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Abstract The High Dimensional Model Representation (HDMR) technique decom-
poses an n-variate function f(x) into a finite hierarchical expansion of component
functions in terms of the input variables x = (x1, x2, ..., x,). The uniqueness of the
HDMR component functions is crucial for performing global sensitivity analysis and
other applications. When x1, x3, ..., x, are independent variables, the HDMR com-
ponent functions are uniquely defined under a specific so called vanishing condition.
A new formulation for the HDMR component functions is presented including cases
when x contains correlated variables. Under a relaxed vanishing condition, a gen-
eral formulation for the component functions is derived providing a unique HDMR
decomposition of f(x) for independent and/or correlated variables. The component
functions with independent variables are special limiting cases of the general formu-
lation. A novel numerical method is developed to efficiently and accurately determine
the component functions. Thus, a unified framework for the HDMR decomposition of
an n-variate function f (x) with independent and/or correlated variables is established.
A simple three variable model with a correlated normal distribution of the variables
is used to illustrate this new treatment.
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1 Introduction

Many problems in science and engineering reduce to the need for efficiently con-
structing a map of the relationship between sets of high dimensional system input and
output variables. The system may be described by a mathematical model (e.g., typi-
cally a set of differential equations), where the input variables may be initial and/or
boundary conditions, parameters or functions residing in the model, and the output
variables may be the solutions to the model or a functional of them. The input—output
(I0) behavior may also be based on observations in the laboratory or field where a
mathematical model cannot readily be constructed for the system. In this case the 10
system is simply considered as a black box where the input consists of the measured
laboratory or field (control) variables and the output is the observed system responses.
Regardless of the circumstances, the input is often very high dimensional with many
variables even if the output is only a single quantity. We refer to the input variables
collectively as x = (x1, X2, . . ., X,) with n possibly ranging up to ~10?> — 103 or more,
and the output as f(x).

High dimensional model representation (HDMR) is a general set of quantitative
model assessment and analysis tools [1-15] for capturing high dimensional 10 system
behavior. As the impact of the multiple input variables on the output can be inde-
pendent and cooperative, it is natural to express the model output f(x) as a finite
hierarchical expansion in terms of the input variables [16]:

f®=fot+ D fikd+ D fijlxix))
i=1

1<i<j<n

+oo ot fizoa (e, x2, .00, Xp) (1)

where the zeroth order component function fj is a constant representing the mean
response to f(x), the first order component function f;(x;) gives the independent
contribution to f(x) by the i-th input variable acting alone, the second order compo-
nent function f;;(x;, x;) gives the pair cooperative contribution to f(x) by the input
variables x; and x;, etc. The last term fi2_,(x1, x2,...,X,) contains any residual
n-th order cooperative contribution of all the input variables. Thus, the above HDMR
expansion with a finite number of terms is always exact.

The basic conjecture underlying HDMR is that the component functions in Eq. 1
arising in typical real problems are likely to reflect only low order cooperativity among
the input variables. In particular, experience shows that an HDMR expansion to 2nd
order

fOXfot+ D fid+ D fijlix)) )

i=1 I<i<j<n
often provides a satisfactory description of f(x) for many high dimensional systems

when the input variables are properly chosen and the component functions are opti-
mally constructed.
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Exploiting the expected low order variable cooperativity in high dimensional sys-
tems can only be done if practical formulations for constructing the HDMR component
functions can be found. In this regard, two classes of problems arise: either all of the
input variables x = (x1, x2, ..., X,) are independent or at least some portion of the
variables in x are correlated. Standard formulations of HDMR deal with the case
of independent variables, and this paper makes proper extensions to treat correlated
variables.

As background, when xp, x2, ..., x, are independent variables (i.e., statistically
uncorrelated), the component functions fo, f; (x;), fij(xi, x;), ... can be optimally
and uniquely defined for a particular f(x) over the entire domain of x ([a;, b;],i =
1,2, ..., n) by imposing the vanishing condition[10]

b;
/ws(xs)ﬁliz...mxl-l,xiz, ) =0, Vs efinin..oi) ()

a;
where

w;(x;) >0, (@i <x;i <bp),

bi 4)
Jwitxpdxi =1, (=1,2,...,n).

ai

The resultant component functions have the form
fo = [ w0 eod, )
Jilxi) = /w—i(X—i)f(Xi,X—i)dX—i — Jo, (6)
fij(xiy xj) = / w—ij (X—ij) f(xi, xj, X—j;)dX_;;
= [fitxi) = fi(xj) = fo, @)
Here w(x) is the probability density function (pdf) for x satisfying

w(x) = [ Jwix). ®)
i=1

and x_; and x_;; refer to x without the elements x; and x;, x;, respectively. Similarly,
w—;(x—;) and w_;;(x_;;) are marginal pdf’s obtained by integrating the distribution
over x; and x;, x, respectively:
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woitx) = [weods = [ uro. ©)
ol
woi ) = [weodsx; = [T ucro. (10)
k=1
ki, j

For the sake of notational neatness, we omit the specific integration dimension and
range and use [ to represent all integrations. As the expression for a component func-
tion of a particular order only depends on the lower order component functions (e.g.,
see Eq. 7), all the HDMR component functions can be determined sequentially start-
ing from fj. The last term f12. ,(x1, X2, ..., X,) is given from the difference between
f(x) and the sum of all the other component functions. The condition in Eq. 3 assures
that the HDMR component functions are mutually orthogonal

f w(x)ﬁliz...ik(xil, Xigs eves xik)fjljZ"'jl (le, Xjpseens )le)dX =0.
(an
{i]5i27"' 7ik};é{j]5j27-"7jl}

For a uniform input distribution (i.e., w;(x;) = 1) and [a;, b;] = [0, 1], Egs. 5-7
reduce to the formulas given by Sobol [16].

For independent variables (i.e., Eq. 8), the conditional pdf is equal to its corre-
sponding marginal pdf. For example, the conditional pdf for a given value of x; is

Wy (X—i) = wxi, X—;) /w;i (x;) = w(X)/w; (x;)

[T wet) = woixoa, (12)

k=1
ki

and similarly for a given value of x;, x;
Wx_;1x;,x; (X—ij) = wxi, xj, X—jj) /wij(xi, xj) = w(x)/(w; (x)w;(x;))

=[] wea) = wijxij). (13)

k=1
ki)

In this case, Eqgs. 5—7 can then be expressed in another form

fo = E(f(x), (14)
fitxi) = E(fX)[xi) — fo, 15)
Jij(xisxj) = E(f(X)|xi, xj) — fi(xi) — fj(xj) = fo, (16)
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where E denotes the expected value. Conditional expectation can be formulated as
a regression process [17]. Therefore, the component functions in Eqs. 14-16 may
be determined by any parametric or non-parametric fitting technique (e.g., least-
squares regression) with suitable experimental or modeling data. When the vari-
ables xp, x2, ..., x, are independent and putting aside the influence of data errors,
then either individual or simultaneous determination of the component functions,
fi(xi), fij(xi,x;), ... by minimizing the squared error will give the same results.
Equations 14—-16 are commonly used under these circumstances.

Distinct, but formally equivalent HDMR expansions for independent variables, all
of the same structure as Eq. 1, have been constructed. There are two commonly used
HDMR expansions: Cut- and RS (Random Sampling)-HDMR. Cut-HDMR expresses
f(x) in reference to a specified cut point X in the input domain, and is useful for data
sampling performed in a controllable orderly fashion [1-3,5,11]. RS-HDMR depends
on the integration of f(x) over the whole input domain, and applies to data sampled
under an arbitrary pdf, as is often the case with laboratory and field data [6-10,12—15].
Various practical approaches and modifications of HDMR, e.g., mp-Cut-HDMR [5],
Multicut-HDMR [11], Ip-RS-HDMR [9], etc., have been developed to improve the
accuracy and efficiency of HDMR.

Constructing the HDMR component functions only requires the values of the output
f(x) at a suitable set of points x. These values may be obtained either from observa-
tional data (without knowing the internal structure of the system) or from a compu-
tational model. Once the component functions are determined, their evaluation only
involves simple algebraic calculations, and calling up f (x) with HDMR for a new (pre-
viously unconsidered) point x is extremely fast. Therefore, the resultant HDMR expan-
sion can be used as a Fully Equivalent Operational Model (FEOM) generated either
from measured laboratory/field data or a mathematical model. A reliable FEOM can
replace time-consuming further modeling or experiments to significantly reduce the
computational or laboratory/field measurement effort (e.g., to facilitate optimization
and inversion problems where model calculations and data collection are called repeat-
edly). Moreover, RS-HDMR provides a means to enable the performance of global
sensitivity analysis to systematically assess which inputs, over a global domain, have
the most influence along with their patterns of independent and cooperative actions
upon the output [15]. In applications, it is important to distinguish (i) cooperative
behavior of the variables in x caused by their role in the physical map x — f(e.g.,
through a differential equation) verses that of (ii) inherent statistical correlation arising
in the pdf of the variables x themselves.

For correlated variables x, the pdf w(x) is not separable as a product [ [}_; w; (x;).
The conditional expectation of f (x) fora given set of variables can also depend on other
correlated variables (i.e., there can be a contribution from other correlated variables).
Thus, with correlated variables f(x) is no longer the sum of the component func-
tions given by Eqs. 14-16 [18]. In addition, least-squares regression for determining
the component functions individually or simultaneously may give different results.
As w(x) is not separable for correlated variables, the vanishing condition, Eq. 3,
cannot be used as a basis to determine the HDMR component functions. Without a
proper vanishing condition the HDMR decomposition may not be unique for f(x) with
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correlated variables. Importantly, a global sensitivity analysis based on these non-
unique component functions is not meaningful.

Friedman [19] noted that taking the marginal distribution rather than a conditional
distribution given a subset of x preserves the additive structure of f(x), which is the
basis for the unique decomposition of an n-variate function f (x) with correlated vari-
ables. Hooker [20] relaxed the vanishing condition, Eq. 3, and then proved that the
decomposition in Eq. 1 for an n-variate function f(x) obtained by minimization of
the squared error will be unique.

Using the relaxed vanishing condition given by Hooker, we will derive general
formulas for the component functions to produce a unique HDMR decomposition of
f(x) with independent and/or correlated variables. We will prove that the formulas
currently used for independent variables are a special case of the general formulas. We
will also develop a novel numerical method to efficiently and accurately determine the
unique component functions. Thus, a unified framework for a unique HDMR decom-
position of an n-variate function f(x) with independent and/or correlated variables
will be established.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 derives the general formulas spec-
ifying the unique HDMR component functions. Section 3 presents the numerical
method for determining the component functions based on extended bases [13] and
D-MORPH (Diffeomorphic Modulation under Observable Response Preserving Ho-
motopy) regression [21]. In Sect. 4, a three variable model with correlation amongst the
variables is used to illustrate the new formulation of HDMR as well as the performance
of the numerical method. Finally, Sect. 5 contains concluding remarks.

2 General formulas for HDMR component functions

In order to make the formulation tractable we use the following multi-index notation

[20]. Given the subset u C {1,2,...,n}, we denote by x, those variables whose
indexes are in u, and x_, denotes the subset of variables with indexes not in u. We
will also write u C n in place of u C {1, 2, ..., n} for simplicity. Note that « includes

the empty set . Then, the HDMR expansion, Eq. 1, can be written in brief form as

OEDINACHE (17)

uCn

Since ) € u, the above summation contains fy.
Hooker defines the HDMR component functions { f, (x,|u € n)} for f(x) with
correlated variables as satisfying

2
{fu Gl € m)) = argmin g, 12 @) ucn) / (Z gu(x,) — f(X)) w(x)dx

uCn

(18)
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under a relaxed vanishing condition

Yu Cn,Vi €u, / fux)wx)dx;dx_, = 0. (19)

This criterion is equivalent to the hierarchical orthogonality condition

Yu Cu, Vgy: /fu(xu)gv(xv)w(x)dx = (fu(Xu), go(Xp)) =0, (20)

i.e., a component function is only required to be orthogonal to all nested lower order
component functions whose variables are a subset of its variables. For example,
fijk(xi, xj, xi)is only required to be orthogonal to f; (x;), fj(x;), fi(xx), fij (xi, xj),
Sik(xis xi), and fg(xj, xp).

Hooker proved that when the support of w(x) is grid closed, forany {g, |u € n} € L?
with at least one g, # O that satisfy Eq. 19, the set of functions {g,|u C n} are line-
arly independent under the inner product defined by w(x). Then Eq. 18 has a unique
minimizer f,(X,|# € n) under the condition Eq. 19; otherwise, {g,|u C n} would be
linearly dependent.

The name “grid closed” means the existence of a grid for every point x in the desired
domain ©,! which is a reasonable circumstance in most realistic cases. Therefore, if
the HDMR component functions can be constructed by minimization of the squared
error under the vanishing condition, Eq. 19, or the equivalent hierarchical orthogo-
nal condition, Eq. 20 (Eq. 19 is the necessary and sufficient condition for Eq. 20), the
resultant component functions { f,, (X, |u C n)} are unique.

Equation 19 can be simplified by implicitly performing the integration for x_,,
which gives

Yu S n,Vi e “s/fu(xu)wu(xu)dxi =0, 2L

where w,, (X,) is the marginal pdf for x,,. Equation 21 is more convenient than Eq. 19
in the following treatment. It can be readily proved that for independent variables,
ie., w(x) = H?:l w; (x;), Eq. 21 reduces to Eq. 3. This result implies that Eq. 19 (or
Eq. 21) is a general vanishing condition which includes Eq. 3 as a special case for
independent variables.

We may use the vanishing condition, Eq. 19 or the equivalent Eq. 21, to uniquely
specify the HDMR component functions. The operations involve multiplying Eq. 1 (or
equivalently Eq. 17) by an appropriate marginal pdf, integration over the associated
subset of variables, and application of the vanishing condition in Eq. 21. The proce-
dure will be specifically presented for fo, fi(x;), fij(xi, x;) and f;jr(x;, xj, x¢). For
fo, w(x) is used and fj is the same as that for independent variables

fo =/f(X)w(X)dX- (22)

I Consider a simple example: f(x1, x3). The domain €2 for (x1, x7) is said to be grid closed if for a point
(x1, x2) there always exists another point with only one of the variables being the same. For instance, the
line x| = xp is not grid closed; in this restrictive case there does not exist another point with only one
variable being the same.
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For f;(x;), the marginal pdf w_;(x_;) is used, and

/f(X)wfi(Xfi)dLi = Z/ JuX)w—j (X—;)dx—;

uCn

= fO/w—i(X—i)dX—i +fi(xi)/w—i(x—i)dx—i

+ Z /fu(xu)w—i(x—i)dx—i

{iYCuCn

+ Z /fu(xu)w_i(x_l-)dx_i

i¢uCn

—h s+ ¥ [ Aowaxd. @)

{i}Cucn

Here {i} denotes the subset only containing element i. The relations

/wfi(Xfi)dLi =1 (24)

and
>, / fux)w_i(x_)dx_; = D / fux )W (x)dx, =0 (25)
i¢uCn i¢uCn

were used in the above operations. Equation 25 is zero because each integral satisfies
Eq. 21. Thus we have

fitxi) = / fOW_(x_dx_; — fo— D / Ju®)w i (x_;)dx_;
{i}cucn
= /f(X)w—i(X—i)dX—i — fo — hi(x;). (26)
The last term /; (x;) depends on all of the component functions, higher than first order,
containing x;.

The procedure is similar for f;;(x;, x;) and f;jx(x;, x;, x¢), but with the marginal
pdf’s w_;;(x—;;) and w_;;, (X—;jk), respectively. We find

fij(xi, xj) = /f(X)w—ij(X—ij)dX—ij — fo— fitxi) = fi(x))

- Z /fu(Xu)w—ij(X—ij)dX—ij

uCn
(i} Nu#

=/f(X)w—ij(X—ij)dX—ij—fo—ﬁ(xz')—fj(xj‘)—hij(xz',Xj)~ 27
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The last term £;;(x;, x;) depends on all the component functions of 2nd and higher
order containing either x;, or x;, or both x;, x ;. For the 3rd order component function
we have

Jijk (xis xj, xp) = / FOw_jjrX_jj)dX_ijx — fo— filxi) — fj(x))
—fij iy xj) = fie (i, xi0) = fir(xj, xi)

- Z /fu(Xu)w—ijk(X—ijk)dX—ijk

uCn
(i j.k} N utd

= / FOw_jjk(X_jj)dX_jjx — fo— fi(xi) — fi(x})
—fij (xis xj) — fireCeis X)) — fin(xjy xe) — hije(xi, xj, xi).  (28)

The last term h;jx (x;, x;, x;) in Eq. 28 depends on the component functions of 3rd
and higher order containing any or all of the variables x;, x;, xx.

Equations 26-28 show that for correlated variables, a particular component func-
tion of order / depends on all other component functions that contain one or more of
the same variables (i.e., respectively in h; (x;), hij(x;, x}), hiji(x;, xj, x)). Thus,
it is impossible to determine the component functions sequentially starting from
fo. For independent variables, the last h-terms in Eqs. 26-28 vanishes because
w_;j(X_;j), w_jjx(X—jk) are products of w;(x;)(I € X_;j,X_;jx), and at least for
one variable the vanishing condition, Eq. 3, is satisfied. Then the formulas reduce to
Egs. 5-7. Therefore, Eqs. 2628 are general for independent and/or correlated vari-
ables.

Despite the coupled nature of the component functions with correlated variables,
approximate formulas may be constructed. When f(x) can be exactly represented by
a low order HDMR expansion, even exact formulas may be obtained in some cases.
An illustration will be given in Sect. 4.

3 Practical determination of component functions: extended bases
and D-MORPH regression

The mathematical form of f(x) is often unknown in realistic applications. Even if a
formula for f(x) is available, the integrations in Eqgs. 26-28 may not be possible ana-
Iytically. Thus, direct utilization of Eqs. 2628 rarely can be employed for constructing
the component functions. In typical applications, the function f(x) is only available
by sampling points in x either from modeling or experiments. Therefore, a practical
numerical method is needed to construct each unique component function directly
Jfrom minimizing the squared error under the relaxed vanishing condition (Eqgs. 18,
19) or minimizing the squared error under the hierarchical orthogonality condition
(Egs. 18, 20). Hooker suggested a way to determine these component functions with
x sampled on a grid [20]. In this fashion, Egs. 18 and 19 become a high dimensional,
sparse linear algebraic system of equations. This procedure appears to be computa-
tional demanding. We take another route: minimization of the squared error under
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the hierarchical orthogonality condition, which can be realized easily. We propose an
efficient method to determine the unique component functions based on utilizing two
tools: extended bases [13] and D-MORPH regression [21], as explained below.

3.1 Extended bases

In previous work [6,7,10,13], the HDMR component functions were approximated
by expansions in particular basis functions. The sufficient condition for hierarchical
orthogonality of the component functions is that the subspace of the Hilbert space
spanned by the basis functions for any lower order component function is a normal
subspace of the subspace spanned by the basis functions of the nested higher order
component functions. Suppose that a subspace V' in Hilbert space is spanned by the

basis {vy, v2, ..., vr}, and a larger subspace U (D V) is spanned by the extended basis
{vi, v2, ..., Uk, Vk+1, - - -5 U }. Then U can be decomposed as
U=VaVt

where V= is the orthogonal complement subspace of V in U. One can always find
a vector in V1 (i.e., a certain linear combination of vy, v2, ..., Uk, kg1, -« -, Um)
orthogonal to all vectors in V [22].

To satisfy this sufficient condition, the component functions are approximated by
expansions in some suitable basis functions {¢} (polynomials, splines, etc.) as follows
[13]

fitxi) ~ Za“”l Lxy). (29)
k
fij(xi’xj) ~ Z[ ())i l(xl) +a(lJ)J ](x])]
r=1
l 1 )
+ 0 By ol (el (x). (30)
p=1g=1

k
k k k)k
fijk(xiv xjv-xk) ~ ZI: (@ijk)i l(-xl) +Ol(lj )J ](x]) +O[(l] ) k(xk)]

r=I1

l

1
+ 30 3 [B e owd e + B gl gl xe)

p=1¢=1

+ ﬁ(ljk)]k j(x])¢q(xk):|
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=1r=

+ 3 v ek e gk ), 31)
p=1g=1 1

where k, [, m are integers. Note that in Eqs. 29-31 the basis functions of the lower
order component functions are always a subset of those for the higher order ones, and
the hierarchical orthogonality between f; (x;) fi; (x;, x;), fijx(xi, Xj, Xk), ... can be
readily achieved. For example, consider f;;(x;, x;). One can always find sultable val-

ues for o', @7 and ﬂ(o)” such that f;;(x;, x;) is orthogonal to ¢l (x;), @} (x;),
as well as any llnear combinations of them, and consequently, f;(x;) and f;(x;) as
demanded by Eq. 20.

The optimal orthonormal polynomial basis {¢} satisfies [13]

N
/ wi ()l Gdx; ~ > @l (x))/N =0, for all r,i (32)

s=1

N
/ wi () (@l () 2dxi & D (@l )N?/N =1, forall ri  (33)

s=1

N
/ wi (x)eh ()@l (dxi & > ol el ()N =0. p£q (34
s=1

In this fashion the basis may be constructed from a set of data generated according to a
given pdf, where x(s) is the s-th sample and N is the total number of samples. The basis
set members have zero mean, unit norm and are mutually orthogonal with respect to the
marginal pdf weight w; (x;). In many cases, satisfactory accuracy is likely attainable
using only goﬁ(xi), r < 3 to approximate f;(x;), fij(x;,x;) and fijr(x;i, Xj, Xi).

Employing the formulas in Eqgs. 29-31, the 3rd order HDMR expansion for an
n-variate function f(x) can be expressed as

fo)~ fo+22<a<°>'+za<’”’+ > W)

i=1r=1 j<k=1
J#l JokFEL
0 k i j
DI 35 3 [IZRa S 2] P e
1<i<j<n p=1g=1 k=1k#i,j
m m m
0)ijk
+ 0 IS e el (e (k). (35)
I<i<j<k<n p=1g=1r=1
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The constant coefficients {«}, {8}, {y} may be determined by minimizing the squared
error (e.g., least-squares regression) from the data (x(s), f(x(x)), s =1,2,...,N)
generated according to the pdf w(x).

Equation 35 can be written in vector form for all of the data

dxNTe=rx—fo, (=1,2,...,N) (36)

where

N
fo=D f&W)/N. (37)

s=1
Here ¢ is composed of all the unknown constant coefficients

T _ (ago)laéo)l » -0[1((0)10[50)2 . .a§12)1 . )/(O)(n (- l)n) (38)

mmm

and ¢ (x))T consists of the corresponding basis functions

pxNT = (] (xf)) gozl(x{”) goé(x{”) o) gl ()
= (n(x“) rz(x“)) n(x“))). (39)

To simplify the notation, the symbol r;(x) is used to represent all the above basis
functions, and ¢ is the total number of unknown coefficients. Note that there are many
repetitive appearances of some basis functions in ¢ (x*))7, because the same basis
function is associated with different coefficients (see Eq. 35), i.e., some of the ;s are
the same.

Equation 36 can be written in matrix form as

®c=D>b (40)

where ® is an N x ¢ matrix (the s-th row of ® is ¢ (x®)HT), and b is an N-dimensional
vector whose s-th elementis f (x®))— fo- Since ¢ (xNHT has repeated elements, some
columns of @ are identical.

The vector ¢ minimizing the squared error is the solution of the normal equation
for least-squares regression of Eq. 40:

o dc=d"b (41)

with @7 ® being a t x r matrix. Dividing both sides of Eq. 41 by N will not change
the solution for ¢,

1 1
N<1>T<1>c = N<I>Tb, (42)
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and now the (i, j)th entry of ®7 ®/N can be viewed as an approximation to the inner
product of r; (x) and r;(x)

N
(@7 ®);;/N =D rix)rj(x)/N % (ri(x), rj (x)). 43)

s=1

As ®7 has duplicate rows, some equations in Eq. 42 are identical. These duplicate
equations are redundant and can be removed. The resultant linear algebraic equation
system is

Ac=d (44)

where A and d are just ®7 ®/N and ®7b/N after removing the duplicate rows. Now
Aisa p x t(p < t) rectangular matrix. In Eq. 44 the number (¢) of unknown coeffi-
cients is larger than the number (p) of equations. Such a system is consistent and has
an infinite number of solutions for ¢ with the general form

c=ATd+ (I, — AT A)u, (45)

where I, is the identity matrix with dimension ¢ and u is an arbitrary vector in )i, and
A is the generalized inverse G of A satisfying all four Penrose conditions [23]

(1) AGA = A, (2) GAG =G, (46)
3)(AG)T = AG, ) (GAT =GA.

The solution with the smallest norm ||¢|| commonly produced by least-squares regres-
sion is unique and given by

c=A"d (47)

This solution will be used later for comparison with the unique HDMR component
functions.

The infinite number of solutions for ¢ given in Eq. 45 provides the possibility to
search for a solution of ¢ both minimizing the squared error and satisfying the hier-
archical orthogonality condition.

3.2 D-MORPH regression

D-MORPH (Diffeomorphic Modulation under Observable Response Preserving
Homotopy) is a model exploration method, originally developed for optimal con-
trol with differential equation models [24-27]. The method was extended to the
regression treatment of a model described as a linear superposition of basis func-
tions with unknown parameters being the expansion coefficients [21]. When there are
more unknown parameters than equations, the corresponding linear algebraic equation
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system is consistent, and has an infinite number of solutions. D-MORPH regression
is a practical systematic means to search for a solution satisfying extra requirements
within the infinite number of possible solutions. Equation 44 is such a system and the
hierarchical orthogonality of the component functions is the extra requirement.

3.2.1 Principles of D-MORPH regression

The key principles of D-MORPH regression are briefly summarized here; further
details can be found in [21]. All the solutions ¢ of Eq. 44 given by Eq. 45 compose
a completely connected submanifold M C 9’. D-MORPH regression searches for a
solution satisfying an extra requirement by considering an exploration path ¢(s) within
M with s in [0, oo), which satisfies a differential equation?

de(s)

= Pv(s) = (I, — AT A)v(s), (43)
ds

where P is an orthogonal projector [23] satisfying
pP=pr, PT=p, (49)
which yields
P=P =pPTP. (50)

The function vector v(s) may be freely chosen to not only enable broad choices
for exploring ¢(s), but to also continuously reduce a defined cost /C(e(s)) (e.g., the
model variance, fitting smoothness, the weighted norm of ¢, or particularly here the
hierarchical orthogonality of the component functions) along the exploration path. If
the free function vector is chosen as

_9K(es)

v(s) = e (51
then we obtain
dK(e(s)) (8/C(c(s)))T de(s) (8/C(c(s)))T
= == PV(S)
ds ac ds ac
T
z_(pw) (PM) 50’ (52)
ac Jc

i.e., the cost /C, used as an additional requirement, will be continuously reduced (sys-
tematically refining the model) over the course of traversing s > 0. Therefore,

Coo = lim c(s)
§—>00

2 y(s)in Eq. 48 is related with u in Eq. 45 through v(s) = du/ds.
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is the solution which minimizes /C. When the cost function is defined as a quadratic
form in ¢
L 7
K = —=c¢’ Be, (53)
2
where B is symmetric and non-negative definite, the analytical form of ¢, can be
obtained as

co = Vi (UL Vi~ lul ATd. (54)

where U;_,, and V;_, are the last # — r columns of U and V obtained by singular
value decomposition of PB [28]

. S, 0.7
PB_U[O O}V. (55)

Equation 54 is the key practical formula for the optimal solution ¢ obtained by
D-MORPH regression. This solution ¢4, is unique in M corresponding to the global
minimum of the cost function. The new solution ¢, given by D-MORPH regression is
simply a linear combination of the elements of ¢ obtained by least-squares regression
(i.e., ATd).

3.2.2 Construction of the cost function

The solution of Eq. 44 satisfying the hierarchical orthogonality condition can be deter-
mined by constructing a proper cost function. The cost function may be deduced as
follows.

The 1st order component function, f;(x;), is orthogonal to the zeroth order com-
ponent function, fy, i.e.,

/foﬁ(xl')wi(xz')dxz' = fo/ fitxpwi(xj)dx; =0, (=1,2,...,n). (56)
Since fj may be nonzero, we require
/ﬁ(x,-)wi(xi)dxi =0, (=1,2,...,n). (57)

When f;(x;) is represented as a linear combination of basis functions r;(x;)(j =
q+ 1,...,q—i—k),3 we have

q-+k q+k N
/ > ejriGwitaide & > ¢ (Zr,-(xf”)/N):o. (58)

J=q+1 J=q+1 s=1

3 For optimal orthonormal polynomials, k is often chosen as 2 or 3; for B-splines, k depends on the number
of knots used.
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Equation 58 can be written as

Cq+1
N N N Cq12
(Zrﬁl(x}“))/zv D g )N - qu+k<x,-(”>/zv) =0 &
s=1 s=1 s=1 :
Cq+k
or in vector form
Srx)Te =0, (=1,2,...,n). (60)

This is a scalar equation, and the corresponding cost function for f;(x;) is set to be
N N T _ L T i .
K= E(c )" Sr(x;)Sr(x;)" ¢ = E(c ) B'e', (i=1,2,...,n) (61)

where B’ is a k x k symmetric and non-negative definite matrix. Therefore, X! > 0
with the minimum value being zero. K is zero if and only if Sr(xi)Tci is zero, i.e.,
Eq. 60 (consequently, Eq. 57) is satisfied. When optimal orthonormal polynomials are
used as r;(x;), then all of the sums Zévzl Tg+j (xi(s))/N(j =1, 2, 3) are zero (see
Eqs. 32-34). In this circumstance B’ is a null matrix, which implies that there is no
need for further restriction on the expansion coefficients for f;(x;) upon using optimal
orthonormal polynomials.

The 2nd order component function f;;(x;, x;) is required to be orthogonal to f
and the 1st order component functions, f;(x;) and f;(x;). This can be achieved by
setting f;;(x;, x;) to be orthogonal to all the basis functions used in fy (its basis is
1), fi(x;) and f;(x;). Since f;;(x;, x;) is orthogonal to all the basis functions, it must
be orthogonal to any linear combination of these basis functions, and consequently
orthogonal to fo, fi(x;) and f;(x;).

Let

k
fitx) =" cjri . (62)

=1

k
fiey =D el ), (63)

=1
fiiGixpy =D D) + D e )
=1 =1
14 4
o
+ D> e (g (x). (64)

p=1¢=1
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The orthogonality between f;;(x;, x;) and fy is given by

/ /

k k
/ e+ > e >+22c“’)”r (xi)rg ()
=1 =1 p=1g=1
wij(xi,xj)dxidxj

~ Z @ij)i (Zr (x(s))/N) Z GpnJj (Zr (x(s))/N)

=1 s=1

-3 3 (S )

p=1g=1 s=1
= Sro(x;,x;) e’ =0, (65)

where ¢/ is a t; =2+ )?)-dimensional vector consisting of all expansion coef-
ficients for f;(x;, x;). '
The orthogonality between f;; (x;, x;) and the basis r, (x;) is given by

. 0 .
/r;(xi) Z )i ,(le_Z i)j J(xj)+z cﬁ,q)”r Gl ()
=1

p=1g¢=1

k
wij (. x)dxdx = > o k(). rf ()
=1

k / /
Z D Gy ] () +22c“”” §x). g ()
= p=1g=1
k N
ZC @iy (Zr (x(s))rl (.X(S))/N) + ZC(U)/ (Zr (X(S))Vl ()C(S))/N)
=1 s=1 s=1
Urr ) N . ' )
+ Z Z ;31);] (Z r (xl.(s))rfy (xl.(s))ré (x;-S))/N)
p=1g=1 s=1
=Sri,(xi, x)Tel =0, (w=1,2,...,k) (66)

where the elements of Sr;, (x;, x j)T are the estimates of the inner products of rl") (x;)

and all the basis functions used by f;;(x;, x;). The orthogonality between i (x ) and
fij(xi, xj) can be treated similarly, which gives

Srjy(xi, x)7e =0, (v=1,2,...,k) (67)
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All together there are 2k + 1 equations in Eqs. 65-67, which can be represented in
matrix form

Sr(x;, x;) e =0, (68)

where Sr(x;, x j)T is a (2k + 1) x t;; matrix, and 0 is a (2k + 1)-dimensional null
vector.

The cost function for the orthogonality between f;;(x;, x;) and fo, fi(x;), f;(x;)
is specified as

.. 1 .. ..
KY = z(c‘/)TSr(x,',xj)Sr(x,-,xj)Tc’/

1 .. o
= 5(c’f)TBUcU, (i<j=12,...,n) (69)

where B/ is a t; j X t;j symmetric, non-negative definite matrix. Therefore, K >0
with a minimum value of zero which occurs if and only if Sr(x;, x j)Tc’f is a null

vector, i.e., f;j(x;, x;) is orthogonal to fy and all 7 (x;) and rj (x;).
A similar treatment can be made for f;;x(x;, x;, x¢), and the corresponding cost
function

Kk = E(cUk)TBlf"c’Jk, (i<j<k=1,2,....n) (70)

can be constructed. If the 3rd order HDMR expansion is used, the total cost function
is set to be

n
S RS MR S
i=1 I<i<j<n I<i<j<k<n

1 7
5¢ Be (71)

where ¢ consists of all the unknown coefficients in Eq. 35, and
Bl

. .
B = . (72)

. B(n—l)n
3123

' B(n—2)(n—1)n

@ Springer



J Math Chem (2012) 50:99-130 117

is a non-negative definite matrix. Therefore, I > 0 and its minimum value is zero
which implies the hierarchical orthogonality of the component functions. All B/ and
Bk are submatrices of ® ®/N and can be obtained from it.

Importantly, the extended basis method and D-MORPH regression with the cost
function defined above also can be applied to the cases with independent variables. For
example, suppose that x; and x; are independent and optimal orthonormal polynomial
bases are used. Then we have

(rh (), rg (x))) = / r (e)rg (e wig (xi, ) dxgdx;

=/r;',(xi)w,-(x,-)dx,-/rg(xj)wj(x,-)dx,- —0. (73)
and

(ry (e, ) () =/r,i(xi)r;ui)nj(xj>w,»,-<xi,xj>dxidxj
=/r{,(xi)r;',(xi)wi(x,-)dx,»/rg(xj)wj(xj)dxj =0. (74
Substituting Eqs. 73, 74 into Eq. 66 yields
Sriy (i, xp) € = e (i), rh )y = ¢ =0, (w=1,2,....k). (75)

Similarly we have cffj)j =0 =1,2,...,k). Then Eq. 64 becomes

U
0ii )
FiiGioxg) = D> el irg (x)), (76)
p=1g=1
i.e., the extended basis reduces to the non-extended basis. Moreover, distinct
rfy (x; )r,ﬁ (x)’s are orthogonal for independent x; and x ;. The current algorithm reduces
to the prior procedure for treating independent variables [6, 13]. Therefore, no matter

whether some or all of the variables are independent and/or correlated, the D-MORPH
regression method with extended bases applies.

4 Tllustration
Consider the following nonlinear function with three variables x = (x1, x2, x3)

fX) = gi1(x1, x2) + g2(x2) + g3(x3), (77
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which will be used here for illustrating the general treatment in Sects. 2 and 3. The
function is specified by

g1(x1, x2) = gra(x1)g15(x2)
= [a1(x1 — p1) + aollb1(x2 — w2) + bol, (78)
g2(x2) = e2(x2 — p2)? + ¢1(x2 — p2) + co, (79)
g3(x3) = d3(x3 — 13)® + da(x3 — n3)* +dy(x3 — u3) +do  (80)

with a multivariate normal distribution
(x) : L w5 x = ) (81)
X) = ———>—>s¢exp| —=(x— X — ,
w Q)R z|2 P\ 73 K K

where ;© = (1, 12, £3) is the expected value of x, X is the covariance matrix of X

of p2o1oy 0
T = | ppoioy o} 0 |, (82)
0 0 o3

i.e., x1 and x, are correlated, but x3 is independent. The structure of the model in
Eqgs. 77-82 permits an analytical solution of the unique HDMR component functions
below for comparison with the numerical approximations.

As the unique HDMR component functions are coupled together in the formu-
las given in Egs. 26-28, generally a closed form for each component function with
correlated variables cannot be obtained as was the case in Eqs. 5-7 for independent
variables. However, approximate formulas may be constructed by using the following
procedure:

1. Set a maximum order for the truncated HDMR expansion. For instance, if a 2nd
order expansion is used, the higher order component functions are set to zero.

2. Approximate the functions 4;(x;), h;;(x;, x;) by an expansion in some suitable
basis functions. The determination of 4; (x;) and h;; (x;, x ;) then reduces to iden-
tifying the constant expansion coefficients.

3. Apply the vanishing condition, Eq. 19 or Eq. 21, to all the component functions.
This procedure yields a set of linear algebraic equations, which may be solved for
the constant coefficients.

As the model in Eq. 77 consists of polynomials with order less than 3, its HDMR
expansion only contains zeroth, 1st and 2nd order HDMR component functions. Using
the procedures given above, exact analytical formulas of the unique HDMR compo-
nent functions for f(x) can be obtained. To save space, the details are not given here;
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only the resultant component functions are provided.

fo = a1b1p120102 + aobo + €203 + o + dro§ + do, (83)
02 P12 2
fi(x) = arbi—— (1 = pu)” +aiboxr — p1)
o1 pip + 1
P12
—aibioioy—5——, (84)
Py +1
o1 pi2
fr(x2) = | a1 — ——— +c2 | (x2 — )’
02 p, + 1
P12 2
+(aoby + c1)(x2 — p2) — arbioj0y—5—— — 2073, (85)
P+ 1
f3(x3) = ds(xs — 13)* + da(x3 — p3)* +di(x3 = p3) — dao3. (86)
02 pi2
Jr2(x1, x2) = —a1br — 2,0 (x1 — 1) + arby (x1 — 1) (x2 — )
o1 pp, + 1
2
o1 P12 P —1
—aiby— 2p (x2 — p2)* —arbiproior——,  (87)
02 p1 + 1 Pip +1
S13(x1, x3) =0, (88)
J23(x2, x3) = 0. (89)

All the component functions satisfy the vanishing condition Eq. 19 (or Eq. 21) and
are hierarchically orthogonal. From the above formulas we find that:

1. The sum of all the component functions is exactly equal to f(x), i.e., the second
order HDMR expansion is an exact representation for f(x).

2. The component functions reflect not only the deterministic relation, Eq. 77, but
also the multivariate normal distribution. For example, f(x) is a linear function
of x; — w1, but f1(x1) is quadratic in x; — w; because f(x) is a function of
(x1 — 1) (x2 — uo) and x1 is correlated with x;.

3. x3 is independent, and the formula for f3(x3) is the same as that given by Eq. 6
for independent variables.

Since the exact analytical formulas of the component functions are known in this exam-
ple, below we will test the effectiveness of the numerical method based on D-MORPH
regression with extended bases.

4.1 Results for error free data

Six hundred points of x were generated according to the multivariate normal distri-
bution with o1 = 0 = 0.2, 03 = 0.18 and p1» = 0.6, and the corresponding values
of f(x) were calculated forap = 1,a1 =2, bp =2,b1 =3, co=3,c1 = 1,0 =
2,dy=1,dy =2, dp =2,ds =3 (referred to as Data set 1). The first three hundred
points were used as training data, and the others were used for testing.
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Table 1 Estimates of the correlation coefficients p;; from different sample sizes

Data size P12 P13 P23

300 0.5668 —0.1145 —0.0128
600 0.5647 —0.0994 0.0067
1000 0.5765 —0.0679 0.0126
2000 0.5990 —0.0145 0.0276
10000 0.5955 0.0099 0.0190
30000 0.6012 —0.0066 0.0079

4.1.1 Model with 54 unknown parameters
Equations 83—-89 show that component functions higher than second order do not exist.

Thus, the second order HDMR expansion with up to 3rd order optimal orthonormal
polynomial bases was employed to represent f (x)

3
f® = fo+ D i+ D fijxiixj)

i=1 1<i<j<3
SR IPIC S ACHE D S L AR Ieh)
i=1r=1 1<i<j<3r=1
3 3 - )
+ 0 Bl ey (x)). (90)

p=1¢=1

The model contains all f;(x;)(i = 1,2,3) and f;;(x;, x;)(i < j = 1,2,3). Collec-
tively there are 54 unknown parameters (aﬁo)i, aﬁij )i, aﬁij ) and ﬂ;,%)ij ).

Since optimal orthonormal polynomials are used, no further restriction is needed for
the coefficients oeﬁo) " and the B'’s are null matrices. Care is needed in the construction
of B¥ for the cost function. For example, we know that f13(x1, x3) = f23(x2, x3) =0,
and a zero function is strictly orthogonal to any other function. Including fi3, f23 in
the regression model may result in a large bias. As x3 is independent, the correla-
tion coefficients satisfy pj3 = p23 = 0. However, the estimates of the correlation
coefficients based on a small sample size N

> [ef = e - )]
Pij = N ) - N ) =
I -2 [ 6 - 52

oD

where X; is the average value of xl.(s), can produce large errors. Table 1 gives the
estimates of p;; with different sample sizes.

When 300 samples are used, the results significantly differ from pj» = 0.6, p13 =
p23 = 0, and the estimates of the inner products (r;, (xi), rq3 (x3))(i =1, 2) used in the
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construction of BY, and consequently the resultant fi3(xq, x3) and f3(x2, x3) will
also significantly differ from zero. In order to test the new method, in the construction
of the cost function we simply set (rj7 (x;), r{; (x3)) =00 =1,2).

The comparison between the analytical solution and the solution obtained by
D-MORPH regression with extended bases is given in Fig. 1. The figure shows that
using the model with 54 unknown parameters and the cost function given above, the
component functions f; (x;) obtained by D-MORPH regression with extended bases
coincide very well with the analytical solution. The approximate results for fi2(x1, x2)
obtained by D-MORPH regression with extended bases does not coincide with the ana-
Iytical solution for an arbitrary point (x, x2). However, the numerical and analytical
results do agree for those pairs of points which satisfy the correlated pdf, because the
estimated f12(x1, x2) is obtained only from the data generated by the pdf. To compare
the numerical and analytical solutions, the truth plot for fi2(x, x2) is given at the
sampled points according to the pdf. Some points are not exactly located on the truth
plot line. This was caused by the limited sample size (300 points). The resultant terms
Sro(x1, x2), Sriy(x1, x2) and Sra, (x1, x2) have errors just like the determination of
pij. Figure 1 also shows that f13(x1, x3) and f23(x1, x3) obtained by the numerical
method at the sampled points are practically zero. Therefore, their values are simply
shown according to their sample order. Figure 1 demonstrates that the component
functions are unique, and the new numerical method accurately determines them.

The accuracy of least-squares regression given by Eq. 47 and D-MORPH regression
with extended bases is given in Table 2 and Fig. 2. Since the model, Eq. 90, contains
f13 and f>3 which do not exist in the true system, the least-squares solution (Eq. 47) is
far from the true system which causes a large error. In contrast, D-MORPH regression
with extended bases accurately finds the true system.

4.1.2 Model with 24 unknown parameters

In practice, we do not know which component functions, such as fi3(xy, x3) and
Jf23(x1, x3), are zero in advance. Therefore, a priori setting (r;, (x1), rs (x3))

= 0( = 1,2) is not proper. To deal with this situation, we first use a statistical test
(F-test) to identify the significant HDMR component functions from the training data
[13,17]. In the present example, this gives

3
f&) = fo+ D filx) + fialxi, x2)

i=1

3 3 3
= fo+ 2. > @) + 3 [ ol ) + i)

i=1r=1 r=1

3 3
+ DD B e, (x)eg (x2) (92)

p=1q¢=1

with 24 unknown parameters (ocr(o)i, 05512)], a£12)2 and ﬁ;,oq)lz). Note that the model
in Eq. 92 does not contain f13 and f>3, as they were identified as insignificant by
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Fig. 1 Comparison of f;(x;), f;j(x;, xj) obtained analytically and numerically by D-MORPH regression
with extended bases for the model having 54 unknown parameters and Data set 1
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Table2 Accuracy of least-squares regression and D-MORPH regression with extended bases for the model
having 54 unknown parameters and Data set 1

Data Least-squares regression D-MORPH regression
Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err. Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err.
Training 0.410 0.069 0.033 0.006
Testing 0.431 0.074 0.045 0.007
16 T T T T 16 T T T T
.. . o
- Training date | - I Testing data |
5 14 5 14
c c
.g 12 R ._g 12 ° R
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o]
& 10 8 1 & 10} 1
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Fig. 2 Truth plots of training and testing data for least-squares regression and D-MORPH regression with
extended bases for the model having 54 parameters and Data set 1

the F-test procedure. Both least-squares regression given by Eq. 47 and D-MORPH
regression with extended bases were used. For the model with 24 unknown parameters
the accuracy for the two methods is the same. The results are given in Table 3 and

Fig. 3.
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Table3 Accuracy of least-squares regression and D-MORPH regression with extended bases for the model
having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 1

Data Least-squares regression D-MORPH regression
Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err. Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err.
Training 0.035 0.006 0.035 0.006
Testing 0.045 0.007 0.045 0.007
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Training date o 5 Testing data o
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Fig. 3 Truth plots of training and testing data obtained by least-squares regression and D-MORPH regres-
sion with extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 1

Even though the accuracy for the two methods is the same, the resultant com-
ponent functions are distinct. fj(x1) and f>(xp) are orthogonal to f12(x1, x2) for
D-MORPH regression with extended bases, but they are not orthogonal for least-
squares regression. Figures 4 and 5 show that the component functions obtained by
D-MORPH regression with extended bases accurately coincide with the analytical
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Fig. 4 Comparison of f;(x;) (i = 1,2,3) obtained analytically and numerically by least-squares and
D-MORPH regressions with extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 1
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Fig.5 Comparison of f17(x1, x2) obtained analytically and numerically by least-squares and D-MORPH
regressions with extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 1

Table 4 Orthogonality of the component functions obtained by least-squares regression and D-MORPH
regression with extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 1

Data Least-squares regression D-MORPH regression

Cost (f1: f12) (f2, f12) Cost (f1: f12) (f2: f12)
Training 0.209 0.215 0.251 0.019 0.000 0.000
Testing — 0.231 0.273 - 0.003 0.015

solutions, while those (except of f3(x3) with independent variable x3) obtained by
least-squares regression do not.

The value of the cost function and the estimates of the inner products ( f1(x1), fi2(x1,
x2)), {f2(x2), fi2(x1, x2)) given in Table 4 also show the difference. Having unique
and accurate HDMR component functions is essential for the reliable performance of
global sensitivity analysis.

4.2 Results for data with random errors

To test the influence of random errors on the determination of the HDMR component
functions by D-MORPH regression with extended bases, random noise with a signal
to noise ratio (Var( f (x)) /02) = 100 was added to f(x) to generate another set of
data (referred to as Data set 2). A comparison of Data sets 1 and 2 is given in Fig. 6.

Using the model with 24 unknown parameters, least-squares regression and
D-MORPH regression with extended bases were used to treat the data. The fitting
accuracy is given in Table 5 and Fig. 7.

Similar to the error free data case, the accuracy for the two methods are the same, but
the resultant HDMR component functions are distinct. Least-squares regression does
not give the correct component functions. Comparison of the component functions
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Fig. 6 Comparison of Data sets 14 .
1 and 2 13| |
o 12 Signal to noise ratio: 100 b
7]
3 11 i
c
£ 10 *
3 9 .
c
o 8 -
£ 7 .
=
~ 6 B
S
— 5 .
4 i
3

| | | | | | | | |
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Model value of f(x)

TableS Accuracy of least-squares regression and D-MORPH regression with extended bases for the model
having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 2

Data Least-squares regression D-MORPH regression

Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err. Ave. abs. err. Ave. rel. err.
Training 0.131 0.022 0.131 0.022
Testing 0.133 0.022 0.133 0.022

obtained analytically and numerically by D-MORPH regression with extended bases
is given in Fig. 8, which shows that the random error did not have a significant influ-
ence on the solution (i.e., compare Fig. 8 with the plots in the first column of Figs. 4
and 5) and the resultant component functions still accurately coincide with the ana-
lytical solutions. This stability with respect to noise is important for global sensitivity
analysis based on component functions obtained from laboratory/field data containing
random errors.

5 Concluding remarks

Global sensitivity analysis is an important application of HDMR. In this regard, we
recently introduced a new unified global sensitivity analysis framework for systems
with independent and/or correlated variables referred to as Structural and Correlative
Sensitivity Analysis (SCSA) [15]. The precondition for reliable application of SCSA
is the generation of correct HDMR component functions. A high quality input—output
map fitting the training data is a necessary, but not sufficient, condition for a reliable
subsequent sensitivity analysis assessment. Therefore, the uniqueness of the HDMR
component functions for independent and/or correlated variables is crucial for obtain-
ing a physically meaningful global sensitivity analysis. Under the relaxed vanishing
condition or hierarchical orthogonality condition, the general formulas for the unique
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Fig. 7 Truth plots of training and testing data for least-squares regression and D-MORPH regression with
extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 2

HDMR component functions for independent and/or correlated variables are derived
in this paper. The results reduce to the prior formulas used for independent variables
[10,16] as a special case. As the general expression determining a component func-
tion with correlated variables contains all other component functions sharing the same
common variables, generally a closed form for each component function may not be
obtained. However, a novel and practical numerical method, combining extended bases
and D-MORPH regression, can efficiently and accurately determine the unique HDMR
component functions from available input—output data. This numerical method can be
used for both independent and correlated variables. A reasonable level of random
data error was found to not significantly influence the determination of the HDMR
component functions. Thus, a unified framework is established for the unique HDMR
decomposition of an n-variate function f(x) with independent and/or correlated vari-
ables.
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Fig.8 Comparison of f;(x;), f12(x1, x2) obtained analytically and numerically by D-MORPH regression
with extended bases for the model having 24 unknown parameters and Data set 2
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