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ff ” dx(k) dx(]&i—l) )

o7, Bayesian approach izk’? state—estimation 5\ identifi—

cation BR&KD 4B VK Sh3 |
M D(TEHD | XGHD)) EBIKLY Kb Bo
2 p(XQ+D) |x(g 5 Uk) #(4R& D:kbzao
3  p(X&+D) [ (k+1) ;s Ul)) HE)dswk (69 REY ;Rabéo
4 p(XG+1) l;/(kﬂ)) 5% 41505, wwaﬁlaaaxnuz&szmbi Smﬁw
. bes‘c' estlmateX %jtabéa



5—-A, Linear Gaussian System d)i‘g‘;é

WA TO~xlinear system T, stationary HEALYELL S :

X(t+1) w X(t) + I‘ r(t) o (M

Y(t) = HXt + Wb : ~ (2

r(t),W(thik4 white Gaussian 'n‘oise Thbo Gauséian’@a‘ﬁ%mb,?ﬁﬁﬁ
Swg“it?bﬁw&iﬁ%-‘%x, linearTh ool TEBICHT MR, LOHR

iié%( Wlener—»Kalman flltera)%h&a{éjﬁ“&o Wiener-Kalman filter
@tg &, I‘('C) W liWh:Lte sugj* %,Gausmané:&i::ibtz;b:of’ Lal, Eik
Jlneér fllterlng nroblem @‘é@k » ¥(t), Witjx Gauss %ﬁ’i}%“)fﬁ'fn%ﬁﬁk
L7zB®D filtering problem O)ﬁﬂ&:&i—ﬂ%ﬁ“%m&, Ro-mwean Kycovari—
ance biz—Aic Gauss SIS TL }L*cmean &0 covariance &2WT
DBERELUTNECE D, Gausslr il L5 ’C'&Séé:x":)’cihn peoT, 1i=
near sys’teml:%@bﬂiKalman@%B&yesian approeachdZHHETH2L =
2 5o Bayesian: approa,chp&LﬁxL?ﬁki:;ﬁj‘ﬁ&:nom—J inear systemdEA
$ ("optimal* LRESVz L) HHEMNESL, discrets hypotheses DR
S IRAVERBDT, BRI HFIETHS L EL DAL .

5—B. Non—linear Gaussian 'Sys."t;f:zn:xommfg"i

: X(k+1)“=~f(x(k) , k) +'1"(k)"r(£:)~”'
YK = h(X(,k) + W

r o, WREHSEO , Gauss SR boe Bic

Y

Qi 3 (whiteness)

"

B () rb)

E (W3 WR)

H
y
3

(=%
lan)

R



By Rt = o .

OB systémez%hr, mcm%f; filtering problem ,2%27.):

[ Y(0) ,---, YY) 28HBENREZLONT, {XO), sy X(n) }cD estimate {3\((0) yoots
A
Xm) } EFDBTEo ]

p(X(O)’ b 1X(m ' Y(O) E AR ] Y(n))

P(Y(O} » "y Y(n) ! XIO) "t X(HD p(X(O)! R X(n)

P19 =0 (309, 2 9) 3, (RO Lo (a9 | x(x=1)
p (YO 5 -, Y())

po(x(())) 11 X(0)izxt35a priori distributionTtmean vector m, cova—
riance matrix HO%#3oGauss AHHE>Id DL T 5. p(XK ]| X(k—1) ik
r(k—1) DGaussihdbmean vector £ (X(k—-1) ,k—1) , Ccovariance
matrix IM'(k—-1) Q(k~1) 'k~ l)t 3HoGaussHwHmTHbe HDT

P( XO) y X(I}) l Y(O)! "'Y(n) )
=C(YO0f, -, Yn)
coxpf —L % || Y0 ~ (XY » k) it~ X0 ~ m |2~
T2 I T R

=4

1 '
bl RICORSICCR k)HEGQ,GE*’l} |

BL VIS A vPAv (2HER)
T TCHIZDORiBayesian approachic®itr’sd, unique estimate #5EH i
DOFEED * 1 : most probable estimate " #BETHiL

: 1 .
Jn = "2"" X(0) — mﬂ%‘“(o)

D G



. | |
. RN R RS YC RN
1 n= ' 2

o + 71{30 I X(k'"l) - £ (XK, k) "(GQ’GtJ"I

EBUNC TS { X(0), -+, X() }#3most probable estimate TH%.
prediction problem ; ., - |
FY0), -, YUs 5 BRSESEZL ORT, | X(0), -, XM, -, X(04m) } Desti~

A A ’ . o

mate { X(0), e » X(ntm) }arskp 5z o

P('X(()),'": X(n‘HB) f Y(OD :"'Y(n))
=07 (Y0, -, i)

1 n ) R SRR
-+ oxp{— SR ECERICERED I tae— 1 10 = m i34,

1 nim

2 kz—;'o

SR N
ftoT, most probable estimate it

. | o
Tn,m = 5 N XO —m g

1 2_

1 ntm=1 2 |
o 13':4: X &+1) - £(XKk, k) NEGQggﬂ ,

FRANCT S { X(0) 5+, X(n+m) } TH3o
AT

1 -1 ‘ 2 '
Tn,m = Jn+_‘;k§n FXCA1) =2 (X 1) g qq%
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THBEMB, T, p wminimizedH IS Tn *esminimize L, LB/EE
C 2EE Ot akicfiinbivne AID

X(k+1) = (X}, k) | " k=n,n+1,«,n+m—1

Wz hiE, filtering problem &, BRERLD O noise #REDK ﬁt
% extrapolation flixbicve

Min.t{ J, } ® Dynamic Programming icX 5

[GQGtJ_l KEETHDIDLTH-FEHEL, 1 stepfiEoprediction prob-
lem |

Mln{ 2 In,1 } '
BEZ B, TOBIZLTHELORERZ, filtering problem OECREZEIZLWN -

Fo (X0) & I X(0)— m | 1‘141(0)

Fp . (X(x+1) & Min 27 , k=0,1,,n
keh X(ﬂ};-sX(kl{ i1 1

REBRTHL,
Py (XQH1) = %{ Py (X + 1 XD =2, B flggoaty?t

+ ) Y8~ n (X0, %) (5104}
(k=O > 1,""n)
b3 réAcurrence equation KD k=005 LD TlEK , m0ost probable
estimate X% i bkds Lk sithks. AL, X@+1) Oestinate
P (X(@+1)) % minimize ¥5 X@+l), Xnwestimate (@zk@ﬁ?«b% fil=-

tering problem O%) P;Fn(}{(n)) + || ¥in) —h(Xn), n) {lgﬂ(m%m:i‘nimize
T% X0)THBo B '
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Dynamic programming izX 3#813, SHoO F (X)) IZBELTEITE, FHic
8 TeP BT THRICR Fp(X() 2 BERThITL S, ERLIRIO XK E X5 BES
EVSFREDDTVD. (F) (X)) 2" R " 0BBLTS 1)

6. System Identification

System identification &LT, ZZ TR systemdKREAT A~ —DHEH
BEEZ 5. O parame ter BEHWICEA LAWES ( Sime invariant) &, =
7554 (time variant) &258532% HIEDERSRHEENEE Th 5L B,
VHLIEL O AEIATHS o LS50, systemd & b AHLHER, BEichiby i
CBMUDEWDIARTHODONSET, HAIBHC KRS, FRTVTD, Thizs ThT
Whparameter 13 time invariant t%-&&%f%éwﬁgo 53030 EHE
Kbl DTRIULDTH A S B AEH/LHED identification 3L A% (lear~
‘ning) &b\ﬁﬁ&:{ﬁﬁ‘“%%@'@%éf)ﬁi. —~%, b0k %ﬁﬁaté}@%@jﬁﬁ!@%?m “time
vafian‘t 7z parameter OfENLIELIIME 2. Thbb, system O0-Fo
parameter PSRRI L TF 0 R3O B TR PR Qo i BA iz, 21 TIsEE 4
CEBTHAREHMEE V- TS50 S HAicik state identification :EU
<, "JAwr "t identify N, BUSERELEST S, o TRINLERSAT,
time invariant /& parameter ML FWHILTE. -

D]
7. Bayesian System Identification®)»®)?)

7 -1, Linear Convertible System

X(t+1) = OX%) + BUD+ r(t) = (1)

I

Y (1) ¥ x(t) + Wt {2)

r(t), Mtk white Gaussian Afrdok 35, ¥ HEALETS system i
convertible THaLW3. 4, Ok, TrOVHET LKA THHLE TS
(1), (255 S

Y(t+1) = O Xt + BUY + r() (3)

. =BT



2850 {HL,

v(t+1) & ¥ y(t+1)
r(t) & rit)+ ¥ Wt+1)

Y (830 b, OX(t—-1) + BU(E~1) + r* (t—1) izk2oTH abghzﬁﬂ%ﬁmb%

HLled vy Il £2 B, FORYICLha
C0x°(t—-1) + BU(t-1) + r(t—1)

L OTHLEOINZREMNL DY ¥ IV TH S LAMICEL B0 TkbD,
PV X(t=1)) % p(Y )] X°(t—1)) TEMTS. zzT X%(t—1) &

X(t—1) oestimate TH %,
— = . - . . t
— [(Dl ’ l‘i ] @2 ] I"z 2 vee 9 N » rN ]

ma priori distribution % Gaussian & LT, mean vector %

covariance matrix % C(O)_1 &‘3’“50 L,

O; = (045 Pipars Oy )

%5753k Bayesian learning (Bayes EHEOEXKMEM) I X DTRO recurr—

ence relation #53%;

ot = c(t—1) + D(t~1) (4

C(‘trl{(;‘(it'fl)‘a (t~1) + 4°—1) B (=D } H

Hi
gt
i

= o™ {o-1F (t=1) + 4°G-1) T4(t~1)" ZE=1D}
e (6)
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superscript "t ' REE%XRT.

, € N > < N >
5% s
‘ \\ . \\ .
€ . : N . . \\
A (k) o, o \\ FEE ‘ A{k) =— N
’ . N
N - ) \
N N
\ N
\ e ) - \
L 51 S
o N Py

N _ " | t
0% = (X0, s Xyld, 1)

. . : \ T
0 = (X0, X, 1]7
Pl = 4°%-T- 4°%°

T ¢ r ¢ covariance matrix @ inverse.

HOO. = (HE oo s Hy) )°
Hilk = 32::11‘ NG 4 (k—i-l)’ %BJpUp(k))

. _~ PP . . +
Z(k) - ( wli‘ I'l(k) ’ @251"2 100 ‘M‘? TN( ]

zpidentifi cation process (4),(5), (6)iciz XKD estimate X (W2H< %
NTWADT, Wieystem identification LEE#z state—identifica— -
tion (filtering) R Fbhidibite LirL, system @ parameter 254
Zizbh o Tt b, 5*(:&:6?)&%:state-identification.%@%&Jé:b&&&fgbﬁ
C DR system i oWTORELAE FCeOstate—identification i1, k& 2

1, ostimated system parameter (mit)) #HwnTstate—identifi-
cation (Wiener—-Kalman filter #H\T) 275«

AR

2. estimated state (F4eystem parameter OELETFTOD) %, sSys—

tem parameter Maposteriori distribution TEET S

XTS5 ,
s, BAaodsystem identification process Tl state-identifi-
) ) __.59._ ) ;L EN



cation AEIC KT S0 _ , _
zoprocess k®* @ a priori distribution, r(fodistribu-

- tion % Gaussian & LT, ERETORZHELLicROBRI+A&#H#DOdLET
MR T B o & pRans )
[ 5,7, a priovi o0, mORERET 5.
ROZ ¥ TIRRISIIRGY

0 = t,<t, <5, <o

ZHERITIONRBETS .

(a+1) N+1y0lmiik 0%~ vectors 5t 25ty — 1 ORI &
RTWBe (F=0, 1 ,:0)
(A-2) ty—t., BERTHS.

| n o ty—1 .
(4+3) 2,(Z( 3% Do) = ui-nl
F P

THHHE M12>0 , 4D 13%FET %e
{HL, XmEAJ vl-iposi_ti:ve definite matrix A }a)ﬁd\@
il R
(a-4) E(I0°K]?) »EROKHLER
(A+5) E(RK) »EEOKHLER
=,

RW? =

M=

: - N gt
{(ri(k)’*ri)*ji’wij(‘xa‘ki‘ zg(}q)_} KN
LbiE

Pro{lim o0 = 0} = 1 ,

Pr.{lm |B—0" ) =0} =1 .

ro{lim B0 - 0" ) =0} =1 . |

(A= 1) E (A« 5) OZHAR " HI@TEx " system TR, B, $bdHTHERRKT
' —~60~—~



‘9{)0){'550
r DMk stochastic approximation DZZHBBET B0

7—-2, Approximations

@0 (3K

(t+1) 2 ‘Dlaxa(t) + B UMY + r{ () i=1 ‘,--- » N

°It

CHBHH DI ( @il b By O s ';{ ) @&%‘id'entify THEWS Esnig,
sFE4caE L Cidentification 73z dhid, 7-1& b5RT &

“ﬁ%mmamﬁ«b%%#
[@ , O. N’ T ] D a priorl distribution % Gaussian &L,

Fdmean vector, covariance matrix mkA n:g.LO), oi(o L5l

()~ % B, U4(t=1)) 8 (t-1)}

=1

6 = oyt { oG- m(t=1)
] g 1 . \ X »
= oty {0 (=D m (t—1) + —;—;2—-66(t~1)6 t—D"z, -1 }
1
(i=1,., N)
AL, 0 = (X0, , Xy, 1 J’C

8% = ( XM, X0, 1 J°

| WL
D) = —5 0%k 3%

r{ o variance

-l

ZOHROURHY: S, 7~1licéy analogous C, %7 (A; 5) #EA L
(a-5) E(Ril) #EEOKEHLER, . |

=61



8L,

| ’ T X Xe |
Rl(k’ = !(I‘l(k.) _r1)+J§1®13(X-§k)~ J(kj),

LAEBRFTH S0

{n (I)bii}%b‘)@decomposition TH3H fr'czbi)@déc'dmposition fFoT

%ﬁﬁékﬂﬁﬁ“ég&m%&h%o Ziuz X S TEEMRL ‘)ﬁaﬁil&?%o L_Ojg_c‘:b;t system
DEBEBKREL KB &%kﬁ@bt;ée ,
b@%ﬁ&ﬁ%};ﬁﬂhd@COIﬂPOSlthn EFTL &I, %)oé:j(’éi:bsfz%( @deccmposa.——-

tion OERXHTETHB. 2L T, ﬁ%&dacOmeSJ.tlon %%ﬁﬁ&eﬁ‘;badaptlve ‘

CERTBHR A ErABMoysten © identification TREBEEABSe

{—-3. Non—-linear System

7 « 1 TORALregression form @ identificationii, 2%, non¥
linear system iZd@ERAFETH D & "‘(‘liéﬁw%lﬁ (Xt Y& @E@@F) ynon—1i-
near CHaEEEEZL %o

X(t+1) = OX(t + F(Xﬁ:))-i- BUL + r(t (1)

I = ¥Fx + a(xm+ w0 | (2

ry

ry
~

F(XL) = A- Vb

a(xt) = 8- Vviy

A=[ay], S=ie§) R NXM~metrix ~c

V= (o (xXt), ?,(X1) sy gDM(X(t) ]t
PrsPyars Py B X-::[‘Xl,....,' XN 1° omamEgcc

1 ’ Xl b Xzs"‘: XN ’ @100’ ¢2(X) s R ¢M(X)
' —62—



Pi:‘llaﬁjifi’évk“?'bo |

veo+1) & FTY(t+1)

»wm Q'ﬂa+»¢*wu+1)
%:36\:\»’(. M. {2k v

Y(t41) = Qi(t)+ A-V(t)+. (‘BU(It.)% W“"“:’s'v@i» 1 )) +r’(t) (3)
Y (t+1) 5

OX°(t + A-VIY+ (BUMD + ¥ evi(t+1)) + (b

CHEST NS EMN SRETEIDL AL ELT, 7~ 1H550RXOLEUD 72
LR A A identification process 23EbHh5. BL,

%9 = (X, -+ X » PTRED, ) Py (XW) 5 1)

LEDBINHED o ;
I O dO+AREDEED T - 1 DIEIE 2 TELRS.

7 -4, Non—convertible System

C R (X8 Y & OBIR) 2i—iic
Yt = g (X(M) + Wt

EHELDLEDBL, ‘5-‘1 PREELRWBATH S, non-Iinear OEMHEELVOTD 7 -
- 3TERLEE, | | |

Y = ¥XH + s-ViD + Wb

T —63—



Offiz 1inear term ¥ Xtk doB4IBENE & X, (t) (izl - N) z@wﬁ
| Yty (3=1,:, K) L0TRpLHBESSHD 32 Th, ﬁfza)system identi-
fication BEEETH Do
DR 1inear OB

Y(H = ¥XtH + Wt

f%i; 50 f*ax_b-f;yjt)& X(t)é: 2B BB A, ThbB D (j, 1) B vy o
non-zero T&3Ea, “ S SR

- (t) M+ 3 L 2 (4 + —— Tt
———r————— v froad X- " -
Vi o YUk ¥y TR Y
o
- t 2 2{t)
%l vt 28 ¥4
EETIIE
Yk 4 ,
yi(t+l) = 2 0., X (v + ZB U (t + S——X 0+ ' (t)
= 4 kaxi ‘/’31
% 550 {HL

r!(t) 5' t+1) + r, (t)

1 -
vy

®oT fom yi(t+1)

N 1;0"}'1{ e o

0. X3t + IB..UM + L X0+ i
::{; J7J % by} :f ' kii ‘\//'Jl k SRS
NORETHHOLAMIZEZL T, KO&ERL anal ogous iR EL.

XC, H¥linear invertible system 3dpEH5. L_OJi;aAL.k; %ﬁ é\;_
DO state~identification &wriric system 1dent1flcatlon;§;ﬁi



| "_Xn(‘}gﬂ)‘z OXt) + B UM + ren I
Y@t = ¥XtH + win ERERI : N @
oo
COR(t+1) = T Y(t+1) =¥ W(t+1)
X() = ¥y — ¥Flw
MU AR,
o e v

(3

LEETIL, XOtransition equation (HORO ¥ @ transition equ—

ation #5%:

Y(t+1) = @Y (t) +BUt + rib (4)

(= It + ¥ w(t+1) =¥ wH B €

r’ wiRkunknown O% H{ ATWaEA, thifrDestinate o° (2212002
posteriori SHHOFHME) THEUTHIEL, SEOHHL L FRCELWIEY T3
identification process #35%. ¥iz, %&i@iﬁ’,’l BARTHY X THEEL
? WBGRASHER TS o (stocHastic approximation) i, 4EOLEALERD A,
A, @il ik TSV ER VAR EFTHS %bﬁbb\-’f: FrTR state
i Y(H)THBo )
—figiz system identification @ﬁ%a:.Ziﬁt)@é}@biaﬁ%c %é) 12, (1),
(2> system OEXARXREZ Sk (’é:’r')miéé; BIE) , BicxDE FcER
LT, #hics{ghad parameter 2 #ETAVETH S

G5



15’5—-01&. BAiksystem @ input, output 4,_Lb§sﬁi§fjtﬁﬂ§f, #oTinput,
 output GEREE LS ZEMERS T FNE D EREEDOTOERARNE WS LB TH S
% 1 ONBOH I 2D LU B TRHEBHIC KT SR B2 505 F2 OILBOH AT
TRTNBEDRLEV. BLOMHIR, »7kh system OYEAE » BIEHDHDTH
BBAT, RoT ' R * I EEER B  THYENIC A RO BB RTRG RIS
e ELTEDL 5 KA MU BRI LS5 7 7 AOHTELTS (REHELELTY)

EHANE S RSOEER D S

YL TR 2OUETR, system OYRENINE, | BRI D TORBR HEV D5 5 1.
REXSBELS BHEEAKES, TRE IR (B5VRMEN) RREELS. 2O
T BB U THITR B EE AR M%, systemd%iE# (equivalence) THhdo -
oFY, BU input-—oatput DR EZ B D systemm@ﬁﬁ*@&%o %L’C%}m:& 1o
mequivalence classdFrCRd ' MMk ¥ systemizfilng b\ﬁFﬂzﬁi)»ﬁ@»ﬁ% o

(FRA~F= b /ﬂifch% minimal® automoter&ind.)
ORKERATRE TR BB, —F, H 2 OISR BT R AT B E
HE% BOT B BURHZI, Soystends 5 2bBRESTLES. 50 5%
TR, 20N " Bk ', —Efkidentification /b iinE b RL
X5, , v
AERUUSSE 1O TOBERTHORS, AFHALLS L W5 ORE 20TE15TH
3o | | |
XTC, (Qicwiyrs¥Poinverse mmma\i%, %7::#55 linear non-c onvar-
ti ble system ¥&EZx 5o @J%_Pi&ﬁ%ec, W;bi lﬁN%@matrix“C’éSZ;é: LS. B
B, systemi NIRFTALS, BN 1 EEEL&;U*E 1 owx{a&hm\tﬁwaép T OB, L
"state® Y/t 2 ¥ A L d4)iz Pz, (1) (ZH SEEY D trans:Ltlon equa-
tion % ¥ ORI LT Rbte | | o o
150K, X5 NKTT Y?bxlbdzym‘*:b:lb. X% (Y6, Y (t+1) yorrs Y(54N—-1) 3 ¢
CRANZBEIETBLETHDS .

X (t+1) w®nxm+k§ﬂ®n“k"(su(t+k) +Pr e+ )
M X O RILon S

—6 G



Y(t) = xv + WY

Y@+ = Toxt+ ¥(BUL+ I'r(t))+ W(t+1)

I e et A B o

| Nz |
CyN-D) =7 0N My + fszo N K2 gyt + I'r(+k) +

4 WEHN=1)
- e .
(i) ) v
Y(t+1) ‘ vo
(<\ Lvw, | . | 8T,
Y- | |y
N ) L )
~
w(t)
@‘[BU(‘Q + h(t} ] + W(t+ 1) ’ - Q A(t)
. N2 —}—2 . )
7 5 ONTETE(BUCHR) + Tr(tH) )+ W EHN-)|
k=0 ; ,
h g
L RBNT '
v = TXH + Al

w1, T e, X (X0, -, Y EHN-1) )T TEE s hE SR
coT ! wEET L% eystem RTEEH (observable) THBLWIEWHET
%, (Kalman) CHRER A BAT, —RiCR KX Noatrix UL EREENS DL
&

7

e

v ol

OrankmNE hsBAnAEET 2, systemidobservableThsriwnwd. (D%
: 6 7‘,—



0, MRz Kmny OBAF—2 S NIRTTERZ RS Fo)
&T, T AT '

X = T v - T Al

Zh#% X—transition equation iAhiuf Y-transition equation %5
5.

Y (t+l) = O* Yty + TBUL+ TIr{t)+ At+1) — 0% A(Y) .

. N
0 e
: LI P
=lo > T @ (N-1) kE#fimatrix .
?, Py J

#iizzero input (U=0, r=0) okizr
N , . N
Y(E+N) = 2_¢3-Y(t+i-1) + WE+HN) — X ?; W(t+i—1)
= N =1

LT, higher order O#MAFRERTEDLINS system X FEHE, unknown

parameter i N’ 7 ORDiZ N¥ & K 5be

{—5 M EE
I ITRARRERT LS system identificationkBBiE LT, HEIh-oo53

B VRIBRO EE AR S R B0 § EICFIETEROB S O3B 5 -
(1} stochastic approximation 035&% ‘
{2) Identification dconvergence *speed® ¥ FiFsikcontrol.,
Identification ® convergence ¥ Rd»5HEAHNSR (HB) ORRER
(B SHBARE ) o B |
(4) Adaptive Identification (Ex. Adaptive Filter) .

(55 #EIdentification.
‘ ' —68~—



(6) Identifi cativon el <15 ) decompositio_n DORIE ov

(1) Identifiatility DO—#7ER o

(8) System ~® contro‘lb 055*;3%03 identification,

9) Non~statiQnary(ﬁimé~variant)system ® identification.

'@0) Random parameter ¢ identification.
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