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Xt};@:dyname&b&:go’tn( f*abh. P(X(k)f;/(k)) b P(X(k'H) | Z/(+1))

%*&35,!‘%2753)'50 .
ZzT Xkp b X(k+1) A0 transition ODEQG?(Q%FE\«\V“C

fP(Y(k+1) | X(k+1)) p (Xk+1)| X(k)p(x(m}}(k) ) dx(k)

P X k+ 1)L k+1 ) = ff p d % (1) dodlerl)

I (6)
EC”,%EA(YD, cre ey, {k))
HHnikstate trans1ulo*1§§{¥~z_ 3(4)LE Z;ﬁn( 1nput;bs§§{iﬂ,vcx,\5@vc 35
SLBELCENL, WKW LA (W), TK) &LT '

PUX(kH+1) [ZAR+1); UMW )

_Jp (Y(k-l-l)! (k) p ()| X 5 Uk) p (X (K | 24 5 u(k—-l)) dx(k)

= p 3l ke &)

o, Bayesian approach ick 3 state—estimation H2\\z identifi—
cation RO 4BHEL VEBK IND © _
1) p(YG+D) | XGHD) #BIREDKDBe
(8 p(XG+1) |x09 UKD 2(4RELVRDBo
(3 p(X&+D | (k+D) 5 UK) &(6)‘3551,\&& (69 K& 02?&5%0
4 p(XQE+D) t;/’(kﬂ)) 726‘9;‘??32515 mﬁlzssmxm zmwi st:mw
*bestt estlmateX %sz&béa v
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5—A. Linear Gaussian System DEA

A TO~Alinear system T, stationary KiEa%Ez L >

X(t+1) a> X(t) + P r(t) o N (L

YU = HXU + Wi | ' @)

r(t),W(thiz ke white Gaussian noise THbe Gauséian’f&éésa,?‘?%
3u\?n§ﬂb?&ﬁfﬁ%%x, llnear'f%o#&b@&\f%‘rgk SEHR, T ORR

%ié( Wlener—-Kalman fllter@:’c;m_—*ﬁ T3 Wlaner—Kalman filter
@t% A, Iﬂ:} W(t EiWhlte 73&%? %Gausszan&&ixbtxﬁxoy‘* Lal, EiZ
Jlnear fllterlng Droblem @%@ » (B, Wtj% Gauss %ﬁ%%cﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁk
LR £il tering prOblem OREB—FrTHrzE, kifmean Kkycovari—
ance i bit—EHic Gausbs kS ok » #LTmean }}m\'. covariance ZOWNWT
DEFRELTNDTLnD, Gauss A Rt L BiTHE L FoTL 1, feoT, 1im
near systemh@éb*@iKalman‘OJJ%%Bayesian approachdSETH2E =
2 %0 Bayesian apprcachbiLﬁxL&a:ﬁij“ﬁc:non-~linear system®D Gz
b ("optimal' LRELHIVICRE) BEMKBL, discrete hypotheses D
B L IR BT, BHAM—EHETHS L BL NS -

5—B. Non-linear Gaussian System@mjs"’

XD = £(HM k) + L0 Tl

n(X0, k) + Wi
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r,wii¥EHEo , Gé.ussﬁ?ﬁ%%oe Fio
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B(rd WRtY = o

OB systém&:.ssbvc, RO LTiltering problem &2 5

[ Y(0) ,--, Yy 28HBENRELONT, {XO), sevy X(n)}a) estimate {%(0) yoos s
A
Xm) } ERDBTEo ]

p(X(O), A 4 X(n) ' Y(O) 20y Y(n})

p(Y(0), -, Y(n) | XO) ,--+, X)) p(X(0}, -+, Xn)
P (X0}, -, Y(n)

oy (30— h (XK, k) B, (XO) k&p(m | X(x—1)
D (YO0) , -, Y())

po(xw)) 1R X(Ohzx+2a priori distributionTCmean vector m, cova—
riance matrix HO%#3doGauss 4Hci 53075, p(XW| X(k—1) i1
r(k—1) DGaussimndbmean vector f(X(kél) »k=1) , covariance
matrix I'(k—1) Q(k~1) I'(k~1)° #400aues 4HTHS o RDT

D(H0) 5, Xr) | MO), ¥l )

*—:C(Y{Of, MR | Y(D.))

1 o A 2 1 , .
. eXP{“‘?’kEO I Y — h(xk , k) R‘l(k)“?" X(0) ~ m "p-‘l(())

=1

N | 2
5 2, I XD —£ (L 0N ggan

HL |} VN'Z A vPav (2mmR)
T TCHRIZOREBayesian approachicisiys, unique estimate ZEdHB7
HOFMEED " 1 : most probable estimate *#EETHIE

1 .
In=—1 X0 - mligay
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1 D g
+ 2 T - hG0, ©) I
1 n= | ' 2
o +_2—k§=0 I X(k"l) “ﬁf(X(k)' k) ',EGQ,GtJ~1

wERMNZT B {X(O) 3oy X(10) }zﬁmost probable Vestimate Thdo
prediction problem ; | 4 | ,
[Y(0), ) YR SBHBRSEZORT, | X0, -+, X, -, X(ntm) | esti-
mate | R(0), e ’ }?(n-!-m)}%sk&f)% Tk - o

P(X(Ol, *tcy X(n+m) f Y(O’ s"'Y(n))
' =~ c’ (Y(OJ’ tty Y(-‘O))
1 n _ I B

1 nirt : 5 . 2 o
T 12, N XD ~£ (XK 5 1) fgqqaty? }

#toT, most probable estimate i
B o) 2
Tnm =5 1 X0 —m fip2

1 0 ' 2
+’E‘k?:0n Yk — h( Xk, k) "R_-I(k)

1 ntm~i

1 2
+—§—~ kzxo ”X(k—l*l) — (XK ,k) uEGQ,GTjﬂ ,

FBRNZTD { X(0) s+, X(n+m) } THBo
LT AT

1o ' 2 '
Tom = Jn*""é‘k:i B X0+ = £, ) fgoq4
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THBMB, T, p kminimize 5 ILRMRIE In #esminimize L, Liv3/EH
C 2% Ot a ksl bixe BID

X(k+1) = £(Xk), k) 7 "k=n,n+1,,n+m—1

A Z UL, filtering problem *#%, BRThXivdnoise ¥REOx it
% extrapolation iz Bicve '

 Min.| Jn} © Dynamic Programming X 5

[GQGtJ_l PEETZdDETA . FHLE, 1 step&oprediction prob—
lem

vin{ 27, }

2EZ Do TDRRIZL THECDONEKIZ, filtering problem ODEZIZEZERIW-
o (X(0) & || X0 — m || 371,

P (X(k+1) & Min 27 , k=0,1,.,n
ke X(°);-»X(k){ i1}

BEBTDHE,
P (XG&H1) = %{ Py (%) + || X&+D) —£ (XMW, k)u‘EGQ’th; |

+ Il Y08 — n(x09, 1) 710, }
( 1{:0 ’ 1,--',1'.'1 )
3 ré‘currence equation 2D k=005 UDHTIERK , most probable
estimate X(Wx zhmbikws e sitkso HL, XO+1) mestimate 1
By (X@+1)) % minimize 735 X@+l) , Xnj®estimate (R4O%® 5 £il-

tering problem Of&) &;Fn(}{(n)) + |} Yi) —h(Xn), n) ]{;—1m)%mi’nimize
+% X)THB o | |
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Dynamié programming &k 358k, BHO F (X)) IZBELTETE, Hic
8 tep BT T 2RI Fp(X) »5EBTHIZL L, ThilFio XK EZ B BEHIZN
EVSFIREDSDTND. (F (X)) 23" RE " 0REZTS 1)

6. System Identification

Syetem identification&LlT, zzTh 8y stemdDRE AT A —F —DHEEH
Y EZ 5. xOparameter NEMKEA LILWESA ( time invariant) &, z
t35%HE& (time variant) 25505 FIEOFNURIEEZNEETH DL Bk,
LRUELOABENTHD. W50, systemdk b AEHIHER, B%,F‘aﬁ&:mi»b‘)&‘
SBRAUDE WO THELDLNSE T, BEIEFCELINS ThT0Th, FRICEL TRT
W5 parameter i time invariant t%-&k%fﬁibﬁﬁ*&c T3 &Y KU
b D TR TH S 5 B REM M HE® identification disL 52% (lear—
‘ning) kh\ﬁé’.&dﬁ?é%@’@ééiﬁi, —~%, b0k HERNAEEBHEE T time
variant 7 parameter o¥#Es LiIE LIZEEIZ A% . T/4bb, system O-E0
parameter KL TT D HEHD BT FR Do RNEA WS, % L THEE 3
CEBTHAREHMECE V- T30S B4k state identification ERT
<, "Rt identify MR, BUSHMEL AT, CCTRINLICRSAS,

time invariant 7 parameter O& ¥ %HRICT 3,

7
7. Bayesian System Identification?}’??’”

{ -1, Linear Convertible System

X(t+1) = OXt + BUL + ) = (1)

l

Y (6 ¥ Xt + W | ()

r(t) , Wthawhite Gaussian Sk b0k T35, ¥ ' sikEss eysten 13

convertible THos 3. 4, 0L, rOVESET LKRATHILE TS
(1), 208 ‘ ‘1 o

Y(t+1) = O XU+ Bult) + r(t) (3)
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2850 L,

v(t+1) & ¥ y(t+1)
r(t) & rit + ¥Wt+1)

Y (036, OX(t—-1) + BU(E~1) + r' (t—1) &X2TH abshéﬁﬁﬁﬂz@%

BLRH Y IREELBREE, ZORYIC LI
C0x°(t—-1) + BU(t=1) + r(t—-1)

L DTHLD INDBEMNLOF ¥ IV TH B LAMUICEL D, Tirbb,
p(Y(H ] X(t=1)) % p(YE)] X°(t—1)) CEPTZ. 22T X°(t—1)

X(t—1) oestimate TH %,
O = (0,0, e 0,, " "
1?71 7 Tyt ? N? "N

Ma priori distribution % Gaussian ¢ LT, mean vector %Eo!’

covariance matrix #% (3(0)—1 &’9"50 2L,

O; = (D55 Oppres Oypp )

#5735 Bayesian learning (Bayes EEOZXREM) ik oTkRD recurr~

ence relation #35%;

ot = C(t—1) + D(t—1) (4

BY = o™ {o(t-D T (-1 + 4561 & (=D } @

= o™ {c@=D T (t-1) + £2@-D T4(s-1)" z@-1) }

.f“...‘ (6)



superscript "t 'RE&EEZIRT.

, N> ;‘ N—> .
%) oy
N \
‘ i \\- : ' \v\\
AP =1 N 409 = \
\ ’ : ‘ \V\
AN N
AN AN
AN _\
. 5° o0
- \ P
680{) = [ Xf(k): “tt Xg(k) [ 1 Jt
. . . Lt
6(]() - (Xl(k)!’", XN(IQ ’ 1 ] ,
D = 4°0-T- 45"

T ¢ r @ covariance matrix @ inverse.

Hifd = 3 T..(y4&+1) =3B, U(K)
* Pk b A Bt g

; . . A 7~ t
Zﬂg = [ Qli T'l(kl ’ @231"2 1% s ‘p}q: rN'&H' J

coidentifi cafion process (4}, (5), (6hiciz XKD estimate ylI RS 1
NTWEOT, L3 system identification :FHEuzstate—identifica—-
tion (filtering) %fibhikbiwe LiL, system ® parameter 454
iR DTNWinnhb, ﬁ*az:a)«f:state—fidentification%@%;é)i:bi?ibtcbn
O system oW TOREZLFE FCeostate—identification &, k& 2,

1, estimated system parameter (m(t)) #HwTstate—identifi~-
cation (Wiener—Kalman filter #Hu\T) £f75.
K '

2, estimated state (Biasystem parameter OEHETFTTOD) %, sys—

tem parameter @aposteriori distribution THEFT %o

ZXoTiade
=R, ﬁh@vsyStem identification process Tikstate—identifi-
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cation AEICHETTS o ‘ ,
zdprocess 2@ © a priori distribution 2, r'{jodistribu-

- tion % Gaussian & LT#EWiehs, EREOREHIELLIcROBRI+A&FDOD LT
RRIH S5 2 & 2R ahs 20 |

r q)ij’?" a priori C{0), mORERET 5.

DGt B TRRISRIRSY ,

0 = to<tl<t2 <=

AR ITIORBE TS .

(4+1) N+1501muis 0% vectors #it,, 2Bty ~ 1 ORI ¥
RThBo (J=0,1,-)
(A+2) t,~t. RERTHS .

3T
' n  ti-1

(4+3) 25(2C 3% Do) = ui-nl
F o pHRg

THHHA M1>0 , QD1 5EAET 5.
L, Xm[A)_iiposi‘tifve definite matrix A }(Dﬁd\@
il o '
(a+4) BUO°®|®) sEEOkiHLER
(a+5) E(RK®) »2EEOkHLER
HL,

N _ N g
R9® = é{(ri‘m,”r'i)J’ji@ijcxf’."%‘@)f} .
Labid
Pr.{lim | am“‘u:s 0} #11_}
n—co : : : '
prof1inm -0 = 0% =1 .
ro{lin JB- 0" =0} =1 .|
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O%@’Cﬁéo
DIzt stochastic approximation DEZZHBEET Do

7~2, Approximations

O R

yi (1) = z tDlJXa(t) + B3 U + 17 (Y i=1,0, N

THBY - x_rhbeaPi (o g , O, ’.,y . )y * }7' )] DH% identify 3203 Eanig,

BB lLFE LT 1dent1flcatlon BAS i, 7-1id BT B
BRI B AD # Do - |

(@, 0, T; 3 ® a priori distribution % Gaussian :LT,
ZFOmean vectoyr‘, covariance ﬁzatrix BRR "n'li(()), ci(o)""1 N (N

cilt) = ¢;(t—1) —D;(t-1)

y it = 2 B U4(t—1)) §° (t-1)}

Byt = oyt { oy =D my(e=1)-

- — 1 o |
= ¢ {o;t-D I (1) + -—0-,?—0 ® =D 3 (t—1) z,(t~1) }

BL, 0 = [ X&,, Xy, 1)

3% = [ X0 ,-» X0, 1 3°

: _ P . G
D) = — 3%k 3%

r{ o variance’

1

COHKOPERE: B, 7~1&:§< analogous T, ¥ (A; 5) AL
(a-5) E(Ril) #EEDKICHUER, . |
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{B5L,

N
R = Gyl T+ 2 G000 X0 |

tf;%fi‘f’(‘&')%o

[ (DREdY®decomposiTion Tk 525 #ThO Odecomposition &fFoT

%ﬁﬁﬁkﬂﬁ?égkmﬁahéo bh@uiﬁfﬁﬁ?ﬁ‘l‘)ﬁgﬁ{t?éo g_CDL.};b;t system
DEBBKREL KD é:*—“ﬁké%k&é o ,
‘._’Dﬁf.t%%)ﬁhaeoompofutlon EFTL &z, %o&jﬁ‘ii)#;%(@decompOSk—-

tion @%iﬁﬂxﬂﬁ‘é’@%éo ol P o :ﬁéﬁf;decompo gition &iﬁm&:ml:adaptive'

CRRT 5 H R E SR eysten © identification TREBEASS0

{—3. Non—-linear System

7 « 1 TORkregression form @ identificationid, &, nonF
linear system ixbMRATMETH . & o TIRENEE (X Y& oBE) dnon-1i-
near THAEIEALXEZ Do

X(t+1) = Ox(th + F(X) + BUM + r(b) (1)

f

Y = TxH + (XY + Wt o (2

ry

ry
i

F(X) = A- VD
XY = 8- vt
A=[aij], S=( 85 J BRNxM~-matrix ’C
V= (9 (H) ) 9(HY) ey (X0 )"

PraPyas Py R X=(Xyse, XN V¥ ommsT

1 ’ Xl’ in"‘: XN ’ ?1(}0: ?é}g -’ hRRd ] SOM‘X)
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Yet+1) & 7 y(t+1)

»r'(t; & Y+ FTW(E+1)
;ssu\{, L, {2xv

Y(t+1) =¢’5%<t)+ A'v(t)+v (,éU(tH W““s‘v-(»’wl )) ;?_'(t)x\f (3)
Y (t+1) #»

OX°(t + AVIY+ (BUM + ¥ svi(t+1)) + (1

TS B ARER» ORETIIOLEMIELXT, T-1H50RXOEMUD 72
LR A FEExidentification process 2§bHh5. {BL, ‘

- '___ e O/ fi e - St
0%09 = (X, -y Xl » RN, -+, P (XK 5 1]

%@bzﬁbmizﬁé o
I D O +ARES B T ~ 1 OEEIL L 2 TEbRS.

7 -4, Non—-convertible System

Cr BRI (X2 Y & OBIR) 2i—ghic

Y = g (X(M) + Wt

LHEbDEBRN, §  NEELAWEATHS. non~Iinear OHMEHELLOTSH T -
- 3TELEE, | S

Y = ¥XH + 8-Vt + WY
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‘Offic 1inear term ¥ Xtx b2 BARAE, & XD (l--1 e N) b@ﬁ]ﬁ |
| 3753: J=1,«, K) WFhhiiElEssb 2z Thid, &b@system 1denti—
fication RE[gETH 3o i
3Ok 1inear OEMEE |

Y(H) = ¥XH + Wb

THEXL S f*&mﬁy;;t)z: Xl(t)aws*aéémsa% Thbb¥o (j, 1) B Yy o
non-zero T&3iEa, ‘ ‘ Cr '

S h+3 X 8 + ——fY
— Y = X.
Vi Y3 1 ki ‘/’31 . Yi d
o
t) 4 2{t)
%1 ;0 2 yit
& EETIE
¥k ,
v4 (t+1) = 2 69 X e + ZB U (t) + S—=—X {0+ (1)
F kad ‘/’31
550 {HL

ri(t) . t+1) +r, (t)

Loy
¥y

#oT, Alomd y4(t+1) &

,/, e
Efb Xe(t + 3B.. Uj‘b) + & X_fz(t) + (Y
sa ¥ii

NHRETHODOLAEMNICEL T, KOBRL analogous KER L _

3T, H¥linear invertible system id¥55. ‘__@%ALM, %bi, 4%
DOk state~identification ¢RIz system identificationsfiz
51

~6 4o



. X(t+1) = OX(t +BUY+ I'rlt) B {1

Y o= PxG+we oo
(2,,,,5 : |
COR(t+1) = ¥ Y(t+1) =¥ W(t+1)
X = ¥y - 7w

e AR
vy & Y A
s a

Y (t4+1) &0 YO (E4)

EEHRTHL, XD transition equation (H@RVZ ¥ @ transition equ—

ation 5%

Y(t+1) = @Y'(t) +BUHt + r{t) 4

g = ot + ¥ wit+1) — ¥ win ) (5)

T’ wiunknown O% L ATWESE, thirDestimate 0° (e ziZ00a
posteriori HHOFHME) TEUTHIE, SEOHHRLLERCELWREYTS
identification process x55. iz, ZRO¥ FHRTHY FLTHHEL
: NPGRSHER BB o (stocHastic approximation) i, 4EOLBALED },
AR, @Eniihe Sk EFMCER YO PRRTTES . LOFHLNEF TR state
B TETHB. -

~fiz system identification @iii:%l::ﬁé‘)@é@iﬁa’ééc %615 1o, (1),
(2wv> system OEXARBEZ Shck (EFMBE L BRER) BT E FricER
LT Thich £hsd parameter 2 #ET2UHETH 5.
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5ok, B4R system ® input, output La@HR, #->Tinput,
oUtpUt DEMREEL L HFUES T FAAD ENEL DTHERLANE WS LETHS.
E1OMBOHEHE 20 LI HRTAMEHICRIT BRRICRLZ 58, F2OUBOHBEIC
TRTNBEBRLA. B 1OUHR, 574D system DYHNE , BEIOND T
BBAT, RoT ' R * R EEER B  THYEIIC AR D S5 RTR DL b
Ve ZLTEDL 52 EF MU BRTAD 55 7 7 AOHTEL TS (KBAEEELTS)
ZEBNE 5 HbOEELS N |

ZHICHL TR 20T, Sys ten OYEIINE, BHKC O\ TORERIUEHS 5.
REZ55ERS HEEEAKES, TRERTA (5B KREELD. O
ViBC B U THTL 3 EESERI %, systemOSifitk (equivalence) THoe « ©
S5%0, ﬁuinmﬂwoi@mt@%ﬁ%%osyﬂmm«mﬁﬁﬁ&%o%Lr%hmalo
®equivalence classdfTRd 'HMik ¥ systemiz fnne b‘ﬁﬁﬂ&ﬁ‘ﬁ%‘\-t%o '
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FORBRITIE TR S 525 —F, B2 OVBRBRAENAAR 2 KT 5L
 BRIEDBOTNBe BIRSENE, Sl éystem037 FADFREDOTLES e £5V5E
TR, B201ER " HEEmx ", —Efxidentification kLakbinE bR
k35, _

Aiﬁﬁbé%l@ﬁ%ﬁ@% Thotedt, SEHALES L5 0RE 20TENLTE
Bo |

X, et 5T D inverse HEELLNWES, F7bb linear non-convar-
tible system &z 5. FIZ B, VR 1TNAONatrixTHoHLLL 5. 81
%,sjmmmmNmiﬁﬁ,@ﬂmlﬁtﬁﬁlébmﬁbh&h%éf$5kt®%,%L
w'state® Y(thrBAL A4 iz, (1), (2=BMHAY O transition equa=
tion % & OB LToL hahe o - i

15055, XﬁN&foﬁi&m#mB.KU%(ﬂU,chdL-uY@+M4U
CREANLBLIETBLETHESS .

' . o n=1 _ , _—
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Y = ¥Fxt) + WY

Y4 = TOoXY+ Y(B UL+ I'r(t) )+ W(t+1)

G e T B A o d
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CyN-1D) =7 0N M x + kai O N K2 gyttk) + I'r (6+K) +

+ W(EHN-1)
¥ty I v
Y(t+1) ' vo

Ce | L v, e,
vy | |wo®™
N N /-
~

w(t)
7(BUY) + I'r(t j‘ + W(t+1) D A

N-2 _
v 5 ONTEP(BUG R + Mt Y+ W EHN-1)

k=0

N

P
& BNT

vt = TXb + A(D

E%L, T mEETIuE, Xt [Y(t;,u-,Y(m#N—l)]t "c%ﬁﬁsm:ﬁs%;osz&hzu
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&
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9, mEEicbk s K my OBl 7~ 5 5 e NG ZRIZIE 5 o)
&T, T aEETIE =
X o= 1T v - ThAM

Th¥ X—transition equation ikt Ahhif Y-transition ’equa‘tion 5
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YD) = 0 Y+ TBUD+ TITW + AGHLD) — 0% Al .

’0. N
: I ‘
=l0 , I 3 (N—1) ke#fimatrix .
\ ?, s Py J

#iizzero input (U=0, r=0) oz

N ... N
Y(E+N) = 2_¢5Y(t+i-*-1) + WE+N) - 3 ?; W(t+i—-1)

=

L7, higher order OHSHFRBRATCEDLINS system LFEEE, unknown
parameter ik N’ 7 DRV NF & 5o

T-5 ®HEA
L CTRWARERT 5 Systen identificationBELT, BEIhooHS
ik B VRO BE R 8k Bo] £ £IFIB TSR OB b 08B B -
{1} stochastic approximation @L‘Sm v
{2) Identification wconvergence "'speed" % LiFs#i/kcontrol.
(3 Identification ® convergence ¥E»3ELEHE (HR) OEKRER
(BREREHE ) o a |
(4 Adaptive Identification (Ex. Adaptive Filter) .
() #EIdentification. | | |
T e



{6) Identification iz#i}?ddecomposition OfE a

(7) Identifiability O—RIxERER o

(8. System~®control b%b%@ identification,

(w‘ Non~stationary(timé~variant)system ® identification.

'@0) Random parameter ¢ identification.
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