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Universal Approximation of Linear Time-Invariant
(LTI) Systems through RNNs: Power of
Randomness in Reservoir Computing
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Abstract—Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) are known to
be universal approximators of dynamic systems under fairly
mild and general assumptions. However, RNNs usually suffer
from the issues of vanishing and exploding gradients in standard
RNN training. Reservoir computing (RC), a special RNN where
the recurrent weights are randomized and left untrained, has
been introduced to overcome these issues and has demonstrated
superior empirical performance especially in scenarios where
training samples are extremely limited. On the other hand, the
theoretical grounding to support this observed performance has
yet been fully developed. In this work, we show that RC can
universally approximate a general linear time-invariant (LTT)
system. Specifically, we present a clear signal processing inter-
pretation of RC and utilize this understanding in the problem of
approximating a generic LTI system. Under this setup, we analyt-
ically characterize the optimum probability density function for
configuring (instead of training and/or randomly generating) the
recurrent weights of the underlying RNN of the RC. Extensive
numerical evaluations are provided to validate the optimality of
the derived distribution for configuring the recurrent weights of
the RC to approximate a general LTI system. Our work results
in clear signal processing-based model interpretability of RC
and provides theoretical explanation/justification for the power
of randomness in randomly generating instead of training RC’s
recurrent weights. Furthermore, it provides a complete optimum
analytical characterization for configuring the untrained recur-
rent weights, marking an important step towards explainable
machine learning (XML) to incorporate domain knowledge for
efficient learning.

Index Terms—Reservoir computing, echo state network, neural
network, deep learning, system identification and approximation,
explainable machine learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rise of deep learning methods [[1] in recent times has
been unprecedented, owing largely to their remarkable success
in fields as diverse as image classification [2]], speech recog-
nition [3] and language translation [4], among many others.
Specifically, recurrent neural networks (RNNs) are known
to be universal approximators for dynamical systems under
general conditions [5], making them suitable for applications
involving temporally correlated data. Therefore, RNNs are
well suited to sequential tasks such as sentence sentiment
classification [6], language translation [7], video frame anal-
ysis [8], [9] as well as recently in receive processing tasks
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such as symbol detection [10] in wireless communications.
More recently, RNNs have also been adapted to be applied
in natural language processing (NLP) tasks to emulate the
remarkable success of transformers [11] while avoiding their
high computational and memory complexity. However, vanilla
RNNs exhibit the problem of vanishing and exploding gradi-
ents [12] when trained using the backpropagation through time
(BPTT) algorithm [13]]. Long short-term memory (LSTM)
networks [14] alleviate this problem to a certain degree by
incorporating additional internal gating procedures [[15]], [16]]
and thus, deliver more robust performance compared to vanilla
RNNs [[17]. On the other hand, LSTMs require significantly
more training data due to their richer modeling capabilities,
thereby posing a challenge when the training data is inherently
limited, e.g., in the physical (PHY) and medium access control
(MAC) layers of modern wireless systems where the over-
the-air (OTA) training data is extremely limited. To balance
this trade-off, randomized recurrent neural networks [[18] have
been a topic of active investigation. A general randomized
RNN consists of an untrained hidden layer with recurrent
units, which non-linearly projects the input data into a high-
dimensional feature space, and a trained output layer which
scales and combines the outputs of the hidden layer in a linear
fashion. Reservoir Computing (RC) [19] is a specific paradigm
within the class of randomized RNN approaches where the
echo state network (ESN) [20] is a popular implementation of
the general RC framework.

In RC architectures including the ESN, typically only the
output layer of the network is trained using pseudo-inversion
or Tikhonov regularization, while the weights of the input
layers and the hidden layers are fixed after initialization
based on a certain pre-determined distribution. This particular
feature of RC significantly reduces the amount of required
training making it uniquely suitable for applications where the
number of training samples is extremely limited. Furthermore,
since the recurrent weights are randomly generated and fixed,
RC completely avoids the issues of vanishing and exploding
gradients that commonly occur in the standard RNN training.
Despite its limited training, RC has demonstrated impressive
performance in many sequential processing applications in-
cluding NLP tasks, e.g., decoding grammatical structure from
sentences [21]], learning word-to-meaning mappings [22]], in
video frame analysis tasks such as event detection in visual
content [23], as well as in stock market prediction [24].
Recently, RC has found great appeal in various wireless appli-
cations, especially in the PHY/MAC layer receive processing
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with extremely scarce OTA training data. For example, ESNs
and its extensions have been utilized to construct symbol de-
tectors for 5G and Beyond 5G multiple antenna systems [[10],
[25]-[27]]. In addition, the ESN has been applied to effectively
combat inter-symbol interference (ISI) and improve detection
performance in a chaotic baseband wireless communication
system [28]]. Furthermore, ESN-based deep reinforcement
learning has been introduced for dynamic spectrum access
in 5G networks to provide improved sample efficiency and
convergence rate over traditional RNN structures [29]]. Beyond
conventional wireless communications, RC has also found
utility in equalization for optical transmission [30] and signal
classification in optoelectronic oscillators [31].

Although RNNs and its variants including RC have shown
superior empirical performance in various sequence processing
tasks, a fundamental theoretical understanding of their effec-
tiveness using classical tools remains largely unexplored. As
discussed in [32], “lack of explainability” is one of the top five
challenges in applying machine learning approaches to appli-
cations with limited training data such as telecommunication
networks, which have traditionally been designed based on
a mixture of theoretical analysis, wireless channel measure-
ments, and human intuition and understanding. In fact, the
traditional approach has proven amenable for domain experts
to resort to either theoretical analysis or computer simulations
to validate wireless system building blocks. Therefore, it is
desirable for neural network models to have similar levels of
explainability especially when designed for wireless systems,
and in general for applications with specifications-limited or
cost-prohibitive procedures of obtaining training data samples.

A. State-of-the-Art in Explainable Machine Learning (XML)

Even though deep neural networks have been effective in
various applications, they are still largely perceived as black-
box functions converting features in input data to classification
labels or regression values at their output. With the growing
real-world application of neural network models in sensitive
areas such as autonomous driving and medical diagnostics,
there is an increasing need to develop a deep understanding
of the inner workings of such models. This has given birth
to the field of Explainable Machine Learning (XML) which
has seen important developments in recent times. A useful
overview of Layer-Wise Relevance Propagation (LRP), which
is an explainability technique for deep neural networks that
uses propagation of relevance information from the output to
the input layers, is provided in [33]. An information-theoretic
approach towards opening the black box of neural networks
was provided in [34] building upon the information bottleneck
(IB) principle. SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations), which
is a model interpretation framework built on the principles
of game theory, was introduced in [35]. Outside of neural
network models, the work in [36] introduces the concept of
local explanation vectors, applying the technique to support
vector machines (SVMs). While these works introduce useful
interpretation and explanation frameworks, a first principles-
based approach that utilizes a signal processing-oriented un-
derstanding is largely missing or not yet fully developed for
most neural network architectures.

Among studies exploring the theoretical explanations behind
the success of RC in time-series problems, one of the first
is [37], which introduces a functional space approximation
framework for a better understanding of the operation of
ESNSs. Another recent work of note is [38] which shows that
an ESN without nonlinear activation is equivalent to vector
autoregression (VAR). [39] makes the case for ESNs being
universal approximators for ergodic dynamical systems. The
effectiveness of RC in predicting complex nonlinear dynamical
systems such as the Lorenz and the Rossler systems was stud-
ied in [40], while [41]] investigated the tuning and optimization
of the length of the fading memory of RC systems. Our
previous work in [42] derived an upper bound on the Empirical
Rademacher Complexity (ERC) for single-reservoir ESNs and
showed tighter generalization for ESNs as compared to tradi-
tional RNNs, while simultaneously demonstrating the utility
of the derived bound in optimizing an ESN-based symbol
detector in multi-antenna wireless receivers. Other statistical
learning theory-based works such as [43]] also attempt to
bound the generalization error for RC using slightly modi-
fied Rademacher-type complexity measures. In our previous
work [44], we introduce a signal processing analysis of the
ESN and present a complete analytical characterization of the
optimum untrained recurrent weight for an ESN with a single
neuron when employed in the wireless channel equalization
task. While the works in existing literature provide interesting
insights using information-theoretic or statistical learning-
theoretic principles, a lucid signal processing understanding
coupled with complete analytical characterizations using con-
ventional tools has not been established yet. With this in
mind, we aim to accomplish the following two objectives
in this work: i) Gain a theoretical understanding of why
randomly generated reservoir weights provide good empirical
performance for function approximation, and ii) develop a
systematic methodology to configure this random generation
of reservoir weights incorporating prior information or domain
knowledge. With these objectives, we provide an outline in the
next section for the set of problems considered, the overall
approach adopted and the steps taken to solve them.

B. Our Contributions

The main contributions of this work are summarized below:

1) First, we consider the “atomic” problem of approxi-
mating the impulse response of a first-order infinite
impulse response (IIR) filter using an ESN consisting
of two neurons in the reservoir with fixed reservoir
weights and with linear activation. Formulating this as
an orthogonal projection problem, we precisely calculate
the corresponding approximation error and derive an
exact scaling law that relates this approximation error to
the distance between the ESN’s poles (i.e., the recurrent
reservoir weights).

2) Second, continuing with the impulse response of the
first-order IIR system as the target function, we consider
the problem of approximating its impulse response using
an ESN with multiple neurons having randomly gener-
ated weights. Optimizing the corresponding approxima-
tion error, we derive the optimum probability density



function (PDF) to configure the random generation of
the ESN reservoir weights.

3) Third, we generalize this result by showing that the
derived optimum PDF for approximating a first-order
IIR system is also optimum for approximating general
higher-order LTI systems that can be written as a linear
combination of first-order poles.

4) Fourth, we show that under linear activation, a reservoir
with random and sparse interconnections between its
constituent neurons has an equivalent representation as
a reservoir with non-interconnected neurons.

5) Finally, via extensive numerical evaluations, we empir-
ically confirm the following: i) Validity of the derived
approximation error scaling law, and ii) Optimality of
the derived optimum PDF for configuring the ESN reser-
voir weights when applied to the task of approximating
a first-order IIR and higher-order LTI systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec.
presents the problem formulation for the task of LTI system
approximation using an ESN. Sec. [Tl presents our approach
and analysis to derive the optimum distribution for configuring
the random generation of ESN reservoir weights. Sec.
outlines the training procedure of the ESN and briefly outlines
overfitting concerns in this scenario. Numerical evaluations to
validate the theoretical findings in the preceding sections are
presented in Sec. [Vl Finally, we provide concluding remarks
and directions for future work in Sec. [V1l

Notation: R: set of real numbers; U(a,b): uniform dis-
tribution with support [a,b]; N (u,0?): Gaussian (normal)
distribution with mean y and variance o2; E[-]: Expectation
operator, VAR(+): Variance operator; ¢ and C' denote scalars, ¢
denotes a column vector; | - |: £2-norm; (a, by = b’ a: inner
product of vectors a, b € R™. C denotes a matrix; (-)7: matrix
transpose; (-)T: Moore-Penrose matrix pseudo-inverse. \(C)
denotes the spectrum (set of eigenvalues) of C. pa(-) denotes
the probability density function (PDF) of a random variable
a. Pr(E) denotes the probability of event E. (a,b) denotes an
open interval and [a, b] denotes a closed interval for a,b € R.
W.L.O.G. stands for “without loss of generality”. We define the
following terms to have this specific meaning in the remainder
of the paper: i) “Training”: Data-driven optimization of neural
network (NN) model weights via backpropagation-based or
single-shot algorithms (e.g., least squares), ii) “Randomly
generating”: The process of generating NN model weights in
an i.i.d. manner by sampling them from a pre-determined and
unoptimized distribution, iii) “Configuring”: The process of
generating NN model weights in an i.i.d. manner by sampling
them from an analytically derived distribution taking into
account prior information or domain knowledge.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. Randomized RNN: RC and The Echo State Network (ESN)
In the context of a randomized RNN [18] and more specif-
ically an ESN, a general learning problem can be defined by
the tuple (Z, P, H, ), where:
o X and ) are the input and output spaces respectively. In
our case, X € RP*T represents a time sequence of length

T. The output space is J € RE*T or Y e {0, 1}5*7,
depending on whether the network is being employed for
regression or classification respectively in the sequence-
to-sequence setting. In the sequence-to-vector setting, we
have Y € RE or Y € {0,1}¥. Here, D and K are the
input and output dimensions respectively.
« Z =X x ) represents the joint input-output space.
« P is the space of probability distributions defined on Z.
o H is the space of all function approximators h : X — Y
where h denotes the neural network function.
o The loss function £(-) is defined as £: Y x YV — R.
Define an input sequence U = [u[1],u[2],--,u[T]] of
length T such that u[n] € R? and U € RP*T for the
discrete-time indices n = 1,2,---,7T. Note that each data
sample u(n) in the time series U is a (column) vector of
dimension D. For every training sequence U, a label (ground
truth) sequence G is available to train the network, where
G = [g[1],g[2], - ,g[T]] such that g[n] € RE for a
(sequence-to-sequence) regression task and g[n] € {0, 1} for
a (sequence-to-sequence) classification task. The training set
Z"N of size N is then defined as the set of input-label tuples
N o= {(Ul,Gl), (Ug, Ga), - - ,(UN,GN)}, where ZN
is generated i.i.d. according to some (unknown) joint input-
output probability distribution P(-,-) € P. The general setup
described above is applicable to a time series problem with any
recurrent deep learning model. Within the class of randomized
RNNSs, we consider a single reservoir ESN containing M neu-
rons with random and sparse interconnections (among other
possibilities) and a single output (readout) weights matrix. This
structure is depicted in Fig.[Il Next, we define the input, output
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Fig. 1. An echo state network (ESN) with a single reservoir.

and the model weights of the ESN in the following:

o Xres[n] € RM is the reservoir state vector at time index
n.

o Xies = [Xees[1], -+, Xees[T]] € RM*T s defined as
the “reservoir states matrix” of the individual states from
n=1ton="T.

o xiy[n] € RP denotes the ESN input. y[n] € RX denotes
the ESN output.

e Wi, € RMXD jg the input weights matrix, W, €
RM*M is the reservoir weights matrix, W € REXxM
is the output weights matrix.

For a point-wise nonlinear activation function o(-), the state
update equation and the output equation are respectively:

Xres [TL] = U(Wresxres [n - 1] + WinXiy [n])7 1)
y[n] = WoutXres [n] 2)



In this setup, Wi, and W, are randomly generated, i.e.,
initialized from a certain pre-determined but arbitrary distribu-
tion, e.g., the uniform or Gaussian distributions, and then kept
fixed throughout the training and inference (test) stages. Unlike
vanilla RNNs and its variants where all network weights are
trained using BPTT, the only trainable network parameter in
the ESN is the output weights matrix Wy, which is trained
using a pseudoinverse-based closed-form linear update rule.
This greatly reduces the number of trainable parameters, as
well as the training computational complexity, lending well to
applications with limited training data availability. Addition-
ally, the sparsely interconnected nature of Wy is controlled
via the hyperparameter named ‘sparsity’ (denoted as «), which
represents the probability of an element of Wi being zero.
The internal reservoir structure of Fig. [I] depicts this random
and potentially sparse nature of the interconnections between
the constituent neurons.

B. Approximating an Atomic LTI System with an ESN

Consider the target LTI system characterized by the follow-
ing causal time-domain impulse response:

a™, n=0 "
Sa[n] ={O " =0 = a"uln], 3)

where @ € (—1,1) and u[n] is the discrete-time unit step
function. Thus, the target system to be approximated by
the ESN is described by the time-domain impulse response
characterized by the infinite-dimensional vector s, € R*. We
choose this as the first case to analyze since the time-domain
impulse response of a large class of general LTI systems can
be written exactly as a linear combination of first order IIR
impulse responses of Eq. @) [43], i.e.,

No
h[n] = Z W;iSa, [1], 4)
i=1

where w; € R are the combining weights, thereby making the
extension to the general case feasible given the analysis for
the simple case of Eq. (B). This is shown in Sec. IEE

In this work, we consider a simplified version of the more
general ESN described in Sec. Specifically, we consider a
simple reservoir construction where the individual neurons are
disconnected from each other and only consist of unit delay
self-feedback loops. This translates to W5 being a diagonal
matrix. Next, for tractability of analysis, we consider linear
activation such that o(-) in Eq. (I) is an identity mapping. As
shown in our previous work [44]], a single neuron with linear
activation can be modeled as a first-order infinite impulse
response (IIR) filter with a single pole. This is illustrated in
Fig. 2l where a single neuron or “node” inside the reservoir
simply implements a first-order autoregressive process AR(1)
with a feedback weight a. The system response for the IIR
filter in Fig. 2is given by
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Fig. 2. Modeling a neuron in the reservoir with linear activation as a single-
pole IIR filter.

Finally, we consider the input weights to be unity, as their
effect is absorbed in the output weights when the activation
employed in the reservoir is linear.

With the aforementioned preliminaries laid out, the ESN
design problem for LTI system approximation can be articu-
lated as follows. Consider an ESN reservoir as a collection of
non-interconnected neurons with fixed corresponding reservoir
(recurrent) weights {8,}M_,, where each 3, € (—1,1)
to ensure stability of its impulse response [7%u[n]. Such
a reservoir with non-interconnected neurons has also been
considered for neuromorphic computing in an experimental
setting using photonic hardware [46], thus highlighting its
practical applicability. We would like to choose {f3,, }}_; such
that their weighted combination approximates the normalized

target H:“H2 with a low approximation error, i.e.,
o

S M
C— x> Winsg,,, (6)

Isalla 22

where sg, [n] = Bmul[n]. Note that target normalization is
imperative to ensure that the mean approximation error across
multiple LTI system realizations (i.e., values of “parameter” o)
is not dominated by realizations for which « is closer to 1 or
—1 over those for which « is closer to 0. With this formulation,
the normalized target has unit norm. This can also be written
as the system function in terms of the z-transform as

M
Sa(2) ~ D WimSg,,(2), )

m=1

which can be expanded as

V1 —a2 N f Wi ®)
1—az ! Nmzll—ﬂmz 1

Thus, the system being estimated is an infinite impulse re-
sponse (IIR) system with a single pole «, where the ESN
attempts to estimate this IIR impulse response as a weighted
combination of M IIR impulse responses characterized by the
random poles {{,,}, which are kept fixed during training of
the output weights {W,,,} and during test. This problem can be
characterized as a system “approximation” or “identification”
problem, whereby a linear ESN with a reservoir of non-
interconnected neurons with randomly generated or configured
weights attempts to reproduce the output of the unknown
LTI system belonging to a known model family, in this case,
a single-pole IIR system. The problem setup is depicted in
Fig.
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Fig. 3. Approximating an LTI system belonging to a known model family
(e.g., first-order IIR system) with a linear non-interconnected reservoir ESN.

C. ESN Initialization and Training

The process of initializing the ESN reservoir weights (ran-
dom generation or configuration) and subsequent training
of output weights consists of three components: i) a target
function f(-;a) to be approximated, ii) a linear subspace
2 spanned by the reservoir basis functions, and iii) an
approximation f(+;81,..., 0 ) of the target function in €.
For the LTI system approximation task, the target function
is the normalized impulse response of the system, given by
fa) W The subspace spanned by the reservoir
neurons is given by £ = span(sg,,...,ss,). For a gen-
eral loss function L(f ;f), the training procedure finds the
output combining weights {W,,,} such that the approximation
f(;B1,- .., Bu) lying in © minimizes L£(f; f). With the /5
norm as the loss function £(f; f), the ESN training procedure
finds f(-;51,...,8m) as the ¢5 training loss minimizing
approximation, implying that it is the orthogonal projection of
f(:; @) onto §2. The corresponding approximation error is then
referred to as the “projection error”. This setup is illustrated
in Fig. 4l The projection error can be written as the following
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Fig. 4. Learning a single-pole IIR system: An orthogonal projection view.

f5-loss:
Wiss. | s ©)
Fels 2 ’
where
{W}} = arg min Wmsg,. | »  (10)
(o) ookt 2 ’
are the optimum output weights given by
w=x"! (11)

Here, w £ [W;*
can be shown to be

. W]’{}]T € RM, and the projection error

e=1-r'S"1r. (12)

Here, [saf3 = Y ga® = =, andr € RM*! and X €

1—

RM*M are respectively defined as
1 <S/51 ) Soc>
re —— : ) 13)
Isa |2
<S,3Mv Sa>

and [X]; ; = (sg,,ss,), where [X]; ; is the element of X in
the i row and the j™ column.

The projection error of Eq. (12)) is intrinsically linked to the
training loss when {W,,} are trained with finite labeled data
samples. Specifically, for an impulse input, i.e., |x]2 = 1, the
data-driven training loss is lower bounded by the projection
error . This is because the projection error makes use of
the “optimum” output combining weights {WW*}, computing
which requires knowledge of «. This inherently assumes that
an infinite number of data samples are available for training
{Wp.} so that they converge to {IWW%}. Thus, the projection
error of Eq. is the lowest achievable training loss for
an impulse input (|x|| = 1). Then, the loss metric £(-;-) to
be used to optimize the fixed reservoir weights {3,,} can be
defined as the projection error of Eq. (@), i.e.,

L(a;fr,...,Bu) £ e (14)

Since we are interested in designing a single ESN with
reservoir weights that provides a low approximation error on
average, we model « as a random variable with a known prior
PDF pa (+). For example, system identification tasks in acous-
tic and electromechanical servo systems employ frequency-
domain methods [47]], [48] in practice to empirically deduce
the distribution of the system poles or the modes of a given LTI
system. Then, the ultimate ESN design goal is to analytically

choose the fixed optimum reservoir weights {57,..., 0%}
according to
{BY,.... B} = argmin By, (y[L(a; 81, .., Bur)],
By Bm
(15)

so that the expected projection error is minimized, where the
expectation is taken over the target function parameter .
Determining the optimum {37 }M_, individually can be
intractably challenging. Therefore, we take an alternative ap-
proach of treating each f3,, as a random variable such that
an individual pole 3,, is sampled i.i.d. from the PDF pg(-).
Instead of finding the optimum reservoir weights individually,
we attempt to find the optimum probability distribution in
terms of its PDF pf(-), from which the poles {f1,..., B}
can be “configured” by sampling from p{i(-) in an iid.
manner. Therefore, the reservoir optimization problem can be
reformulated as determining the optimum PDF pf(-) of the



ESN pole distribution which satisfies
pi ()
= ar;il(l-l)mE{ﬂl’ s () |:]Eo¢~pA(-) [L(OG B, 75M)]]-
(16)

In the next section, we describe a method of solving this
optimization problem by using a local approximation.
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Fig. 5. Projection Error (¢) of Eq. (I2) versus a for M = 5,7,9 ESN poles
evenly spaced in (—1,1). The local minima represent the locations of the

poles {Bm }M_, in each case.

III. RESERVOIR OPTIMIZATION

A. Nearest Neighbors Approximation

As M — oo, the projection error L(«;f1,...,8m) can
be estimated by making a “nearest neighbors approximation”.
This approximation states that in the neighborhood of a given
«, the approximation error due to {f3,,}}_, is dominated by
the two ESN poles closest to «. In this treatment, we assume
that o ~ U(—ap, ) = pa(-), where 0 < ag < 1. Then, the
nearest neighbors approximation states that

‘C(a;ﬂla"'vﬂlﬂ)%Z(a;ﬂla"'aﬂM)v (17)
where the “surrogate loss” L is defined as
E(Oé;ﬂla"'vﬂlﬂ)é‘c(a;ﬂ(l)aﬂ(Q))' (18)

Here, 3" and 3(?) are the two ESN poles that are closest to a,
i.e., its two nearest neighbors, with 31, 3 < {B;,..., B}
In this treatment, we define a local neighborhood R as the
interval containing S, o and S, i.e., it is the interval
containing the LTI system pole « and only the two nearest
ESN poles 81 and 3. With the approximation of Eq. (I7),
the optimization problem can be stated as

pi (")
= ar}ir(r_l)inE{ﬁm}i'ng(') lEa~pA(-) |:£ (CY; {Bm}nj\{:l) :H
19)

In the following sequence of steps, we denote pf; () as pf for
brevity of notation. If the projection error corresponding to the

problem in Eq. is €1, i.e.,

€1 )

—minE e | Baspa) [E(a'ﬂl,---,ﬂM)]],

—mink . ZJ £l Bl,...,ﬂM)du],

= mmE{/Bm}‘L" ZJ a g0 [3(2) ]

< mmE{Bm}”de EJ 216171;;5 (a sY. A 2)) du]
“minE e, | SPreeR) ;ggﬁ(a 2.5%) |

(20)
where the dummy variable u denotes a particular realization of
the random variable «. Since Pr(a € R) is constant regardless
of the location of the small neighborhood R in the entire range
of [—ap, ap] for @ ~ pa(+), the optimization problem can be
stated as the min-max formulation given by

pE = argminE Jiid,, [Z sup [L(a; B M B 2))]]. (21)
pB

aeR
As we shall see in the next section, obtaining the exact
expression for sup,ex [£(a; 31, 53))] can be intractably
challenging. Instead, we derive an upper bound BéR) for this
term so that sup,cg [ﬁ(a; B, [3(2))] < BgR). Therefore, we
define the “optimum” distribution p};(-) as that which solves
the following optimization problem:

(L) ; (R)
j24Q) arprr(r_l)mIE{B }..dPB[ZBs ]
R

(22)

In the next section, we derive an expression for B(R).

B. Error Bound with Nearest Neighbors Approximation

We analyze the behavior of the error of Eq. in the small
neighborhood R where the two nearest neighbors of a € R,
1) and 3 are denoted simply as 31 and S35 for clarity of
notation and ; < S W.L.O.G. Thus, for the purpose of this
analysis, R is defined as the interval containing 5;, o and (5.
With this disclaimer, in the following analysis, we denote the
projection error of Eq. (I2) as (), where the subscript (2)
denotes the fact that we are evaluating a 2-nearest neighbors
error in a small neighborhood R. (4) £ L(o; B1, B2) can be
evaluated by substituting for r and ¥ with M = 2 in Eq. (I2).
After further manipulation, it can be obtained as

(1—a?)(1—=B1f) [ (1= B1)(1 — B1B2)
(B1 — B2)? (1—apy)?

A=A =p35) | (A=p3)(1 = Bip)
(1—af)(1 —afs) + (1 — aps)? ) (23)

Since our focus is on the small neighborhood R, we quantify
the density of packing of the two ESN poles 51 and 2 by
defining them around a mid-point 3. as #; = . — A and
Bs = B+ A, where A >0 and 5, £ %(ﬁl + B2).

e =1-




We are interested in the trend followed by the maximum
value of this error within R as a function of A. However,
.. . . (max)
obtaining an expression for the true maximum error £(2)
by finding the stationary point inside 7R can be intractably

tedious. Therefore, instead of finding sgg;ax), we attempt to

find an upper bound B. on a%ax). With this final goal, we

state the following proposition.

Proposition 1. An upper bound on the maximum error in R
is given by

; (24)

where sg;id) = () (Be).

This can be seen with the aid of Fig. [6l which plots the
projection error €2y with the nearest neighbors approximation
for 81, B2 > 0 W.L.O.G. It can be observed that B. of
Eq. @4) is one of the possible upper bounds on the true
Maximum error € ()| a=ay,.,- Since £(z) is a concave function
of o and has exactly one local maximum inside R, the claim
of Proposition [1| always holds within R which is bounded by
exactly one ESN pole on either side. Then, () evaluated at

£2)
68(2)
Jda a=f¢
B, { -5
&) |“:a(ma Y
£2) |a: Bc/ __,,,—"""
0
0 B Q(max) B a

1
Be = E(ﬁ1 + B2)
A

Fig. 6. Nearest Neighbors Approximation: Projection error &) plotted in
the neighborhood R with poles 51 and B2 on its edges.

B is given in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The 2-nearest neighbors-based projection error
E(2), evaluated at the mid-point, i.e., o = . of the small
neighborhood R is given by

(mid) _ # 4 6
Ela) = = [32)4A + O(A®).

The complete proof of this result is provided in Appendix [Al
This is an important outcome, indicating that the neighborhood
error has a power scaling law with A given by A*. Similarly,
an expression for 8;% la=p3, is given in the following lemma.

(25)

Lemma 2. The rate of change of €2y in 'R, evaluated at the
mid-point o = [, is given by

Cal o _ AP i a0,

0a |aep, (L=B2)°
The complete derivation for this result is given in Ap-

pendix [Bl With the results of Lemma [I] and Lemma 2] we
can use Proposition [T] to state the following theorem.

(26)

Theorem 1. An upper bound on the worst-case (highest)
projection error in R is given by

q _162)4A4+ Woel a3 1 o7,

Be = )

27)

This result follows from directly substituting Eq. (23) and
Eq. 28) in Eq. (24) of Proposition [l Note that a tighter
bound on the true maximum error s(r;ax) can be obtained by
evaluating the RHS of Eq. (24) at an o = o* that is closer to
the true maximizing point c(ax), instead of at the mid-point
o = (.. However, it can be shown that such a tighter bound
also exhibits a minimum dependence of A*. With either upper
bound, the conclusion is that the worst-case projection error in
‘R obeys a scaling law versus A with the minimum exponent
4 and no lower than that, i.e., the error scales at least as A%,
which is a significant result.

C. Deriving the Optimum ESN Pole Distribution

Theorem [I] expresses an upper bound on the approximation
error of an LTI system pole o using only two ESN poles
B1 and (9, as a function of the distance between the poles
A= \/522;/51| Now, we revert to the problem of approximating
o using M ESN poles {3,,}}_, that are “configured” by
sampling them in an i.i.d. manner from the PDF pg(-).
As M — oo, we now define a neighborhood R as an
infinitesimally small interval over (—«y, o) in which the PDF
pB(+) is constant with value pg(R). We denote the length of
this interval as |R|. Then, for a particular realization of «
say o™ lying inside R, the nearest neighbors approxima-
tion states that the approximation error is given by the two
ESN poles say () and S(3R) that are closest to o™,
Denote the corresponding minimum distance between them as

(2,R) _p(1,R) .

AR) — % The upper bound on the highest error
in R is given by Eq. (Z7), which we write as BéR)(A(R)).
Then, the contribution of this particular realization o™ to
the average approximation error across all realizations of «
is given by C(R) = pp(aP®) - |R] - B™ . To satisfy the
min-max optimization objective of Eq. (20) and thus, that of
Eq. (21), we require that C™®) remain constant across all such
neighborhoods, i.e., for any two neighborhoods R and R’, we
require C®) = CR)_ Since pa(-) is constant and as |R|
does not depend on M or A(R), we require BéR) = BéR,).
Using only the leading terms of Eq. (27), this becomes

()" (a®)’
(1-BR)2)" (1-Be(R)2)"
= (A®) o (1 - B(R)?)Y,
= AR (1 - B.(R)?).

R 1
NO.W, A( ) oc m
vary in R as

(28)
. Thus, the optimum PDF pf; (-) must
" 1
PR T
Since this relationship must hold in every infinitesimally small
R, we can write the PDF pf(-) in terms of the realization /3

(29)



of the random variable representing an ESN pole. Hence, we
replace 8.(R) with 8 to write the optimum p}(5) for the
“global” allocation of ESN poles as

1 1
C(1-p%
where the PDF normalizing constant C' is found by solving
— T5zdf = 1 for |ag| < 1, giving C' = log(1£22). As an
example for ayp = 0.95, C = 3.6636 and the optimum ESN
pole (reservoir weight) distribution is

pe(B) = (30)

0.273
pE(8) = T—p €1y
The optimum PDF curves for g = 0.95 and ag = 0.8

are plotted in Fig. [l Recognizing that A oc -, where M is

M

3 Optimal dlstrlbutlon of ESN poles (reservon“ weights)

—a0*09‘)
—ap = 0.8

Fig. 7. Optimum PDF p]’g (B) curves for ap = 0.95 and a9 = 0.8.

the number of neurons in the reservoir, Theorem [1| provides
a practical scaling law for the ESN projection error and by
extension, the training loss, i.e., EE;I;aX) o 577- Such a direct
scaling relationship of the training loss as a function of the
model size is currently not available for more traditional neural
network architectures.

D. Incorporating Prior Distributions on pole of LTI system

In the derivation of pf (/) in Sec. the prior distribution
of the pole of the unknown LTI system was assumed to be
uniform, i.e., & ~ U(—ap, ). However, the PDF of the
optimum distribution for the poles {3,,} can be adjusted for
any other prior distribution of «. This result is stated in the
following corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Given an optimum probability density func-
tion (PDF) p§(-) of the ESN poles {B,} for the unknown
LTI system pole o distributed uniformly as o ~ pa(-) =
U(—ap, ap), the optimum ESN pole distribution changes to
a5 () oo pi(-) - (QA('))1/4, if the prior distribution on «
changes from pa(+) to qa ().

We provide a sketch of a proof for this result using the same
argument as that in Sec. For a ~ ga(-), where ga(-) is
a non-uniform PDF, the contribution of a particular realization
aR) to the average appr0x1mat10n error across all realizations
of a is now CR) = go(a®) - |R|- B Optlmlzmg the
min-max objective of Eq. (Z0) requires C (R) — (R for

any two neighborhoods R and R’. However, since ga (+) is no
longer constant across neighborhoods, this becomes

ga(@®) - BI®) = g5 (™)) . B(R).

Using only the leading terms in BﬁR

(AR (AR
(1-Be(R)?)" (1 - Be(R1)2)"
i (L=p(R?)"

(32)
) and BﬁR/), we get

qa (o = ga(a®)).

AR) 33

= ( ) 2 (a) (33)
Recognizing that A(®) o m, we get
(ga(a®))1s

q5(R) o 0GR (34)

Thus, the modified optimum PDF g¢j;(-) for a global allocation
of ESN poles can be written in terms of a general pole
realization 3, similar to Sec. as

1/4
IO EI

giving the result in Corollary

Thus, if the system pole « follows a known non-uniform
distribution ga (-), the “optimum” distribution to sample the
ESN reservoir weights from is not simply ga(-) itself, but
is rather a function of ga(-) which is further skewed by the
universal optimum PDF pj(-). This is an important insight
which informs that configuring the ESN reservoir weights
according to the same distribution as the LTI system pole is
in fact sub-optimal and a better initialization strategy exists.

qp(B) o (35)

E. Extension to Higher-order LTI Systems

In the preceding sections, we have considered the atomic
problem of approximating a first-order IIR system having a
single pole using an ESN consisting of randomly selected
reservoir weights (poles) and trained output weights. We now
generalize the target function to a higher-order LTI system, in
particular, a linear combination of first-order poles [45], i.e.,
Sy = Zszl UkSa,, for some weights vy € R, k =1,..., K.
This is written in the transform domain as

Su(z) = Z Uk

1—apz—t"
k=1 k

(36)

We would like to approximate this higher-order system with
an ESN consisting of a random collection of poles {8, 1}
corresponding to each system pole realization aj. This ap-
proximation can be written as

K Moo
Su(z) ~ Z <2 71—32,}’@) .

k=1 \m=1

(37

Denoting the projection error incurred in approximating
each first-order component s, as €, we recognize that an up-
per bound on VAR(g;) has been obtained as VAR(ex) < B.,
in Theorem[Tl Then, the variance of the total approximation er-
ror € across all K poles is given by VAR(g) = VAR(Z?:1 Ek)-



Since the LTI system poles {«} are not independent in
general, an upper bound on VAR(g) can be obtained as

VAR(e) < K* - max (VAR(ex)) < K? - max (Bz,). (38)
Therefore, the optimum PDF minimizing the approximation
error of a single first-order IIR system also minimizes the

same for a linear combination of such poles.

F. Reservoir with Random and Sparse Interconnections

The conventional ESN in state-of-the-art practice uses a
reservoir that is sparsely connected with randomly weighted
interconnections between the constituent neurons. In the case
of non-interconnected neurons, the reservoir weights matrix is
W,es = diag ({8m}¥_,). However, this is not the case for
a sparsely interconnected reservoir. Performing the eigenvalue
decomposition of the general sparse (non-diagonal) Wi,

Wes = QAQ ™, (39)

where Q € is the matrix containing the eigenvectors
of W.. For a non-interconnected reservoir, W, = A and
Q = I,;. On the other hand, for a random and sparsely
interconnected reservoir, the elements of W, induce a cor-
responding distribution in A such that the elements of A may
no longer be independent [49]. However, the projection error
due to a general random sparsely interconnected reservoir ESN
will always be lower bounded by the projection error due to
a non-interconnected reservoir with its weights sampled i.i.d.
from pf(-). Although pj(-) has been derived for the case
of non-interconnected neurons, we will show in this section
that even with random and sparse (weighted) interconnections
between the neurons, where the recurrent and interconnection
weights are drawn from a uniform distribution, the projection
error in this case is still lower bounded by the projection error
with {5,,} td P} (-). This can be seen by invoking the state
update and output equations for the linear ESN, i.e.,

(CIMXIL{

Xres [n] = Wresxres [TL 1] + Winxin [n] (40)
Xout [n] = Woutxres [TL] (41)
Substituting Eq. in Eq. (40), we get
Xres[ ] QAQ Xres[ ] + mem[ ]
= )Ncres[ ] res[ 1] + Winxin [n]a (42)
where Xis[n] £ Q 'x.[n] and Wi 2 Q 'W,. Using
QQ ! =1, in Eq. @I, we get
Xout [TL] = Woulires [n], (43)

where VVout = W Q.

Thus, a general linear ESN with random and sparse inter-
connections between its reservoir neurons can be diagonalized
and the analysis for its optimization is the same as that for
a reservoir without interconnections, i.e., for W, = A.
We will empirically show in Sec. [V] that a linear reservoir
with random interconnections does not provide additional
performance gain and is still bounded by the performance of
the non-interconnected reservoir ESN with weights sampled

from the optimal pj(-). This conclusion holds in general for
reservoirs with linear activation, i.e., the best performance for
a reservoir with linear activation will only be achieved for
the case of non-interconnected neurons with {3,,} configured
by sampling i.i.d. from p{(-) In other words, pj5(-) is the
optimum PDF to sample {f,,} from only when the neurons
are not interconnected.

Studying the impact of nonlinear activation to derive the
optimum PDEF, even with non-interconnected neurons can
be challenging. Although local approximations of the state
update equation around the zero state can be obtained us-
ing the Jacobian, which is an approach used in stability
analysis [S0], this is generally analytically tractable only for
specific activation functions, e.g., the hyperbolic tangent (tanh)
function. Alternative approaches may include incorporating the
nonlinear activation by modeling the state update equation as
a higher-order autoregressive process, up to an order that may
admit tractable analysis towards the optimum PDF. Finally,
operator theoretic methods [51]] could be a possible solution
for handling the nonlinear activation, however their tractability
towards deriving the optimum PDF remains to be studied.
The effect of nonlinear activation on random interconnections
between neurons will be addressed in our future work.

IV. TRAINING WITH LIMITED SAMPLES

In the preceding sections, we have considered the or-
thogonal projection of an LTI system’s impulse response on
to the subspace spanned by the reservoir of the ESN, and
solved the problem of finding the optimum basis for this
subspace. The optimum output weights {W*} for the linear
combination of these basis functions are given by Eq. (II).
However, this makes use of the knowledge of the particular
realization of o or viewed alternatively, requires infinitely
many samples to learn {W;:}. In practice, however, we do
not observe or know the true model of the system being
simulated, but have access to only a limited number of labeled
input-output data samples. Under this scenario, the output
weights w = [W; Wo . W' are trained with limited
training data using the conventional approach of least squares
optimization of the {5 regression loss. For a training sequence
consisting of input-output pairs {(z1,y1),...,(2r,yr)}, W is
estimated as

W= (y7x1)", (44)
where y = [y1 2 ... yr]7 € REX1 is the ground truth and

Xes € RM*L ig the reservoir states matrix containing the state
vector Xyes[n] from n = 1 to n = L in its columns. When
multiple sequences are used for training, the training rule is
modified as

T
TXICS) ’

where y € RV»L is the concatenated ground truth across N,
training sequences, and X, € RM*NoL is the concatenated
reservoir states matrix. The availability of only a finite number
of labeled training data samples leads to the well-known issue
of model selection. In the context of ESNs, this translates into
selecting an optimum reservoir size M such that the test loss

w=(y (45)



is minimized while avoiding an excessively large reservoir
size that may lead to overfitting. The Akaike Information
Criterion (AIC) [52] is a well-known model selection criterion
that penalizes large model sizes. The main AIC result can be
written as

argmin D (px,y (z, y; &)||px,v (2, Y3 Bm, Win))

M
. ~ M
= argmin D (px.,y (2, y; &)|[px,v (2, Y3 B, Win)) + —N 7
M
(46)

where px y(z,y;«) denotes the true unknown joint dis-
tribution with parameter o from which the input-output
sample pairs are generated, i.e., the unknown LTI system.
px,v (%, Y; Bm, W) denotes the joint distribution generated
by the ESN model with parameters {53,,} and {W,,} and
D(p||q) denotes the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence be-
tween two probability distributions with PDFs p(-) and
q(+). Since we cannot observe the true joint distribution
px,y(z,y; ) in practice and only observe a finite number
of input-output samples, we only have access to the empirical
joint distribution px v (z, y; ). Thus, the argument of the LHS
of Eq. is representative of the test loss, while the argument
of the first term on the RHS of Eq. is representative of
the training loss computed using a finite number NV, of input-
output pair sequences, for which a scaling law as a function
of M has been derived in Theorem [l The second term on the
RHS A—L represents the overfitting penalty imposed by the
AIC. Comblmng this observation with the result of Theorem [T}
we get
1 M
Liest € ~— A + = N,L
With this relationship, we can derive an order for the optimum
reservoir size M * which minimizes the test loss L. This is

obtained by first setting
dLest 4 1
— € — — + —=0.
al * T NI

Solving this, we can obtain an order of magnitude for the
optimum reservoir size M* as

M*=oﬁm¢Wﬂ.

(47)

(48)

(49)

Note that this result does not give the exact reservoir size
in terms of number of neurons, but is rather an approximation
of the order of the optimum reservoir size needed to minimize
the testing loss. Furthermore, the AIC is one of many model
selection criteria, e.g., Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC),
Generalized Information Criterion (GIC), among others [53].
However, such model selection criteria is beyond the scope
of this paper. A statistical learning theory-inspired model se-
lection criteria for ESN-based multi-antenna wireless symbol
detection is developed in our previous work [42].

V. NUMERICAL EVALUATIONS

In this section, we provide numerical evaluations to vali-
date the theoretical results derived in the preceding sections.
Specifically, our objective is to experimentally verify the result
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of Theorem [1| and validate the optimality of the distribution
pi(+) for the reservoir weights under various scenarios.

A. Sampling from the Optimum Distributions

For the case of uniformly distributed system pole o, we
use the Von Neumann rejection sampling method (accept-
reject algorithm) [54] to draw i.i.d. samples from the optimal
reservoir weights distribution pf;(-), as well as the modified
optimum PDF ¢f§(-) for non-uniformly distributed «, as shall
be seen in Sec. Alternatively, its empirical form [S5] can
avoid computing the PDF scaling constant.

B. Projection Error Scaling Law from Theorem [1]

The main result of Theorem [I is a scaling law for the
projection error as a function of the reservoir size in neu-
rons. This is a key result that also translates to the rate
of decrease in the training loss when training a standard
linear ESN under limited training data. The projection error
¢ of Eq. (I2) is simulated over 10> Monte-Carlo runs for
a ~ U(—0.95,0.95) for an ESN with a non-interconnected
reservoir, i.e., Wyes = diag({8,}*_,). The resulting plot
of the empirical error versus M is shown in Fig. [l We can
observe that the simulated projection error using reservoir
weights {f,,} configured using the optimum PDF pf(-) is
significantly lower than the error obtained using reservoir
weights drawn from 2/(—0.95,0.95). Additionally, the em-

Projection Error (¢) vs M

T ~ 7(—0.95,0.05)
={Bn} ~ p3(B)

log;,(e) (simulated)

log (M)
Fig. 8. Validation of the scaling law for the projection error (¢) of Eq. (I2)

pirical ¢ approximately displays an M ~* dependence when
its reservoir weights are configured using p}(5), compared
to approximately an M 2 dependence displayed when the
weights are sampled from 4/(—0.95,0.95), indicating a good
match between theory and numerical evaluations.

In addition to plotting the projection error, we also validate
the scaling law via the empirical sequence approximation error
Eseq» defined as

Nslm
Z HyLTI yESN 13,

Eseq = (50)

blm L

where y{), € RE and y(iL e R are the sequences each of
length L output by the unknown LTT system being simulated
and by the ESN approximation respectively in the i Monte-
Carlo run. Note that the output weights w € R for the
sequence approximation task are computed using Eq. (),



i.e., they are selected as the optimum values {W;%} that result
from orthogonal projection given the value of the realization
of « in each run. This is plotted in Fig. O] for a sequence
length L = 1000 over Ny, = 10° runs. As with the simulated

0 Sequence Approximation Error vs M

f (B} ~ u(—o%,o.%){
-2 ={fBn} ~ P5(B)
g -4t
)
=
& b
8L ]
-10 j ‘ |
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log,(M)

Fig. 9. Validation of the scaling law for the sequence approximation error
(eseq) for sequence length L = 1000.

projection error, Fig. 0] shows that 5., also exhibits a depen-
dence of approximately M ~* for {3,,} ~ p¥(-) and that of
approximately M ~2 for {3,,} ~ U(—0.95,0.95). In summary,
these numerical evaluations provide strong confirmation for
the validity of the derived theoretical optimum distribution of
the internal reservoir weights.

C. Training and Test Loss under Limited Training Data

Recall that computing the projection error ¢ via Eq. (I2)
required knowledge of the particular realization of « in each
run, or alternatively the availability of infinitely many training
samples. However, with limited training data as in practice,
we can verify that a similar scaling trend versus M and
improvement in performance in terms of the training and test
losses is obtained when configuring the weights using pf;(-)
compared to randomly generating them from U(—ayp, ap).
To validate this, the linear ESN is trained with N, = 1
training sequence of length L = 500 samples, i.e., W is
computed using Eq. (43). Next, it is tested with Ny = 10
test sequences of the same length. The empirical training loss
yg’%‘l,train - }_’I(EZ%N,trainH% is plOtted
RNPL

1 Nsim
NeimNpL Zi:l

in Fig. [0 where §\5y . €

A
ﬁtrain =
is the concatenated

training output from the LTI system and Srg%N)train e RV L
is the concatenated ESN output during training respectively in
the i*® Monte-Carlo run, with Ny, = 5 x 10%.

We can observe that the ESN with optimally sampled
reservoir weights shows a significantly lower training loss
and approximately obeys the M % scaling law. The more
important practical performance metric, namely the empirical

a 1 Nsim ||5(9) <(9) 2
test loss Liest = Nowm NaL 24i=1 HyLTLtcst - yESN,tcscHQ 18

plotted in Fig. where y(;%uest € RN¢L is the concatenated
LTI system output during test and yg%mtest e RNl jg
the concatenated ESN output during test respectively in the
i*" Monte-Carlo run. Therefore, the derived optimum PDF
for the reservoir weights can provide up to 4 orders of
magnitude improvement in the test loss at higher reservoir
sizes, indicating a huge performance gain that can be achieved
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Training Loss vs M
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Fig. 10. Training loss versus reservoir size M for ESN trained with finite
training samples.

Test Loss vs M
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Fig. 11. Test loss versus reservoir size M for ESN trained with finite training
samples.

without any additional training complexity. Note that in the
simulation of a simple system such as a first-order IIR system,
it would typically take a model of a significantly larger size,
i.e., reservoir with many more neurons to start observing the
overfitting effect in the test loss Liest-

D. Interconnected Linear Activation Reservoir

In order to validate our finding from Sec. [[II-H that inter-
connections between neurons in the reservoir is equivalent to
a non-interconnected reservoir with modified input and output
weights matrices, we replicate the evaluations of Sec.
but with a non-diagonal W g, i.e., with random and sparse
interconnections between the reservoir neurons. The sparsity
of connections is controlled via the hyperparameter ‘sparsity’
(denoted as x) which represents the probability of each el-
ement of W, being 0. Furthermore, the spectral radius of
Wes is set to 0.95, i.e., p(Wyes) = max |A(Wyes)| = 0.95
for the cases of random and sparsely interconnected reservoirs,
with corresponding weights drawn i.i.d. from ¢/ (—0.95,0.95).

From both Fig.[[2land Fig.[I3] we can observe that the ESN
with a non-interconnected reservoir with weights configured
using the optimum PDF pf(-) greatly outperforms the ESN
model with a sparsely interconnected reservoir with weights
randomly generated from U(—0.95,0.95), i.e., the state-of-
the-art practice. At higher reservoir sizes, e.g., M = 100, we
can see a gain of up to 6 orders of magnitude in the test
loss. Additionally, for a fixed spectral radius, a change in the
sparsity of the reservoir from x« = 0.2 to k = 0.5 does not
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-2 I
E! >
S
(=1
g 6
)
ok = 0.2
Bk =05
={Bn} ~ ps(8)
-10 : s s s . )
0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 1.6 18 2

log;o(M)

Fig. 12. Training loss versus reservoir size M under finite training samples
for ESN with random interconnections between neurons.

0 Test Loss vs M (Interconnected Reservoir)
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Fig. 13. Test loss versus reservoir size M under finite training samples for
ESN with random interconnections between neurons.

result in any observable change in the trends of the training and
the test losses. This confirm our hypothesis from Sec. [[II-H that
for linear activation, random interconnections between neurons
do not provide additional performance gain.

E. Simulating change in Prior Distribution of System Pole

In this section, the result of Corollary [Tl is validated
through simulations. Specifically, we consider a changed prior
distribution of o given by ga(-) £ N(0.7,1072). Following
the same settings as in the previous sections for data-driven
training of the output weights, the ESN reservoir weights are
now configured by sampling from the modified optimum PDF
q;5(+) using the result of Corollary [Tl The corresponding test
loss for this experiment is plotted in Fig. [[4 Furthermore,
we also plot the test loss for the case of {f,,} initialized
from p{(-), which is optimized for o ~ U(—0.95,0.95)
and not for &« ~ ga(-). Compared to randomly generating
the reservoir weights {3,,} from 1/(—0.95, 0.95), configuring
them using pj(-) or ¢(-) both result in much improved
performance. However, the performance achieved with ¢f;(-)
which is optimized for the modified prior PDF g¢a (-) is even
better than that using pf(-) which is optimized for a uniform
prior PDF pa(+). This clearly validates Corollary [I1] and
demonstrates the value in adapting the reservoir initialization
strategy to the available domain knowledge.

F. Simulating Higher-order LTI Systems

In this section, we empirically verify the optimality of
P} (-) when approximating higher-order LTI systems of the
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Fig. 14. Test loss versus reservoir size M with a changed prior PDF on «
given by ga () (non-uniform distribution).

form given in Eq. (36), i.c., a linear combination of first-
order poles. Specifically, we consider a 5-th order system
by substituting K = 5 in s, = Zszl Sa,, Where {ay} are
sampled i.i.d. from U/(—0.95,0.95). The corresponding test
loss is plotted in Fig. Similarly to the first-order system
approximation task, we can see an improvement of up to 4
orders of magnitude at moderate to higher reservoir sizes.
This validates the applicability of the derived optimum PDF
to higher-order LTI systems.

Test Loss vs M (Higher-order system)
| [e{Bn} ~ U(—0.95,0.95)
={6n} ~ p3(8)

logg(Liest)
kS

-10 . . .
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

logyo(M)

Fig. 15. Test loss versus reservoir size M for a 5-th order LTI system.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this work, we have introduced a clear signal process-
ing approach to understand the echo state network (ESN),
a powerful architecture of the Reservoir Computing (RC)
family, belonging to the broader class of randomized recurrent
neural networks. Employing the linear ESN to approximate a
simple linear time-invariant (LTI) system, we provide a precise
scaling law obeyed by the approximation error and a complete
analytical characterization of the optimum probability density
function (PDF) that can be used to configure the ESN’s
reservoir weights, which are otherwise randomly generated
in a pre-determined and arbitrary fashion in state-of-the-art
practice. Numerical evaluations demonstrate the optimality of
the derived optimum PDF by showing a gain of up to 4
orders of magnitude at moderate to high reservoir sizes. This
demonstrates the practical applicability and realizable perfor-
mance gains by virtue of the analysis in this work. Extension
of this analysis to complex-valued ESNs and developing an
understanding of the impact of nonlinear activation is part



of future investigation. Additionally, deriving the optimum
weights distribution for the wireless channel equalization task
given statistical knowledge of the channel is also included in
future work.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA[I]
Proof. Substituting o = 8. = (81 + B2) in Eq. (23) and the
substitution 51 = . — A and (2 = B. + A, we can arrive at
the following expression after some manipulation,
(mld) At
@ T e g - e ar)
A4
= o 257a AT 51
(1 - ﬁc) (1 - (1f5§)2 + (1— ﬁ2)4)

To perform a Taylor series expansion up to the second power

id)
for the term C{™% 2 s recall the Taylor
(17 -7t CBM)

series expanswn for
1

1+

Cimid)

— for x « 1 given by

~1—x+22+0(2?). (52)

Applying this to , wWe obtain

. 4A4
Cimld) ~1— <( Bc

262 A2
1-p82)4 (1 —/32)2)
2
(- Y
1-p2)F (1-p2)2
+0(A).

26242 38:A
t-gr -

Using this approximation in Eq. (31, we arrive at Lemma [l

=1+ (53)

(mid) _ 1 4 6
£(2) (1 — ) ——— A"+ O(A®). 54
|
APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 2]
Proof. With the substitutions 81 = 8. — A, 82 = B+ A

and a sequence of algebraic manipulations, we can arrive at
the following expression for the derivative of the neighborhood

error w.r.t. o, evaluated at the mid-point o = 3. £ %([31 +52),
o _n2 2
€(2) _ 460(1 ﬁc +A ) 3A4. (55)
00 lomp,  ((1-B2)2 - B2A2)

Since a power series expansion for 0(2) omp in terms of A

is required, We first obtain a Taylor series expansion for the

term - ﬁz)Q FZaT)S A8 follows. Rewriting this term as

1
((1—p2)2

- paz)’

(56)

- oA 3piAt  3p2A7
(1 53)6<1 T T (1—62)2>
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Next, we perform an expansion for the term

oun 1
cfPomd 2 . (7
14 (3B2Ar _ 3p2A2  BOAC
(1-p2*  (1-p22  (1-p2)°
using the Taylor series HLE ~ 1 — x, for small x. Thus,
oun 3 2A2 3 4A4 GAG
oo &g el 3Ped Pl (s
Simplifying Eq. (33), we get
38(2) 4/8C(1 - BQ)A4 + 4[36 C bound) (59)
da a=P¢ (1 - Bz)
Substituting with the Taylor expansion for C{**™% from
Eq. (38), it follows that
J2(2) N <4Bc(1 — B2)At + 4ﬁcA6)
da |,_p, (1—p2)8
2 A2 4 A4 6 A6
w14+ 3B:A% 3BCA N BOA
(=522 Q=52 (1-p2)°
48,
A+ O(AS (60)
Sa—mpt o8
yielding the result of Lemma |
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