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∗ Dept. of Cybernetics, †Dept. of Mathematics
University of West Bohemia, Pilsen, Czech Republic

e-mails: {matoujak, dunikj, ivop}@kky.zcu.cz, brandner@kma.zcu.cz

Abstract: This paper deals with the state estimation of stochastic systems and examines the
possible employment of tensor decompositions in grid-based filtering routines, in particular, the
tensor-train decomposition. The aim is to show that these techniques can lead to a massive
reduction in both the computational and storage complexity of grid-based filtering algorithms
without considerable tradeoffs in accuracy. This claim is supported by an algorithm descriptions
and numerical illustrations. ∗

∗ ©2024 the authors. This work has been accepted to IFAC for publication under a Creative Commons Licence
CC-BY-NC-ND.

Keywords: State estimation, tensor decomposition, tensor-train, point-mass method

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of recursive state estimation of nonlinear
discrete-time stochastic dynamic systems from noisy mea-
sured data has been a subject of considerable research
interest for the last several decades. In this paper, the
discrete-time state-space model of a nonlinear stochastic
dynamic system with additive noises

xk+1 = fk(xk) +wk, (1)

zk = hk(xk) + vk, (2)

is considered. The vectors xk ∈ Rd, and zk ∈ Rb represent
the unknown state of the system, and the known real-
ization of a measurement at time instant k, respectively.
The state and measurement functions fk : Rd → Rd and
hk : Rd → Rb are supposed to be known. Particular real-
izations of the state and measurement noiseswk and vk are
unknown, but their probability density functions (PDFs)
are known. The state noise random variable (RV) wk and
the measurement noise RV vk are mutually independent,
and independent of the known initial state RV x0.

Bayesian state estimation calculates a PDF of the state xk

conditioned on all measurements zℓ = [z0, z1, . . . , zℓ] up
to the time instant ℓ, i.e. the conditional PDF p(xk|zℓ),
is sought. The general solution to the state estimation is
represented by the Bayesian recursive relations (BRRs)
which describe the evolution of the PDFs (Anderson
and Moore, 1979), namely by the Chapman-Kolmogorov
equation (CKE) for the predictive PDF p(xk|zk−1) and
the Bayes’ rule for the filtering PDF p(xk|zk) calculation.
Unfortunately, the analytical solution to the BRRs is
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intractable for a vast majority of practical systems and
the approximate solution is sought.

In this paper, we focus on approximate numerical solution
to the BRRs using the highly accurate grid-based filters
(GBFs) (Šimandl et al., 2006), which are, however, hin-
dered by the curse of dimensionality. The curse of dimen-
sionality reduction without introducing additional approx-
imations or assumptions, has been treated only marginally
in the literature. In this area, we can mention the grid-
based state estimation of continuous and discrete state-
space models using a sparse grid design and application
of the discrete fast Fourier transform (FFT), respectively.
Unfortunately, any of these methods cannot be easily and
exactly extended for nonlinear discrete dynamics, either
due to ambiguity of the grid cells sizes (Kalender and
Schottl, 2013) or non-uniform predictive grid (Matoušek
et al., 2023b).

Therefore, we aim on different direction of research on
computational complexity (CC) reduction, which is ap-
plication of tensor-train decomposition (TTD). First, we
utilise the TTD to reduce CC and storage requirements,
which are exponentially growing with dimension. Second,
we employ the FFT to reduce CC scaling with number of
points “discretising” the state space.

2. GRID-BASED ESTIMATION

Numerical grid-based solution to BRRs is based on an
approximation of a PDF p(xk) by a piece-wise constant
point-mass density (PMD) computed at the set of N grid

points x
(:)
k = {x(i)

k }Ni=1,x
(i)
k ∈ Rd, which are in the middle

of their respective non-overlapping neighbourhood ∆
(i)
k ,

as (Šimandl et al., 2006; Duńık et al., 2023)

p(xk;x
(:)
k ) ≜

N∑
i=1

P
(i)
k S(xk;∆

(i)
k ), (3)
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where N = N1 · N2 ... · Nd, and Ni is a number 1 of
discretisation points in i-th dimension of the state xk,

P
(i)
k = p(x

(i)
k ) is the value of the PDF p(xk) evaluated at

the i-th grid point x
(i)
k further also called as a weight (the

PMD is normalized to integrate to 1), ∆
(i)
k is rectangular

grid cell (i.e. the grid is equidistant) centred at x
(i)
k ∈ Rd

with the volume δk , where p(xk;x
(:)
k ) is constant, and

S(xk;∆
(i)
k ) is an indicator function that equals to 1 if

xk ∈ ∆
(i)
k .

2.1 Time Update in Vectorised and Tensor Notation

Let the filtering PMD be

p(xk|zk;x(:)
k ) ≜

N∑
i=1

P
(i)
k|kS(xk;∆

(i)
k ) (4)

and the predictive or new grid x
(:)
k+1 = {x(i)

k+1}Nj=1, is
covering the suitable part of the state-space for time (k +

1). The predictive grid x
(:)
k+1 can be obtained using (i)

a transformation of the “old” grid x
(:)
k via the dynamics

(1) and subsequent rectangularisation or (ii) moment-
based prediction (Duńık et al., 2023). Then, the numerical
solution to the CKE leads to

p(xk+1|zk;x(:)
k+1) =

N∑
j=1

P
(j)
k+1|kS(xk+1;∆

(j)
k+1). (5)

Vectorised Form: In the standard matrix time-update
solution, the value of the predictive PDF at j-th grid point
is computed (Šimandl et al., 2006)

P
(j)
k+1|k=

N∑
i=1

p(x
(j)
k+1|x

(i)
k )P

(i)
k|kδk, (6)

which can be conveniently written in a matrix form as

P
(:)
k+1|k = TmP

(:)
k|k. (7)

In (7), P
(:)
k denotes all weights stacked in a vector, and

Tm ∈ RN×N is the transition probability matrix (TPM),
with the element in j-th row and i-th column given by

Tm
j,i = p(x

(j)
k+1|x

(i)
k )δk. (8)

The reader might notice that this standard formulation
(6)–(8) is, in fact, a vectorized form. It means, that the

vectors of weights P
(:)
k ,P

(:)
k+1 comes generally from tensors

Pk,Pk+1 ∈ RN1×N2...×Nd as well as the TPM Tm is a
reshaped tensor T ∈ RN1×N2...×Nd×N1×N2...×Nd . Trans-
formation between matrix and tensor form is illustrated
in Fig. 1 for d = 2.

Tensor Form: As the standard calculation using the
TPM suffers from the curse of dimensionality (term (8)
needs to be evaluated N2 = (Nd

pa)
2 for all combination

of the new and old grid points), the efficient version
was employed (Matoušek et al., 2023a,b; Duńık et al.,
2023). It was shown that under conditions of odd number
of points per dimension and new grid points calculation

1 If N1 = N2 = ... = Nd = Npa, then the notation Npa is used.

as x
(:)
k+1 = f(x

(:)
k ), the predictive weights Pk+1 can be

calculated efficiently by the FFT-based convolution as

Pk+1|k = F−1
(
F(Tmid)⊙F(Pk|k)

)
, (9)

where F denotes the discrete FFT, ⊙ the Hadamard
product, and Tmid ∈ RN1,N2,...Nd a tensor constructed
from the middle row of the TPM Tm. This reduces the
CC from O(N2) to O(N logN). This efficient prediction
inherently leads to the TPM and PMD in the tensor form.

2.2 Measurement Update

Independently of the PMD formulation (vector or tensor
form), the filtering PMD that uses measurement zk+1 is

p(xk+1|zk+1;x
(:)
k+1) =

N∑
i=1

P
(i)
k+1|k+1S(xk+1;∆

(i)
k+1), (10)

where the weight at x
(i)
k+1 is

P
(i)
k+1|k+1 = c̃−1

k+1p(zk+1|xk+1 = x
(i)
k+1)P

(i)
k+1|k. (11)

The normalization constant equals c̃k+1

c̃k+1 =

N∑
i=1

p(zk+1|xk+1 = x
(i)
k+1)P

(i)
k+1|kδk+1. (12)

Considering the vectorised notation 2 , the measurement
step (11) becomes

P
(:)
k|k ∝ Lv ⊙P

(:)
k , (13)

where Lv is a vector of likelihoods p(zk+1|xk+1 = x
(i)
k+1).

2.3 Limitation and Motivation

There are two limiting properties of the standard, i.e.,
vectorised, grid-based filter; (i) CC of the prediction step
(growing quadratically with N), (ii) total number of grid
points (growing exponentially with d). Whereas the former
limitation was solved by application of the FFT in the
tensor framework, the latter has not been addressed yet.

In this paper, we propose to take advantage of the tensor
notation and to decompose the considered tensors (tran-
sition probability, conditional PMDs, and the likelihood)
using the tensor train decomposition (TTD) discussed e.g.
in (Oseledets and Tyrtyshnikov, 2010). The TTD is a
powerful tool to express high-dimensional tensors with
reduced storage complexity, which is then enhanced with
the FFT to further reduce the CC.

3. TENSOR TRAIN DECOMPOSITION

Tensors are multidimensional generalization of matrices.
As shown earlier, they naturally arise in grid based
state estimation for a higher dimensional state. Let A ∈
RN1×N2...×Nd be a d-dimensional tensor with elements

A(i1, i2, ..., id). (14)

3.1 Tensor Decompositions

The tensor A can be represented in a decomposed form
limiting the number of stored values. The widely used
decompositions are (Oseledets and Tyrtyshnikov, 2010):

2 Tensor formulation can be seen further.
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k
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Pk =
Pk(1, 1)Pk(1, 2)

Pk(2, 1)Pk(2, 2)

Pk+1(1, 1) Pk+1(1, 2)

Pk+1(2, 1) Pk+1(2, 2)
= Pk+1

i1

i2

j1

j2

T =

T(1, 1, 1, 1) T(1, 2, 1, 1)

T(2, 1, 1, 1) T(2, 2, 1, 1)

i1

i2

j1

T(1, 1, 1, 2) T(1, 2, 1, 2)

T(2, 1, 1, 2) T(2, 2, 1, 4)

j2

i1

j1

i2

T(2, 1, 1, 1)

T(2, 2, 1, 1)

T(1, 1, 1, 1)

T(1, 2, 1, 1)

Vector form

Fig. 1. Illustration of vectorized time-update and time-update in tensor form.

CADENCOMP Tucker Tensor Train

NpadR Npadmax(R) + max(R)d Npadmax(R)2

Table 1. Storage complexity of decompositions
(Cichocki, 2014)

(1) CANDECOMP decomposition:

A(i1,i2,...,id)=
∑R

r=1
U1(i1,r)U2(i2,r)···Ud(id,r), (15)

where Ul ∈ RNℓ×R, Nℓ is the number of elements
in dimension ℓ. Its limitation lies mainly in missing
robust/fast numerical methods for reduction of rank
R.

(2) Tucker decomposition :

A(i1,i2,...,id)=
∑R1,R2···Rd

r1,r2,···rd
C(r1,r2,···rd)U1(i1,r1)

·U2(i2,r1)···Ud(id,r1),
(16)

with Tucker ranks R1,R2 · · ·Rd, is suitable for lower
dimensions because “multi-dimensional” tensor core
C ∈ Rr1×r2···×rd has to be stored.

(3) TTD (Oseledets, 2011): The name stems from the
tensor cores being connected by one index forming
in a sense a train of three dimensional tensors. The
decomposition is

A(i1,i2,...,id)=
∑R1···Rd

r0...rd
G1(r0,i1,r1)G2(r1,i2,r2)···

·Gd(rd−1,id,rd).
(17)

To ensure that the product is a scalar, the first and
last rank is R0 = Rd = 1. The main advantage of the
TT lies in efficient and effective recompression, i.e.,
the ranks increased by a numerical operation can be
easily decreased.

Based on the brief description of the properties of var-
ious tensor decompositions together with decomposition
storage complexity summarised in Table 1, the TTD is
currently regarded as the most efficient decomposition
and, thus, it is further considered in this paper in design
of the grid-based filter.

3.2 High-dimensional Tensor: Accuracy vs. Memory

All decompositions, TTD including, are exact for high
enough rank R or ranks R1,R2, . . . ,Rd. However for a
high dimension d, a tensor cannot be explicitly saved in
the computer memory (no matter if decomposed), and it
is even impossible to perform any arbitrary mathematical
operation on each of its elements. Therefore, it is essential
to develop and employ an approximation allowing the
manipulation with high dimensional tensors. This approx-
imation is usually called low-rank-tensor approximation,

and it imposes a restriction on the maximum allowed rank
Rmax at the cost of an approximate decomposition.

3.3 Black-Box Decomposition Approximation

In this paper, we adopts the so called black-box decompo-
sition approximation (Grasedyck et al., 2013), where the
only requirement is the ability to evaluate the tensor at an
arbitrary position. These algorithms are usually based on
a matrix approximative decompositions (such asi SVD).

In our case the base of the black-box approximation is an
efficient approximative cross/skeleton decomposition. For
d = 2, this decomposition is given by (Goreinov et al.,
1997)

A ≈ CÂ−1R, (18)

where R is a matrix of R rows of A, C is a matrix of R
columns of A, and Â is a sub-matrix of elements that are on
the cross, i.e. where the chosen rows and columns intersect.
The accuracy of the approximation depends on the rows
and columns selected. For given R it was shown (Goreinov
and Tyrtyshnikov, 2001) that a quasi-optimal approxima-
tion is yielded when the rows and columns are chosen so
that the cross determinant det(Â) is the largest possible.
However, the problem of finding the maximum determi-
nant is NP hard. Therefore, realistically some heuristic
algorithm has to be used to find a sub-optimal cross.
These algorithms, called cross approximation algorithms,
are briefly overviewed in (Savostyanov, 2014).

Out of these sub-optimal cross interpolation algorithms,
we adopted the greedy restricted cross interpolation al-
gorithm for tensor trains, where the cross selection is
performed by random selection of the rows and columns
(Savostyanov, 2014). The greedy interpolation, based on
the matrix decompositions (18), is implemented in the
MATLAB® TT-toolbox (Oseledets, 2023).

4. DESIGN OF TENSOR TRAIN GRID-BASED
FILTERS

Having introduced concept of the grid-based filter in tensor
format (Section 2) and TTD (Section 3), the TT grid-
based filter can be developed for both (i) standard, and (ii)
FFT-based formulations. Developed filtering algorithms
take advantage of the following notation:

• The grid is chosen to be equidistantly spaced and
can be therefore stored axis per axis using only



NS = N1 + N2 + . . . + Nd values as opposed to the
N = N1N2 . . . Nd values for an arbitrary grid.

• Instead of vectorized weights P
(:)
k , the weights are

stored in the tensor format corresponding to the
underlying grid shape, with elements Pk(i1, i2, ..., id).

• Consequently, the TPM Tm ∈ RN×N is further a
tensor T ∈ RN1×N2...×Nd×N1×N2...×Nd and the pre-
diction is performed as Ti1i2...i2dPid+1id+2...i2d written
in an Einstein summation notation.

• The vector of likelihood weights Lv is treated as a
tensor L ∈ RN1×N2...×Nd .

Efficient design of the tensor train (TT) grid-based filter
requires a set of function for TT approximation and
manipulation. Most of the functions are part of the TT-
toolbox, the remaining have been specifically developed.

4.1 Toolbox Functions

Some function that were needed are part of the TT-
toolbox, these are

• Cross approximation of the tensors in TT format,
routine greedy2 cross.

• Dot product of two tensors in a tensor train format,
routine dot.

• Hadamard product of two tensors times.
• The Hadamard product in the TT format is the
Kronecker product of the cores G, which essentially
squares the rank sizes of the core. Then, a rounding
routine is needed to reduce the ranks to the required
accuracy of the TT approximation, routine round.

• For normalization of the densities a division of a TT
by a number is needed, routine mrdivide, and also
summation of all elements, routine sum.

• Also functions that transform the tt to its cores and
back, routines cell2core, core2cell.

• Power for mean calculation, routine power.

4.2 Developed Functions

This section presents functions that had to be imple-
mented in MATLAB®, as they were not part of the TT
toolbox. The Einstein summation algorithm was developed
from the scratch. Remaining algorithms were taken from
the literature.

Einstein Summation The Einstein summation algorithm
for the TT format was inspired by (Kisil et al., 2021),
where the summation is presented for single index only.

Let us assume that the transition probability tensor T ∈
RN1×...×Nd×N1×...×Nd has the following tensor train de-
composition

T(i1,i2,...,id,id+1,...,i2d)=
∑R0

r0=1
...
∑R2d

r2d=1
T1(r0,i1,r1)...

T2d(r2d−1,i2d,r2d),
(19)

where the sums over outer ranksR0 = R2d = 1 are written
explicitly to have a uniform notation in the algorithm.
Similarly the tensor of weights 3 P ∈ RN1×...×Nd has the
tensor train decomposition

P(id+1,...,i2d)=
∑R′

d
r′
d
=1

...
∑R′

2d
r′
2d

=1
Pd+1(r

′
d,id+1,r

′
d+1)...

P2d(r
′
2d−1,i2d,r

′
2d),

(20)

3 The time subscript k is omitted here to simplify notation.

where the indices are intentionally shifted by d to have
alignment with the tensor train decomposition of T and
the sum over outer ranks R′

d = R′
2d = 1 are again written

explicitly. The tensor of predictive weights for the next
time step P′ ∈ RN1×...×Nd is calculated as

P′(i1,...,id)=
∑N1

id+1=1
...
∑Nd

i2d=1
T(i1,i2,...,id,id+1,...,i2d)

·P(id+1,...,i2d).
(21)

If we substitute the tensor train decompositions and
change the order of summation, we can write P′ as

P′(i1,...,id)=
∑R0

r0=1
...
∑Rd−1

rd−1=1

∑R′
d

r′
d
=1

T1(r0,i1,r1)...

Td−1(rd−2,id−1,rd−1)·
∑Rd

rd=1
Td(rd−1,id,rd)Z(rd,r

′
d),

(22)

where Z ∈ RRd×R′
d is a one-dimensional tensor (R′

d = 1)
given as

Z(rd,r
′
d)=

∑Rd+1

rd+1=1
...
∑R2d

r2d=1

∑R′
d+1

r′
d+1

=1
...
∑R′

2d
r′
2d

=1

Md+1(rd,rd+1,r
′
d,r

′
d+1)...M2d(r2d−1,r2d,r

′
2d−1,r

′
2d).

(23)

For each k = d + 1, d + 2, . . . , 2d, the auxiliary four-

dimensional tensor Mk ∈ RRk−1×Rk×R′
k−1×R′

k is given as

Mk(rk−1,rk,r
′
k−1,r

′
k)=

∑Nk

ik=1
Tk(rk−1,ik,rk)Pk(r

′
k−1,ik,r

′
k).(24)

Note that the tensor Z can be computed recursively
by going forward or backward through dimensions. The
backward recursion can be written as follows

Z(j)(rj ,r
′
j)=

∑Rj+1

rj+1=1

∑R′
j+1

r′
j+1

=1
Mj+1(rj ,rj+1,r

′
j ,r

′
j+1)·

Z(j+1)(rj+1,r
′
j+1),

(25)

where Z(j) ∈ RRj×R′
j is a two-dimensional tensor, Z(2d) =

1 is the initial value and j = 2d − 1, 2d − 2, . . . , d is
an index that goes backward through dimensions. After
the recursive computation is finished, we have Z(rd, r

′
d) =

Z(d)(rd, r
′
d).

The operations with the tensors in (21), (25), and (24)
can be performed using matrix multiplication when suit-
able permutation of indices and reshaping of tensors is
performed. A MATLAB® pseudo-code is summarized in
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Einstein Summation

(1) Initialization: Set a temporary variable to scalar value
Zmat = 1 and an index j = d.

(2) Create matrix representations of tensor cores Tj+d

and Pj: Compute Tmat = reshape(permute(Tj+d,
[1, 3, 2]),Rj+d−1Rj+d, Nj+d),
Pmat = reshape(permute(Pj , [1, 3, 2]),R′

j−1R′
j , Nj).

(3) Create matrix representation of tensor M: Com-

pute Mmat = reshape(permute(reshape(TmatP
T

mat,
Rj+d−1,Rj+d,R′

j−1,R′
j), [1 3 2 4]),

Rj+d−1R′
j−1,Rj+dR′

j)
(4) Update Zmat: Compute Zmat = MmatZmat.
(5) Set j = j − 1. If j > 0 go to step (3).
(6) Compute tensor cores P′

j for j = 1, . . . , d − 1: Set
P′

j = Tj for j = 1, . . . , d− 1.
(7) Compute tensor core P′

d: Compute
P′

d = reshape(reshape(Td,Rd−1Nd,Rd)Zmat,
Rd−1, Nd)



FFT Convolution in Tensor Train FFT based convo-
lution in TT format was proposed in (Rakhuba and Os-
eledets, 2016) and it was implemented without any modifi-
cations. It was shown there, that the tensor cores resulting
from the convolution of two tensors can be calculated
simply as the inverse FFT of Hadamard product of FFTs
of their cores.

Interpolation in Tensor Train Interpolation in TT for-
mat was proposed in (Olivier et al., 2017) and it was
implemented on the level of the decomposed cores.

4.3 Tensor Train Grid-based Filters

In this section the proposed algorithms of the grid-based
filters in TT format are presented in a compact form.

Standard Filter in TT Format First, the standard for-
mulation of the filter in TT format is presented in Algo-
rithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Point-Mass Filter in Tensor Train
Format

(1) Initialisation: Set k = 0, construct the initial grid of
points, that is define vectors of grid points coordinates
per axis ξ10, ξ

2
0...ξ

d
0 and define the tensor train of the

weights of initial PMD P0 (greedy2cross).
(2) Meas. update: Construct the likelihood tensor train

L (greedy2cross), and calculate the filtering PMD
weights as Pk|k = L ⊙ Pk−1 (times). Normalize the
result to prevent numerical problems (sum, mrdivide)
Round the tensor train to required precision (round),

(3) Grid construction: Calculate the expected mean and
covariance of the predictive estimate (power, dot) by
a local filter and form a grid around expected mean
with size based on expected covariance.

(4) Time update: Construct the TPM tensorT (greedy2cross).
Perform the time update as an Einstein summation
Pk+1;i1i2...id = Ti1i2...i2dPk;id+1id+2...i2d . Normalize
and round the result (sum, mrdivide, round, core2cell,
cell2core).

(5) Set k = k + 1 and go to step 2).

FFT-based Filter in TT Format This algorithm is based
on the FFT version of the grid-based filter described earlier
(Rakhuba and Oseledets, 2016). In this implementation
described by Algorithms 3 and 4, the interpolation in the
TT has to be used twice to keep the grid boundaries
aligned with the state space axes, leading to an efficient
storage of the grid. The model dynamics is assumed to be
linear, i.e., Fxk instead of f(xk), which stems from the
FFT filter formulation (Matoušek et al., 2023b).

Algorithm 3: Efficient Point-Mass Filter in Tensor
Train Format

(1) Initialisation: Same as algorithm 2.
(2) Meas. update: Same as algorithm 2.
(3) Grid re-design: See Algorithm 4.
(4) Time update: Compute the temporary predictive

weights Pt
k+1 = F−1

(
F(Tl)⊙F(P̂k|k)

)
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Fig. 2. Storage requirements and execution times.

(5) Grid re-design: Because the calculated predicted
weights hold on a grid that does not have the bound-
aries aligned with axes, take the corners of the predic-
tive and similarly to the steps 4 and 5 in Algorithm
4, design as small grid as possible circumscribing all
of the corners and interpolate the calculated tempo-
rary predictive weights Pt

k+1 to the new efficient grid
Pk+1.

(6) Set k = k + 1 and go to step 2).

Algorithm 4: Grid Re-design

(1) Approximate predictive moments: The first two pre-
dictive moments x̂k+1|k, Pk+1|k (power, dot) are cal-
culated by a local filter (extended, unscented Kalman
filter).

(2) Set corners of required predictive grid cpredi : The grid
is based on the predictive moments and Chebyshev
inequality/σ ellipse probability. Therefore its center
is at x̂k+1|k, and size is based on Pk+1|k.

(3) Transform the corners to filtration density space:

cmeas
i = F−1cpredi .

(4) Design the new filtering grid ξnew;1,...,d
k : It is de-

signed, so that it is as small as possible while cir-
cumscribing all corners cmeas

i , and having boundaries
aligned with state-space axes.

(5) Interpolate the filtering density weights Pk|k on

ξnew;1,...,d
k forming P̂k|k (greedy2cross).

5. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION

A motion model with nx = 2 was used for the numerical
evaluation. The state xk = [xk, yk] consisting of horizontal
object position evolving according to

xk+1 =

[
1.1 0.1
−0.2 1.1

]
xk +wk, k = 1, ...10 (26)



where the end simulation time is kf = 10, and the
state noise is described by the Gaussian PDF p(wk) =
N{wk; [0 0]T , I2}. A radar measures the angle and the
range of the object w.r.t. the origin

zk =
[ √

(x2
k
+y2

k
)

arctan(yk,xk)

]
+ vk, (27)

where arctan is the four quadrant arctangent in [deg ] and
measurement noise PDF p(vk) is Gaussian with mean
[0 0]T and diagonal covariance matrix with [1 0.1] on
diagonal.

Four versions of the grid-based point-mass filter (PMF)
were implemented and tested, namely (i) the standard
PMF (Šimandl et al., 2006), (ii) the FFT based PMF
(Duńık et al., 2023), (iii) the proposed PMF in TT format
(Algorithm 2), and (iv) the proposed efficient PMF in
TT format with FFT prediction (Algorithm 3). For the
sake of completeness, (v) the bootstrap particle filter (PF)
(Šimandl et al., 2006) was compared as well.

The performance of the efficient filters (ii)–(v) were com-
pared against the standard PMF (i) in terms of the relative
difference of the root mean square error (RMSE). The
results are given in Table 2 which indicates negligible
difference in performance of all grid based filters with a
slight exception of the TT-based FFT implementation,
where the difference is caused by a numerical instability of
the interpolation step.

5.1 Curse of Dimensionality Reduction Illustration

Regarding the CC and storage requirement, the above
mentioned PMFs were implemented for systems with vary-
ing state dimension d. The results can be seen in Fig. 2.

The upper plot shows the behaviour of Bytes plotted
against dimension of the state needed to save the TPM
and one PMD in the according format used by given filter.
The curves of non-TT-based filters (standard PMF (STD)
and FFT-based PMF) end at 3 dimensions as there was not
enough RAM to save all data need for higher dimensional
states, but they can be easily extrapolated. It can be seen
that the TT based filters require similar storage which is,
in the TT case, given mainly by the TPM matrix and in
the TT FFT case, by the TPM and PMD in the frequency
domain. It is apparent that the TT decomposition breaks
the curse of dimensionality.

The bottom plot shows an execution time dependence
on d. Again the results for the standard PMF were
not calculated for more than 3 dimensions due to a
storage and CC. For the FFT filter, however, only the
size of the RAM was a problem, the calculation is still
fast. The TT FFT and TT PMFs again address the
dimensionality issue. Since the interpolation algorithm
used is not computationally optimised, an execution time
without the interpolation time spent on interpolation
named as “TTFFT no interp” is given for completeness.

It should be noted that the results for TT and FFT TT
PMFs depend on the model, initial condition, and realisa-
tion of the random greedy restricted cross interpolation
algorithm. This is demonstrated by the dip in the TT
storage complexity for d = 3.

PMF (ii) PMF (iii) PMF (iv) PF (v)

RMSE(xk) 0.0269 % 0.0044 % 1.7656 % 0.40779 %
RMSE(yk) 0.0309 % 0.0355 % 5.7051 % 0.44603 %

Table 2. Percentage accuracy difference.

For d ≥ 3 we have observed numerical instabilities in TT
approximations as the greedy cross used does not guaran-
tee positiveness of the underlying PDFs. The solution will
be part of a future research.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The paper dealt with numerical solution to the BRRs
using the grid-based filters. We have shown that the TT
approximation is a powerful tool to break the curse of
dimensionality of the filters. However, still the results
should be viewed as the proof of concept. To turn the
proposed filters into the practice in higher dimensions, a
number of issues has to be resolved, such as oscillations
in the tensor train approximations leading to negative
values of the PMD, and CC scaling and oscillations of the
interpolation algorithm.
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Duńık, J., Matoušek, J., and Straka, O. (2023). Design
of efficient point-mass filter for lin. and nonlin. dynamic
models. IEEE Control Systems Letters, 7, 2005–2010.

Goreinov, S.A. and Tyrtyshnikov, E. (2001). The
maximal-volume concept in approximation by low-rank
matrices. Contemporary Mathematics, 208.

Goreinov, S., Tyrtyshnikov, E.E., and Zamarashkin, N.
(1997). A theory of pseudoskeleton approximations.
Linear Algebra and its Applications.

Grasedyck, L., Kressner, D., and Tobler, C. (2013). A
literature survey of low-rank tensor approx. techniques.

Kalender, C. and Schottl, A. (2013). Sparse grid-based
nonlinear filtering. IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and
Electronic Systems, 49(4), 2386–2396.

Kisil, I., Calvi, G.G., Konstantinidis, K., Xu, Y.L., and
Mandic, D.P. (2021). Reducing computational complex-
ity of tensor contractions via tensor-train networks.
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