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In large-scale systems, complex internal relationships are often present. Such interconnected
systems can be effectively described by low rank stochastic processes. When identifying a predictive
model of low rank processes from sampling data, the rank-deficient property of spectral densities
is often obscured by the inevitable measurement noise in practice. However, existing low rank
identification approaches often did not take noise into explicit consideration, leading to non-negligible
inaccuracies even under weak noise. In this paper, we address the identification issue of low rank
processes under measurement noise. We find that the noisy measurement model admits a sparse plus
low rank structure in latent-variable graphical models. Specifically, we first decompose the problem
into a maximum entropy covariance extension problem, and a low rank graphical estimation problem
based on an autoregressive moving-average with exogenous input (ARMAX) model. To identify
the ARMAX low rank graphical models, we propose an estimation approach based on maximum
likelihood. The identifiability and consistency of this approach are proven under certain conditions.
Simulation results confirm the reliable performance of the entire algorithm in both the parameter

estimation and noisy data filtering.

I. INTRODUCTION

Large-scale systems become increasingly prevalent in
science and technology nowadays, with the development
of system science and artificial intelligence. As a typi-
cal feature, the high-dimensional property of such sys-
tems leads to complex inner relationships among the
components within. The aim of better describing and
understanding large-scale systems with internal correla-
tions has inspired a multitude of fundamental research
on graphical models and networks, such as [IHI7]. The
applications of these studies span across diverse fields, in-
cluding economics and financial analysis [I8] [19], multi-
agents and robotics [20, 21], ecological evolution [22],
swarm intelligence and sociology [19, 23], etc.

Denote the nodes in a graph or network by a (possi-
bly high-dimensional) vector process, the existence of a
low rank character has been theoretically proven [24H26],
and empirically verified by plentiful data from different
real networks [27, 28]. In the time domain, the low rank
character is revealed by the rank deficiency of a transi-
tion matrix in general dynamic network models [26] 27].
This phenomenon is considered also as the sparsity or
singularity of signals and studied in amounts of litera-
ture like [9] 1T, 29]. The low rank character, along with
network representations, allows the system to be driven
or determined by only a subset of all nodes. This leads
to an important topic in the field of complexity science
[6, 17, 19, 23] 27, 28]: identifying the key nodes in net-
works to efficiently reconstruct or control associated com-
plex networks [6, [I'7, 19]. Initially, key nodes identifica-
tion problem was studied with known network topologies
using static data. In recent years, it has been expanded to
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include time-series data with unknown topologies. Some
impressive methodological and theoretical identification
studies can be referred to |7}, 30, [31].

For an (m+1)-dimensional linear stochastic stationary
vector process y(t), the low rank character can be also
demonstrated by a rank deficient spectral density matrix
®,(z) of rank | < m+ 1 in the frequency domain. In our
previous work, the spectra [32], modeling [24] and iden-
tification [25] of low rank vector processes are discussed.
By rearranging the components of y(t) if necessary, there
is a decomposition,

vt = [ o

with y; an [-dimensional process with a spectral density
®,,(z) of full rank [. We find a unique deterministic
relation always exists in ®,(z) as well as between the
two sub-processes of y(t), satisfying

ym(t) = H(2)yi(t).

This helps understand the internal correlations and re-
duce the system dimension to the dimension of y;(t),
which greatly simplifies the procedures of modeling, iden-
tification and sequential kinds of missions.

The entries in the subprocess y;(t) can also be regarded
as the key nodes of the network composed of all entries in
y(t). This fact endows the potential of low rank processes
to be utilized in research on graphs and networks, with
deterministic relations determined by spectral densities.
Beyond our work [25, [32], the identification of such low
rank processes has been recently addressed from various
important points of view, including dynamic networks
[T0H12] B3], singular ARMA models [26, [29], latent state
space models [34], etc.

Existing exquisite work on identifying low rank or sin-
gular processes without input signals include references



such as [10], 12| 26] 29] and our previous work [25], where
the low rank process aimed to estimate is motivated by
an innovation white noise process in essence. However,
in practice, signals are generally measured under noise.
This ubiquitous scenario has not been explicitly consid-
ered in the identification of low rank processes. When a
low rank process is measured under noise, the only acces-
sible measurement process will exhibit a full rank spectral
density, even if the intensity of noise is of a small mag-
nitude. In this scenario, the hide of low rank processes
will result in non-negligible inaccuracies for identification
approaches which assume the spectral rank deficiency of
sampled time series. Therefore, studying the identifi-
cation of low rank processes given noisy measurements
remains a challenging problem. The issue will be inves-
tigated in this paper.

Considering the description and exploration of the in-
ternal correlations in a vector process, graphical models
emerge as a reliable tool under measurement noise [Il-
3, [8, @, T3], [14]. Specifically, the conditional dependencies
between pairwise entries are denoted by an edges between
nodes in a graphical model. Various classical approaches
can be used to estimate graphical models of time series
[13], among which the maximum entropy covariance ex-
tension tool is particularly popular and has been deeply
studied in a series of works [2 [Bl 8, 9], for its advan-
tage in estimating the topology. In the latest work on
ARMA graphical identification [2], cepstral coefficients
[35] are innovatively utilized in the problem description,
facilitating the joint estimation of AR and MA parts.

To further simplify the graph representation, latent-
variable graphical model is proposed for variables cor-
related through a restricted number of latent variables
[36]. By introducing latent variables, the inverse of the
manifest (observed) spectrum can be decomposed into a
sum of a sparse matrix plus a low rank matrix. The ex-
isting several identification approaches for latent-variable
graphical models are designed utilizing this sparse plus
low rank (S+L) structure [36H38]. In the recent impres-
sive work [38], trace approximation and reweighted nu-
clear norm minimization are used to jointly estimate the
graph topology and parameters of AR graphical latent-
variable models, and [37] extends this work to ARMA
models. A relevant model for exploring a smaller num-
ber of latent variables is factor analysis model, see such
as [29, [39H41]. Tt is worth mentioning that in [40], state
space dynamic generalized factor analysis models are pro-
posed for estimation insightfully. Though latent-variable
graphical models or factor models allow a prominent
reduction of edges, the edges between latent variables
and observed variables are less explainable than original
graphical models, because the latent variables lack prac-
tical meanings in general.

In this paper, based on the deterministic relation
within a rank-deficient spectral density, we find the math-
ematical representation in identifying a low rank pro-
cess under measurement noise exhibits a similar two-layer
structure like latent-variable graphical models, which we

name by low rank graphical model. Different from ex-
isting latent-variable graphical models, edges in a low
rank graphical model are constructed between the mea-
surement process and the full rank subprocess y;(t). We
shall prove in the paper that the S+L character holds
for low rank graphical models, hence a similar identifica-
tion framework applies. Compared with latent-variable
graphical models, two advantages of low rank graphical
models are the more interpretable edges connected to la-
tent nodes with practical meanings, and the topology
determined directly from the deterministic relations.

To solve the identification problem of low rank pro-
cesses under measurement noise, similarly as in the non-
noise case in [25], a two-stage algorithm on estimating
low rank graphical models is proposed in this paper. In
the first stage, an AR innovation model will be identified
for the latent variable y;(¢) by maximum entropy covari-
ance extensions (see such as [42H44]). In the second stage,
the function corresponding to the deterministic relation,
H(z) will be estimated. Because of the measurement
noise, the simple least squares problem in the non-noise
case changes into a specific ARMAX graphical estima-
tion problem, which is still lack of identification study
to our best knowledge. In this paper, we initially solve
this nonconvex problem by maximum likelihood ARMAX
estimation ([45H47]). To guarantee the performance of
the solution, the identifiability of the specific ARMAX
model, and the consistency of the estimates with enough
data is proven. The convergent performance is also veri-
fied by examples.

In addition, a by-product of low rank graphical identi-
fication algorithm is a high-accuracy filter providing es-
timates of y(t) from its noisy measurements, which could
be crucial for tasks that depend on reliable process data.

The introduction and identification of low rank graph-
ical models in this work not only significantly increase
the accuracy of low rank identification under noise, but
also compensate for the lack of interpretability in latent-
variable graphical models and factor models. Further-
more, they can also be directly utilized to identify key
nodes in networks with unknown topologies, offering ad-
ditional opportunities for exploration in the field of com-
plexity science and its application areas.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section [[]
the notations and preliminaries of this paper are listed.
Section [[T]] introduces and specifies the low rank graphi-
cal estimation problem, with a framework of the overall
algorithm given. In particular, subsection [[TT A] and [[ITB]
discuss the definition, superiority, and the S+L charac-
ter of low rank graphical models; subsection[[TL C|clarifies
the ARMAX graphical estimation problem. Section [[V]
proposes the first stage of our algorithm on identifying an
innovation model for the low rank latent variable y;(¢).
Section [V] proposes the second stage of our algorithm
on low rank ARMAX graphical estimation, in which the
identifiability, specific algorithm, and the convergence are
discussed in subsection [V Al [VB] and [V C] respectively.
Simulation examples and a sensitive analysis of the algo-




rithm will be given in Section [VI} Finally, section [VI]] is
the conclusion of the paper.

II. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

The processes we consider in the whole paper are wide-
sense stationary second-moment discrete-time stochas-
tic processes. Basically, denote by [M]g, the entry on
the k-th row, h-th column of matrix M. Denote by
tr(M) the trace of matrix M. Denote by M’, M*, re-
spectively the transpose, transpose conjugate of matrix
M, M~ = (M~Y)* = (M*)~!. Denote by det M or
det(M) the determinate of matrix M. Denote by I an
identity matrix. Denote by signal ® the (right) Kro-
necker product. Denote by matrix K, ,, the commuta-
tion matrix of dimension nm x nm [48] p. 54], satisfying
K, mvec(M) = vec(M') for matrix M € R™*™,  where
VeC(M) = [[M]llv T [M]nl’ T [M}lmv T [M]nm]/'
Denote by unvec(z) the operator of recovering a matrix of
given size from vector z, satisfying unvec(vec(M)) = M.
Denote by |S| the cardinality of set S. Define z as the
time-shift operator, satisfying y(t + 1) = zy(t) for pro-
cess y(t). Denote by y)(t) the k-th scalar subprocess
of a vector process y(t). Denote by N(u,I') a Gaussian
distribution with expectation p and variance I'.

For vector spaces. Denote by Q,, the vector space
of symmetric matrices of dimension m. For X € Q,,,
we denote by X = 0 (or X = 0) if X is positive definite
(or semi-definite). Denote by D,, the vector space of
diagonal matrices of dimension m. Denote by || - ||2 the
Euclidean norm of a vector or a matrix.

For measurement sequences. Denote by R; :=
E[¢(t + j)¢(t)'] the j-th covariance lag of process ((t),
then given {¢(1),---,((N)}, an empirical estimate R;
can be computed as

N—j

Ry= 5 O+

t=1

~—
[\
—

Denote a finite list of covariance lags by
RZ: [RO R1 Rn]7
R .= [Ro Ry - Rn]7

except as otherwise stated.
Given the covariance lags Rg, Ry, --
define the matrix pseudo-polynomial

3 mXm
,R, in R ,

n
=Ro+)» (¥R;+27R}). (3)
j=1

R(z)

and a family Q(m,n) for it,

Q(m,n) = {Q(z) ZZJQJ-
j=-n
Q= Q%; e R™™ Vg e [~ 7]}

(4)

Given R, the block Toeplitz matrix corresponding to R
is

Ry Ry -+ R,
/ . :

T(r) = | fo (5)
. R Rl
R, --- R, Ry

If a matrix X € Qy,(n41) is partitioned as

Xoo Xo1 -+ Xon
X0 X1 Xin

=1 : o (6)
X.(’m Xlin X;v,n
then define D(X) := [Do(X), -+, Dp(X)], with
n n—j
X)= ZXhh’ D;(X) = QZXh,hﬂ" j=1,--,n
h=0 o

(7)

For function spaces. Denote by Lo(T) the linear
space of C"™*™ matrix functions on the unit circle, where
T is the unit circle. For any function Z(e?) € Ly(T),
we denote Z(e?) positive definite (or semi-definite) for
0 € [-m, 7] by E(e?) = 0 (or Z(e"’) = 0). Denote by S}
the class of [ x [ positive definite spectral densities that
are integrable on [—,7]. The spectral density ®(e*) of
a stationary stochastic process ((¢) given its covariance

lags is

i ]%keilce7 (8)

k=—oc0

and the covariance lags can be given from

Ry = / " p(eit)ero L ()

o 2w

Define the norm of a function A(e*) in Ly(T), as

[AE?)| = sup o1(A(e")),

oc[—m,m]

where o1(A(e")) denotes the largest singular value of
A(e") at 0. Define the inner product for two functions
in Lo(T), as

<A(ei9>7B(ei«9)> _ /

—T

4 . . %

tr (A(e“g)B(ew)*) o= (10)

Hence the inner product of two constant real matrices is
(A, B) = tr(AB’). Define the shift operator as
A( 20)

[I ] - )], (11)



Given X € Quu(ny1) in @7 by direct computation we
have

A(e®)XA(e)* = Do(X)+
% i (e77°D;(X) + e’ Dj(X)")
] (12)

hence A(e’)XA(e®)* € Q(m,n). On the other hand,
any element in Q(m, n) can be expressed by , because
D is surjective, leading to

Q(m’n) = {A(eie)XA(ew)*v X € Qm(n+1)}' (13)

In the sequel, we shall often suppress the argument z,

271 or ¢’ whenever there is no risk of misunderstanding.

III. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Considering an (m+1)-dimensional (m,! > 0) Gaussian
low rank vector identification problem in discrete time,
with the measurement model

C(t) = y(t) +e(t), (14)

where {{(t),for t = 1,---, N} is the observed sequence,
y(t) is the Gaussian low rank vector process we want to
estimate with zero-mean and an [-rank spectral density
matrix ®,(z), and e(t) is an (m + [)-dimensional zero-
mean white Gaussian noise process of covariance matrix
021, independent with y(t), with all its entries indepen-
dent. Without loss of generality, we suppose m > [ in this
paper for problems of a higher dimension. Note that in
some literature on factor analysis, e(t) is supposed to be
an idiosyncratic sequence (see such as [40]). However, as
what we shall discuss later, the idiosyncratic assumption
can be relaxed to a more basic and general requirement
to obtain a consistent estimate.

The problem in this paper is identifying the low rank
process y(t), given finite data of the noisy sampling pro-
cess ((t), i.e., identifying the innovation model for a low
rank process based on noisy samplings. To the best of
our knowledge, this very common phenomenon in prac-
tice has not been discussed for the identification of low
rank processes. The issue is because of the hidden of
the rank deficient spectrum, and possibly emergence of
colored noise in estimation resulting from the low rank
character.

A. Low rank graphical model

Given the decomposition of y(¢) in (I, with y;(t) of di-
mension [ and a full-rank spectral density matrix ®,, (),
the spectrum of y(¢) can be partitioned similarly as

o, (2) Dy,.(2)"
(I)y(Z): q)yzm((z)) q)yz((z)) ’

with rank (®,,) = 1.

From our previous work such as [24][25], a determin-
istic relation always exists between @, (z) and @, (2).
And there is a special feedback model [24], describing
the internal relationship between y,,(t) and y;(t),

Ym(t) = H(2)yi(t),
yi(t) = F(2)ym(t) +e(t),

where the deterministic relation

H(Z) = (I)yzm (Z)q)yz (Z)ilv

is casual uniquely determined from ®,, and F(z) is a
(strictly) causal function which can be determined from
a minimal realization of y(¢) [24] or by a one-step Wiener
predictor [25].

An illustrative diagram of a special feedback model is
given in Fig. For processes with invertible spectral
densities (i.e., full-rank processes), noise processes ¢; and
€m are both non-zero in general for this feedback struc-
ture. However, because of the inner correlation, feedback
models for low rank processes admit a deterministic for-
ward loop, making the possibly high-dimensional noise
€m = 0. Therefore, y = [y},, y;]’ can be determined
entirely from ;.

(15a)
(15b)

€1 + y I+ ym
o T A H() O

A

FIG. 1. The structure block diagram of a special feedback

model .

Drag ([15al) into the measurement model , we have

0 =" wiey+ eto (16)

We name a low rank graphical model, for it ob-
viously corresponds to a latent-variable graphical model
[1, B6], where y;(t) is the lower-dimensional latent vari-
able. And we name y;(t) the low rank latent vari-
able of this graphical model. can also be seen as
a dynamic factor analysis model [29] [39, [40] common in
microeconomics, with y; its minimal factor process.

The model illustration diagrams in identifying (14)
based on low rank graphical models are shown in Fig. [2]
For a possibly high-dimensional inter-correlated process
y(t) measured under noise, the structure block diagram
of a general measurement model is shown in Fig.
(a). By utilizing the low rank characteristic, the mea-
surement model is dimensionally reduced and efficiently
simplified into a low rank graphical model as shown



in Fig.[2| (b). ¢(t) only depends on an I-dimensional pro-
cess, rather than depends on the (m +1)-dimensional low
rank process y(t). Low rank graphical model simplifies
the presentation of {(¢) and hence will make the estima-
tion procedures easier to be realized.

Note that the identification problem on seems sim-
ilar to the problem of identifying a low rank model with
an external input in [25] Section 6], which is also thor-
oughly discussed in a series of articles [12][33], by regard-
ing y(t) as an external input. But the two problems are
quite different since here we have no direct access to the
true data of y(t).

We claim that it is worthy studying the estimation of
low rank graphical models. Different from conventional
latent-variable graphical models, y(t) and hence the low
rank latent variable y;(t) in are obviously of physical
meanings, as the 'real’ processes hidden behind the noisy
measurements. Here the entries of y;(¢) can be seen as
the key factors of the low rank process y(t) in problem
analysis. For amounts of scientific and technology prob-
lems, exploring a lower-dimensional key process with real
physical meaning is a crucial mission. In contrast, tradi-
tional latent-variable graphical models can only extract
latent variables of no physical meanings in general, lead-
ing that the graphical structure carry less information
than low rank graphical models. It is absolutely more
easier to analyze the low rank variable y;(t) by expert
knowledge and measured data from real world, than an
extracted latent variable of no specific meaning. And
hence it would be easier to analyze y,,,(t) and y(¢) based
on the extra measured data of y;(¢).

Special feedback models provide an efficient represen-
tation of the internal correlations in low rank processes,
by revealing the algebraic (i.e., parametric) and geomet-
ric (i.e., topological) relations meantime. Based on spe-
cial feedback models, provides a prediction model
with respected to (w.r.t.) a minimum-dimensional latent
variable. Deterministic relation H(z) is uniquely deter-
mined once y; is determined [24] 25]. In addition, the
topology of this low rank graphical model can be deter-
mined directly based on the topology in special feedback
models as we shall discuss in the following. Therefore,
no further significant effort is required for topology esti-
mation in low rank graphical estimation.

B. Sparse plus low rank structure

The low rank graphical model admits a simplified
S+L structure for identification. Since e(t) is i.i.d. and
independent of y(t), the spectrum of {(¢) and its (block)
diagonal entries are evidently invertible. Denote a block
partition of the spectral density of () and its inverse
matrix by

®,, oF T, T}
o= " Al oTl= | m 17
{‘le 1 } ’ |:Tlm T, ] ’ (17)

where ®,, € SY*. From Schur complement we have
Ot =", = Y5 T (18)

Then we have the following result.
Theorem 1. FEquation for the low rank graphical
model (16), with y(t) the low rank latent variable of di-
mension [, admits a special S+L structure, i.e., a diago-
nal plus low rank (D+L) structure,

o l=Y—A, A=0, (19)

where ¥ = Y, is a diagonal function matriz and A =

D Y is low-rank.

Proof. To prove the m x m matrix A is low-rank, just
remind our assumption m > [, and the rank of A is no
greater than its factor T, ', i.e., rank (A) < rank (Y; ') <
l.

Then we prove Y is diagonal. Denote the topology
of a graph by (V,E), where E C V x V is the set of
edges, V := {1,2,--- ,m + [} is the set of vertices, and
denote by V; := {m + 1,--- ;m +[}. Denote by Xg =
span {((;(t) : i € S,t € Z} the vector space generated
by {)(t) for i € S, node set S C V. For any k,h € V
with k& # h, the shorthand notation

Xy L Xp [ X\ fk,ny (20)
denotes that X and X} are conditionally independent
given Xy (x n}-

From [3], we have

(k,h) & E <k #h, X, LX) | Xy (k)

& [®(e?) ) = 0, for 6 € [—,7]. @)
Partition H(z) as
Hy(2)
H(z) = : ) (22)

from we have
Coiy(t) = Hj(2)yi(t) + ey (t),

Then for k # h,k,h < m,

for j < m. (23)

X; - EX¥Vem X = X; — EXvX;

= span {e(;)(t),t € Z}, for j =k, h.

And obviously span {ew(t),t € Z} L span{ew)(t),t €
Z}. Hence we have

<a-— IEXV\{k,h}a7 B — EXV\{k,h}ﬂ >=0,

(24)
Va € X, V6 € Xy,

meaning holds [49] pp. 38-40], and hence ¥ is diag-
onal. O
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(a) Measurement model
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(b) Low rank graphical model

FIG. 2. Structure block diagrams of measurement model and low rank graphical model . By utilizing the low rank
characteristic, measurement process ((t) only depends on an I[-dimensional low rank latent variable y;(¢), rather than the
higher-dimensional process y(t). yi(t) can be seen as the key factor of the hidden low rank process y(t).

Besides Theorem [T} it is straightforward to prove that
T, is diagonal as well. Note that, in a traditional S+L
structure, matrix X is sparse with non-zero entries in-
stead of diagonal. Our feedback modeling of low rank
process y(t) simplifies the structure and hence the further
calculations. Then the space of ®.! can be decomposed
into the following two subspaces,

(25a)
(25Db)

Viem = {AXA" € Q(m,n), X € Dyy(nin)},
VG == {AGG'A*’ s.t. G c Rm(n+1)><l}7

where X € D,,(,,41) is naturally diagonal by Theorem

Therefore, the topology of a low rank graphical model
is simplified to a large extent compared with a general
graphical or network model. One example for the topol-
ogy of a low rank graphical model is shown in Fig. [3
Based on the special feedback model (15)), the topology
of a general low rank graphical model (16) can be ex-
pressed by a latent-variable graph (or a directed tree)
(VS, V¥, E), with measured (or child) node set

C(h)equ{l,Q,-u ym+1}, forh=1,--- ,m+1,
(26a)

low rank latent-variable (or root) node set

vy €VY ={1,2,--- I}, fork=1,---,1, (26b)
and E C V¢ x V¥ the directed edge set from V¥ to VC7
satisfying the sparsity condition
(h,k) ¢ E, for h# j+mand h>m, (26¢)
where the special D+L structure is clearly demonstrated
by the sole existing edge of ((;) from y(;) for h > m, as
also depicted in Fig. [3
From Theorem [1} the identification of low rank vector
processes under noise is actually a S+L estimation prob-
lem, or more precisely, a D+L estimation problem on the
low rank graphical model (L6]). Traditionally, the topol-
ogy of a latent-variable graphical model requires to be es-
timated during the S+L estimation procedure. However,

FIG. 3. The topology of a low rank graphical model ,
with {(t), y(t), yi(t) of dimension 5, 5, 2 respectively.

in our case, the general topology of the low rank graph-
ical model is directly obtained from a special feedback
model, eliminating the need for topology estimation.

Several studies have been conducted on the estimation
of latent-variable graphical models effectively, see such as
[36H38]. Existing research initially focused on estimating
AR [36] 38] and later expanded to ARMA latent-variable
structures [37], often assuming simplified polynomial ma-
trices (like constant matrices rather than general polyno-
mials), to facilitate deduction and computation in algo-
rithm design. However, we shall show in the subsequent
discussion that low rank graphical models indeed admit a
specific ARMAX graphical structure, rendering the exist-
ing techniques inapplicable due to the lack of accounting
for both the moving average and exogenous input compo-
nents in estimation. In the paper, we address the iden-
tification issue of low rank graphical models, including
proposing an algorithm for solving the ARMAX graph-
ical estimation problem. This also offers another angle
for effectively estimating general ARMAX latent-variable
graphical models. The corresponding identification algo-
rithm will be proposed in the following sections.

C. Low rank ARMAX graphical model

Denote H(z) by

H(z) = A(z")7'B(z7), (27)



where A(z71) and B(z71) are m x m, m x [ left-coprime
polynomial matrices of z~!. Without loss of generality,
suppose A(z71) is invertible and monic. Partition ((t)
and e(t),

(28)

similarly as in (). Since the data ((t) can be seen as the
measurements of y(t) under noise, a least square identi-
fication procedure [50] can be directly used to estimate
H(z), from
A" (t) = B(z"HG(t) + v(?), (29)
where v(t) is the estimation error process of the iden-
tification procedure. This approach has been proven to
have a good performance converging to the true value of
H(z) given the degrees, in the absence of noise v(t) in
our previous work [25].
However, as we shall demonstrate in the following anal-
ysis and through Example 1 in Section [V1] identifying by
least squares yields only rough estimates. The primary

reason for this limitation is that v(t) actually is not a
white noise. From we have

[ [ -7 e
+ [A(Zl) 1} {Zl((tt))}’
and hence

AGTNGn(t) = Bz Hui(t) + A" em(t),
Q) = ui(t) +et).

Then we obtain an ARMAX-like relation between the
subprocesses of the observed process ((t), i.e.,

(30a)
(30b)

AN () = B(z71G() + Az Nem(t) — Bz He(t),
where we find that the error v(t) in equals to

v(t) = Az Hem(t) — Bz He(t),
which is determined by two white-noise vector subpro-
cesses and the parameter polynomial matrices. Least
squares hence can not lead to a consistent estimate based
on such a non-white noise.

Nonetheless, based on we are able to decompose
the low rank graphical identification challenge into two
subproblems in sequel:

1. Identifying an innovation model for the low rank
latent variable y;(t) based on noisy measurement

Gi(t) in ([30B).

2. Identifying A(2~1), B(2~ ') based on the estimates
of y;(t) in the specific ARMAX model (30a)) .

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF LOW RANK
LATENT VARIABLE y;

From (30b)), since y(¢) is independent of the i.i.d. pro-
cess e(t), the covariance lags of (;(t) are

R =E [(u(t+ ) + et +7)) (wt) +ealt)]
=Eyi(t+5)ut)]+Ele +a®)],

for j = 1,2,...,n. Hence, the n-dimensional covariance
lag vector of (; satisfies

R'=RY + [02] 0 --- 0]. (31)

Although y;(t) is measured under noise and not acces-
sible, by its covariance lags can be calculated from
those of the noisy measurement process. Therefore, an
estimation approach based on the covariance extension
of y; can be proposed for estimating low rank latent vari-
ables.

A. Maximum entropy covariance extension

Given a series of measurement data {¢(1),---,{(N)},
specifically, we shall use maximum entropy method for
covariance extension to estimate the spectrum and an
innovation model for y;. Then, the maximum entropy
covariance extension problem of y; can be expressed by
a strictly convex program

fo T 0, do
®y, (e'%) = arg maX/ log det @, (610)%, (32a)
e84 J-m
. " 0 TN
subject to A(e”)Py, (e )2— =RY, (32b)
. i
where

R¥ =R~ [0%] 0 -+ 0], (32c)

denotes the estimated covariance lags of 1y, R de-
notes the estimated covariance lags of process (;(t), and

@Zl(ew) is named the maximum-entropy covariance ex-
tension. Note that R of ;(t) is defined differently from
the general estimated covariance lags in ([2)) for lack of the
real data. Denote by R; the j-th estimated covariance

lag of (t) in (329.
Then referring to [I3] or [3], the dual of problem
is
min
@, €Q(l,n)

subject to  ®,, > 0,

™ a6 .
f/ logdet®;1%+<fb;l,fbyl>, (33a)

(33b)

where ¢ 1'is exactly the Lagrangian multiplier, ‘i)yz =
Z;'L:—n e GRJ- is the n-length windowed correlogram of
Yi-

Then a specific estimation approach can be used to es-
timate y;(¢). There have been quite a few references on
estimating through maximum entropy covariance exten-
sions methods, such as [42H44].



B. AR graphical estimation

In this paper, to obtain the estimated time series of
yi(t) during the sampling period, we identify an AR in-
novation model for y;(¢),

Poy(t Z iyt = J) +w(t), (34)

with Py invertible, w(t) an i.i.d. I-dimensional zero-mean
Gaussian white noise with variance matrix I. Note that,
we choose the above model instead of restricting Py = I,
to avoid estimating the variance matrix of the innovation
process w(t).

To simplify the calculations in solving the dual problem
., we introduce the followmg topology restriction to
make the multiplier ®, " as sparse as possible. Suppose
we are given an 1nternal interaction graph of y;(t) itself,
(Vv E%), with y,) € VY given in . From ,
if yi(x) and () are conditionally independent in y;, the
equivalent restriction on @, !

[®,,'],, =0, for (k,h)¢ E". (35)
Note that the self loop from y;;) to itself is seen as an
existing edge in its internal topology, i.e., (k, k) € E¥ for
k=1,---,L

Define

= ipjz—j, (36)
Jj=0

Since y;, w are full-rank processes, P(z71) is invertible.
From y;(t) = P(2~ 1)~ tw(t), we easily have

o, ' =PE")P(ET. (38)

Then from direct calculations using 1 , and
based on Kolmogorov’s formula, dual problem (33]) with

topology restriction reduces to

min — logdet P{Fy + <T(7“zyl), 73’79> , (392)
subject to
[DJ(P/P)]kh =0, for (kvh) ¢ Eyla (39b)

and for 5 =0,1,--- ,n,

where RY! is given by (32c)).
Due to the symmetry of spectral density matrices, the
topology constraints (39b)) can be further reduced to

for (k,h) ¢ EY and k > h,
and for j =0,1,--- ,n

[D;(P'P)], =0, W)

The dual problem and the convex problem
under constraint have unique solutions [3]. For a

further simplification, solution and the properties of the
convex problem , we recommend [I], [I3} pp. 98-
109], [51] for readers as references. This paper will not
dwell on the topology estimation of AR graphical models,
plentiful references can be given such as [3], 14} 36].

C. Estimation of the low rank latent variable

Traditionally, given the estimates ﬁj for j =
0,1,---,n, y(t) can be iteratively estimated (like in [I3])
by

= —F;t Zﬁjgl(t — 7). (41)

However, if the covariance norm of the low rank latent
variable y; is close to 1, that is, close to the covariance
norm of innovation process w(t), a non-negligible estima-
tion error in each step will lead to a substantial accumu-
lated error over time, resulting in an inaccurate estima-
tion or prediction.

Therefore, though graphical estimation based on maxi-
mum entropy covariance extension usually gives good pa-
rameter estimates, a refined estimating approach of y;(t)
instead of is necessary for the sequential ARMAX
estimation. In this paper, we give a simple but efficient
way of adjusting the estimation of y;(t) iteratively by

Gut) = =Py "> Pyt — j) + (), for t >n, (42a)
j=1

with initial estimated values

Gi(t) = ¢(t), fort=1,---,n,

where w.(t) is a compensation variable estimating the
process Py 'w(t) at time ¢,

(42b)

1 A .
1I)Ct === t+P71 P.y(t— 7
0= e R, |60 A R

(42¢)

The accuracy of will be verified in Section and
might be taken a glance from the following analysis.
Given the real parameters and real data,

det (Py(P)~")

o2 +det (Py ' (Py) 1) Frtw(®).

(e(t) -

we(t) =

can be seen as taking a part from the sum of processes
e(t) and —Py 'w(t) by the ratio of the fractional coeffi-
cient in the equation, Where we have det E{e( e(t)'} =
o, det E{Py 'w(t)w(t) (P ')} = det (Py ' (P))~!). In
addition, it is easily checked E{w.(t)} = 0 and E{g,(¢t) —
yi(t)} = 0 given the real parameters, with ¢; given in

[42).



V. LOW RANK GRAPHICAL ARMAX
ESTIMATION

Based on (27)), denote the parameter to estimate by

AZ:[Al A2 Aq}
BZ:[BO Bl BT}

(43a)
(43Db)

mxmq’

mxl(r+1)’

with
q T
Az =Y Az, Bz =) Bz F, (43¢)
k=0 k=0

where Ag = I from our assumption.
If we are given the data of (,,(t), yi(t) for t =
1,2,---, N, we have the model to identify in (30a)), i.e.,

A("N6m(t) = B u(t) + Az em(t).

This leads to an ARMAX estimation problem with a spe-
cific restriction that process (,, and the noise process
share a common parameter matrix. To the best of our
knowledge, discussion on the identifiability of such a spe-
cial ARMAX model is still lacking. Therefore, before
solving the problem, we shall firstly explore the identifi-

ability of model (30al).

A. Identifiability of the specific ARMAX
estimation

Similar to but different from the identifiability of AR-
MAX models with one-step delay given by Theorem [] in
Appendix[A] (see also [47, Theorem 2.1]) and its general-
ized counterpart Corollary [7] we extend in Appendix [A]
the following result for our ARMAX model can be

given.

Theorem 2 (Identifiability of low rank ARMAX graph-
ical model). The system (30a]) is identifiable, if and only
if A, B are left coprime and rank ([A, B,]) =m.

Proof. Recall the definition of identifiability: for a cer-
tain pair of polynomials (A(z71), B(27!)) with respect
to 27!, there is no polynomials fl(z_l) =31 ApzF,
B(z™') = S _y Brz 7", with § < ¢, 7 < r, respectively,
such that A(z"1)"'B(z7!) = A(z"1)"'B(z7") unless
Az"HY = A(z7Y), B(z"1) = B(z™).

=: When is identifiable, suppose A, B have
a same left factor D(z71') # I with respect to z71.
Since A is invertible, D is invertible. Then we have
[A B] := D(z7')[A B], where A, B are polynomial
matrices, satisfying A+ A, B+ B, and the degrees of A
and B are not greater than A, B, respectively. This con-
tradiction proves that the left coprimeness is a necessary
condition of identifiability.

Suppose rank ([A; Br]) < m. Then there exists a
(non-unique) non-zero m x m constant matrix D, satis-
fying D [A; B,] = 0. Denote by

A(z7Y) :=(I 4+ Dz"HYA(z™1) = Ay + (A1 + DAy)z~!
o+ (Ag+ DAG1)277,

B(z" Y :=(I+Dz"Y)B(27') = By 4 (By + DBy)z"!
+---+(B,+DB,_1)z"".

We have
AZH ' BEH = AE"H) BT,

However, from the definition of identifiability, the above
equation can only lead to A = A,B = B, and D = 0.
This contradiction shows that rank ([4, B,|) = m.

«<: If A, B are left coprime and rank ([4, B,]) =

m. Suppose there exists a pair of polynomials [[1 B] #*
[A B], with degrees ¢ < q, 7 < r, respectively, satisfying

AZH ' BEH = AE"H)IB(TY.

Denote by D(z7!) := A1 A, from the above equation,
we have [A B] = D(z7')[A B]. Since A # A with
a degree no greater than A, D(z7!) is a non-identity
polynomial matrix with respect to 27!, leading that A, B
have a same left factor D(z~!). This contradicts the
coprimeness. ~

Denote by D(z~!) := A7'A, then we have [A B] =
D(z7')[A B] and D non-identity. Since A,B are
left coprime, there exist two polynomial matrices
My (271, My(271), such that

AHM (Y + B HYMy (7Y =1,
and hence A(Z_1~)M1(z_l) + B(z"Y)My(271) = D(z7Y),
implying that D(z71) is a polynomial matrix. Set
D(z71) = 204, Dyz"" (with D,,, # 0), we have
[A=)
+ [DOA] + DIAO DOB1 +D1B0] Z_l + [P
+ [DnyAa DnyBa] 277,

B(z71)] = [DoA¢ DyBy]

with o = max{q,r}. Note that Ay = 0 for k¥ > ¢ and
Bj =0for j >r. If ng =0, A, B will have a common
factor. Hence ng > 1. Since ¢ < ¢, 7 < r, we must have
Dn,Ay = 0, Dp,B, = 0, ie., Do, [A, B;] = 0 with
D,,, # 0. The two contradictions prove the sufficiency.

O

Our low rank ARMAX model does not satisfy
the sufficient and necessary conditions of general AR-
MAX identifiability in Corollary since the parame-
ter matrices corresponding to (,, and e, are the same



(i.e., not left-coprime in general). However, the suf-
ficient and necessary conditions can still be given for
the low rank graphical ARMAX identifiability in The-
orem Also note that, the above theorem holds when
C(t) = 0,9:(t) = 0,em(t) = 0 for t < 0, which is an
implicit precondition of this paper.

Since we have assumed the left coprimeness between
polynomial matrices A and B, system is identifiable
iff rank ( [Aq B,«]) =m

B. Maximum likelihood estimation

Next we shall use maximum likelihood estimation to
estimate the low rank graphical ARMAX model (30al).
Denote by

a(t) = A(z"em(t) = A(z)Gn(t) = Bz Hui(1),
(46a)
for t = 1,2,---,N. By assuming e(t) ~ N(0,02I), we
have
x(t) ~ N(0,T), (46b)
I':=o? iAkA?C =o?(I + AA), (46¢)

k=0

with A glven in 1) Hence we have T" > 0.
From and ([23]), the j-th row of H(z) can be writ-
ten as

Hj(z) = Ag (27 B (271, (47)

where A(j)(271) and By;)(z7") are left coprime, with A
a scalar monic polynomial and B(;y a 1 x [ polynomial
vector. Hence without loss of generality, we can formu-

late A(271) and B(271) as
A(Zil) :diag{A(l)(zfl), ey A(m)(zil)}, (48&)
B(z"Y) = [Buy(z"") -+ Bz (48b)

Then by direct calculations, (48a]) leads to a constraint
in parameter estimation

A;eD,,, forj=1,---,q. (49)
Denote by
=[A, B], (50)
with A, B given in . From , the conditional
probability density function of each x(t) is

p(z(t)[©) =

fort =1,---
obtained as

logp(z(1),---,2(N)|©) =

1 1oy —1
77(1?(15) T a:(t) (51)
e 2 y
(2m)m/2 (det T')/?

,N. The log-likelihood function can be

N
s log(2m)
N (52)
N 1
f—log (detT) — 3 tE:I T
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leading to an optimization problem of our maximum like-
lihood estimation procedure

O = arg ngn JIn(©), (53a)

subject to (49), where

NED Sps

t=1

Jn(©) = log(detT'(© (©)x(t, ©),

(53b)

Z\H

z(t), T are given in (46).

In the above optimization problem we only consider a
constraint for parameter ©. In specific problems or
systems, some of the entries in H(z) might be zero, cor-
responding to the non-existence of some edges in the spe-
cific graph of H(z) corresponding to an edge set E(*),
If [H(2)]gn is given or estimated zero for (k,h) ¢ EH(),
the following constraint can be added to the optimization
problem,

B‘kh:07 forj:O717"'7T7
J

for (k,h) ¢ EH(), (54)
without changing the convexity of the feasible domain.
And hence the corresponding constrained problem is ob-
viously feasible.

The absence of the edges in a low rank ARMAX graph-
ical model (i.e., the zero entries in H(z)) could be es-
timated by designing evaluation indices like in [3] [36].
However, because the main aim of the paper is to intro-
duce the low rank graphical model and to propose one
integrated estimation algorithm, as well as limited to the
space, we shall not discuss this derivational problem and
shall leave it for our future work.

Note that in some papers like [45] [46] on identifying
general ARMA or ARMAX models by maximum like-
lihood, instead of the covariance matrix I' used in our
problem , an approximate covariance matrix based
on z(1),--- ,z(N) with N finite might be considered in
some cases. We use I, since the likelihood function
can be accurately given directly based on the Gaussian
assumption in this paper, with respected to the parame-
ters in polynomial function matrices A(z~!) and B(z71).
And under a smaller N, using I" would have a better per-
formance [45].

Denote by
2(t) = [Znm(t) —Yi(t)], (55a)
with
Zn(t) = [Cu(t=1)" -+ Gt —q)], (55b)
Yi(t) = [m@) - wt—r)]". (55¢)

Then we have z(t) = (n(t) + ©2(¢) and the following
results.



Proposition 3 (Jacobin and Hessian). The Jacobin

matrix of J(O) in (53b)) w.r.t. © is

a.J 2 &
56 = 2DO'T! + ~ ;(z(t) — DO'T 'z(t))z(t) T,
(56)
where
D = diag{lmgq, Oyrs1)}- (57)

Hence the gradient matrix of J(O) is
AN
Vo = (6@) . (58)
The Hessian matrix of J(O) is

L2
N

M=

H(J) = 2H, (Ha(t) + Hs(1)), (59a)

t=1

where

H =-MDeI''' - K(I'''eD® DO'T™), (59b)

Ha(t) = K(F*16D®M2(t)x(t)T*1

F Tl () Ma(t) ® D@’F_1>,
(59c¢)

Hi(t) = Msy(t)Mo(t) @ T+ MiD @ T ta(t)2(t)'TH,

(59d)
with
M, =DOT'e -1, (60a)
My (t) = DO'T a(t) — 2(t), (60D)
K= Kpgiritim = Z (¢ @ Imggrip1 @ 15),  (60c)
j=1

tj denotes an m-dimensional column vector with the j-th
entry equal to 1 and other entries 0.

Proof. From direct calculations, the differential of J(O)
in (530) is

dJ =dJ; + dJs, (61a)
where

dJ; =2tr (DO'T~'dO), (61b)

2
dJs =

N
- Ztr ((2(t) — DO'T 'z (t)z(t)T~1dO),
t=1

(61c)
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D is given in , with d.J;, dJs respectively corresponds
to the differential of the two terms on the RHS of .
Hence from Lemma (8] (a) in Appendix |[A] the Jacobin
matrix is obtained.

Then we calculate the second-order differential of J.

For dJy in (61b)) we have
d?J; = 2tr (dy),

dy =d(DO'T~'d®) = D(dO")I''d® — DO'T~(dI'T'~'de

=D(I-0T'en)de’rT'de - pe'T~'depe'T-'de

= —M;DdO'T~'d6 — DO'T'deDE'T~1de.

For dJs in (61c) we have

1

d*J, = tr (d*(2(t) T~ (1))

=
M=

~
I
—

(tr(dz(?)) + tr(ds(?))) ,

i
=
WE

~
I
A

where

do(t) = 2Ms(t)z(t) T~ 'dODO'T~1de,
ds(t) = My (t)My(t)'dO’'T~1dO
+ M, DAO'T 2 (t)2(t)'T~1de,

with M;, Ms(t) given in (60D).
based on Lemma in Appendix

d(tr(-)) = tr(d())-

From Proposition [3] the Hessian matrix of function
J(O©) is not a positive or negative definite matrix. This
can be easily checked when processes (,,(t) and y;(t) are
scalar. Hence problem is non-convex in general. Fur-
thermore, we give the following result on the stationary

point of problem (53)).

Theorem 4. Point O satisfying s a stationary
point of problem , if and only if 55le=e, =0, i.c.,

Hence we have
and the equation

N
NDO| — DO z(t)z(t) + > z(t)a(t) =0,
t=1 t=1

(64)

for ©1. (64) is also a necessary condition for ©1 being a
local minimum.

in Theorem [4| is a complex high order equation
about parameter ©, and hence is difficult to theoretically
analyze the extreme points of ARMAX low rank graph-
ical estimation by maximum likelihood in , through
calculating the analytic solution for stationary points.



Using optimization approaches like Newton’s method
with equality constraints [61, Chapter 10] based on
Proposition [3] above and Proposition [9] in Appendix [A]
a suboptimal solution can be obtained for problem
under constraints , . To simply use Newton’s
method with linear equality constraints, vec(©) is used
instead of matrix © in optimization.

Specifically for our problem, suppose Newton’s method
is chosen. For a vectorized vec(©), given an initial value
vec(Oiy) in the feasible domain satisfying all constraints
and tolerance € > 0. The Newton step A vec(O) is char-
acterized by

[Hgn (ﬂ {Ave;(@} _ [— vecgveﬂ], (65)

where we use the facts H(J) = Hyeo0)(J), Vyecod =
vec(VJ) for any scalar function J, x is the associated
optimal dual variable for the quadratic problem in New-
ton’s method [511, p.256] , H(J), Vo J are given in Propo-
sition [3] and C is given in Proposition 0] The Newton
decrement is given by

d(vec(0)) = (Avec(©)H(J(0))A vec(@))% . (66)

After obtaining an estimate ©, the estimate of Jyn, (t)
can be given by

Um (t) = H(Z)Ql(t)’ (67)

with H(z) calculated by @7 (43) (50).

Now a realization procedure of our whole algorithm on
estimating low rank graphical models can be given, which
is shown in Algorithm 1 and abbreviated by LRG. The
identification of the low rank latent variable y; for an AR
graphical model and the estimation of g; is realized in line
1 to line 3. The maximum likelihood estimation of the
graphical ARMAX model is realized through a Newton’s
method with equality constraints in line 4 to line 11 in Al-
gorithm 1. For backtracking line search in Algorithm 1,
we recommend [51]] to readers for more details. The opti-
mization approaches to the two constrained optimization
problems might be changed for a better performance in
specific scenarios.

In this paper we suppose the dimension of the low rank
latent variable y;(t), and the zero entries in H(z) are
known. The estimation of these information will be dis-
cussed in our future work. Next we shall theoretically
analyze the convergence of the maximum likelihood ap-
proach for low rank ARMAX graphical estimation, when
the data is enough.

C. Convergence analysis

Though the non-convexity makes our low rank AR-
MAX estimation by maximum likelihood difficult to ob-
tain an optimal solution, a consistent estimate can be ob-

tained for problem subject to with enough
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Algorithm 1 Identification of low rank graphical model (LRG)

Input: {{(t), t=1,--- N}, E¥, EH) vec(Bip), €, m, 1, a2,
n, T, q.
Output: P(z~ 1), A(z""), B(z""), {§(t), t=1,--- ,N}.
1: Solve problem (39a) with constraint (40) for P.
2: Calculate P(z~1) from (36).
3: Calculate {g;(t),t =1,---, N} from (42).
4
5

: loop
Calculate the Newton step Avec(©) and decrement
d(vec(@)) through (65) and (66).
6:  Stopping criterion: quit if /\(vec((-)))2/2 <e.
7 Line search: choose step size s by backtracking line search.
8:  Update vec(©) := vec(O) + sA vec(O).
9: end loop
0: O := unvec(vec(©)), compute A(z71), B(z™1) from (43)(50).
1: If needed, calculate {§n(t), t = 1,---, N} from (67). Then
form {(t) = lﬁm(t)ggg(t)’]’, t=1,--- N}

12: return P(z=1), A(z"Y), B(z"Y, {§(t). t=1,--- ,N}.

sampling data. The statement will be proven in the fol-
lowing, based on some natural assumptions referring to

IEEE Trans. Acoust. Speech Signal Process. For the
second-order stationary stochastic processes y;(t), e (t)
in low rank graphical ARMAX model , where we
have assumed e, (t) ~ N(0, I,,), en (t) and y;(t) indepen-
dent, the following assumptions are needed to guarantee
the consistency:

1, t=s,
Blen(Oen (6} =0l 0= { § i
(68a)
| X
Ly (t) = lim > )y +t)'
n=1 (68b)
:/ eij“’(I)yldw7 Vi €Zy;
E{en ()| Fn-1(em)} = 0; (68¢)
aijk(t) :=E{en (n)egy(n)ew(n —t)} (68d)

exists, for t >0, 4,5,k < m;

oijrp(t, 8) :=E{eu (n)eg)(n)ew (n —t)ew)(n — s)}
exists, for t,s >0, i,5,k,p < m;
(68e)

Jim E{em(n)em(n) | Fr-k} = I, as; (68f)
e el
lim E{e)(n)egy(n)emw) (n —t)|Fnop} = our(t), a.s;

p—>00
(68g)

where F,, denotes the o-algebra generated by e,,(s), for
s <n.



In abundance of literature on factor analysis model
estimation, the process e(t) or e, (t) is assumed to be
ergodic. This is a stronger assumption than strictly sta-
tionary as in and what we assume in this paper,
which is not necessary for consistency. Assumption

E{em(n)em(n) | Foo1} = I, (69)

is a sufficient condition for (68d)), (68€]), and ([68g).

Hence either pair of the above assumptions can be made
to guarantee consistency. .

Denote by © = (A(z71),B(z71)), ie., the esti-
mate of polynomial matrices (A(z71), B(z71)) from
under constraints , and by 6y the matrices
(A(z71), B(271)) with true parameters. Obviously ©q
satisfies the topology constraints. Then we have the fol-
lowing theorem on consistency.

Theorem 5 (Consistency of the maximum likelihood es-
timate). Suppose Assumption s satisfied and sys-
tem is identifiable. Given enough sampling data
of ¢ and real data of y;, a consistent estimate 6 can be
obtained by using maximum likelihood on low rank graph-
ical ARMAX estimation problem , under constraints
. on model -, i.e., 6 = Oy a.s. (with proba-

bility one) for N — oo.

Proof. Denote by ©(m.) the analytic manifold consti-
tuted by the feasible space of polynomial matrices (A, B)
under the constraints, where m,. is the McMillan degree
of A. Based on the insightful construction details on [46],
me+m—1

-1
dinate neighborhoods. Construct an open neighborhood
Ny of @g by taking one of the coordinate neighborhoods.
Thus we may find a closed set, L in Ny, containing an
open set containing ©y. Then the remainder of ®(m,)
me+m—1

—1
neighborhoods, denoted by ANy (k > 1), choosing these
not to intersect with L.

To prove the consistency, we have to show that the
absolute minimum overall @(m,) is attended in N for
N large enough.

Denote by ©(k) the optimising solution of problem
in the region Ny N O (m,). For VO € N}, N O(m,), it is
obvious that for the greatest lower bound

p. 280], ®(m.) may be covered by coor-

can be covered by — 1 open coordinate

my o0 In(O(K)) < imy_yoo In(O), (70)

where lim denotes the superior limit. From [45, Lemma
3], we have

N
o1 - 0
Jim 5> a(t,©)T"!(O)a(. 0) =: J5(6)
= (A(e™,0)7, A(e,60)),
and inf J$(O) = J5(Op), with A(e~ O) denoting
A(z~1) with 27! = 7% and parameter values taken from
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©. Hence

inf  limy_ o0 = logdet ' S
Suf, limy—, JIn(O) =logdetT'(Og) + J5 (Og) )
= logdet T'(Op) + m.

Denote by A, (+) the smallest eigenvalue of a matrix,
then we easily have A, (T') > 0 from (46c). Consider for
any © € ©(m,),

In(6) > log det T(6) + %Am(F(@))*lAm(P(@)),

where
d d N

PO)= > UGN Y alt—jat—k)| UK,
§=0 k=0 t=V+1

I'(©) is given in ({46) by parameter matrices,

SSU@G)z77 = adj(A(z71)) (ie., the adjugate of A),
v > |det(A)|?, d is the degree of a trigonometric poly-
nomial Mz(2~1), which satisfies enrl,, = Mp(z71) —
(A"'BB*A=*)71 = 0, with £y > 0 a small constant.

Then from a tedious but direct procedure see such as in
[46, p. 285], it can be shown that there is € > 0, Ny with
p(Ny < 00) = 1, such that for all N < No, A, (P(O)) > ¢
for all ©. Hence we have

IN(6) = mlog A (L(0)) + 7™ ' An(1(0)) .

By choosing suitable values of coefficients € and +, the
lower bound of Jy satisfies

In(6(k))

only if O(k) — . Note that for (72), we have to show
that initial conditions can be ignored. This follows di-
rectly from 46 . 286].

From (| ., and (| ., we have

limpy oo Jn(O(K)) =

= logdet T'(©g) + m, (72)

limy_,

JIn(Op), (73)

leading to the consistency of maximum likelihood esti-
mate on model (30a)) in this paper. O

In the two-stage identification of the low rank process
y(t), which is sampled under noise, we can only use fil-
tered or estimated data ; to solve this second graphical
ARMAX estimation subproblem . From the proof of
Theorem [5] it can be readily established that the pro-
posed maximum likelihood approach using 9, still yields
a unique convergent parameter estimate with enough
data. As will be illustrated in Section [VI] the §; we de-
signed in brings the estimates in problem close
to the real parameter values and real data, under an ap-
propriate level of noise.

The above result can be verified from the aspect of
equilibrium points. When N — oo, + Zivzl xz(t)x(t) —



TABLE 1. Value of H(z) in Example 1.

i A B

1 z2—0.9 [0.5z 4+ 0.15, 0, 0]

2 [22 4+ 0.32 — 0.4, 22 — 0.3z — 0.4, 0]

3|22 —0.12 — 0.42| [0, 22 — 0.5z — 0.14, 2% + z + 0.24]

4 2% — 1.12450.3,22 — 0.1z — 0.3,
—22° — 22 — 0.32]

22 —0.64

22 4 0.2z — 0.48

I'. Then problem (53b)) has only one equilibrium point
from condition ,

N

N -1
O = — <Z Cm(t)Z(t)'> (Z Z(t)Z(t)'> - (1)

t=1

The satisfactory convergence properties will also be
demonstrated in Section [VI] by examples.

VI. SIMULATION EXAMPLES
A. Example 1: a simulation example

In this subsection, a simulation example will be pre-
sented on identifying a low rank vector process under
measurement noise. The performance of Algorithm 1 will
be evaluated. Furthermore, a comparative analysis will
be provided between our approach considering measure-
ment noise, and the traditional low rank (LR) identifica-
tion approach presented in [25], which does not explicitly
address the issue of noise.

A low rank stationary vector process y(¢) of dimension
7, with a spectral density of rank 3 is considered. The
latent variable y;(t) = [y (t), y(5)(t), y(6) ()] is driven
by

yi(t) = Wiz)w(t),
with @(t) a 3-dimensional i.i.d. random Gaussian process

with variance I. W is a sparse minimum-phase function
matrix with

ZS z
Wil = Wilog = ———
[Wiln 23 —0.822 — 0252 + 0.2’ Wil = 5— 0.25°
2’2 2'2
Wilpg = ——=— Wilag = ——
[Wi)a2 o301 (Wilss = =51

and the other entries 0. The deterministic relation H(z)
is given by with A, B given in TABLE[Il Based
on Theorem [2] the corresponding low rank ARMAX
graphical model is identifiable. Measurement noise
e(t) is of variance o°I with o = 0.1. Suppose the depen-
dence topology inside the low rank latent variable (i.e.,
the zero entries of <I>,;l1) is known, and the topology inside
the deterministic relation (i.e., the zero entries of H(z))
is given.
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In the overall example, the LRG estimation is real-
ized by Algorithm 1, with Newton’s method with equality
constraints chosen for solving both optimization problem
and problem subject to . The tradi-
tional LR estimation is realized by the procedure pro-
posed in [25], which estimates y; by regarding (;(¢) its
observation neglecting the noise e(t) in modeling, and
then estimates H(z) by least squares based on the data
of ¢, and §; from .

Given the measurement time series {((¢), fort =
1,---,N} with N = 1000, LRG and LR identifications
are run, respectively. In the identification of the low rank
latent variable, we use AR models with degree n =5 to
estimate the dynamics of 3;. The tolerance parameters
for stopping the Newton’s method optimizations are both
set to be e = 10712, The initial values of nonzero param-
eters in the low rank ARMAX graphical estimation are
all set to be 1. In the identification of the internal de-
terministic relation H(z), we suppose the degree of each
entry in A(z7!) and B(z7!) is known, to better present
the performance of the algorithms.

In an arbitrary run, parameters in models are identi-
fied, and the estimated time series §(t) are calculated.
The estimations of low rank variable y;(¢) and y,,(t) are
partly shown in Fig. In both the estimation of y;(t)
and yy, (t), algorithm LRG provides estimated time series
highly close to the real data hidden behind the observed
noise. Because of overlooking the measurement noise in
modeling, LR can only provide rough estimates of y; and
Ym, Which have approximate variation tendency with the
real data, but inaccurate data estimations at each time
step. In several times of experiments, we find §4)(t) of
LR diverges to values of a large order of magnitudes like
102, The reason is that the inaccuracy of §;(t) caused
by the neglect of ¢;(¢) and w(t) leads to expanded errors
in identifying H(z) without considering e, (¢) specially.

Therefore, even under a reasonable scale of measure-
ment noise, LRG can provide a much superior estimation
of the low rank time series y(¢) than LR. This result veri-
fies the necessity of considering low rank graphical models
with noise process e(t) in identification issues under mea-
surement noise, instead of identifying low rank processes
directly. The results also highlight the potential of the
algorithm LRG as a highly accurate filter for time series
with internal correlations.

Next, with the above settings, we run MC = 20 times
Monte Carlo (MC) experiments to test the model es-
timation performance. For the AR (graphical) estima-
tion of the low rank latent variable, since the minimum
phase estimation of P(z7!)~! and hence P(z7!) are not
unique, we compare the (unique) estimated coherence of
y; to examine. Based on the average values of estimated
parameters in MC experiments, the curves of estimated
coherence between y(xy and y(p,) are given in Fig. |5| for
Sy := {(k,h) € E¥ .k > h}, 8 € [0,7]. The normal-
ized average of integrated square error of coherence is
calculated, to evaluate the error in low rank variable es-
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(a) The real values and estimations of y;(t).

1=2

1=3

320 330 340 350 320 330 340 350

t t

320 330 340 350 320 330 340 350
t t

(b) The real values and estimations of ym (¢).

FIG. 4. Example 1: the estimation in one MC experiment of 4:(¢) = [ys)(£), ye)(t), Yy (t)] in time period ¢ = 310, - - - , 350,

and of ym () = (Y1), Y2), Y@3), Y@l in time period ¢ = 320, -

-,350. The blue solid line denotes the real data of y;(t). The

green dotted line and the pink dotted-dashed line denotes the estimated y(;)(t) by traditional low rank identification and the

low rank graphical identification, respectively.
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FIG. 5. Example 1: coherence of y;(t) calculated by real or
estimated AR (graphical) models in MC experiments.

timation, defined as

Z 67’7"<I>(y(k)7 y(h)),

(k,h)ES,

erre (Y1) = 1
AR TARN WD

(75a)
with

erra (Yry), Yeny) = /

—T

' ([(i)yz (eie) - (I)yl (eio)] k:h) ’ de.
(75b)

In Fig.[5] the coherence curves of estimated AR models
by LR and LRG both fit closely the coherence curves of

TABLE II. Quantitative evaluations of the estimates in Ex-
ample 1

Algo. Estimates of param(?ters 7Estimates70f y(t)
erre (y1) Jit(H) | fit(g) — fit(gm)
LR [1.13x107% -103.41 |50.96 —3.00 x 10'**
LRG |5.41 x 1073 98.22 95.10 95.43

the real model of y;. The results show that both LR and
LRG have good performance in identifying an innovation
model for the low rank variable y; in y, under a reasonable
scale of measurement noise. €r7¢(y;) of LR and LRG are
shown in TABLE [[Il The normalized errors of coherence
estimation are both low, and LRG is a little bit better
than LG. However, as shown in Fig. |4] (a), LG can not
provide good estimations of the time series by overlooking
measurement noise from the modeling step, even though
having nice performance in parameter identification.
For the estimation of H(z), we use the fit of © in low
rank graphical ARMAX model for LRG, or © com-
posed of the parameters of A(z~1), B(z~!) in an ARX
model between y,, and y; for traditional LR. Define

Lo 16 — O]l
Fit(H) == 100 (1 - ”@”2> . (76)

A

The calculated fit(H) for LRG and LR are given in
TABLE[M] from which we can see that the average of es-
timates in MC experiments of algorithm LRG provides a
highly accurate estimate of function H(z) with fit 98.22,
revealing that low rank graphical ARMAX identification



can extract successfully the internal correlation inside a
low rank process measured under noise. In contrast, al-
gorithm LR provides unsatisfactory estimates in identify-
ing H(z), implicating that identifying H(z) based on
directly does not work well when there are measurement
noise. In fact, for the two-stage approach LR, the esti-
mation error of ¢; is also a non-negligible factor inducing
the poor estimate of H(z).

To deeply evaluate the performance of low rank AR-
MAX graphical identification proposed in Section [V] or
line 4-10 in Algorithm 1, the box plots of all parame-
ter estimates in H(z) in 20 MC experiments are drawn
in Fig. [6] (a), where the real parameters are marked by
green diamonds. From Fig. [6] (a), all the estimates lie in
a narrow range around the real parameters. The accu-
racy of a simpler model (like H1(z)) and of models with
more complex transfer functions (like H4(z)) has no great
difference. Therefore, though the maximum likelihood
estimation of low rank ARMAX graphical estimation is
solved based on a nonconvex optimization problem ,
the algorithm converges to an estimate extremely close
to real parameters with N = 1000 data for 30 unknown
parameters. Note that, we tried several different initial
points in some trials, in all the trails the low rank AR-
MAX graphical estimation converges to estimates close
to the real parameters. The results are in accordance
with Theorem [Bl

Furthermore, the average fits of the estimation or filter-
ing results of the subprocesses in ‘hidden’ processes y(t)
for each MC trail are compared in TABLE([] Specifically,
the average fit is defined as

L 1 MC
fit@) = 376 2. fitGunme),  (77a)

nyo=1

with

Fit(inme) =100 [ 1 - =2}
[Vl

Y = [yl(1)7 7yl(N)]/a (77C)
and ), fit(§,) defined similarly. Note that here the es-
timates of g are calculated based on the different param-
eter estimates in each MC trail rather than an average
estimate after all the MC experiments. Along with Fig. [6]
(a), the results shows that our algorithm LRG has reli-
able performance in one trail. However, the estimates of
y(t) by LR have low fits. Hence LR is not appropriate to
be used as a filter for the denoising of low rank processes.

In summary, this simulation example provides an illus-
trative realization of our algorithm, demonstrating its ef-
fectiveness in estimating low rank graphical models. The
results confirm the superior performance of our algorithm
in estimating a low rank process y(t) under measure-
ment noise, achieved by considering the low rank graphi-
cal model instead of the traditional low rank realization,
and by designing and solving specialized problems. In
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contrast, traditional LR identification performs surpris-
ingly poorly, even yielding unacceptable estimates under
noise, particularly when estimating the internal corre-
lations and filtering the time series. Therefore, even a
common level of measurement noise warrants special con-
sideration in the identification and filtering of low rank
processes. The low rank graphical model is a re-
liable and a superior choice on modeling, filtering and
identification for low rank processes under measurement
noise.

B. Example 2: sensitive analysis

In this example we mainly evaluates the performance
of the low rank graphical identification w.r.t. the level of
measurement noise. Maintain the system settings as they
were in Example 1, change the data size N and the scale
coefficient o of the standard deviation of measurement
noise e(t). The specific optimization approaches are cho-
sen as the realization of low rank graphical identification
in Algorithm 1. In particular, our algorithm is realized
under different levels of measurement noise in [0.001, 1],
and with N chosen in set {250, 500, 1000}. For each value
of o taken, 20 MC experiments are performed, and the
evaluation criteria erTe(y;), fit(H) for parameter esti-
mation, and fit(i;), fit(.,) for process estimation are
calculated based on accordingly. The results
are shown in Fig. [7] with a logarithmic horizontal axis.

From Fig. [} when o < 0.6, the filtering procedure
and our ARMAX graphical estimation of parameters in
H(z) have similar performances for all the three N we
choose. The normalized average error of coherence es-
timation e77¢(y;) of y; decreases as N increases, and it
remains below 0.04 for 0 < 0.5 and N = 500, 1000. When
o > 0.6, estimations under a smaller size of data sharply
deteriorate with the increase of o.

For N = 1000, our algorithm has a smoother perfor-
mance w.r.t. o. In this case, the coherence estimation
of y; keeps having a low error less than 0.04. A steady
good performance is gained on both the ARMAX graph-
ical estimation and process filtering under a lower level
of noise. For o € [0.001,0.2], the fits of H, and of two
estimated sub-processes ¢; and g, all keep greater than
90. For 0.2 < o < 0.6, all the fits decrease prominently
as o increases, and €T (y;) has an increasing tendency,
indicating a degradation in algorithm accuracy with in-
creasing non-neglectable noise. For o > 0.6, all the fits
decrease more sharply to a nearly unacceptable value less
than 70.

To check the convergent property of ARMAX graphi-
cal estimation under a large-level noise, the box plot of
the parameter estimates with N = 1000,0 = 0.9 are
drawn in Fig. [6] (b), with all outliers marked. We can
find that, though the estimates are biased from the real
values when o increases, the estimates in different MC
experiments have a fair convergent performance to a sub-
optimal point.
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FIG. 6. Box plots of estimated parameters in H(z) of Algorithm 1 in 20 MC experiments, where the outliers are marked by
red plus sign, and the real values of parameters given in TABLE [[] are marked by green diamonds.
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FIG. 7. Example 2: quantitative evaluation criteria of low
rank graphical identification using different size of data N =
250,500 and 1000 realized by Algorithm 1, with respect to
o. erra(y), fit(H) are criteria for parameter estimation,

fit(91), fit(ym) are criteria for process estimation.

In summary, the low rank graphical identification al-
gorithm we propose in this paper performs consistently
well with enough data and under low noise levels, with
accuracy gradually decreasing as the noise level increases.
When noise covariance gets closer to or exceeds that of
the low rank process y(t), it is recommended to consider
a more accurate model structure or measuring tool, such

as using a higher-precision sensor or using multi-source
information in real applications, or to employ identifi-
cation methods specifically designed for handling large
noise.

VII. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, to solve the problem of identifying low
rank processes under measurement noise, a two-stage low
rank graphical identification algorithm is proposed. In
the first stage, an innovation model for a subprocess of
the low rank process is identified by maximum entropy
covariance extension, and the estimates of the subprocess
with respected to time are given. Based on the estimated
time series of the subprocess, a novel low rank ARMAX
graphical estimation approach based on maximum likeli-
hood is proposed, of which the identifiability and consis-
tency with infinite data are proven. Simulation examples
demonstrate significantly improved performance against
measurement noise compared with low rank identification
without considering noise. The rank estimation, sparsity
estimation and applications of low rank graphical identi-
fication will be studied in our future work.



Appendix A: Some useful results

Theorem 6 (Identifiability of ARMAX model, [47)).
The following system described by ARMAX model

A(z"y(t) = Bz Yult) + C(z"w(t), t>0;

where y(t),u(t) and w(t) are m-output, n-input and m-
driven noise, respectively; A(z~1),B(z7') and C(z71)
are given by the following equations

Az =T+ A1z + .+ 4279, ¢>0,
Bz Y =Bz ' +..+ B2z, r>1,
C(z™ :I+Clz*1—|—...—|—0pzfp, p >0,

is identifiable if and only if A(z71), B(z71) and C(271)
have no common left factor and rank [A; B, Cp] =m.

Note that, in [47], z denotes the backward time shift
operator, while the symbol z in this paper (including the
description of the above theorem) denotes forward time
shift operator overall.

The above identifiability theorem restricts the AR-
MAX model by a one-step time delay and the monic
properties of both A, C. It is easy to extend the result to
amore general ARMAX model, where only A is restricted
to be monic. Hence we give the following corollary. The
proof is easy based on Theorem [ and hence omitted.

Corollary 7. System (Al]), where y(t),u(t) and w(t)
are m-output, n-input and m-driven noise, respectively;
A(z7Y), B(z7Y) and C(271) are given by

A(Z_l) :I—f—Alz_l—i—...—l—qu_q, QZO,
B(z"YY)=By+Biz"'4+..4+B.27", >0,
C(zH=Cy+Crzt +..+Cpz7?, p>0,

is identifiable if and only if A(2~1), B(z=1) and C(271)
have no common left factor and rank [Aq B, Cp] =m.

Lemma 8 ([4g]).
matrixz which is differentiable at point X € R™*™,

Given a scalar function f(X) € R of
Then,

(a) df(X) = tr(AdX) & 2L =A.
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(b) if f(X) is second-order differentiable at point X.
Suppose B, C € R"*™ Then,

d?f(X) = tr (V(dX)U(dX)")

& H(f(X) = (UeV+UaV) (Al
d*f(X) = tr (B(dX)CdX)

& H(f(X)) = %Kn,m(C’ @B+ B ®C).

Proposition 9 (Constraints w.r.t. vec(0©)). The con-
straint can be written as
Ca, vec(©)=0, forj=1,---,m,
Ay ( ) f J (A5a)

fork=1,---q.
where
Ca,; = |:0(m71)><[(k71)m2+(j71)m]a I,

O(m—l) x[(g=k+1)m2—jm]> 0(m—1) xmlr} »
(A5D)

Ipy=[u oyt tin o tm] (Abc)

1, denotes an m-dimensional column vector with the k-th

entry equal to 1 and other entries 0 for k = 1,---,j —
1,7+1,---,m.
The constraint can be written as
CB., vee(0) =0, forj=0,1,--- 7
" = (A6a)
for (k,h) ¢ E =),

where

CBjrn = L;m2+jlm+(h71)m+k’ gm2+rim> (AGb)

Lgm24jlm+(h—1)m+k,gm?+rim  denotes (gm? + rim)-
dimensional vector with the (qm?+jlm~+(h—1)m+k)-th
entry equal to 1 and others 0.

Hence the linear constraint matrix C in ARMAX low
rank graphical estimation problem w.r.t. vec(©) can be
written as a block column vector matrix composed of ma-

trices in (A5b) and (AGD), satisfying C vec(©) = 0.
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