)) become increasingly important as well as harder to achieve and analyse. The scope of this

paper is therefore to have a renewed look on the convergence properties of Adam when used in a

recursive setting for identification of nonlinear dynamic systems.

The fields of system identification and machine learning have overlapped increasingly in the

last decade, due to an intensified focus on nonlinear dynamic systems, see Pilonetti (2013) and

Wigren et al. (2022). From a system identification point of view, the neural network provides a

parametrization that complements classical nonlinear model structures like piecewise linear static

models (Åström (1985)), block oriented models (Stoica and Söderström (1982); Westwick and Verhaegen

(1994)), the NARMAX class of models (Chen and Billings (1989)), as well as general state space

models (Schön and Gustafsson (2003); Wigren (2005)). These model structures can all be used for

recursive identification using the methods of Ljung and Söderström (1983). Some of the sequen-

tial Monte-Carlo (SMC) state space based algorithms (Kantas et al. (2015); Schön et al. (2015);

© T. Wigren, R. Zhang & P. Mattsson.
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Svensson and Schön (2017)) are not suitable for recursive identification due to inherent smoothing

steps, however some algorithms like the bootstrap particle filter are, see e.g. Wigren et al. (2022).

The machine learning field has avoided detailed dynamic nonlinear models in favour of general

models like recurrent neural networks of various kinds (Prince (2023)) when addressing recursive

identification applications. The advantage is generality, however this approach may overlook impor-

tant impacts of the dynamics that may constrain the convergence of the algorithms themselves, cf.

Ljung (1977b). In addition, neural networks lack the canonical model structures of the system iden-

tification field that minimize the set of parameters to avoid ambiguity, see Ljung and Söderström

(1983), Söderström and Stoica (1989). Performance improvements are therefore expected when

structure is enforced into neural network based models.

The paper by Kingma and Ba (2015) provides a first analysis of the convergence of Adam,

with many later results following, e.g. Bock and Weiss (2019); Zou et al. (2019). In a recursive

framework further results on convergence can be obtained by averaging analysis. In this paper

the method with associated differential equations of Ljung (1975) is used. Briefly, the theorems of

Ljung (1975) and Ljung (1977a) state how global stability of the associated ODE is related to global

convergence of the algorithm, and how local stability of the ODE is related to local convergence.

The first contribution of the paper proposes a dynamic model that combines a discrete delay line

chain and a static nonlinear function. When the nonlinear function is implemented with a neural

network, structure is enforced in a new type of recurrent neural network (RNN). In the studied

recursive identification setting another advantage is a complexity that is linear in the amount of

data. The second contribution proves that for the typical hyper-parameter setting of Adam, the

asymptotic average updating direction coincides with that of a diagonally power scaled stochastic

gradient algorithm. Thirdly, when the internal filtering of Adam is turned off, the asymptotic average

updating direction is proved to correspond to that of a sign-sign algorithm. The fourth contribution

proceeds to prove that the algorithm converges to the set of parameters that give a perfect input-

output description of the system. The final Monte-Carlo simulation study verifies the results by

learning experiments of automotive cruise control dynamics. In particular the new RNN is shown

to perform as expected.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the structured RNN and lists the recursive

version of Adam. Averaging tools are derived in Section 3 with the global convergence analysis

appearing in Section 4. Numerical experiments and conclusions follow in Sections 5 and 6.

2. The Recursive Adaptive Moment Generation Algorithm

2.1. Model Structure

As a complement to existing RNNs, an approach that enforces structure by means of a canonical

continuous time state space model is proposed here. The model signals are the multiple input signal

vector u(t) consisting of K scalar signals, and the n-dimensional state vector x̂(t,θ) given by

u(t) =
(

uT
1 (t) ... uT

K(t)
)T

(1)

uk(t) =
(

uk(t) ... u
(nk)
k (t)

)T

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

x̂(t,θ) = (x̂1(t,θ) ... x̂n(t,θ))
T . (3)

2



CONVERGENCE IN ON-LINE LEARNING

The superscript (i) denotes differentiation with respect to time, i times, to handle potential zero

dynamics (Nijmeijer and v. Schaft (1990)), and θ denotes the unknown parameter vector with di-

mension d. The ODE underpinning the model then follows as










˙̂x1(t,θ)
...

˙̂xn−1(t,θ)
˙̂xn(t,θ)











=











x̂2(t,θ)
...

x̂n(t,θ)
f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ)











. (4)

Here f(·, ·, ·) is a static single output smooth function that parameterizes the right hand side compo-

nent of the ODE. When selected as a neural network fnn(·, ·, ·) the end result will be an RNN, but

it is stressed that f(·, ·, ·) is not restricted to that case. t denotes continuous time. Note that (4) is

quite general since an arbitrary vector nonlinearity at the right hand side can be transformed to the

structure of (4) using the inverse function theorem as explained in Nijmeijer and v. Schaft (1990).

An Euler method is then used to discretize (4) with sampling period TS which results in










x̂1(t+ TS ,θ)
...

x̂n−1(t+ TS ,θ)
x̂n(t+ TS ,θ)











=











x̂1(t,θ)
...

x̂n−1(t,θ)
x̂n(t,θ)











+ TS











x̂2(t,θ)
...

x̂n(t,θ)
f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ)











. (5)

The p-dimensional output measurement model is assumed to be linear in the states, and given by

ŷ(t,θ) = Cx̂(t,θ). (6)

Here C denotes the measurement matrix. In case n equals 0 a nonlinear static model results.

The parameterization of (5) is given by the details of f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ), e.g. by the static neural

network fnn (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ) and its hyper-parameters. Noting that nowadays the gradient of the

model f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ) with respect to θ is typically computed by auto-differentiation software

at run-time, only the following high level definition of the gradient is needed

ψ⊤(t,θ) =
dŷ(t,θ)

dθ
= C

dx̂(t,θ)

dθ
= CΨ(t,θ). (7)

To obtain the matrix Ψ(t,θ), the components of the difference equation (5) are formally differenti-

ated with respect to θ. Exactly as in Wigren (2023) this gives the matrix difference equation












∂x̂1(t+TS ,θ)
∂θ
...

∂x̂n−1(t+TS ,θ)
∂θ

∂x̂n(t+TS ,θ)
∂θ













= Ψ(t+ TS ,θ) = Ψ(t,θ) + TS











∂x̂2(t,θ)
∂θ
...

∂x̂n(t,θ)
∂θ

∂
∂θ

f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ)











. (8)

2.2. Algorithm

When the Adam algorithm is applied to (3)-(8) one may think that it would operate like any other

recursive identification algorithm but there is a slight difference. This is because Adam does not

process the gradient of the model separately, instead the full gradient of the criterion

VA(θ) =
1

2
lim
t→∞

E[ε⊤(t,θ)ε(t,θ)] =
1

2
lim
t→∞

E[(y(t)− ŷ(t,θ))⊤ (y(t) − ŷ(t,θ))] (9)

3
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is processed, where y(t) is the measurement. The gradient that is approximated by Adam is hence

g(t,θ) =

(

dVA(θ)

dθ

)⊤

= − lim
t→∞

E[ψ(t,θ)ε(t, θ)]. (10)

Hence, when Adam estimates approximate second order properties, this is done for ψ(t,θ)ε(t, θ)
rather than for ψ(t,θ) that would be the case for a Gauss-Newton based recursive identification

algorithm. This constrains the flexibility and has consequences that will be discussed in Section 4.

A recursive version of Adam is directly obtained from Algorithm 1 of Kingma and Ba (2015).

It is then noted that the element-wise multiplication g(t) ⊙ g(t) may be re-written as a vectorizing

operation on the matrix diag(ψ(t)ε(t)ε⊤(t))ψ⊤(t). To describe the additional element-wise op-

erations of Adam, a notation with a dot (·) before the mathematical operation is used. When the

operation is implicit like for multiplication, a single dot means element-wise operation.

After reordering equations to coincide with Wigren (2023) to facilitate the convergence analysis

and replacing model signals with running estimates, the Adam algorithm becomes

ε(t) = y(t) − ŷ(t)
m(t) = β1m(t− TS) + (1− β1)(−ψ(t)ε(t))

m̂(t) = m(t)

1−β
round(t/TS)
1

v(t) = β2v(t− TS) + (1− β2)(vec(diag(ψ(t)ε(t)ε
⊤(t)ψ⊤(t))))

v̂(t) = v(t)

1−β
round(t/TS)
2

θ̂(t) = θ̂(t− TS)− α(t)
(

v̂· 1
2 (t) + ǫ

)·−1
· m̂(t)











x̂1(t+ TS)
...

x̂n−1(t+ TS)
x̂n(t+ TS)











=











x̂1(t)
...

x̂n−1(t)
x̂n(t)











+ TS













x̂2(t)
...

x̂n(t)

f
(

x̂(t),u(t), θ̂(t)
)













ŷ(t+ TS) = Cx̂(t+ TS)

Ψ(t+ TS) = Ψ(t) + TS











∂x̂2(t,θ)
∂θ
...

∂x̂n(t,θ)
∂θ

autodiff(f (x̂(t,θ),u(t),θ),θ)











|θ=θ̂(t)

ψ(t+ TS) = (CΨ(t+ TS))
⊤ .

(11)

Here m(t) denotes the first moment and m̂(t) the bias corrected first moment, while v(t) and

v̂(t) denote the second (order) moments used to approximate a Newton search. β1 and β2 are

filtering hyper-parameters and α(t) ∝ t−1 is the gain sequence that needs to replace the constant

step size α in the convergence analysis. diag(·) extracts the diagonal matrix from a matrix and

vec(·) creates a vector of the diagonal elements.

3. Averaging Analysis

3.1. The Associated ODE and Convergence Relations

The results of Ljung (1975) and Ljung (1977a) replace the direct study of global convergence of

(11), with a study of the global Lyapunov stability of the associated ODE of (11), which is defined

4
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in terms of the average updating direction of (11). Provided that a Lyapunov function is found, then

global convergence is implied by the results of Ljung (1975) and Ljung (1977a). The analysis below

follows the Wigren (2023) closely by reference.

3.2. Conditions

The averaging analysis requires a number of regularity conditions to hold:

M1: The model set DM is a compact subset of Rd, such that θ ∈ DM implies that the state

dynamics, the state gradient dynamics, and their derivatives are continuously differentiable,

exponentially stable and bounded.

M2: θ ∈ DM implies that v(t) > δv1, for some δv > 0.

M3: u(t) = (u1(t) ...uK(t))⊤, without time derivatives, is generated from i.i.d bounded random

vectors {ū(t)}, by asymptotically stable linear filtering.

G1: limt→∞ tα(t) = ᾱ, 0 < ᾱ < ∞.

A1: The data {z(t)} = {
(

y⊤(t) u⊤(t)
)⊤

} is strictly stationary and ‖z(t)‖ ≤ C < ∞, w.p.1, ∀t.

A2: The average updating direction f(θ) = limt→∞E

[

(

v̂· 1
2 (t,θ) + ǫ

)·−1
· m̂(t,θ)

]

exists for

θ ∈ DM.

S1: For each t, s, t ≥ s, there exists a random vector z0s(t) that belongs to the σ-algebra generated

by zt but is independent of zs (for s = t take z0s(t) = 0), such that E[‖z(t) − z0s(t)‖
4] <

Cλt−s, C < ∞, |λ| < 1.

S2: The data generating system is described by y(t) = Cx(t) + w(t), where x(t) is generated

by sampling of the states of a continuously differentiable, bounded and exponentially stable

ODE, and where w(t) is generated from a sequence of i.i.d random vectors independent of

{u(t)}, by asymptotically stable filtering.

As in Wigren (2023) M1 - M3 defines a model set where exponential stability holds. M1 restricts

the scope to continuously differentiable activation functions in case a neural network is used in (5)

and (11). The conditions A1, S1 and S2 imply that also the data generating system is exponentially

stable. With A2, the average updating direction is well defined and computable. The stochastic ap-

proximation condition G1 ensures an appropriate gain sequence decay rate. The use of the argument

(t, θ) in A2 and below indicates the use of a fix value of θ when expectations are computed.

3.3. The Convergence Analysis Tool

Since there is no projection algorithm defined for Adam the well known boundedness condition

needs to be included, see Ljung (1975, 1977a) for a discussion:

The Boundedness Condition: There is a random variable C and an infinite subsequence {tk},

such that θ̂(tk) ∈ D̄M ⊂ DM \ ∂DM and with x̂(tk), Ψ(tk), ψ(tk), x(tk), u(tk), w(tk) bounded

by C, ∀tk, w.p.1.

The following result then holds:

Theorem 1 Consider (11) and assume that M1-M3, G1, A1, A2, S1, S2 and the boundedness con-

dition hold. Also assume that there exists a twice differentiable positive function V (θ) such that

d

dτ
V (θD(τ)) ≤ 0, θD(τ) ∈ DM \ ∂DM ,

5
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when evaluated along solutions of the associated ODE

d

dτ
θD(τ) = −ᾱf(θD(τ)).

Then θ̂(t) → DC =
{

θD(τ) ∈ DM \ ∂DM | d
dτ
V (θD(τ)) = 0

}

w.p.1, t → ∞, or θ̂(t) → ∂DM .

Proof The proof parallels the proof of Theorem 1 of the downloadable open access paper Wigren

(2023). Due to page constraints the present brief proof is given with reference to that publication.

It is first proved that (11) can be written as the general algorithm of Ljung (1975). The regularity

conditions M1-S2 are then proved to imply the corresponding conditions R1-R11 of Ljung (1975).

Algorithm Reformulation: The parameter, model, and gradient recursions of (11) fit the struc-

ture of the functions Q(·, ·, ·) and g(·; ·, ·, ·) of the general algorithm of Ljung (1975) listed as (A1)

in Wigren (2023). A parallel mapping and time shift of the generalized states of (11), exactly as in

the proof of Lemma 4 of Wigren (2023), then shows that (11) can be written as (A1).

Regularity Conditions: The verification of R1-R11 refers to the parallel proof of Lemma 5 of

Wigren (2023) that is valid for a polynomial right hand side of (5). The boundedness of R1 follows

from the stability of M1, and from M2, M3, A2 and S1, as in Wigren (2023). Addition of G1 to M1-

M3, A2 and S1 allows verification of R2 by the same bounding of partial derivatives as in Wigren

(2023), while the continuous differentiability of R3 follows by M1 and S2. The iterative bounding

required to prove R4 is identical to the corresponding treatment of the polynomial case in Wigren

(2023) since it is based on the continuous differentiability and exponential stability of M1 and S2,

together with the boundedness of all driving signals that follows from M3, A1 and S2. R6 follows

trivially from A2 since the boundedness condition is assumed. R7 follows from M3 and S2 since

u(t) and w(t) are generated by filtering of i.i.d random vectors. R8-R11 are met since G1 holds.

4. Global Convergence

The global convergence of ADAM is then analysed for a first case with close to standard filtering,

and a second case with filtering turned off. The analysis is performed assuming:

M4: The system and model are single output, i.e. p = 1.

4.1. The Scaled Stochastic Gradient Behaviour

The first case with close to standard filtering is defined by

A3: β2 → 1 and ǫ → 0.

To derive the asymptotic behaviour, the average updating direction of A2 is computed noting that the

conditions M1-M3, A1, S1 and S2 imply strict asymptotic stationarity and ergodicity. To compute

f(θ), (v̂(t,θ)·
1
2 + ǫ)·−1 needs to be moved left of E[·] of f(θ). This is the key step achieved by

A3 and the fact that all filtering in (11) have static gains equal to 1. Then limβ2→1 limt→∞ v̂(t,θ)
= limβ2→1 limt→∞ v(t,θ) = limt→∞E[v(t,θ)] = limt→∞E[v̂(t,θ)] since the time constant of

the filtering tends to infinity when β2 → 1. This gives

lim
β2→1

lim
t→∞

v̂(t,θ) = lim
t→∞

E
[

ε2(t,θ)vec(diag(ψ(t,θ)ψ⊤(t,θ)))
]

. (12)

6



CONVERGENCE IN ON-LINE LEARNING

Using A3 in the average updating direction of A2, and analysing the element-wise operations then

allows the now non-stochastic part v̂(t,θ)·−
1
2 of (12) to be moved outside the expectation operator.

The filtering of m(t) of (11) also disappears when taking expectations, hence

lim
ǫ→0

lim
β2→1

f(θ) = −
(

lim
t→∞

E
[

ε2(t,θ)(diag(ψ(t,θ)ψ⊤(t,θ)))
])− 1

2
lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)] ,

(13)

where the diagonal matrix is positive definite by M2. Ljung and Söderström (1983) and (13) give:

Theorem 2 Assume that M1-M4, A1-A3, S1 and S2 hold. Then the asymptotic behaviour of the

parameter update of (11) coincides with the asymptotic parameter update of a stochastic gradient

algorithm with diagonal power scaling.

4.2. The Asymptotic Sign-Sign Behaviour

The average updating direction is then computed for the case with filtering turned off, assuming

A4: β1 → 0, β2 → 0 and ǫ → 0.

The turned off filtering does not represent recommended hyper-parameters, but it enables an analyt-

ical derivation highlighting an asymptotic behaviour that is an indication of slow convergence.

Application of the limiting operations of A4 in the average updating direction of A2, and using

the fact that ε(t,θ) is scalar by M4, gives

lim
β1→0

lim
β2→0

lim
ǫ→0

f(θ) = − lim
t→∞

E





ε(t,θ)
√

(ε(t,θ))2

(

vec(diag(ψ(t,θ)ψ⊤(t,θ)))
)·− 1

2
· ψ(t,θ)





= − lim
t→∞

E [sign(ε(t,θ))sign(·ψ(t,θ))] . (14)

Again, note that a dot is used to denote element-wise operation. The result (14) is summarized in

Theorem 3 Assume that M1-M4, A1, A2, A4, S1 and S2 hold. Then the asymptotic behaviour of the

parameter update of (11) coincides with the asymptotic parameter update of a sign-sign algorithm.

The reasons why a sign-sign behaviour is obtained is related to the fact that Adam adapts and nor-

malizes the parameter update for the complete gradient ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ) in an element-wise way, con-

trary to Gauss-Newton algorithms (Ljung and Söderström (1983)). This can also be seen by a direct

use of A4 in (11). Referring to Dasgupta and Johnsson (1986) and Treichler et al. (1987) it is well

known that sign-sign schemes converge significantly slower than stochastic gradient algorithms.

4.3. Global Convergence - Common Part

The global convergence analysis of both cases above is based on the Lyapunov function candidate

V (θ) = VA(θ) =
1

2
lim
t→∞

E[ε2(t,θ)] ≥ 0. (15)

7
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In the SISO case of M4 and by use of M1-M4, G1, A1, A2, S1 and S2, the time derivative of the

Lyapunov function along the solutions of the associated differential equation of Theorem 1 becomes

dV (θD(τ))

dτ
=

d

dτ
lim
t→∞

1

2
E
[

ε2(t,θD(τ))
]

= lim
t→∞

1

2
E

[(

∂ε2(t,θ)

∂θ

)(

dθD(τ)

dτ

)]

|θ=θD(τ)

= lim
t→∞

E
[(

−ψ⊤(t,θ)ε(t,θ)
)

(−ᾱf(θD(τ)))
]

|θ=θD(τ)

= ᾱf⊤(θD(τ)) lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) . (16)

4.4. Global Convergence in the Scaled Stochastic Gradient Case

Proceeding from (16) and using (13) immediately gives

dV (θD(τ))

dτ
= −ᾱ

(

lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]
)⊤

|θ=θD(τ)

×
(

lim
t→∞

E
[

ε2(t,θ)(diag(ψ(t,θ)ψ⊤(t,θ)))
])− 1

2

|θ=θD(τ)
lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) ≤ 0.

(17)

Equality holds if and only if limt→∞E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)] = 0, referring to M2 and G1.

4.5. Global Convergence and the Symmetry Requirement in the Sign-Sign Case

Proceeding from (16) and using (14) results in

dV (θD(τ))

dτ

= −ᾱ lim
t→∞

E
[

sign(ε(t,θ))sign
(

·ψ⊤(t,θ)
)]

|θ=θD(τ)
lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ)

−ᾱ lim
t→∞

E
[

sign (·ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)))⊤
]

|θ=θD(τ)
lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) . (18)

The following assumption is now introduced

A5: The distribution of the components of the stochastic vector variable ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ) are sym-

metric around their mean values when t → ∞.

The reason why A5 is introduced is the following result:

Lemma 4 Assume that the distribution pX of the stochastic variable X is symmetric around its

mean x̄. Then E [sign(X)] = sign (E [X]).

8
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Proof

E [sign(X)] =

∫ ∞

−∞
sign(x)pX(x)dx =

∫ 0

−∞
(−1)pX(x)dx +

∫ ∞

0
(1)pX(x)dx

=

∫ ∞

−x̄

pX(z + x̄)dz −

∫ −x̄

−∞
pX(z + x̄)dz =

∫ x̄

−x̄

pX(z + x̄)dz.

Noting that the integral is positive if x̄ > 0 and negative if x̄ < 0, Lemma 4 follows.

Referring to A5 and applying Lemma 4 element-wise, (18) becomes

dV (θD(τ))

dτ
= −ᾱsign

(

· lim
t→∞

E
[

(ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ))⊤
]

|θ=θD(τ)

)

lim
t→∞

E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ)

= −ᾱ
∑

i

| lim
t→∞

E [ψi(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) | ≤ 0. (19)

Equality holds if and only if limt→∞E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) = 0.

4.6. Main Result

To state the main result the following final assumption is needed

S3: There exist parameter vectors θ⋆ such that y(t) = ŷ(t,θ⋆) + ε(t,θ⋆), where ε(t,θ⋆) is

independent of u(t), with zero mean.

By S3, the condition limt→∞E [ψ(t,θ)ε(t,θ)]|θ=θD(τ) = 0 holds for all θ⋆ since ψ(t,θ) is gen-

erated only from u(t) which is independent of ε(t,θ). This proves the main result

Theorem 5 Assume that M1-M4, G1, A1, A2 and S1-S3 hold for (11). If i) A3 holds, or ii) A4 and

A5 hold, then θ̂(t) → DC w.p.1 as t → ∞, or θ̂(t) → ∂DM , where θ⋆ ∈ DC .

Convergence is global and Theorem 5 is valid for both cases treated by the paper. However there

may be other sub-optimal classes of points in the invariant set DC than θ⋆. Note that S3 implies

that w(t) of S2 can replace ε(t,θ⋆).

5. Numerical Results

To test the proposed RNN and to validate the results of the averaging analysis, a Monte-Carlo

analysis of a simulated automotive cruise control system was performed. The vehicle traveling with

velocity x1(t) is subject to thrust, friction, air resistance and gravitational forces in hilly terrain,

see Corona and DeSchutter (2008); Yueming and Zhiyuan (2011); Nilsson et al. (2016). Here, the

friction and gravitational forces are treated as a disturbance w(t). Newton’s second law gives

ẋ1(t) = u(t)−
ρACx1

2m
x21(t)− w(t), (20)

In (20), u(t) is the accelerator command, m the mass of the vehicle, A the frontal area, ρ the density

of the air, and Cx1 is the air resistance coefficient. This system was sampled with TS = 0.1 s. The

9



WIGREN ZHANG MATTSSON

0 1 2 3 4 5

·104

10−1

100

101

Time steps

L
o

ss
Standard, α = 10−4 SignSign, α = 10−4

Standard, α = 10−3 SignSign, α = 10−3

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

·104

5

10

15

Time steps

O
u

tp
u

t

True output

Standard, α = 10−4

Figure 1: Convergence speeds of Adam (left). True and predicted output after training (right).

parameters were set similarly as in Wigren and Teixeira (2024). The white velocity measurement

standard deviation was 0.1 m/s, while the standard deviation of the systems disturbance was 0.01
m/s2. To learn the system, fnn(·, ·, ·) was selected with one hidden layer of width 8. A Python

implementation was used to perform the Monte-Carlo analysis. The analysis averaged twenty runs

for each of the two hyper-parameter settings analysed in Section 4, using the fix α values 0.001 and

0.0001. The tanh activation functions was used. The results appear in Fig. 1 and they are consis-

tent with the averaging analysis, with the standard hyper-parameter setting performing significantly

better than the sign-sign case. The hyper-parameter setting resulting in a sign-sign algorithm with

α = 0.0001 appears to lead to very slow convergenc . This may be due to the algorithm itself, that

DC contains a suboptimal θ⋆, or that A5 does not hold for the specific hyper-parameter setting.

6. Conclusions

The paper applied stochastic averaging analysis to a recursive Adam algorithm for two specific

hyper-parameter settings. For these it was proved that Adam converges globally to the invariant set

that is a superset of the parameter vectors that represent perfect input-output models. It was also

proved that the setting that represents close to standard hyper-parameters behaves as a diagonally

power scaled stochastic gradient algorithm, asymptotically in time. The case with hyper-parameters

that turn off filtering behaves as a sign-sign algorithm, asymptotically in time. The latter case also

requires a non-standard symmetry condition around the mean for the asymptotic update direction,

to conclude on global convergence.

The proposed model structure of the paper lead to a structured RNN. A Monte-Carlo simula-

tion study modeling automotive cruise control dynamics indicated that the new RNN performs as

expected. Future research is however needed to fully characterize its performance envelope. In

addition, the numerical study validated the theoretical analysis of Adam in terms of the adaptation

speeds expected for the different hyper-parameter settings.
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