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Online Learning for Nonlinear Dynamical Systems

without the I.I.D. Condition

Lantian Zhang1 and Silun Zhang2

Abstract— This paper investigates online identification and
prediction for nonlinear stochastic dynamical systems. In con-
trast to offline learning methods, we develop online algorithms
that learn unknown parameters from a single trajectory. A
key challenge in this setting is handling the non-independent
data generated by the closed-loop system. Existing theoretical
guarantees for such systems are mostly restricted to the assump-
tion that inputs are independently and identically distributed
(i.i.d.), or that the closed-loop data satisfy a persistent excitation
(PE) condition. However, these assumptions are often violated in
applications such as adaptive feedback control. In this paper, we
propose an online projected Newton-type algorithm for param-
eter estimation in nonlinear stochastic dynamical systems, and
develop an online predictor for system outputs based on online
parameter estimates. By using both the stochastic Lyapunov
function and martingale estimation methods, we demonstrate
that the average regret converges to zero without requiring
traditional persistent excitation (PE) conditions. Furthermore,
we establish a novel excitation condition that ensures global
convergence of the online parameter estimates. The proposed
excitation condition is applicable to a broader class of system
trajectories, including those violating the PE condition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dynamical systems are fundamental for modeling a wide

range of problems arising in complex physical phenom-

ena, cyber-physical infrastructures, and machine learning

tasks. Recent neural network architectures for sequential

data processing—such as recurrent neural networks and

LSTMs—can be viewed as instances of nonlinear dynam-

ical systems. In many applications, the system dynamics

are unknown and potentially time-varying. A fundamental

problem in control systems and machine learning is how

to identify these unknown dynamics from past time series

of trajectories and provide online predictions of the future

behavior of the dynamical system. This paper considers the

online identification and prediction problem for nonlinear

stochastic dynamical systems of the form

xt+1 = h(θ ∗
,xt ,ut)+wt+1,

yt+1 = xt+1,
(1)

where yt , xt , ut , wt denote the system outputs, states, inputs,

and noise, respectively, and θ is the unknown parameter to

be learned.
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Many studies have investigated the learning of unknown

parameter θ ∗ in system (1) using batch learning methods

([4], [11]), which are offline approaches and require the

data collection of multiple independent system trajectories.

In contrast, this paper proposes an online learning method

that learns unknown parameters from a single trajectory

{(ut ,yt+1), t ≥ 0}. There is some existing work on online

learning of nonlinear systems, particularly when the system

dynamics include saturation nonlinearities. For example, [1]

established the convergence results when the control input is

absent and the observed state sequence is required to be an ir-

reducible and aperiodic Markov chain. [6] analyzed the SGD

algorithm with asymptotic convergence under an i.i.d. Gaus-

sian input sequence {ut , t ≥ 0}. [7] generalized the results in

[6] and relaxed the input requirement from i.i.d. Gaussian to

any i.i.d. distributions with a heavier-tailed inputs. Moreover,

for the general nonlinear dynamics, [8] considered non-

linear autoregressive models, and established the asymptotic

upper bound for regrets under strong persistent excitation

(PE) condition: 1
T

T

∑
t=1

∇θ h(θ ,xt ,ut)∇
⊤
θ h(θ ,xt ,ut) converges

(as T → ∞) to a positive definite matrix a.s. Furthermore,

[9] established convergence results for parameter estimation

under the assumption that a pre-designed stabilizing con-

troller is known a priori. The controller follows the structure:

ut = π(xt)+ zt , where π(·) is a state feedback controller that

exponentially stabilizes the system, and zt is i.i.d. excitation

noise. Due to the exponential decay of variable dependencies

in stable systems, the work demonstrates that closed-loop

data can be used to generate approximately i.i.d. trajectories,

thereby preserving the PE condition. In summary, almost all

of the existing identification results for nonlinear stochastic

dynamical systems need at least the usual PE condition on

the system data, and actually, most need i.i.d assumptions.

Though these idealized conditions are convenient for theo-

retical investigation, they are hardly satisfied or verified in

many stochastic dynamical systems with feedback signals

(see, e.g. [10]).

A relevant field that addresses the online learning problem

under general data conditions is system identification and

adaptive control, where extensive studies have solved the

problem for linear dynamical systems ([13], [14], [15],

[16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23], [3]). Among

these works, we mention that Lai and Wei [17] developed

an asymptotic analysis of Least Squares (LS) under the

weakest possible non-PE condition on signals, which is

achieved by using stochastic Lyapunov functions and mar-

tingale convergence theorems. Moreover, variety of learning
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methods have been introduced for online learning problems

of linear stochastic dynamical systems with nonlinear obser-

vations, including empirical measure approaches ([24]), set-

membership methods ([26]), maximum likelihood algorithms

([25]), and stochastic approximation-type algorithms ([28],

[27]). Recently, in [29], [30], the strong consistency of

estimators was established under general non-PE conditions,

which is similar to the weakest possible signal condition for a

stochastic linear regression model with regular observations.

While all these studies focus on linear dynamical systems,

the analytical techniques therein inspire the present study for

the nonlinear stochastic system (1).
Based on our previous research on online learning under

nonlinear observations in [29], [30], this paper investigates

the problem of online identification and prediction for non-

linear dynamical systems. The main difference from our

earlier work lies in the nature of the system: the previous

study focused on linear dynamical systems with nonlinear

observation models, whereas the current work addresses

nonlinear dynamical systems. Moreover, the nonlinearities

considered in [29], [30] were limited to saturation-type

functions, while the present formulation allows for a broader

class of nonlinear systems. In this paper, for the nonlinear

system (1), we establish the convergence of the average

adaptive prediction regret and provide an asymptotic upper

bound on the parameter estimation error. Our assumptions

on the loss function are weaker than the restricted secant

inequality and allow for non-convex optimization landscapes.

Specifically, we make the following contributions:

• We propose a novel online learning algorithm to esti-

mate the unknown parameters of the nonlinear dynami-

cal system (1), which allows for non-convex optimiza-

tion landscape.

• We prove the global convergence for the average regret

almost surely by leveraging a Lyapunov function and

martingale convergence techniques. Compared with the

related work of [8], our theoretical results do not require

the PE conditions.

• We establish a new excitation condition on data to guar-

antee global convergence of online parameter estimates.

Unlike prior work of [9] that relies on persistently

excited closed-loop data, our data conditions can apply

to a broader class of closed-loop trajectories, including

those without PE conditions.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Notations. By ‖ · ‖, we denote the 2-norm of vectors

or matrices. The maximum and minimum eigenvalues of a

symmetric matrix M are denoted by λmax {M} and λmin {M},

respectively. Denote det(M) (or |M| in derivation) the deter-

minant of a matrix M. Furthermore, let {Ft , t ≥ 0} be a

sequence of non-decreasing σ−algebras.

Consider the discrete-time stochastic nonlinear dynamical

system defined ∀t ≥ 0:

xt+1 = h(θ ∗
,xt ,ut)+wt+1,

yt+1 = xt+1,
(2)

where θ ∗ ∈ R
p, yt ∈ R

n, xt ∈ R
n, ut ∈ R

m and wt ∈ R
n

representing the unknown parameter, system output, system

state, system input and system noise, respectively; h(·) =
(h1(·), · · · ,hn(·)) : Rn+m+p →R

n is a nonlinear function.

In online learning scenarios, a crucial challenge in esti-

mating unknown parameters from a data stream is design-

ing effective learning algorithms capable of handling non-

independent data. This challenge is more striking when data

is collected from a running closed-loop system, where the

system input depends on the states and is generated by a

designed feedback controller. In this paper, we assume the

system is driven by inputs

ut = π(xt)+ εt , (3)

where π(·) is a unknown fixed control policy, εt is an “explo-

ration signal”. Besides, we assume that the gradient sequence

{∇θ h(θ ∗,xt ,ut) ∈R
n×p,Ft} is an adapted sequence, where

{Ft , t ≥ 0} is a sequence of non-decreasing σ−algebra.

From (2), the optimal predictor of the output yt+1 based on

the current and past observations {yt ,ut , · · · ,y1,u1} for each

t ≥ 2 is ȳt+1, defined by

ȳt+1 = E [yt+1 | Ft ] = h(θ ∗
,yt ,ut), (4)

with the optimal mean squares prediction error

E
[

‖yt+1 − ȳt+1‖2
]

= E
[

‖wt+1‖2
]

. (5)

However, in practice, the parameter θ ∗ is usually unknown.

A natural way to give the online predictor for each t ≥ 1,

is to first give the estimates θ̂t for the unknown parameter

based on the current and past observations {yt ,ut , · · · ,y1,u1},

and then replace θ ∗ by θ̂t in (4). This leads to the online

predictor

ŷt+1 = h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut). (6)

Usually, the accumulated squared difference between the

optimal predictor ȳt+1 and the adaptive predictor ŷt+1 is

called regret RT , defined by

RT =
T−1

∑
t=0

‖ȳt+1 − ŷt+1‖2

=
T−1

∑
t=0

∥

∥h(θ ∗
,yt ,ut)− h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)

∥

∥

2

(7)

The main objectives of this work are twofold: (i) to design

an online algorithm that recursively estimates the parameter

θ ∗ through streaming data, generating estimates θ̂t at each

time step t, and (ii) to establish the almost sure asymptotic

guarantee that the cumulative regret satisfies

RT = o(T ), a.s.

For the adaptive algorithm design, we consider the loss

function at each time step t ≥ 0 as

L (θ ,yt ,ut) = ‖h(θ ∗
,yt ,ut)− h(θ ,yt ,ut)‖2

. (8)

We next introduce a definition concerning the stability of the

closed-loop system.



Definition 1 (ρ−stable): The closed-loop system (2) is

defined to be ρ-stable if there exists a constant ρ ∈ (0,1)
and a norm ‖ · ‖1 on R

n such that, for all t ≥ 0,

‖h(θ ∗
,xt ,ut)‖1 ≤ ρ‖xt‖1. (9)

To proceed with the paper, we need the following assump-

tions:

Assumption 1 (Unknown parameter): The unknown pa-

rameter θ ∗ belongs to a known bounded set, i.e., there exists

a constant D > 0 such that ‖θ ∗‖ ≤ D.

Assumption 2 (Random noise): The noise {wt+1,Ft} is a

martingale difference sequence, and there exists a constant

η > 2 such that

sup
t≥0

E [‖wt+1‖η | Ft ]< ∞, a.s. (10)

Assumption 3 (Control input): The control policy π(·) in

(3) is Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists a constant L > 0

such that

‖π(x)−π(y)‖≤ L‖x− y‖,∀x,y ∈ R
n
. (11)

The exploration signals {εt , t ≥ 0} are uniformly bounded,

that is, there exists a constant ε̄ > 0 such that‖εt‖ ≤ ε̄ for all

t ≥ 0. Moreover, the closed-loop system (2) is ρ-stable.

Assumption 4 (Loss function): Given any r > 0, there ex-

ists α(r) > 0 and β ≥ 1 such that the loss function

L (θ ,yt ,ut) in (8) satisfies

〈θ −θ ∗
,∇θ L (θ ,yt ,ut)〉 ≥ α(r)‖∇⊤

θ h(θ ,yt ,ut)(θ −θ ∗)‖2
,

(12)

and

L (θ ,yt ,ut)≤ β 〈θ −θ ∗
,∇Lθ (θ ,yt ,ut)〉, (13)

for any ‖θ −θ ∗‖ ≤ r, ‖yt‖ ≤ r, ‖ut‖ ≤ r, and t ≥ 0. Besides,

the gradient ∇θ h(θ ,yt ,ut) is continuous with respect to θ for

all t ≥ 0. Moreover, given any r > 0, there exist a constant

M(r)> 0 such that for all a1,a2 ∈R
n, b1,b2 ∈R

m, and ‖θ −
θ ∗‖ ≤ r, the gradient ∇θ h(θ , ·, ·) satisfies

‖∇θ h(θ ,a1,b1)−∇θ h(θ ,a2,b2)‖ ≤ M(r)‖ξ1 − ξ2‖, a.s.,

(14)

where ξi = [a⊤i ,b
⊤
i ]

⊤, i = 1,2.

Remark 1: We remark that condition (12)-(13) is fairly

mild than the traditional strong convexity assumption. The

inequality (12)-(13) does not even imply the convexity of

L (θ ,yt ,ut). Condition (12) is weaker than the restricted

secant inequality ([31]), which was used in [9] to analyze

the learning performance of nonlinear dynamical systems.

Below, we present three specific examples of systems that

satisfy Assumption 4. The first example is the classical linear

system, where the loss function L (θ ,yt ,ut) is convex. The

second example comes from the nonlinear dynamic equations

in recurrent neural network (RNN) models, where the loss

function L (θ ,yt ,ut) is not even convex. The third example

is the binary observation state model, and in this case, the

loss function L (θ ,yt ,ut) also exhibits non-convexity.

Example 1 (Linear dynamics): Consider the classical lin-

ear stochastic system defined by

xt+1 = Axt +But +wt+1,

yt+1 = xt+1,
(15)

where A ∈R
n×n, B ∈R

n×m are the unknown parameters. Let

θ = [A⊤
1 , · · · ,A⊤

n ,B
⊤
1 , · · · ,B⊤

n ]
⊤, where Ai and Bi denote the

i-th row of the matrices A and B, respectively, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

From (8), the loss function L (θ ,yt ,ut)= ‖(A∗−A)yt +(B∗−
B)ut‖2. Then Assumption 4 can be verified with α(r) ≡ 1,

β = 1, and M(r)≡ 1.

Example 2 (RNN dynamics): Consider the system

xt+1 = σ(Axt +But)+wt+1, (16)

where A ∈R
n×n, B ∈R

n×m are the unknown system parame-

ters, σ(τ1, · · · ,τn) = [σ1(τ1), · · · ,σn(τn)]
⊤ : Rn →R

n, where

each σi(·) is the sigmoid function defined by

σi(x) =
1

1+ e−x
. (17)

This dynamic is the backbone of classical Elman recurrent

neural network (RNN) (see, e.g., [32], [33], [34], [35]),

which have broad applications in sequential learning tasks.

Let θ = [A⊤
1 , · · · ,A⊤

n ,B
⊤
1 , · · · ,B⊤

n ]
⊤, where Ai and Bi denote

the i-th row of the matrices A and B, respectively, for

1 ≤ i ≤ n. In this example, the loss function L (θ ,yt ,ut) =
‖σ(A∗yt + B∗ut)− σ(Ayt + But)‖2. With α(r) = 2σi(2r2),
β = 1, and M(r) ≡ 1, Assumption 4 can also be verified

to hold. A detailed proof is provided in Appendix.

Example 3 (Binary-valued dynamics): Consider the

binary-valued dynamical system as follows:

xt+1 = I(Axt +But + vt+1 > ct), (18)

where A ∈R
n×n, B ∈R

n×m are unknown system parameters,

{ct ,Ft} is a bounded adapted threshold sequence, vt+1 is the

i.i.d. system noise with vt+1 ∼N(0, In×n), I(·) is the indicator

function and applies entry-wise on vector inputs. This kind

of nonlinear dynamical systems emerges in a wide range

of applications, such as neuronal dynamics ([36]), social

interactions ([37], [38]), and stock and option price dynamics

([39]).

Define the nonlinear function f (·) on R
n as

f (x) = E [I(x+ vt+1 > ct) | Ft ] , (19)

then system (18) is equivalent to

xt+1 = f (Axt +But)+wt+1, (20)

where {wt , t ≥ 1} is a martingale difference sequence. Let

θ = [A⊤
1 , · · · ,A⊤

n ,B
⊤
1 , · · · ,B⊤

n ]
⊤, where Ai and Bi denote the

i-th row of the matrices A and B, respectively, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Here, the loss function L (θ ,yt ,ut) = ‖ f (A∗yt + B∗ut)−
f (Ayt + But)‖2. It can be verified that the system in (20)

satisfies Assumption 4 with α(r) = 2 fi(2r2), β = 1, and

M(r) ≡ 1.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first present a novel online estimation

algorithm for unknown parameters in the nonlinear stochastic

system (2). Subsequently, we provide theoretical guarantees

for the asymptotic convergence of both the online prediction

regret and parameter estimation error.



Algorithm 1 Adaptive estimation algorithm for unknown

parameter θ ∗

Begin with an arbitrarily initial estimate θ̂0 ∈ R
p and an

initial positive definite matrix P0 = Ip×p. The estimates θ̂t for

θ ∗ are recursively defined at any iteration t ≥ 0 as follows:

θ̂t+1 =Π
P−1

t+1
{θ̂t +ηtPt+1∇⊤

θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)
[

yt+1 − h
(

θ̂t ,yt ,ut

)]

},

Pt+1 =Pt −η2
t Pt∇

⊤
θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Γt∇θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Pt ,

Γt =(I+η2
t ∇θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Pt∇

⊤
θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut))

−1
,

ηt =
1

α−1
t + 2β‖∇θh(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Pt+1∇⊤

θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)‖
,

(21)

where αt = α(‖yt‖+‖ut‖+D), D is defined as in Assump-

tion 1, and Π
P−1

t+1
{·} is the projection operator defined via a

time-varying Frobenius norm as follows:

Π
P−1

t+1
{x}= argmin

‖ω‖≤D

(x−ω)⊤P−1
t+1(x−ω),∀x ∈ R

p
. (22)

Inspired by the construct form of the linear least squares

(LS) algorithm, we propose an iterative algorithm for the loss

function L (θ ,yt ,ut) defined in (8), as given in Algorithm 1.

For Algorithm 1, we establish the following global con-

vergence guarantees.

Theorem 1: Under Assumptions 1-4, the sample paths of

the accumulated regrets will have the following property:

RT = o(T ) , a.s., T → ∞, (23)

where RT is defined in (7). Moreover, if the system output

sequence {yt , t ≥ 0} is bounded, then we have

RT = O(logT ) , a.s., T → ∞. (24)

Remark 2: (23) shows that as time tends to infinity, the

average regret of the adaptive predictor converges to zero.

This indicates that the proposed adaptive predictor can

asymptotically approximate the optimal predictor in the mean

square sense. Furthermore, if the noise is bounded, one

can easily verify the boundedness of the output sequence

{yt , t ≥ 0}, thereby ensuring the logarithmic regret (24).

We remark that our results do not require the strong PE

condition assumed in [8], which demands almost sure (a.s.)

convergence of the matrix 1
T

T

∑
t=1

∇θ h(θ ,yt ,ut)∇
⊤
θ h(θ ,yt ,ut)

to a positive definite matrix.

Theorem 2: Under Assumptions 1-4, the parameter esti-

mation error given by Algorithm 1 has an asymptotic upper

bound as T → ∞, in specific,

∥

∥θ ∗− θ̂T

∥

∥

2
= O

(

logT

λmin

{

P−1
T+1

}

)

,a.s. (25)

Remark 3: From Theorem 2, it is easy to see that the

algorithm will converge to the true parameter almost surely

if

logt = o
(

λmin

{

P−1
t+1

})

, a.s., t → ∞. (26)

The convergence condition (26) specifies the excitation con-

dition on the closed-loop system trajectory to identify the

system parameters. This condition is weaker than the control

requirements imposed in previous work of [9]. The analysis

in [9] requires the excitation signal εt to be an independent

and identically distributed (i.i.d.) sequence, which ensures

satisfaction of the PE condition: t = O
(

λmin{P−1
t }

)

in high

probability. Moreover, our excitation condition can be veri-

fied in non-PE scenarios. For example, in system (16) with

bounded noise {wt , t ≥ 0}, if the control input is chosen as

ut = Kyt + t−
1
4

√

log tε̃t ,

where K is a matrix such that A − BK is stable, and

{ε̃t , t ≥ 0} is an i.i.d. bounded sequence with E[ε̃t ] = 0

and E[ε̃t ε̃
⊤
t ] = I for each t ≥ 0, then it can be shown that√

t logt = O
(

λmin{P−1
t }

)

(see, e.g., [40]), which guarantees

the convergence of the parameter estimate θ̂t to the true

parameter θ ∗ almost surely.

IV. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1 and

Theorem 2. For simplicity, for each t ≥ 0, let

φt =∇⊤
θ h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut), rt =

t

∑
i=0

‖φi‖2
,

ψt =h(θ ∗
,yt ,ut)− h

(

θ̂t ,yt ,ut

)

.

(27)

We begin with a preliminary result provided in the following

lemma.

Lemma 1: Under Assumptions 1-4, the parameter esti-

mates given by Algorithm 1 satisfies that

θ̃⊤
T+1P−1

T+1θ̃T+1 +
T

∑
t=0

ηtψ
2
t = O(logrT ) , a.s., (28)

as T → ∞, where θ̃t = θ ∗− θ̂t .

Proof: Following the analysis ideas of the classical

least-squares for linear stochastic regression models (see

e.g., [15], [17], [23]), we consider the following stochastic

Lyapunov function:

Vt+1 = θ̃⊤
t+1P−1

t+1θ̃t+1.

By (27), we have

yt+1 − h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut) = ψt +wt+1. (29)

Hence, by (21) and (29), we have for each t ≥ 0,

Vt+1 ≤
[

θ̃t −ηtPt+1φt(yt+1 − h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut))
]⊤

P−1
t+1

[

θ̃t −ηtPt+1φt(yt+1 − h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut))
]

=θ̃⊤
t P−1

t+1θ̃t − 2ηt θ̃
⊤
t φtψt +η2

t ψ⊤
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φtψt

+ 2η2
t ψ⊤

t φ⊤
t Pt+1φtwt+1 − 2ηtφ

⊤
t θ̃twt+1

+η2
t w⊤

t+1φ⊤
t Pt+1φtwt+1.

(30)

Moreover, note that by (21) and the well-known matrix

inversion formula, we have

P−1
t+1 = P−1

t +η2
t φtφ

⊤
t . (31)

Furthermore, since

∇θ L (θ ,yt ,ut) =−φtψt , (32)



it follows from Assumption 4 that

θ̃⊤
t φtψt ≥ αt θ̃

⊤
t φtφ

⊤
t θ̃t (33)

and

ψ⊤
t ψt ≤ β θ̃⊤

t φtψt . (34)

Besides, by the definition of ηt in (21), we have

ηt ≤ αt , β ηt

∥

∥

∥φ⊤
t Pt+1φt

∥

∥

∥≤ 1

2
. (35)

Thus, by (33)-(35), we have

ηt θ̃
⊤
t φt ψt ≥ η2

t θ̃⊤
t φt φ

⊤
t θ̃t , (36)

and

η2
t ψ⊤

t φ⊤
t Pt+1φtψt ≤

1

2
ηt θ̃

⊤
t φtψt . (37)

By (30)-(34), we can obtain

Vt+1 ≤Vt −
1

2
ηt θ̃

⊤
t φt ψt + 2η2

t ψ⊤
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φtwt+1

− 2ηtφ
⊤
t θ̃twt+1 +η2

t w⊤
t+1φ⊤

t Pt+1φtwt+1.

(38)

Moreover, by (34), we have

1

4
ηt θ̃

⊤
t φtψt ≥

1

4β
ηtψ

⊤
t ψt . (39)

Now, substituting (39) into (38), and summing up both sides

of (38) from t = 0 to T , we obtain

VT+1 +
1

4β

T

∑
t=0

ηtψ
⊤
t ψt +

1

4

T

∑
t=0

ηt θ̃
⊤
t φtψt

≤V0 +
T

∑
t=0

η2
t ‖φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖E
[

‖wt+1‖2 | Ft

]

−
T

∑
t=0

2ηtφ
⊤
t θ̃twt+1 +

T

∑
t=0

2η2
t ψ⊤

t φ⊤
t Pt+1φtwt+1

+
T

∑
t=0

η2
t ‖φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖
(

‖wt+1‖2 −E
[

‖wt+1‖2 | Ft

])

.

(40)

We now analyze noise terms on the right-hand side (RHS)

of (40) term by term. For the first noise term of (40), by

Lemma 4 in Appendix, we have

T

∑
t=0

‖η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖= O(logrT ) , a.s. (41)

Hence, by Assumption 2, we have

T

∑
t=0

‖η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖‖E
[

‖wt+1‖2 | Ft

]

= O(logrT ) , a.s.

(42)

For the last three terms on the RHS of (40), by Lemma 2

in Appendix, we have

T

∑
t=0

ηtφ
⊤
t θ̃twt+1 =o

(

T

∑
t=0

η2
t

[

θ̃⊤
t φtφ

⊤
t θ̃t

]

)

=o

(

T

∑
t=0

ηt

(

φ⊤
t θ̃t

)

ψt

)

, a.s.

(43)

Moreover, let sT =

[

T

∑
t=0

∥

∥η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φtψt

∥

∥

2
] 1

2

, then by (35),

we have

sT =O





[

T

∑
t=0

η2
t ‖ψt‖2

] 1
2



= O





[

T

∑
k=0

ηt‖ψt‖2

] 1
2



 , a.s.

(44)

Thus, by (44) and Lemma 2, we know that

T

∑
t=0

η2
t ψtφ

⊤
t Pt+1φtwt+1

=O

(

sT

√

logsT

)

= o

(

T

∑
t=0

ηt‖ψt‖2

)

, a.s.

(45)

For the last term on the RHS of (40), let

gt =

[

t

∑
i=0

(

η2
i ‖φ⊤

i Pi+1φi‖
)

η
2

] 2
η

Then, by Assumption 2, Lemma 2, and (42), we have

T

∑
t=0

η2
t ‖φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖
(

‖w2
t+1‖−E[‖wt+1‖2 | Ft ]

)

=O(gT

√

loggT ) = o(logrT ) , a.s.,

(46)

where we have used the fact that ‖η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖ ≤ 1. Sub-

stituting (42)-(46) into (40), we finally obtain

θ̃T+1P−1
T+1θ̃T+1 +

T

∑
t=0

ηt‖ψt‖2 = O(logrT ) , a.s. (47)

By exploiting Lemma 1, we are ready to prove Theorem

1 as follows.

Proof: [Theorem 1] Let γ ∈ (0,η − 2), ξt =
[

y⊤t ,u
⊤
t

]⊤
,

and

vt+1 = ‖wt+1‖2+γ −E
[

‖wt+1‖2+γ | Ft

]

.

Then {vt+1,Ft} is a martingale difference sequence, and by

Lemma 2, we have

1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

vt+1 = O

(

1

T
mT

√

logmT

)

= o(1), a.s., (48)

where mt = t
2
η . Thus, from (48), we can obtain

1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

‖wt+1‖2+γ

=
1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

E
[

‖wt+1‖2+γ | Ft

]

+
1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

vt+1 = O(1), a.s.

(49)

Moreover, from Assumption 3 and (9), we have

‖xt+1‖2+γ
1 ≤ρ‖xt‖2+γ

1 + ‖wt+1‖2+γ
1

≤ρ t+1‖x0‖2+γ
1 +

t

∑
i=0

ρ t−i‖wi+1‖2+γ
1 , a.s.

(50)



Thus, from (54) and (50), we have

1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

‖yt‖2+γ = O(1), a.s. (51)

By Assumption 3, we also have

1

T

T−1

∑
k=0

‖ut‖2+γ = O(1), a.s. (52)

Hence, we have

1

T

T−1

∑
t=0

‖ξt‖2+γ = O(1), a.s.,

and

rT = O(T ), a.s. (53)

Furthermore, for each x ∈ R
+, define the function f (·) by

f (x) =
1

2β‖P0‖M(D)x2 +α−1(2x+D)+ c0
,

where c0 is a constant defined by

c0 = 2β‖P0‖[M(D)‖ξ0‖+ sup
‖s‖≤D

‖∇θ h(s,x0,u0)‖].

Then we can easily verify that f (‖ξt‖)≤ ηt . Thus, by (47)

and (53), we have

T−1

∑
t=0

f (‖ξt‖)‖ψt‖2 = O(logT ). (54)

From (54), the proof of (23) can be obtained by along the

same lines as those of Theorem 1 in [41], and is omitted

here.

To prove (24), note that if the sequence {yt , t ≥ 0} is

bounded, then so is {ξt , t ≥ 0}. Consequently, the sequence

{ f (‖ξt‖), t ≥ 0} has positive lower bound. Therefore, (24)

follows directly from (54).

Proof: [Theorem 2] Theorem 2 can be directly obtained

by Lemma 1 and the following fact:

θ̃⊤
T+1P−1

T+1θ̃T+1 ≥ λmin

{

P−1
T+1

}

‖θ̃T+1‖2
. (55)

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

Consider the stochastic nonlinear dynamical system

xt+1 = σ(Axt +But)+wt+1,

yt+1 = xt+1,
(56)

where

A =

[

0.5 1

1.5 0.3

]

; B =

[

1

0

]

, (57)

the noise sequence {wt , t ≥ 1} is i.i.d. with standard normal

distribution N (0,1), the nonlinear function σ(·) is defined

as in Example 2. To estimate θ = [A,B]⊤ by Algorithm 1,

take the initial value θ̂0 = [0,0,0]⊤, P0 = I, and D = 2.

Let the control input ut be designed by

ut = Kyt + εt , (58)

where K is obtained by solving a discrete-time Riccati

equation (by setting cost Q and R to identity). We now

present experiments under the following three cases: 1) εt is

identically zero. 2) εt = vt , where vt is i.i.d. noise uniformly

distributed on the unit sphere. 3) εt is decaying independent

noise, i.e., εt = t−
1
4
√

logtvt .

As stated in Example 2, the system dynamics (56) and

control policy (58) satisfy Assumptions 1-4. Theorem 1 con-

sequently guarantees asymptotic convergence of the average

regret to zero in all three considered cases, as empirically

validated by the convergence trajectories of 1
t
Rt depicted in

Fig. 2.

Fig. 3 illustrates the trajectories of the parameter estima-

tion error. As stated in Theorem 2, the asymptotic upper

bound of the estimation error depends on the excitation

condition of the data. In Case 1 (Fig. 3(a)), insufficient

excitation leads to non-zero estimation error. Case 2 (Fig.

3(b)) incorporates the excitation signal εt following [9],

which ensures the closed-loop data satisfies the PE condition

and achieves the theoretical convergence rate of O( logT
T

).
Notably, Case 3 (Fig. 3(c)) demonstrates that our proposed

Algorithm 1 maintains convergence to zero estimation error

despite the lack of PE condition in the closed-loop data,

highlighting a key advantage of our approach.
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Fig. 1: Trajectories of 1
t
Rt

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has investigated online identification and pre-

diction for nonlinear stochastic dynamical systems, propos-

ing a novel online learning algorithm for parameter esti-

mation. We have demonstrated that: 1) the average regret
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Fig. 2: Trajectories of ‖θ ∗− θ̂t‖2

of adaptive prediction converges to zero without requiring

any excitation conditions, and 2) the parameter estimates

converge almost surely to the true values without traditional

persistent excitation requirements. However, there are still

many interesting problems that need to be further investi-

gated, for example, to design and analyze the online learning

algorithms based on partial observations, and to consider the

adaptive control problem for nonlinear stochastic dynamical

systems.

APPENDIX

Lemma 2: ([3]). Let { ft ,Ft} be an adapted sequence and

{wt ,Ft} a martingale difference sequence. If

sup
t
E[‖wt+1‖α | Ft ]< ∞ a.s. (59)

for some α ∈ (0,2], then as T → ∞:

T−1

∑
t=0

ftwt+1 = O
(

sT (α) log
1
α +η(sα

T (α)+ e)
)

a.s.,∀η > 0,

(60)

where

sT (α) =

(

T−1

∑
t=0

‖ ft‖α

) 1
α

. (61)

Lemma 3: ([17]) Let X1,X2, · · · be a sequence of vectors

in R
n(n ≥ 1) and let At = A0 +

t

∑
i=1

XiX
⊤
i , bt =

t

∑
i=0

‖Xi‖2.

Assume that A0 is non-singular, then for any δ > 0,

T−1

∑
t=0

X⊤
t A−1

t+1Xt = O(logbT ), n → ∞. (62)

Lemma 4: The gradient sequence {φt , t ≥ 0} satisfies the

following property as T → ∞,

T−1

∑
t=0

‖η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖= O(logrT ), (63)

where φt and rT are defined in (27).

Proof: Let

h(θ̂t ,yt ,ut) = [h1(θ̂t ,yt ,ut), · · · ,hn(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)]
⊤
,

and

P−1
t+1,i = P−1

t,i +η2
t ∇θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)∇

⊤
θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut), t ≥ 0,

P0,i = I, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
(64)

where hi(θ ,yt ,ut) is the ith component of the vector

h(θ ,yt ,ut). Then, we have

φt = [∇θ h1(θ̂t ,yt ,ut), · · · ,∇θ hn(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)].

and

Pt ≤ Pt,i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, t ≥ 0.

Thus, we obtain

T−1

∑
t=0

‖η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt‖

≤
T−1

∑
t=0

tr(η2
t φ⊤

t Pt+1φt)

=
T−1

∑
t=0

n

∑
i=1

η2
t ∇⊤

θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Pt+1∇θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)

≤
T−1

∑
t=0

n

∑
i=1

η2
t ∇⊤

θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut)Pt+1,i∇θ hi(θ̂t ,yt ,ut).

(65)

From (65) and Lemma 3, (63) can be obtained.

Proof: [Example 2] In this case, the loss function

defined in (8) is

L (θ ,yt ,ut) = ‖σ(A∗yt +B∗ut)−σ(Ayt +But)‖2
. (66)

Let σ ′
i (a,b) = σi(a)−σi(b)

a−b
for each a,b ∈ R,a 6= b,

where σi(·) is defined in (17). Then, for any x =
[x(1), · · · ,x(n)]⊤,y = [y(1), · · · ,y(n)]⊤ ∈ R

n, define σ ′(x,y) =
[σ ′

1(x
(1),y(1)), · · · ,σ ′

n(x
(n),y(n))]⊤. Let Jt = diag(σ ′(A∗yt +

B∗ut ,Ayt +But)). Then, ψt , as defined in (27), is

ψt = σ(A∗yt +B∗ut)−σ(Ayt +But) = 〈Jt ⊗
[

yt

ut

]

,θ ∗−θ 〉,
(67)

where ⊗ is the Kronecker product. Besides, the gradient of

loss L (θ ,yt ,ut) is

∇θ L (θ ,yt ,ut) =−2
[

diag(σ ′(Ayt +But))ψt

]

⊗
[

yt

ut

]

. (68)

Thus, one can obtain

〈θ −θ ∗
,∇θ L (θ ,yt ,ut)〉

=2(θ −θ ∗)⊤
(

[

diag(σ ′(Ayt +But))Jt

]

⊗
[

yt

ut

]

[

y⊤t ,u
⊤
t

]

)

(θ −θ ∗).

(69)



Moreover, the gradient of h(θ ,yt ,ut) is

∇θ σ(Ayt +But) = diag(σ ′(Ayt +But))⊗
[

yt

ut

]

. (70)

Let α(r) = 2σ ′(2r2). Since

2σ ′(A∗
i yt +B∗

i ut ,Aiyt +Biut)σ
′(Aiyt +Biut)

≥α(r)[σ ′(Aiyt +Biut)]
2
,

(71)

where Ai and Bi denote the i-th row of the matrices A and

B, respectively, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, one can obtain

〈θ −θ ∗
,∇θ L (θ ,yt ,ut)〉

≥α(r)(θ −θ ∗)⊤∇θ σ(Ayt +But)∇
⊤
θ σ(Ayt +But)(θ −θ ∗).

(72)

The proof of β = 1 and M(r)≡ 1 follow directly from the

fact |σ ′
i (x)| ≤ 1,∀x ∈ R,1 ≤ i ≤ n.

The proof that Example 3 satisfies Assumption 4 can be

given similarly to that of Example 2.
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