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Abstract

This article is a supplementary material for "Instrumental Variables based DREM for Online Asymptotic Identification of Perturbed
Linear Systems” by the same authors. It provides some basic facts from the harmonic analysis, proof of one auxillary lemma and proofs
of propositions 1, 2, 4-6 and theorem 1.

APPENDIX A

This appendix contains some basic facts from the harmonic analysis [24, 25], and also includes the proof of one new lemma, which result
is used in the proof of proposition 2.

Definition Al. A signal u (t) € R" is said to be stationary if the following limit exists uniformly in tg:

to+T
Ry (t) = Tli_)mOo . / u (7) u' (t+7)dr, (A1)
to

where Ry, (t) stands for the autocovariance of u (t).

Definition A2. A spectral measure of u (t) € R™ is the result of the Fourier transform of the autocovariance matrix Ry, (t):
+oo
Su (w) = / e TRy, (1) dr. (A2)
— 00

Proposition Al. Let y (t) = H (s) u(t), where H (s) is a proper stable m x n matrix transfer function with real impulse response H (t).
Then, if u (t) € R™ is stationary, then the autocovariance and spectral measure between u (t) and y (t) are defined as follows:

400 +o0
Ryu (t) = / / H (1) Ry (t+71 —72) H' (72) dr1drs,
Sy (w) = H* (jw) Su (W) H' (jw) =H (=jw) Su (@) H' (jw),
where H* (jw) is a Hermitian matrix.

Proof is given in [24, p. 42].

Definition A3. A stationary signal u (t) € R"™ is called sufficiently rich of order n, if the support of the spectral measure Sy (w) of u (t)
contains at least n points.

Definition Ad. A cross correlation between stationary signals u (t) € R™ and y (t) € R"™ is defined to be the following limit, uniform in t

to+T
Rpu(® = Jim 4 [yl @y, (A3
to

where Ry (t) denotes the cross correlation between the signals u (t) and y (t).

Definition AS. The cross spectral measure of the stationary signals u (t) € R™ and y (t) € R™ is called the Fourier transform of the cross

correlation matrix:
+oo

Syu (W) = / e T Ry (1) dr. (A4)

Proposition A2. Let y (t) = H (s) u (t), where H (s) is a proper stable m x n matrix transfer function with impulse response H (t). Then,
if the signal u (t) € R"™ is stationary, then the cross correlation and cross spectral measure of u (t) and y (t) are defined as follows:

Ryu (t) = +fooH(Tl)Ru (t+71)dr,

Syu (w) = H* (jw) Su (w) ,
where H* (jw) is a Hermitian matrix.
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Proof is presented in [24, p. 44].

Lemma Al. Ler u (t) € R" and y (t) € R™ be stationary signals. Then, rank {Ryv (0)} = n if and only if there exist T > 0 and o > 0

such that
t+T

det / y(r)u' (r)dr | >a >0,V > t. (A5)
t

Proof of Lemma Al.
IF: The definition of the cross correlation matrix implies that there exist 7 > 0 and scalars ¢1, 2 of the same sign such that

to+To
ORy (0)< 4 [ y(m)u' (r)dr < LaRyw (0), (A6)

from which

t0+T()
£idet {Ryw (0)} < T—lndet { [ y(m) u' (1) dr} < 03det {Ryu (0)},

and therefore, when rank { Ry (0)} = n, then equation (A5) holds.
IFF: For all T > 0 there exists a constant cg > 0 such that o = aoT"™ > 0, which allows one to rewrite the inequality (A5) in the

following form:
t+T

detd [yl D b] > ot > 0. > b0 A7)
t
The division of the left- and right-hand sides of equation (A7) by T yields:

t+T
1
T det / y(t) u' t)dr | > ap (A8)
t
and, consequently,
t+T
[det {Ryu (0)}] = Jim_ 7 |det tf y@)u' @) drp|> Jim_ag = ag >0,
from which rank {Ry. (0)} = n.
APPENDIX B

This appendix contains proofs of Theorem 1 and Propositions 1, 2, 4-6.
Proof of Propostion 1. As the polynomial A (s) is Hurwitz one, the disturbance w (t) is written as follows:

w(t) = nzf Ok [oz}fsin (w£t> + 3} cos (wl{t)} +ew(t), (B1)
k=1

where £ (t) stands for an exponentially vanishing disturbance, which is caused by the initial conditions and transients, and «}’, 8} are
some scalars.
The following scalar signal is introduced

60 =[bn1 boa - boley()=—[ba1 baa ... bo] DO ()11 (1)) =
n—1(s 0, s , 8
= —[bnr bao ... bo] AutOZC)y gy - 2y, ),

A
where ¢y (t) = [In Onxn]SO (t) = - A(SS)/J/ (t)
As, according to assumption 1, the polynomial A (s) R (6, s) is Hurwitz one, then ¢ (¢) is written as:

L U u u u e W f W, f
o () = > pg logsin (wyt) + Bjicos (wit)] — > Ok [ak sin (wkt) + f3); cos (wkt)] +ep(t), (B2)
k=1 k=1

where £5 (t) is an exponentially vanishing term, and ay, By, akﬁ, 5,? are some scalars.
As the signals (B2) and (B1) include terms with the same frequencies, then it can be concluded that:

t—o0

t
lim /(b(s)w(s) ds| = oo, (B3)
to

which, as
¢(t)=[bn-1 bn—2 ... bo|[In Onxn]e(t), (B4)



ensures existence of ¢ € {1,...,2n} such that: tlim f i ( s)ds| =
—
Proof of Propostion 2. Taking into account equatlons (1), (2), (12), the multiplication ¢ (t) cpT (t) is written as follows:
An—1(s)
T T Als Yiv (t) )\ (s )\I_ s
o= [ A"AE%S (t) [ ORI A(S >“(t)] =
An—1(8)Z(0iv, s) n=1()Z(0iv, s)
{ A(;)R(Gms) u(t)} [LALa0z6.9 ) Ao, ] 4 _/\(})R(?iq),,s)u(t):| [2oa020.9 1) o)
nA(i) (t) . A(s)R(0, s) A(s) nj;(i) w (t) A(s)R(0, s)
A, _1(8)Z(0, s
=COPT O+ [~ HpREtrw o,
h
e Gle) Mnr(20,9) .
C(t) = =G (s) A(s)R(D, 5) u (t) _G(s)In O 3(0)
- An—1 s) ¢ - 0 In ® )
A(s) u(t)
T
S(t) = |_An_1()2(0. 9) A1)
w0 = {‘W““) “rw ()

IF: As ¢ (t) and ¢ (t) are stationary, then R, (0) is uniform with respect to o, which allows one to write:

T
Rep (0) = 1131 T [C¢me’ (mdr=

AT $)Z(0, s o
:TIE%OTfC (r)dr + l1moonC [_%Jf(ﬂ o}dr_
. AT VZ (0, s
:%_{Os@(w)dw—&-TlgréoT(j;g(r) {_%Jf@-) o}dr,

where S¢5 (w) stands for a cross spectral measure defined as (Proposition A2):
Seg (w) = M (jw) Sz (W),
where S (w) is a spectral measure of @ (t), which is defined as follows (Proposition Al):
. T, .
Sz (w) = H (—jw) Su (W) H " (jw) -

As the signal u (¢) has spectral lines at 2n points, then the spectral measure Sy, (w) is defined as follows:

2n
Su (w) = qu (wi) 6 (w — w;),

where fy (w;) > 0.
Taking into consideration proof of Proposition 1, it follows that:

. A 1(s)2(6, s _
it [ [t oo
0

where

fu (wan—1) H (—jwan—1) H' (jwan—1)
Ju (w2n) H (—jwan) i (jWQn)
According to the premises of proposition under consideration, it holds that
H e C*™ 2" rank {H} = 2n, rank {M} = 2n,
then
rank { Rz (0)} = rank {M} = 2n,

and, therefore, using Lemma Al, it is concluded that the condition (13) holds.
IFF: Let us assume that v (t) is sufficiently rich of order r < 2n, then R¢g (0) is written as:

R&E (0) = %Mr%r,

(B5)

(B6)

B7)

(B8)

(B9)

(B10)

(B11)

(B12)

(B13)



where .. .. ..
My = [M* (jwr) -+ M*(jwr—1) M*(jwr)],

fu(wi) H (—jen) H (jor)
Hr = : . .
fu(wr—1) H (—jwr—1) H " (jwr—1)
fu(wr) H (=jor) HT (jowr)
So, the rank of Rez (0) can be at most 7 < 2n, which contradicts the assumption that Rz (0) is a full rank matrix.
Proof of Propostion 4. The solutions of the differential equations for ¢ (¢) and ¢ (¢) are written as:

vit)= [ )¢ (n)dr,
max(tg, t—T')
t
9 (t) = f C(r)z(r)dr = (B14)
max(tg, t—T)
t t
= / C()p! (7)dro + / C(rw(r)dr =y )0 +e(t).
max(tg, t—T) max(tg, t—T)

To complete the proof, the following functions are introduced:

Ki(t)=F@)Y(t),
K (t) = F (1) (1), (B15)
K3 (t) = F ()W (1)
and their derivatives are written:
() =FOY 0+ FOY®)=(F@O-FO)Y@O)+F000)=F©9@),
K (t) = F (t)9 (1), (B16)
K3 (t) = F(t)e (1),
which allows one to obtain:
t . t . t .
Y (t) = %%F(s)ﬁ(s) ds = ﬁt{ F(s)v(s)0ds + %%F(s)s(s) ds=2(t)0+W(t). (B17)
Proof of Propostion 5. 1) Using (B14)-(B17), the solution of the differential equation for ® (¢) is obtained in the following form:
t s
@ () = 75 / F (s) / C(r) " (v) drds. (B18)
to max(tg, s—T)
Owing to the fact that the condition (13) holds, there exist matrices R_ and R such that:
t+T
[ ¢ (ndr <R,
4T (B19)
[ ¢’ (ndr> Ry,
t
where det {R_} = —a,det {R+} = a.
Then for all ¢ > tg + T the following bounds also exist:
t
¢(r)e' (r)dr < R,
max(tg, t—T)
t
[ <me (n)dr =Ry,
max(tg, t—T)
from which it is obtained that:
1 to+T . s T 1 t s T
@(t):m | F(s) [ C(n)p (T)d’l’ds-ﬁ-m | F(s) [ C(r)e' (7)drds >
to max(tg, s—T) to+T max(tg, s—T)
L to+T . s T 1 L.
2 7@ | F(s) S ¢(m)e (T)des+mfF(s)dsR+:
to max(tg, s—T) T (B20)

to+T X s -
g | FG) [ e (n)drds+ PO R, >
to max(tg, s—T)

] ¢ (1) goT (1)drds + cR,
to max(tg, s—T)

\
—
!
=



®M)=p J I [ el () drdst

to max(tg, s—T)
Lt P . | totT s . o
e [ PG [ (e (Mdrds< g [ F() [ ¢! () drds + iy [ F(s)dsR- =
ot max(to, s—T) to max(tg, s—T') T
g to+T | s . - r()
=y | P [ @ (Mdrds+ TYEDR. <
to max(tg, s—T)
to+T | s
= %t) | E(s) I C(r) ¢ (r)drds + cR-—,
to max(tg, s—T)

where ¢ > 0 is an arbitrary scalar.

Then, as F'(t) is the increasing function, the first summands of the above-given bounds are vanishing, and there exist a time instant
Ta > to+ T and a scalar Apg > 0 such that |A (¢)] > Apg > 0 for all ¢ > Th.

2) As according to assumption 1 the signals y (¢), u (¢), f (¢) are bounded, then, owing to the fact that A (s) is a Hurwitz polynomial,
the signals ¢ (t), o (¢) are also bounded.

From which, as F (t) is monotonically increasing, we have:

S

t .
o JF () [ C(r) " (7)drds
to max(tg, s—T)

e @) <

< TP e @ B21)
and, therefore, owing to the definition
A(t): =det{® (¢)},

there exists a scalar Aypg > 0 such that |A ()] < Ayg.
3) According to Holder inequality, for any 1 < a, b < oo such that % + % =1 we have:

t T t t
(W, (t)| = —F%t) JF(7) f G (s)w(s)dsdr| < —F%t) H JFe(r)dr? f (& (Mw (T))de. (B22)
to max(tg,7—T) to max(tg,t—1")

The second multiplier of the upper bound from (B22) for any 1 < a < oo satisfies the inequality:

t t
af [ fa —pa a(p—1) - — p afpa(p—1)+1 _ palp—1+1 - p p—1 a/y _ 1 ; a
t{;F (r)dr=p t{;T dr a1 \/t to < mt t mF(t) Vt.

Now we choose b = 1, and, consequently, the following inequality is obtained for any ¢ > ¢g:

at{F“(T)dTSVﬁF(t) Yt=F(t),

that involves the following upper bound for W; (¢):

By

G

G (Dw(r)dr < Tidew,
max(tg,t—T)

Wi (8)] <

Z

< oo exists as condition (9) is met.

where cyy: = T 'max sup
it

t
tf Ci(s)w(s)ds

As the regressor ® (t) is bounded (B21), then the matrix adj{® (¢)} is also bounded, and therefore there exists a scalar ¢y, > 0 such
that the inequality (18) holds.
According to the bound (18) and taking into account inequality Fp > tP, the following upper bound exists for any I € (1, co):

l

y ftW! (r)dr < ew} ft(F(T)>ldrzcwpl ft e ldT:cwpl ft —— | dr < cwp} ft(l)ldTZOO
to ‘ - to F(r) to TP to+Fo to T+F%__t1g to T 7

and, consequently, W; € L;, which completes the proof.
Proof of Theorem 1. The following signal is introduced:

K (t) = (t + Fo) 0; (t) (B23)

and its derivative is written with respect to (17):

R (8) = 0 (8) =A% (2) (t + Fo) 0; (t) +vA () (t + Fo) Wi (t) =

= A2 (1) (8) + A (1) (¢ + Fo) Wi () + s (1) (B24

Following (B23), it can be concluded from the boundedness of  (t) and 0; (t) that 6; (t) converges to zero. Therefore, to prove the
theorem, the boundedness of ; (t) and  (t) are investigated.



To obtain the bound of 6; (t), the differential equation (17) is solved:

t
0 ()= 6 (610) 8 (t0) + 1 [ 6(0:5) A () Wi (5) ds, (B25)
to
where .
¢ (t,7) = exp (—’y/ A% (s) ds> . (B26)

Further, for all ¢ > tg it is written:

6: (1)] < 6 (t,t0)

B t
i t0)] +7 [ 19(1,9) A () Wi ()] ds <

(B27)
< ¢ (L to)

- t t
b (to)( . tf #2 (t,5) A2 (s) dstf W2 (s) ds,

where the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality is used in the last step.
The equality

L2 (t,5) = 27¢? (t,5) A% (s)

~ t
g, (to)’ +/3vVT= 2 (5. 1o), /tf W2 (s) ds. (B28)
0

¢(t7t0) S 13 1-— ¢2 (tato) S 15

t t -9 s
t{ W2 (s)ds < ey, /% izgs;ds < o0,

allows one to rewrite equation (B27) as follows:

i ()] < 6 (t.t0)

As it holds that:

(B29)

then, owing to (B28), there exists Omax > 0 such that éi (t)‘ < Omax for all ¢ > to.

Taking into account the obtained bounds, the boundedness of the variable % (¢) is to be proved. For this purpose, a quadratic form is
introduced:
V=1 (B30)

The derivative of (B30) with respect to (B24) is:
V = —yA%k% + yAk (t+ Fo) W; + k6. (B31)

Using the inequalities:
(t+ Fo) AsW; < 6 1AZR2 4 5(t + Fo)*W2, 6 > 0,

2p—2 2

21492 (t+F0)2F‘2c%,V _ (t+F0)2p2t S 2
(t+ Fo)?W? (1) < R - (R < Wiy < oo, (B32)
Kkl < p 'K+ 07, p >0,
it is written that: ) ~
V< -2y ((1 - 5*1) A2 p*lfl) V + OWEp + pf7. (B33)

According to the premises of theorem, for all ¢ > T'a it holds that |A (¢)| > App > 0, and therefore, there exist constants 6 > 0, p > 0
and 7yin > 0 such that

y((1=67) A% =77 = i > 0. (B34)
Considering (B34), the solution of equation (B33) is obtained as:
V(1) < e TV (10) + ol [9WEE + pfas] (B35)

from which it follows that there exists a scalar kmax such that | (¢)| < Kmax for all t > Th.
As t + Fy — oo when t — 00, and |k (t)| < Kmax, then from (B23) it follows that (3) holds.
If condition (19) is met, then W; (¢t) = 0 for all ¢ > T', and from equation (B25) it is obvious that

Yt > Ta

g, (t)’ < e 7ALB(t=T4) (éi (TA)‘ Vi=1,...,2n,

which completes the proof.

Proof of Propostion 6. Equation (20) is substituted into (1) and vice versa to obtain:

w(t) = Wey (0, 5) R (0, 5) [ (£) + gl BGa@me s 1 (1))

y(t) =W (0520, 5) [r (1) + F &2 1 (0)].

(B36)




Considering (2), (21) and (B36), the multiplication ¢ () ng (t) is rewritten as:

Anfl(s)
- v (t)

e )= A Y
: [ 2t ()

AL (s )\;57 s _
- ”A(S Ly (1) A(S )U(t)] =

An—1(8)Wei (044, 8) Z(044, s An—1(s)W1(0,5)Z(0, s r(K, s
=1 ?)iiv zé@ )Zé >)r(t) <_)W <19( )>RA(20§)>) | )[;(f) +)j(e((”>3){(t)l =
e ety () | | St [ )+ QUGG S v/ ()
~ An—1(8)Wei(Bin, 8)Z (04 5) B37
- ATS) PO A OWa0.020.5) 0 M OWa@ 9RO ] B3
A1 (IWet (Bivs )R (Br-8) (4 A(S) r () A r ()
A(s)
ne1(s) czww $)Z(0iv.5) . A1 ()W (6. 5)Z(6. 5)Qr (k. 5) T
[ (s) (9 RO ) ()] [A ()Wt (0. ) (6. 5) Py )26, )Q]Z()) ] =
An—1(s cl “,S v, S n—1(s cl\Y, s > S R, S s)r(K, s
r (1) A$IQy (. IR, 5) P (1 ) F()
=((t (t)d(t),
where A1 (8) Wi (6, 5) Z(6, 5)
- —G1 () n—1(s /fls .5 , s r(t) _ |:G1 () In 0 :|¢(t)
G (s) Anq(s)wAd( g, DRO.5) 4y 0 Go (s) In ’
An1(5)Wer (6, $)Z (6, 5)
_ |~ A(s) T(t)
t) = s B38)
@ (1) [ ,\n,l(s)v%ég,sm(o, S)r(t) (
A1 OWer(0: 920, )Qr(s:8) ¢ (4
d(t) _ A(s)P (K, s)
= | A1 OWer (0 RO, )Py (5. )20 Qe (5. 1 )|
A(3)Qy (s 8)R(D, 5) Pr (5, 5)

Further proof is done by analogy with the one of proposition 2.



