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SUMMARY

This paper addresses the numerical aspects of adaptivén(lteAF) techniques for simultaneous state
and parameters estimation arising in the design of dynapsiipning systems in many areas of research.
The AF schemes consist of a recursive optimization proeethuidentify the uncertain system parameters
by minimizing an appropriate defined performance index drdapplication of the Kalman filter (KF)
for dynamic positioning purpose. The use of gradient-bageiinization methods in the AF computational
schemes yields to a set of the filter sensitivity equatiomiseeset of matrix Riccati-type sensitivity equations.
The filter sensitivities evaluation is usually done by thevemtional KF, which is known to be numerically
unstable, and its derivatives with respect to unknown systarameters. Recently, a novel square-root
approach for the gradient-based AF by the method of the maxirtikelihood has been proposed. In
this paper, we show that various square-root AF schemes ealettived from only two main theoretical
results. This elegant and simple computational technigpkces the standard methodology based on direct
differentiation of the conventional KF equations (with itheherent numerical instability) by advanced
square-root filters (and its derivatives as well). As a iiestuimproves the robustness of the computations
against roundoff errors and leads to accurate variantedajthdient-based AFs. Additionally, such methods
are ideal for simultaneous state estimation and parame¢eitification since all values are computed in
parallel. The numerical experiments are given.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of developing the adaptive filtering (AF) tecfuds for simultaneous state and
parameters estimation arising in the design of dynamidiposig systems has received increasing
attention in recent years. Any AF method consists of a régeiptimization procedure to identify
the uncertain system parameters by minimizing an apprepdefined performance index (e.g.
the negative likelihood function) and the application o tkalman filter (KF) for a dynamic
positioning purpose. The gradient-based AF techniquetsiadally require the performance index
(PI) gradient evaluation. It yields to a set of the filter s&visy equations and a set of matrix Riccati-
type sensitivity equation$[1] 2]. The sensitivities ewion is usually done by the conventional
KF and the direct differentiation of its equations (with pest to unknown system parameters);
see [3[4[b[6,17] and many others. A serious limitation o$ timethodology is the numerical
instability of the conventional KF (with respect to round eifrors) that may destroy the filter and,
hence, the Pl evaluation with the entire AF computationiakste.
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Since 1960s there has been a great practical interest inesigrdof numerically stable and
computationally efficient KF implementation methods. Thi&s resulted in a large number of
square-root (SR) filters, UD-based KF implementations &edast Chandrasekhar-Kailath-Morf-
Sidhu KF algorithms[[8,19, 10, 11, 12,113]. Any of these adeah&F methods can replace the
conventional KF in the AF schemes for a more stable Pl evialnatVe may remark that current
implementations of the KF are most often expressed in (whedlied) an array square-root (ASR)
form. They imply utilization of numerically stable orthogal transformations for each recursion
step. This feature enables more efficient parallel implaatem and leads to algorithms with better
numerical stability and conditioning properties; se€ [Thapter 12] for an extended explanation.

Despite the existing diversity of the efficient KF algoritbnthe Plgradientevaluation (with
respect to unknown system parameters) in terms of advan€echéthods is seldom addressed.
In this paper we design simple and elegant computationatrsehthat allows for a natural
extension of any ASR KF on the case of the filter sensitiviggaluation. Such methods are
ideal for simultaneous state estimation and parametetifation since all values are computed
in parallel. Additionally, our approach avoids implemdita of the conventional KF (and its
derivatives) because of its inherent numerical instabdiid, hence, improves the robustness of the
computations. The first paper on a stable filter sensitiwityputation has suggested an extension
of the information-type KF[155]. Then, the stable methodeims of the covariance-type ASR KFs
have been investigated in [16,/17] 18]. In this paper, we shatall types of the gradient-based AF
schemes within stable ASR-based filters can be derived fraanntain theoretical results proven
here. In contrast to the earlier published works, we do novéa particular Pl gradient evaluation
method, but present a general approach that is able to eatgndSR KF (existing or new) on the
robust filter derivatives computation. Additionally, theMer triangular scheme for the PI gradient
evaluation is designed. This case has never been studiecb&he numerical experiments are also
given.

2. STATE AND PARAMETER ESTIMATION OF STATE-SPACE MODELS

Consider discrete-time linear stochastic system of tha for

Tk :F(Q)xk,l + B(@)uk,1 + G(G)wk,l, Wg—1 ~ N(O, Q(@)), (1)
2k :H(G)Zk + Vg, VR~ N(O, R(G)) (2)

wherek is a discrete timek(=1,...,N), i.e. x; meansz(t;); vectorsz; € R™ and z;, € R™
are, respectively, the unknown dynamic state and the dlailmeasurements;, € R? is the
deterministic input signal. The process noidey;}, and the measurement noisgy;}, are
uncorrelated Gaussian white-noise processes, with @naei matrices)(d) > 0 and R(#) > 0,
respectively. All random variables have known mean valugsch we can take without loss
of generality to be zero. The initial state is Gaussian random vector with the meag(9)
and the covariance matriky(6), i.e. xzy ~ N (Zo(0),11y(#)). It is independent from{wy} and
{v}. Additionally, system[{l1),[(2) is parameterized by a veatbunknown system parameters
6 € RP, which needs to be estimated. This means that the state-spadel is known up to
certain parameters, i.e. the matricE$d) € R"*", B() € R"*<, G(0) € R"*4, Q(0) € RI*9,
H(0) e R™*™ andR(#) € R™*™ may all depends of.. We stress that the initials conditions, i.e.
Zo(f) andIly(f) € R™*™ may also depend on the parameters, however, such situatigeidom
studied in the literature.

If there is no uncertainties in the system (ifeis known and, hence, the state-space model is
time-invariant), then the KF can be used for estimating th&bservable dynamic staig from the
corrupted measurements, . . ., z;, as follows [14]:

g1y = Fogp—1 + Bur + Kppeg, Toj—1 = To, 3)
Ky, = FPk|k—1HTR;i7 er =2k — Hiyp1, Rerp=HPy_1H +R (4)
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where K, j, = E {&.1ref } andey, ~ N(0, R.;) are innovations of the discrete-time KF. The
matrix P ,—; appearing in the above formulas is the error covarianceixpate. Py,_1 =
E {(zr — &yp—1)(xr — Zk—1)" }, and satisfies the difference Riccati equation

Poprje =FPyi—1 FT + GQG" — Ky, Re 1 K, Py—y =1l > 0. ®)

In the next section we consider the problem of parametemnabn by the gradient-based AF
techniques.

2.1. Gradient-based adaptive filtering schemes

The state-space mod€l (1] (2) under examination is knowio @ertain parameters,c R?. This
means that the associated KF (3)3- (5) depends on the unkfiasnwell. We stress that both
the dynamic stater,, and system parametem, must be estimated simultaneously from only
the observed noisy signal. The classical way of solving such a problem is to adeptiveKF
techniques, where the model parameters are estimatethéogéth the dynamic state [23].

To start implementing any AF scheme, one should choose fiRtthat reflects the difference
between the actual system and the utilized model with aatmtKF, which needs to be tuned Up [6].
Then, a particular AF method is to be applied. At presentgthee available many commonly used
ways for the AF design in practice. Among them are the ougprdr techniques, the least-squares
approach, the maximum-likelihood method, min-max entrajgorithms,etc [24]. An important
problem arising in this setting is convergence conditiohthe constructed AF, i.e. convergence
properties of the unknown parameter estimates, for botkalirand nonlinear systems; see a
consistency-oriented discussion[in|[25] 26,[27, 28] andynadimers. For instance, [26, Lemma 3.1]
proves the main convergence result on this issue. It apgigsite a general situation and can be
used as a common framework for the convergence and corgist@alysis of many above-cited
AF design methods. Throughout the paper we assume thatadstumptions of Lemma 3.1 hold;
see details in[26, p. 776].

The method of maximum likelihood is a general method for peri@r estimation and often used
in practice; see, for instance] [1, 2,4, 15] and many othemgquires the maximization of the
likelihood function (LF) given as follows [29]:

N
N 1
Ly (va) = ——mln 27) 2Z{In det Re 1) —l—ekR;iek} (6)
k=1
whereZN = {z1,..., 2y} is N-step measurement history and~ A (0, R. ;) are the innovations

generated by the discrete-time KB (313 (5).

Hence, the negative log LF represents the Pl for solving #rarpeters estimation problem by
the method of maximum likelihood. Then, a recursive optaticn procedure is used to identify the
unknown system parametetdy minimizing the PI. The optimization is often done by geadt
based or Newton's type methods where the computation of Ehgradient (LG) is necessary. The
basic iteration in gradient-type non-linear programmirgtimods has the following formI[1]:

On = Opn—1 =7 Vu(O)|g—y, ,, n=12,... @)

whered,, is the parameter vector at theth iteration andvu(0)|,_, , is the gradient of the PI
with respect to9 evaluated at = 6,,_;. The is a scalar step size parameter chosen to ensure
that u(0)[, < u()l, , + € whereeis a positive number that can be chosen in a variety of ways;
seel[1] for more details.

As can be seen, the gradient-based AF approach requiresrtiod the KF at each iteration step
of the optimization method (i.e. for eadh_,) to generate thé¢e,, R. .}, k = 1,..., N for the PI
evaluationu(0)|,_, ,,corresponding to the current approximatipn ;. Additionally, it demands
the gradient computatior/.(6)],_,  at eachd, ;. This leads to a set qf vector equations,
known as thdilter sensitivity equationsand a set op matrix equations, known as thiiccati-type
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sensitivity equationsThe describedorward filter methoddemands roughly an implementation of
p + 1 equivalent KF’s all running in the forward time direction @rep is a number of the unknown
system parameters.

In this manuscript, we do not discuss the particular optatiin method that can be applied
in each particular situation, but explain how the PI (theatisg log LF) and its gradient can be
computed accurately together with the system state. Sutihoae are ideal for simultaneous state
estimation and parameter identification since all valuesalculated in parallel.

2.2. The problem of numerically instability of the convenél KF

Both parts of the AF scheme, i.e. the chosen optimizatiorhate(for finding the optimab*)
and the chosen KF algorithm (for computing the Pl and estimgat;), play an important role
in the computational scheme and affect the accuracy of the&rsive adaptive estimator. Most of
the previously proposed AF techniques are based on the etomal KF [3) — [5) and the direct
differentiation of its equations for the PI gradient evaioa[3,[4,5/ 6| 7]. The main disadvantage of
this approach is numerical instability of the conventiokiglwhile the requirement to compute the
filter sensitivities in parallel deteriorates the situatiblere, we improve the accuracy of gradient-
based AF methodology by replacing the numerically unstableventional KF to advanced KF
methods and their derivatives with respect to unknown sygtarameters. More precisely, we are
focusing in the techniques developed in the KF communityoteesill conditioned problems. To
start the presentation of our main results, we first disdus#\SR filters.

The matrix Py, appearing in[(8) -{5) has the physical meaning of being thianvee of the
state prediction errot;;, — 2,1, and therefore has to be nonnegative-definite. Round adfsrr
may destroy this property leading to a failure of the filtercbntrast to the conventional KE (3) —

(®), the ASR methods propagate only square-root fefﬂ:ﬂqiréil of the covariance matriceg,,_,,

k=1,...,N.The pointis that the product of the computed factors,Bay , = P,iﬁlﬁ,i‘/k{l, is

a symmetric matrix with positive elements on the diagonal iaiis almost certainly nonnegative-
definite; se€ [14, Chapter 12] for more details. Furthernemg ASR filter uses a numerically stable
orthogonal rotation at each iteration step. This featuadks more efficient parallel implementation
and leads to algorithms with better numerical stability aadditioning properties.

All types of the ASR implementations can be divided into tiraple cases. Some of them uses
the orthogonal transformation of the for@hA = R with R being an upper triangular matrix and
others imply the transformatiof A = L whereL is a lower triangular matrik We illustrate this
statement by two ASR KF algorithms designed_in [13].

THE EXTENDED SQUAREROOT COVARIANCE FILTER(eSRCF). Given the initial values for the

filter: P, "/?&0_y = 1, "/*%o and P)/*, = T1}/*, recursively updatei(= 1,..., N):

0]—1 0]—1
1%1/2 1/2O _?/;T/sz Ri/kQ Ky, —Ck
T T - - _ 1/2 —T/2
Q Pk|k—1H Pk|k—1F Pk|k_1=’”k|k—1 - 0 Pki”k Pk+1/|k$k+1\k ) )
0 QI/QGT 0 0 0 Vi
N T/2 —T/2 .
Tht1lk = (Pk+/1|k) (Pk+1/|kxk+1\k) ©)

where( is any orthogonal transformation such that the first twogk)a@olumns of the matrix on

the right-hand side of formul&l(8) is upper triangular. Wedduce a notation for the normalized
innovations;, = R;Z/Qek and the normalized Kalman gaif, , = FPHk_lHTR;,i/Q. The matrix

Ri/,f is a square-root factor g, .

TThroughout the paper we use the Cholesky decompositioneofdtm A = AT/2A1/2 where A'/2 is an upper
triangular matrix with positive diagonal entries.

¥ The left-hand side matrix is called the pre-array of the ASR filter. The right-hand sitgtricesk and L are called
the post-arrays.



Remark 1. The parentheses i) are used to indicate the quantities that can be directly read
off from the post-array inf8). Hence, no matrices need to be inverting for finding the statagor
estimater, yjx, k= 1,...,N.

THE EXTENDED SQUAREROOT INFORMATION FILTER (eSRIF). Given the initial values for the

filter: Po’l_Tl/QaEO‘,l =11, "%z, andPO"_Tl/2 =11, "/?, recursively updatei(=1, ..., N):

T R-T/2 _Rp-T/2gp-! R’T/QHF’IGQT/Q _R T2y,
Q 0 P,;lijfF—l —P,;ICTEF—IGQT/Q P,;l,fjf:emk,l
0 0 I 0
- R 0 0 —é
- _PI;+T1/|12KPJ€ Pk_-ﬂ/\i 0 Pk_-i-ji/\ikarl\k (10)
* * * *

whereQ is any orthogonal transformation such that the first thréeci) columns of the post-array
is a lower triangular matrix. The predicted state estimate loe found by solving the triangular
system of the following form:

(Pk_-ﬁ-j;/\i) (Ext1k) = (Pz;ﬂ/\ifmw) : (11)

Remark 2. The eSRCF and eSRIF can be verified by “squaring” both sideb@f) A = R (or
QA = L), using the fact tha@Q” = I, and comparing the entries of both sides of the result. The
detailed derivations can be also found n]14].

As mentioned earlier, the maximum likelihood estimatioagadure leads to implementation of
the KF (and its derivatives with respect to unknown systemapaters), which is known to be
numerically unstable. It is desirable to avoid the use ofdbmeventional KF in the computational
scheme. In other words, we would like to replace the disa@gmous conventional KF by
numerically stable ASR filters, e.g. by the eSRCF/eSRIFamtesi above. The log LF and its
gradient can be expressed in terms of the quantities apgiarthe ASR filters as follows [16]:

N
Lo (2V) = % In(27) — % 3 {2111 (det R;/,f) + éfék} , (12)
Ly (27Y) B al —1/2 aR;/kQ _poey, .
T__,; br R g [t g (0 E=Leep (13)

wheretr|[-] denotes the trace of matrices.
In the next section, we design a simple and convenient tgakrfor computing derivatives of the
ASR filter variables required in equatidn{13).

3. ASR FILTER DERIVATIVES COMPUTATION

First, we note that each iteration of ASR filters has the foitg form: QA = B where@ is any
orthogonal transformation such that the post-aiBay either a lower triangular or upper triangular
matrix. Treating these two cases separately, we prove tlosviog main results.

Lemma 1 (THE LOWER TRIANGULAR CASBH. Let entries of the pre-arrayl € R(st%)*(s+) pe
known differentiable functions of a parameterConsider the equation of the for@A = L with
the following partitioning:

s l s l
0 An | A | B 0 | Lo | Kk (14)
Aoy | Agg |s Loy | Lag | s




whereQ e R+ x(s+k) s an orthogonal matrix that lower-triangularizes the figetock) column
of the matrix on the left-hand side 6f{14) ah¢h € R**¢ is lower triangular. Introduce the notation

o [t - (B8] =

Then given the derivative of the pre-arraly, the following formulas calculate the corresponding
derivatives of the post-array blocks:

(La1)g = U" + D + L)Ly, (16)

(La2)g = [U" —U] Loz + L3)" XTL1a + V (17)

whereL, D andi/ are respectively strictly lower triangular, diagonal anttistly upper triangular
parts of the following matrix produdt L,;".

Proof
At first, we show that),Q” is a skew symmetric matrix. For that, we differentiate bates of
the formulaQ@Q” = I with respect t& and arrive atQ,Q” + Q (QT); =0, or in the equivalent

form Q,Q" = — (Q(QQT)T. The latter implies that the matri®,Q” is skew symmetric and can
be presented as a difference of two matrices@/g” = 4" — U/ wherelf is an(s + k) x (s + k)
strictly upper triangular matrix. Thus, the Igstx s)-block located at the main diagonal @f,Q*
has the same form, i.e.

[Q«QQT] = Z/_{sTx s Z/_{sXs (18)

SXS8

wherel/, . is as x s strictly upper triangular matrix anf, Q"] | stands for thés x s)-matrix
composed of the entries located at the intersections ofte tows with the last columns of the
productQ, Q7.

Next, we prove that the above-mentioned malifix , is, in fact, the upper triangular part of the
matrix producty’ L,;'. To do this, we differentiate the first equation in formd&).e.

S S
A1 ko 0 k
@ [ Ag1 ] S B { Loy } S
with respect ta@. Then, taking into account notatidn {15) and equality- Q7 L, we obtain
0 ;| A (All)/g ) AT 0 X
= = . 19
|: (LQI)/Q :| QQ |: A21 :| + Q |: (A21>/9 QGQ L21 + Y ( )

Further, it is not difficult to see that the pseudoinverserixdiMoore-Penrose inversion) of
[0 Loy]"is [ 0| Ly;']. Therefore the right multiplication of both sides of19)thg pseudoinverse
yields

X

|: 8 (L21)09 L2_1 :| = Q/OQT [kak @sts] +|: v :| [0 L2_11] (20)

where I, is the identity matrix of dimension and 0« is the zero block of sizé& x k. The

[Okxk @ Isxs] means diaf0x« k., Isxs - Now we remark that
0| XL}
+ 2
0] YLy,

row: first k
|: 0 ‘ 0 ] — |: 0 ‘ [QIQQT]COZ: last s ]
where [Q,Q7 ] ol 1ust «  Stands for the(k x s)-matrix composed of the entries located at the

| = (21)
0] (Lar)y Loy 0] [@Q"]
intersection of the first rows with the last columns of the matrix), Q.

SX S8

row: first k
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From the matrix equatiof (21), we conclude the followingsgithe matrix on the left-hand side
of 1) is block lower triangular. Thus, the strictly uppgangular part of the matri*QgQT] e
must exactly annihilate the strictly upper triangular pEfrthe corresponding second term on the
right-hand side of(21). In other words, if the matrix protlud.,;" is represented as

YLgll = »C_sxs + szs +Z/_{s><s

whereL, s, Dsx s andid, s are [espectively the strictly lower triangular, diagonad atrictly upper
triangular parts, then the matiix . ;, in fact, satisfied (18).
Now formula [I6) is easily justified. Indeed, from the magtation[(2l1), we obtain

(L21)I9L2_11 = L_{sz _Z/_{sxs'i‘ﬁ_sxs'f'psxs +Z/_{s><57
[@e7],., YLa
(L21)/9 = (Z/_{STXS +Ds><s +»C_s><s)L21-

For the sake of simplicity, in equation (16) we omit the suipis of the matrice€, D andif.

Second, from the matrix equatidn{21) we observe that thie(filsck) row of the left-hand side
matrix in (21) is zero. Thus, the first (block) row of the matf),Q” must exactly cancel the
corresponding block of the second term[inl(21), i.e. we araity

row: first k

(QyQ"] = —XL. (22)

col: last s

Next, we wish to validatd (17). By differentiating the laguation in [T%) with respect t6, and
then taking into account notation {15), we derive

(L12)Ig Y An (A12)19 YL YA L3 N
|: (L22)/9 :| - Q9 |: A21 :| + Q |: (A22)‘/9 :| - QQQ |: L22 :| + |: V :| .
The previous formula implies that

row: last s

V+ [Q/QQT] col: first k Lys + [QIQQT] Lo

S§XSs

(La2)y

row: last s

V+ [QQQT] col: first k L12 + [USTXS - L_[SXS:I L22 (23)

row: last s

wherel/, ., is the upper triangular matrix frori(118) an@;, Q™| " Firet 1, Stands for thes x &)-
matrix composed of the entries located at the intersectibtige lasts rows with the first: columns
of the produc), Q7.
Eventually, formulal(22) and the fact th@f,Q* is skew symmetric result in
row: last s row: first k T _11T _
[QQQT] col: first k == [[QI&QPT] i| == [_XLQII] = L21TXT' (24)

col: last s

Thus, the substitution of (24) il (23) validates](17) and ptates the proof of Lemnid 1.

Lemma 2 (THE UPPER TRIANGULAR CASH. Let entries of the pre-arrayl € R(s+k)x(s+) pe
known differentiable functions of a parameterConsider the equation of the for@dA = R with
the following partitioning:

S l S l
Q A1 | Ao S o Ri1 | Ria | s (25)
A21 A22 k o 0 R22 k

where@ € Rtk x(s+5) is an orthogonal matrix that produces the block zero entrytr@right-
hand side of[(Z5) andk,, € R*** is upper triangular. Introduce the notatiof {15). Then githe
derivative of the pre-arrayd;, the following formulas calculate the corresponding datives of
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the post-array: - -
(R11)y = (LT + D+ U)Ruy, (26)

(ng)le = [ET — E] Ris + Rl_lTYTRQQ + N (27)

whereL, D andi/ are respectively strictly lower triangular, diagonal anttistly upper triangular
parts of the following matrix product R

Proof

Lemmd2 can be proved at the same way as Lefima 1. The detagtitemiof the formulas above
can be also found in[17]. O

4. SUMMARY OF THE COMPUTATIONS

Theoretical results presented in Lemraag]1, 2 yield a geweraputational scheme for the filter
derivative computations. This new approach is able to ceplde conventional KF (and its
derivatives with respect to unknown system parameters)nyynamerically stable ASR filter in
the gradient-based AF techniques. The ASR methodologyesilthe pre-arrayl of any chosen
ASR filter and its derivatives in order to compute the postyaland its derivatives, respectively.
Algorithms[d[2 summarize the entire computational schemdstails.

Algorithm 1. (THE LOWER TRIANGULAR CASE) Algorithm 2. (THE UPPER TRIANGULAR CASH

Input Data: The pre-arrayA and its derivatives
0A/00;,1=1,...,p.

Process:Compute the post-array by (I4). Save

Input Data: The pre-arrayA and its derivatives
0A/00;,i=1,...,p.

matrices{@, L} for future steps. Then, for eag
componen®;, i =1,...,p:

e Find Q% and introduce the notations &

in (I3). Save the blocksX;, Y;, N;, Vi };

o CaIcuIateYi_Lgll. Split it into strictly lower
triangular £;, diagonal D; and strictly
upper triangularl4; parts;

L . _

. Computeaa% = (U +Di+ Li) Lay;

aLQ2 T ' >
=[Ur-u;
00; [

Output Data: The post-arrayL and its deriva-
tives:aL21/89i, 8L22/89i, t=1,...,p.

] L22+L2_1TXiTL12+‘/§-

Process:Compute the post-arrai by (25). Save
hmatrices{Q, R} for future steps. Then, for each
componend;,i =1,...,p:

s e Find Q% and introduce the notations as

in (I5). Save the blocksX;,Y;, N;, Vi };

o CaIcuIateXi_Rﬁl. Splitit into strictly lower
triangular £;, diagonal D; and strictly
upper triangularl{; parts;

° Computeaé%% = (EZT + D; +Z/_{1')R11;

ORi2  :ap = .
8912 =[LT~Li] Ri2+Ri"Y;" Rz +N;.

Output Data: The post-arrayR and its deriva-
tives:@Ru/aﬁi andaR12/89i, 1=1,...,p.

Having applied AlgorithmEIL]2 at each iteration of the ASR WE obtain the post array of the
filter and its derivatives with respect to unknown systenapeaters for each = 1,..., N. These

quantities contain th@ey, R. 1} and{dey/00;,0R, 1/00;},i = 1,...p, required for the Pl and its
gradient evaluation; seE (12, {13). Hence, the entireignathased AF computational scheme can
be formulated as follows. L&, ; denotes the value éfaftern — 1 iterations of the optimization
algorithm 7). In this section we explain how the next cyae domputingd,, can be obtained by
using the chosen gradient-based optimization method,lbeen Pl and any ASR filter, e.g. the
eSRCF/eSRIF presented above.

Algorithm 3. (ADAPTIVE FILTERING SCHEME

Input Data: A current approximatiom,, ;.



Process: Evaluate the system matrices (and its derivatives) at theeot 6,_,: F(0) =
F ()]s, ,,G(0) = G(8)|s,_, etc. Toimprove robustness of the computations, replacertstable

conventional KF[(B) -[{55) by any ASR filtering algorithm. Use Cholesky decomposition to find
the square-root of the matricest,’> and R/2, Q/2. Set the initial values for the filter and, then,

process the measuremefts, . .., zy } as follows:

e Form the pre-array and its derivatives of the chosen ASR: filte

e Given the pre-array (and its derivatives), find the postagrand its derivatives (with respect
toeachy;,i =1,...,p) as follows. If the post-array has the form of a lower triafagumatrix,
then apply Algorithnilll. If the post-array has the form of apeptriangular matrix, then
apply Algorithni2.

e Extracte andRi_/k2 from the post-array. Compute new term in the PI.

e Extractoey/00; andaRi/k2 /00;,1=1,...,pfrom the derivatives of the post-array. Compute
new term in the PI gradient.

After processing all measuremeqts, . .., zy }, the Pl and its gradient are evaluated. Next, use the
chosen gradient-based method in order to find the next ajppetiond,,.

Output Data:Next approximatiom,,.

Repeat Algorithni 3 for the next, 1 (n = 1,2, ...) until the stopping criterion is satisfied. The
proposed technique simultaneously identifies the uncestatem parameters by minimizing the Pl
and estimates the unknown state vector of dynamic system.

5. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES: THE ESRCF- AND ESRIF-BASED AF MEHIODS

The detailed derivation of the eSRCF-based technique fidf LF and its gradient evaluation
can be found in[[16]. Here we show how the method can be ealsthireed from Lemm&]2 and
Algorithms[2. First, we note that the post-array of the eSRiE&r is an upper triangular matrix.
Next, the matrix that needs to be triangularized is of sizem. Hence, we apply Lemnid 2 to the
eSRCF pre-array with = m + n, k = ¢, I = 1 and the following partitioning:

R/’ 0 —RT2z, ] R KT, e
L I . 0 Pl [Beiien
Q Aqy € ROnHX (mtn) App € RUTHMXL | = | p o gOntn)x(min) g, e ROMF)X1
0 QI/ZGT 0 0 0 Yk
i Agy € RIX(m+n) Ay e RIXL | Rpp € RIX(m+n) Rpp € RIX!
Pre—array A Post—array R

The computational scheme of Algorithith 2 leads to the filterivdéive computations and, in
particular, to the?Rif,f/aei andoey/06;,i = 1,...,p evaluation required in the Pl and its gradient

evaluation.

At the same way the information-type algorithm can be eaditpined from the eSRIF; see also
the detailed derivation for the log LF and its gradient eméibin in [30]. We note that the post-array
of the eSRIF filter is a lower triangular matrix. Hence, we lggemmall and Algorithrii]1 to the
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eSRIF withs = m +n + ¢, k = 0, 1 = 1 and the following partitioning:

Aqq isempty Aqo is empty
Q RfT/Q 7R7T/2HF71 RfT/QHFflGQT/Q 7R7T/2Zk
—T/2 71 -T/2 -1 T/2 -T/2 4
0 Pk\k—lF _Pk|k—1F GQ Pk|k—1mk|k*1
0 0 I 0
Ay € RMFn+a) X (mtn+ta) Ay € R(mAn+a)x1
Pre—array A
L1 is empty Lo is empty
= R;Z/Q 0 0 —€y
—T/2 —T/2 =T/2,
=P LKk P 0 Pk Tht 1l
* * * *
Loy € R(m+n+q)x(m+n+q) Los € R(m+n+a)x1

Post—array L

In summary, the proposed computational schemes naturcabiye any ASR filter and allowthe
filter and the filter sensitivity equations be updated in parallel. Hence, such methods are ideal for
simultaneous state estimation and parameter identifitatio

Remark 3. Some modern ASR KF implementations are based ot/ & " factorization of the
pre-array. Hence, an alternative approach to a problem afeuically stable Pl and its gradient
evaluation can be found in, the so-called, UD-based filtengetbped first in[[11]. The problem of
the UD-based filters’ derivative computation (with respeainknown system parameters) has been
formulated by Bierman et al. in[15] and has been open sinc0%9It was recently solved in[31].

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

First, we wish to check our theoretical derivations presérin Lemmdll anf]2. To do so, we
consider the following simple test problems.

Example 1. (SIMPLE TEST PROBLEM THE UPPER TRIANGULAR CASE

For the given pre-array
0°/20 6*/8 6%/6| 6°/3
A= | 0*/8  63/3 6%/2| 62/2 |,
/6  6%2/2 0 1

compute the post-array® and its derivativeR), say, at? = 2 where the first three (block) columns
of the post-arrayR is an upper triangular matrix.

We note, that the unknown parameteis a scalar value, i.ex = 1. For simplicity, we assume
that N =1, i.e. we illustrate the detailed explanation of only oneat®n step of the algorithm.
Next, we remark that the post-array should be an upper wiangnatrix and, hence, Lemnia 2
and Algorithm[2 should be applied to solve the stated problEnen, we pay an attention to the
partitioning in [25) from Lemm&l2 and conclude that 3, I = 1 andk = 0. Hence, the blocks
As1, Ago Of the pre-arrayd and, respectively, th&,1, Roo of the post-arrayk are empty. Indeed,
according to Examplel 1 the first three (block) columns of thstyarrayR is an upper triangular
matrix. This means that= 3 and, hencek = 0, i.e. A, Aso are empty. As aresult,= 1.
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Table I. Numerical results for Examglé 1

We are given the pre-array and its derivatives with respect to eagh (in the example = 1):

0°/20 0'/8 0%/6 | 6°/3 1.6000 2.0000 1.3333 | 2.6667
Pre-arrayA = | 0'/8  6°/3 0%/2| 6%/2 ,i.e.A|92=[2.0000 2.6667  2.0000 2.0000],
0°/6  02/2 0 1 1.3333  2.0000 2.0000 | 1.0000
0*/4 0%/2 6%/2 ] 6* 4 4 2|4
andAy = | 6*/2 6? 0 | 0 |.S0,Ahl,_,=1]4 4 2 2}
6%/2 0 1 ]0 2.2 110

Compute the post-arralg using@ R algorithm and save matricds), R} for future steps:

—2.8875 —3.8788 —3.0476 | —3.3247 —0.5541 —0.6926 —0.4618
Post-arrayR = 0 —0.2576 —0.6954 0.8886 |, Q = | 0.5795 0.0773  —0.8113].
0 0 0.0797 0.5179 0.5976  —0.7171  0.3586

Apply the designed derivative computation methpaH 1):

—5.9105 —5.9105 —2.9552] y, _ ] —3.6017
e ComputeQAj. DenoteX; = | 1.0045 1.0045 0.5022 ’Vl B Wt Ny = | 24725 |.
0.2390 0.2390 0.1195 1= 0.9562
2.0469  —7.8778 —27.5511 ~ 0 0 0
e FindX R = [0.3479 1.3388 4.6822 |.Splititinto £, = |—0.3479 0 O],
—0.0828  0.3186 1.1143 —0.0828 0.3186 0
2.0469 0 0 ~ 0 —7.8778 —27.5511
Dy = [ 0 1.3388 0 |, th=1|0 0 4.6822
0 0 1.1143 0 0 0
—5.9105 —5.8209 —2.7199 —3.9537
e CalculateR!|,_, = [ 0 —0.3448 —0.5325} and Ris|,_, = [ 1.4810 ]
0 0 0.0888 0.3978

Hence, the derivative of the post-array is

—5.9105 —5.8209 —2.7199 | —3.9537
Ryly_y = 0 —0.3448 —0.5325 1.4810 |.
0 0 0.0888 0.3978

Accuracy of the computation%sk(ATA)fg:2 - (RTR);:2H =1.33-10"1

Having applied the computational scheme from Algorithm 2the pre-array in Examplél 1,
we compute the post-arraig and its derivative (at the poirt = 2). The obtained results are
summarized in Tablg I. All codes were written in MATLAB. Toatk our derivations, we compute

the normH(ATA)Ig=2 - (RTR);=2H . Indeed, from equatio®A = R we haveA” A = RTR.
Thus, the derivatives of both sides of the latter formula trakso agree. The obtained value is

1.33 - 10—, This confirms the correctness of the calculation of Aldori{Z and validates the
theoretical derivations of Lemnha 2.

Example2. (SIMPLE TEST PROBLEM THE LOWER TRIANGULAR CASE

For the pre-array A from exampl€ll, compute the post-arrdysind its derivativeL; (at 6§ = 2)
where the first three (block) columns of the post-artayis a lower triangular matrix; see
equation[(14).

The lower triangular case can be justified at the same way. &k thatl =1, s =3, k=0
and, hence, we have the partitioningl(14) of the pre-arrayith the empty blocksd,;, A;». The
post-arrayL is block lower triangular and, hence, we apply the comporati scheme presented
in Algorithm[l. The obtained results are summarized in TEbIEhe accuracy of the computation

is H(ATA)'9:2 - (LTL)QZQ" = 2.57- 107!, This confirms the correctness of the calculation of
Algorithm[ and validates the theoretical derivations ofrirea].

Next, we wish to discuss the convergence of the paranfdaiits real value, i.e. to discuss the
accuracy of the designed recursive AF estimator presentédgorithm[3. As mentioned earlier,
the new AF scheme is developed from the techniques desigribe Kalman filtering community
to solve ill conditioned problems. This should improve aecy and robustness of the computations
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Table II. Numerical results for Examlé 2

We are given the pre-array and its derivatives with respect to eagh (in the example = 1):

0°/20 0'/8 0%/6 | 6°/3 1.6000 2.0000 1.3333 | 2.6667
Pre-arrayd = | 60*/8  60°/3 6%/2| 6%/2 ,i.e.A|92=[2.0000 2.6667  2.0000 2.0000],
0°/6  02/2 0 1 1.3333  2.0000 2.0000 | 1.0000
0'/4 03/2 62/2| 62 4 4 24
andAy = | 6*/2 6? 0 | 0 |.S0,Ahl,_,=1]4 4 2 2}
6%/2 0 1 ]0 2.2 110

Compute the post-arraly using@ L algorithm and save matricds), L} for future steps:

—0.0306 0 0] —0.6882 —0.6882 —0.5869 —0.4264
Post-arrayL = | —0.6456 —0.6195 0| —1.5163 |,Q = 0.6882 —0.3424 —0.6396 .
—2.8142 —-3.8376 —3.1269 | —3.0559 —0.2294  0.7337  —0.6396

Apply the designed derivative computation methpaH 1):

Xi=] ] —0.4588 —0.4588 —0.2294 —1.3765
e ComputeQAj. Denote ;! :[ | VY = | —22499  —2.2499 —1.1250|,V; = |—3.0325].
t= —5.5432 —5.5432 —2.7716 —2.9848
0

2.2105 0.2861 0.0734 B 0 0
e FindX,Ly;'= |10.8396 1.4031 0.3598|. Splititinto £; = |10.8396 0 0f,
26.7057 3.4569 0.8864 26.7057 3.4569 O

2.2105 0 0 B 0 0.2861 0.0734
D: = 0 1.4031 0 U =10 0 0.3598 | .
0 0 0.8864

0 0 0

—0.0676 0 0 —0.7184

e CalculateLy|,_, = [—1.2462 —0.8693 0 and Ly |y_, = [—2.1301].
—5.7777  —5.7661 —2.7716 —3.5808

Hence, the derivative of the post-array is

~0.0676 0 0| —0.7184
Lily_, = | —1.2462 —0.8693 0| -2.1301 |.
—5.7777 —5.7661 —2.7716 | —3.5808

Accuracy of the computation#(ATA);):2 - (LTL);:2H =257-107"

for a finite-precision computer arithmetics. To check thisperty, we consider the set of ill-
conditioned test problems from [31].

Example 3. (SET OF ILL-CONDITIONED TEST PROBLEM$

Consider the state-space modél (I)-(2) with G, B, H,11,, Q, R} given by

1 0 0] 0 0
§%6° 0 11 1
F=10 1 0|,B={0|,G=0{,Q=[1], R{o 5292}’H{1 1 1+5}
0 0 1] 0 0

(o] [62 0 0]
withzg ~N [ [0], [0 62 0
0 0 0 6]

wheref is an unknown system parameter, that needs to be estimateniilate roundoff we assume

that 62 < eroundofs PULS > €roundoff WNere eroundoss denotes the unit roundoff erfdyri.e. the machine
precision limit.

The set of ill-conditioned problems is constructed as feioWhend = 1, ExampléB coincides
with well-known test from [[32] that demonstrates how a peoblthat is well conditioned, as
posed, can be made ill-conditioned by the filter. It is ofterdiin the Kalman filtering community
for observing the influence of round off errors on various Kipiementations. The difficulty

§Computer roundoff for floating-point arithmetic is ofterachcterized by a single parametgfingor, defined in different
sources as the largest number such that eithegoundoff = 1 Or 1 + €roundofi/2 = 1 in machine precision.
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(a) Convergence of the gradient-based AF estimators, o =102
Number of experiments, M
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Estimated 6

initial value is 8@ = 1
(b) Convergence of the gradient-based AF estimators, o =103

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Estimated 6

initial value is 8© = 1

(c) Convergence of the gradient-based AF estimators, & =10°

12 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
do 0000 o oo O O 000000 O 0 O 000 o0 O 000 o0 o o O‘L
m() o o(x)OOoO m(x)o foe) o0 OOOO Oo 000 o o 0000000000 oo0|o OOOOO o omooomo 00 o

Estimated 6

initial value is 9( =1, real value is =5

Figure 1. The computed maximum likelihood estimateg b¥ three gradient-based AF techniques: within
conventional KF (markes); the eSRCF implementation (marker and the eSRIF filer (markex). The

initial parameter value, i.6(%) = 1, is marked byx.

is in matrix inversionR, ;. After processing only the first measuremenf the matrixR. ; =
R+ HII,H” becomes singular in machine precision, i.edas eoundof. This Yields the failure
of the conventional KF. To construct a proper test problenttie gradient-based AF estimators,
the authors of [31] introduced an unknown system parandetaaking sure that the same problem
is now applied to the matrixR.,);. In other words, for any fixed value of the parametet 0,
the matricesk.; = R+ HIIloHT and (Re,1); are ill-conditioned in machine precision, i.e. as
0 — €roundof- AS @ consequence, both parts of the gradient-based AFitedw(the Pl and its
gradient evaluation, respectively) fail after processihg first measurement. This destroys the
entire AF estimator grounded in the conventional KF implatagon. Hence, such test allows for
observing the influence of the round off errors on variousligma-based AF schemes.

We perform the following set of numerical experiments. Gitlee “true” value of the parametey
sayf* = 5, the system is simulated faH00 samples for various values dfwhile 5 — €roundosr. The
generated data is then used to solve the inverse probleny icempute the maximum likelihood
estimates by gradient-based AF schemes. We consider thedffsive estimator based on the
conventional KF, on the eSRCF and eSRIF. The designed Algos[1[2 are used for the Pl and
its gradient evaluation within numerically stable ASR fittéthe eSRCF and eSRIF). Algorithih 3
represents the general gradient-based AF scheme where pleniented the standard MATLAB
built-in function f m nunc for optimization purpose. This optimization function i#ds the PI
(the negative Log LF) and its gradient that are calculatedhieyconventional KF approach and
the designed ASR methodology. The same initial valug¢®f= 1 is applied in all examined AF
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estimators. To observe the convergence of the paramétem the initial valued©) = 1 to its real
valuef* = 5, we perform100 Monte Carlo simulations and illustrate the obtained resojtFig[1.

From the first two graphs in Fidll 1 we see that whiea 102 and § = 1073, i.e. when the
considered problem is well-posed, all gradient-based AhRrtgues work equally well. We can
observe their perfect convergence from the initial vadifé = 1 to the real valug* = 5 in all
100 Monte Carlo simulations. However, the situation dramdifazhanges fors = 10~° when the
problem becomes moderately ill-conditioned. The gradimsed AF scheme within conventional
KF exhibits perfect performance fér= 102 andd = 1073, but it completely fails fo = 10~°.
Indeed, the conventional approach leads to incorrect petemestimate in most cases amdiig
Monte Carlo simulations wheh= 10>, Meanwhile, the AF techniques based on the numerically
stable ASR implementations work well for all examingdsd — eroundoft.

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we developed an elegant and simple generapwational scheme that extends
functionality of any array square-root Kalman filtering @lighm on the filter derivative
computations. These values are required in the gradiesgebadaptive filtering techniques for
simultaneous state and parameter estimation of dynamitiggueg systems in many areas of
research. The proposed approach yields the improved rudssstof the computations against
roundoff errors.
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