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Abstract

We propose the usage of an innovative method for selecting transients and variables. These sources are detected at different wave-
lengths across the electromagnetic spectrum spanning from radio waves to gamma-rays. We focus on radio signals and use State
Space Models, which are also referred to as Dynamic Linear Models. State Space Models (and more generally parametric auto-
regressive models) have been the mainstay of economic modelling for some years, but rarely they have been used in Astrophysics.

The statistics currently used to identify radio variables and transients are not sophisticated enough to distinguish different types
of variability. These methods simply report the overall modulation and significance of the variability, and the ordering of the data
in time is insignificant. State Space Models are much more advanced and can encode not only the amount and significance of the
variability but also properties, such as slope, rise or decline for a given time t.

In this work, we evaluate the effectiveness of State Space Models for transient and variable detection including classification in
time-series astronomy. We also propose a method for detecting a transient source hosted in a variable active galaxy, whereby the
time-series of a static host galaxy and the dynamic nature of the transient in the galaxy are intertwined. Furthermore, we examine
the hypothetical scenario where the target transient we want to detect is the gravitational wave source GW170817 (or similar).

Keywords: Astro-statistics, State Space Models, Variables and Transients, Gravitational Waves

1. Introduction

Transients and variables are a term for astronomical sources
in the field of Time Domain Astronomy which evolve and
change over time. They are largely studied across the electro-
magnetic spectrum and are produced from a variety of different
emission mechanisms. For example, observation and discovery
in the radio band has provided a great contribution to the field
of time domain astronomy delivering high impact discoveries
such as Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs, Lorimer et al. 2007), Pulsars
(Hewish et al., 1968), Gravitational Wave afterglows (Abbott
et al., 2016) etc.

Transients and variables have also often been studied with
simultaneous radio and X-ray observing campaigns. For ex-
ample, the accreting neutron stars 4U 1728-34 and 4U 1636-
536 have showed correlated radio and X-ray flares (Russell
et al., 2024). Further discoveries in the X-ray band are par-
ticularly promising thanks to new instruments and surveys such
as the Spectrum-Roentgen-Gamma (SRG)/eROSITA (Predehl,
P. et al. 2021; Sunyaev, R. et al. 2021) All-Sky Survey which is
able to provide a new eye into the X-ray transient and variable
sky (Rau 2019; Merloni, A. et al. 2024).

Transients and variable sources are also studied in the
gamma-ray regime. For example, Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRBs)
are an example of a transient source characterised by a prompt
and not repetitive gamma-ray emission (Berger, 2014). Optical
and infrared investigations are also crucial for studying tran-

sients and variables. For instance, recent James Webb Space
Telescope (JWST, Gardner et al. 2006) observations of the
gamma-ray burst GRB 221009A allowed the discovery of r-
process emission (Rau, 2023).

In addition, new radio telescopes and surveys can provide
an accurate investigation of transient and variable radio sources
due to their wide field of view. In particular, the Australian
Square Kilometre Array Pathfinder (ASKAP, Hotan et al. 2021)
and the Meer Karoo Array Telescope (MeerKAT, Camilo 2018)
have already allowed the discovery of new transients (Driessen
et al. 2019, Wang et al. 2021).

Machine learning algorithms have also been deployed to aid
in the study of variables and transient objects. This covers a
wide range of applications, for example, time series Gaussian
process regression (e.g., Boone 2019), and convolutional neural
networks for image-differencing (Hernández-Afonso & Baena-
Gallé 2023; Du Toit et al. 2024). Machine learning for time
series processing can include Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNN) and Support Vector Machines (SVM) for removing out-
liers from time series composed of photometric observations
(e.g., Li et al. 2024). Also time series processing is used to aid
in classifying sources of unknown classes (supernovae, gamma-
ray bursts, etc.) and can integrate real-time anomaly detection
with neural network classifier machines (e.g., Lo et al. 2014;
Gupta et al. 2024).

In this paper, we present the use of State Space Models for
better characterising the structure of variable and transient ra-
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dio source time-series, with a particular focus on the gravita-
tional wave afterglow GW170817. In subsection 1.1 we briefly
describe the typical method for selecting radio variables and
transients. We also define and discuss State Space Models. In
subsection 1.2 we explain why we propose State Space Mod-
els in Astrophysics. In Section 2 we describe the data used in
this work. In Section 3 different State Space Models are ex-
plained and fitted to the data. We also select the most suitable
model for the data. In Section 4 we show a method for detect-
ing a transient hosted by a variable galaxy and discuss variabil-
ity properties. The transient we aim to detect is a gravitational
wave afterglow source. Finally, in Section 5 we summarise and
discuss our findings.

1.1. Variability identification and State Space Models
Time variable and transient radio sources are typically iden-

tified using metrics such as V (also called modulation index m)
and η (also called weighted reduced χ2) as reported by Swin-
bank et al. (2015), Rowlinson et al. (2019), and Murphy et al.
(2021). These metrics are defined below:

V =
1

S

√
N

N − 1
(S 2 − S

2
), (1)

η =
N

N − 1

wS 2 −
wS

2

w

 , (2)

where N is the number of measurements, S is the flux density
value of a single measurement, S is the average flux density, S 2

is the average square flux density, S
2

is the square average flux
density, and w is the weight defined as

w =
N∑

i=0

1
σ2

i

, (3)

whereσi is the error of the ith flux density measurement. There-
fore, wS 2 is the average of the weights multiplied by the square
of flux density measurements for each source and wS is the
average of the weights multiplied by the flux density measure-
ments.

In a sample of sources, variables are objects having V and η
(see eq. 1 and 2) above a threshold value. For instance, Murphy
et al. (2021) defined variables, sources beyond a 2σ threshold
from a distribution fitted with a Gaussian function. Note that
we define variables all sources which are detectable the whole
observing time while transients are undetected objects and be-
come detectable thanks to an increase in their brightness. Tran-
sients remain detectable for a limited time until they fade below
the detection threshold.

The current strategy explained above for selecting variables
has been successfully used in a number of studies (e.g., Bell
et al. 2015, Swinbank et al. 2015, Rowlinson et al. 2019, Mur-
phy et al. 2021). However,V and η do not consider the temporal
order of the data points. This is crucial as the data contain time-
domain information. Time series characteristics such as slope,
rise, decline and light curve trend are not characterised using
the methods above.

State Space Models can identify more features in time series
such as the level component in the Local Level Model (see Sec-
tion 3.2.1) and can identify transients hosted by variable objects
(see Section 4).

State Space Models are time series models based on two con-
ditions (Tusell 2008, Koller & Friedman 2009):

• the presence of a latent or hidden process xt named state
process at the time t;

• the presence of observations yt that are independent given
the states xt.

In general, time series models can be univariate or multivari-
ate. The former only have one variable (Brooks, 2008) whereas
the latter have more than one variable (Wei, 2019); in this paper
we use Univariate State Space Models.

These models have been widely used in different research
fields such as Econometrics (Hamilton, 1994), Finance (Tri-
antafyllopoulos, 2021), Neural Data Analysis (Paninski, 2010),
Statistics (Jiménez, 2021), Ecology and Environment (Buck-
land et al. 2004, Newman et al. 2023). Nevertheless, the par-
ticular State Space Models we discuss in this paper have been
poorly applied in Time Domain Astronomy with only one appli-
cation on X-ray light curves found in literature (Konig & Tim-
mer, 1997).

Parametric autoregressive models have been applied in a few
works (Lazio et al. 2001, Templeton & Karovska 2009, Kelly
et al. 2014, Feigelson et al. 2018). In particular, Lazio et al.
(2001) used these models to study the radio light curves of 149
radio sources at 2.5 and 8.2 GHz. The authors used autore-
gressive and moving average models and found that the sources
analysed presented short-term variability (∼10 days) caused by
radio-wave scattering in an extended medium. Note that this
is the only work at radio frequencies using advanced statistical
time series models that we found in the literature.

We decided to use State Space Models rather than autore-
gressive models because of their capacity to describe hidden
processes which are crucial properties in time series. The inter-
cept in the Local Level Model is an example of a hidden process
(see Section 3.2.1).

1.2. Why State Space Models?
State Space Models provide a natural framework to identify

and estimate the components of a time series such as the un-
derlying trend, stochasticity and cyclical components (Tusell,
2008).

These models could also be used to detect transients and
variables hosted by a variable galaxy (e.g., gravitational waves
source hosted by a scintillating active galaxy).

The case of the transient mentioned by Keane et al. (2016)
is an example of a difficult scenario where State Space Models
could be successfully used in Astrophysics. In 2015 a fast radio
burst (FRB, Lorimer et al. 2007) called FRB 150418 was de-
tected (Keane et al., 2016). The transient was hosted by the
galaxy WISE J071634.59−190039.2. However, other works
claimed that there was no transient activity and only a scintillat-
ing active galactic nucleus (AGN) was observed (e.g., Giroletti,
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M. et al. 2016; Johnston et al. 2016). It is important to distin-
guish these two different scenarios and State Space Models can
help to achieve this.

State Space Models could extract the typical features of time
series and resolve this kind of issue. For instance, using a state
space model to fit a stochastic process would indicate a scintil-
lating AGN (Bhattacharyya et al. 2020, Sarkar et al. 2020). A
stochastic process is a collection of random variables ordered in
time (Gabbiani & Cox, 2017). A transient source model would
have instead a rising phase, a peak and declining ending trend
(e.g., Dobie et al. 2018) which could in turn be fitted and ex-
tracted using a State Space Model.

State Space Models could be used to classify transients and
variables. Time domain astronomy includes the study of quite
different objects such as gamma-ray bursts, flare stars, variable
AGN, where each object has its own physical process driving
a specific kind of time series. For example, variable AGN are
likely to show stochastic light curves (e.g., Bell et al. 2011).
Alternatively, flare stars can show light curves with bursts on
the timescale of days or hours (Osten et al. 2005, Fender et al.
2014) and Gravitational Waves afterglows can show a unique
bursting light curve (e.g., Dobie et al. 2018) with individual
raise and decay times. State Space Models can represent all
these different behaviours, therefore these models may be used
to identify and classify known and unknown transients. How-
ever, Machine Learning models are also used for classifying
and detecting sources in Astrophysics (see Section 1.2.1).

1.2.1. Machine Learning vs. State Space Models
Machine Learning algorithms are used in Astrophysics in

several different ways such as source classification (Karpenka
et al. (2012); Lo et al. 2014; Boone 2019; Gupta et al. 2024),
removing outliers from time series (e.g., Powell et al. (2023);
Li et al. 2024) and image-differencing (Bramich 2008; Zackay
et al. 2016; Sánchez et al. 2019; Hernández-Afonso & Baena-
Gallé 2023; Du Toit et al. 2024).

Machine Learning models are deployed for source and pho-
tometric classification. For instance, Boone (2019) used Gaus-
sian process regression for generating light curves at optical
wavelengths. After training on datasets of real data light curves,
the algorithm is able to generate time series over a wide range
of observing conditions and redshift. The algorithm also works
on poorly sampled light curves or ones with large gaps of ob-
servations in time. Photometric classification can also be per-
formed by adopting neural networks. For instance, Karpenka
et al. (2012) used neural networks for classifying supernovae
(SNe). The authors proposed a two-stage approach, where time
series are initially fitted by an analytic parametrised function,
and then, the resulting parameters are analysed by neural net-
works models.

Machine Learning is also used for removing light curve out-
liers. Li et al. (2024) used CNN and SVM for stellar and cloudy
contamination identification. Powell et al. (2023) used adver-
sarial networks (GANs) to get rid of outliers in gravitational
waves sources light curves. Synthetic images were produced
for 22 types of glitches commonly observed in real data and

used to train the model. The neural network classification al-
gorithm detected glitches from real data with an accuracy of
99.0%.

Difference image analysis (DIA) is used for detecting sources
and obtaining time-series photometric measurements from dig-
ital images (Bramich, 2008). The technique allows to match
each image by using a convolution kernel which takes into ac-
count changes in the point-spread function (PSF) between im-
ages (Bramich, 2008). In addition, transient detection can also
be obtained through image subtraction techniques (e.g., Zackay
et al. 2016).

Machine Learning algorithms are hence used in different
ways such as sources classification (e.g., Karpenka et al. 2012)
and transient detection through DIA (e.g., Zackay et al. 2016).
However, in Section 1.2, we mention that State Space Mod-
els may also be utilised for classifying variables and transients.
The advantage of State Space Models is the nonessential need
of training large datasets.

State Space Models may also provide other use cases as we
mention in Section 1.2. In particular, State Space Models can
extract variability components from time series (e.g., stochas-
ticity, light curve trend) and detect transients hosted by a vari-
able galaxy. The extraction of variability components and the
transient detection method are to be described in Section 3 and
4, respectively.

2. Data

We applied State Space Models to the radio afterglow of the
gravitational waves event GW170817 which was the first after-
glow of a gravitational wave source detectable by electromag-
netic telescopes (Abbott et al., 2017). In particular, we used
the data from the follow-up observations of GW170817 car-
ried out by the Australian Square Kilometre Array Pathfinder
(ASKAP, Hotan et al. 2021). The observations are from Hal-
linan et al. (2017), Mooley et al. (2018a), Dobie et al. (2018),
Mooley et al. (2018b), Alexander et al. (2018), Margutti et al.
(2018), and Troja et al. (2019).

Dobie et al. (2019) explain that follow-up observations of
GW170817 started 15 hours after the event by searching for co-
herent radio emission in fly’s-eye mode (Bannister et al. 2017b;
Bannister et al. 2017c) while imaging observations began two
days after the event (Dobie et al., 2019).

We used the light curve data points reported by Dobie et al.
(2019) that scaled the ASKAP follow-up observations to 1.4
GHz using a spectral index α = -0.58. In detail, we used the
power-law commonly used in radioastronomy and reported by
A. Richard Thompson (2016):

I(ν) = I(ν0)
(
ν

ν0

)α
, (4)

where I(ν) and I(ν0) are flux densities at the frequency ν and
ν0, respectively and ν < ν0. Here α is the spectral index and for
this relationship sources are brighter at lower frequencies.
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3. Testing State Space Models on GW170817

In this section, we describe the method adopted to fit State
Space Models on the GW170817 light curve. We show the dif-
ferent features of each model. We also select the most suitable
model for fitting the data.

3.1. Introduction on model selection criterion and het-
eroskedasticity

To select the best model for describing the GW170817 light
curve, we used several goodness-of-fit statistics which are of-
ten implemented in time series. These statistics are the Aikaike
Information Criterion (AIC), the Bayesian Information Crite-
rion (BIC), the Hannan-Quinn Information Criterion (HQIC)
and the Heteroskedasticity (H).

The AIC provides a measurement of the model “goodness-
of-fit” with respect to the data and is defined by the following
formula (Burnham & Anderson, 2004):

AIC = 2k − 2 ln L, (5)

where L is the maximised likelihood function which is the Joint
Probability of the observations as a function of the parameters
of the statistical model. Suppose we have a sample of observa-
tions yt. The probability density function (PDF) of each obser-
vation is f (yi|θ) where θ is a parameter of the statistical model.
Assuming independent observations, the likelihood function is
given by

L(θ) = f (y1|θ) · f (y2|θ)... · f (yn|θ) =
N∏

n=1

f (yi|θ); (6)

We notice that θ can be a scalar or a vector, depending on the
adopted model. In our case the observations are the flux density
values of GW170817 light curve, and we define the dimension
of θ as k.

The BIC is also called the Schwarz Information Criterion. It
is a model selection criterion (likewise the AIC) and is defined
by the relation (Burnham & Anderson, 2004):

BIC = k ln N − 2 ln L, (7)

where N is the sample size.
Another alternative for selecting models is the HQIC. This is

formally defined as (Burnham & Anderson, 2002):

HQIC = −2L + 2k ln(ln N). (8)

Lower values of AIC, BIC and HQIC implies a better statis-
tical model to represent the observed data. In this work, we
compared the values of these three parameters among different
models.

The Heteroskedasticity (Barreto & Howland, 2006) gives an
estimation of the conditional variance (Variance(y|X)) which
is the variability of the observed data yt for each value of the
variable X or time t. We have a heteroscedastic data set when
the standard deviations σ of a predicted variable y are not con-
stant over an independent variable X or time t. This implies that

the absolute residuals of the variable y are not constant over the
variable X or the time t. The residuals are the difference be-
tween the predicted values and the actual measurements of the
variable y. If the standard deviations and the absolute residuals
were constant, we would see a homoskedastic data set.

Notice that unlike AIC, BIC, and HQIC, the heteroskedastic-
ity is not a model selection criterion but gives a measure of the
data points variance over time. In particular, heteroskedasticity
is interesting as it can impact the model fitting. In simple terms,
it is more difficult to fit a time series with variance changing
over time rather than fitting a time series with constant variance
(Pesaran, 2015).

3.1.1. Testing time series stationarity
Before trying to fit the GW 170817 light curve with statis-

tical models, it was necessary to find out if the time series is
stationary. Some models are, in fact, suitable to stationary time
series only (see Section 3.5). A time series is stationary if the
following conditions are satisfied (Kwiatkowski et al., 1992):

• constant mean µ over time t;

• constant variance σ over time t;

• the Autocorrelation function (ACF) have a steep decline to
0.0.

To verify whether if GW170817 time series is stationary, we
analysed its Autocorrelation function (ACF). This is a function
giving the correlation between the value of the time series at a
given time t and the value of the same time series at time t − 1.
In other words, we see the correlation between two flux density
values yt and yt−1. The formula of autocorrelation for a time
length of observation equal to T is reported below (Shumway
& Stoffer, 2017):

ACF(h) =
∑T−h

t=1 (yt+h − ȳ)(yt − ȳ)
T

, (9)

where yt is the flux density value at the time t, ȳ is the mean
flux density while h is the lag. Every lag is the time difference
between yt and yt+h. For h = 1 the autocorrelation is estimated
between yt−1 and yt while for h = 2 it is estimated between
yt−2 and yt and so on. Stationary time series have ACFs with a
dramatic decline around 0.0 and maintain this value for all lags
(Shumway & Stoffer, 2017). In Fig 1 we can compare the ACF
of GW170817 with the ACF of a stationary time series. Whilst
the stationary time series ACF declines to 0.0 by increasing the
number of lags, the ACF of GW170817 shows a different be-
haviour as does not keep a value near 0.0 for all lags (see Fig 1).
We thus concluded the light curve of GW170817 is not station-
ary.

3.2. Fitting GW170817 light curve with State Space Models
3.2.1. Local Level Model

The Local Level Model is expressed with the two equations
below (Tusell, 2008):

yt = µt + ϵt, ϵt ∼ N(0, σ2
ϵ ), (10)
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Figure 1: Autocorrelation functions of GW170817 light curve and a
stationary time series. The black points are the ACF of GW170817
while the white points are the ACF of stationary time series. The green
shaded area is the confidence interval of the ACF of GW170817. The
blue shaded area is the confidence interval of the stationary time series
ACF. There is a probability of 95% to find a correlation within each
confidence region.

µt+1 = µt + ξt, ξt ∼ N(0, σ2
ξ), (11)

where yt is the observation at the given time t. If we were
analysing the light curve of an astronomical source, yt would
be the flux density. The level component µt can be seen as the
intercept of the function over time. The term ϵt is an irregular
component that is an observation disturbance. It represents the
error to add on the signal. Finally, ξt is called the level distur-
bance as it can be seen as the error associated with the level
component. The two disturbance terms have a normal distribu-
tion centered at 0 and with specific variance term, as shown by
the notation N(0, σ2) in equations (10) and (11).

The Local Level Model satisfies the two criteria required to
have a State Space Model: the presence of a latent process and
conditionally independent observations (Tusell, 2008). The flux
density measurements yt are the observations which are mea-
sured directly. The latent process is given by µt which is the
intercept for each value of flux density at a given time t. We do
not measure this term directly.

We can use this model to describe a light curve as shown in
Fig. 2, where the gravitational wave event GW170817 (Dobie
et al., 2019) and the corresponding fitted morel are shown. We
added a 95% confidence region. Every modelled observation
at a given time t has been estimated based on the value of the
previous one at the time t − 1. Most measured data points are
nearby the blue line of the model and inside the confidence re-
gion, therefore, this is a good fit.

This model can hence be used to find other transients with the
same physical origin and to extract physical parameters from
the time series. For example, we could extract the gradient to
derive the rise phase gradient and thus the physical parameters
of the explosion / merger. However, this model may have lim-
itations on extracting several physical parameters. The Local
Level Model is essentially based on one component which is
the level component. Extracting several physical components

from one single model component only may require a further
development of the model itself.

3.3. Local Linear Trend Model

By adding a slope term νt to the Local Level Model, we ob-
tain the Local Linear Trend Model (Koopman & Durbin, 2012):

yt = µt + ϵt, ϵt ∼ N(0, σ2
ϵ ), (12)

µt+1 = µt + νt + ξt, ξt ∼ N(0, σ2
ξ), (13)

νt+1 = νt + ζt, ζt ∼ N(0, σ2
ζ ), (14)

νt = (yt + wt)t, wt ∼ N(0, σ2
w), (15)

the term νt is a slope term generated by a random walk and de-
fined by eq. (15). A random walk is a time series model where
the next observation yt+1 equals the previous one yt with a ran-
dom step up or down (Koopman & Durbin, 2012). Moreover,
ϵt, ξt, ζt, and wt are disturbance terms normally distributed.

In Fig. 3 we can see the model fitting the data. This fit-
ting may appear to be very similar to the Local Level Model
one, however, the average confidence region of the Local Lin-
ear Trend Model is wider (see Table 1).

3.4. Autoregressive State Space Model

Autoregressive (AR) models can be written as (Feigelson
et al., 2018):

yt = a1yt−1 + a2yt−2 + ... + apyt−p + ϵt, (16)

where yt indicates the observed data, a1, a2....ap are coeffients,
ϵt is a normally distributed random error and p is the order of
the model. If p = 2, the model is:

yt = a1yt−1 + a2yt−2 + ϵt, ϵt ∼ N(0, σ2) (17)

In space state form the model is defined as below:

yt = αt

∣∣∣1 0
∣∣∣ , (18)

αt+1 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣a1 a2
1 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣αt+

∣∣∣∣∣∣10
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ηt, ηt ≡ ϵt+1 ∼ N(0, σ2), (19)

where ηt is a disturbance term normally distributed. The model
with p = 2 is able to describe the data efficiently (see Fig. 4).
We have decided to fit an autoregressive model with p = 2, as
this was the value for which we found the lowest AIC, BIC, and
HQIC for the autoregressive model.
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Figure 2: Local level model fitted to the gravitational wave event GW170817 (Dobie et al., 2018). The black points (with their errors also in black)
are data from Dobie et al. (2018). The blue line is the modelled fit of the light curve. The light blue area is the 95% confidence region.

Figure 3: Local Linear Trend Model fitted to the gravitational wave event GW170817 (Dobie et al., 2018). The black points (with their errors also
in black) are data from Dobie et al. (2018). The blue line is the modelled fit of the light curve. The light blue area is the 95% confidence region.
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Figure 4: AR(2) model in state space form fitted to the gravitational waves event GW170817 (Dobie et al., 2018). The black points (with their
errors also in black) are data from Dobie et al. (2018). The blue line is the modelled fit of the light curve. The light blue area is the 95% confidence
region.

3.5. State Space ARIMA Model
In the GW170817 time series there is a rising trend up to 149

days (Dobie et al., 2018) and then a falling behaviour up to 300
days (Dobie et al., 2019). However, in the rising phase of the
light curve (up to 149 days) we do not see a continuing rise fo
all data points yt > yt−1. Every now and then, the light curve
rises, declines, rise again and so on with many more rises than
declines. The light curve is thus rising up to 149 days. When in
statistical time series analysis, we see this combination of rises
and declines, we talk about “shocks”. In the GW light curve,
there are obviously shocks between 150 and 300 days.

ARMA(p,q) models contain an autoregressive (AR) process
and a moving average (MA) process (Feigelson et al., 2018),
and can be written as:

yt−a1yt−1+a2yt−2+ ...+apyt−p = ϵt+b1ϵt−1+ . . .+bqϵt−q, (20)

where yt indicates the observed data, a1, a2....ap are
AR coeffients, ϵt is a normally distributed random error,
and b1, b2, . . . , bq are MA coefficients. The error terms
ϵt−1, ϵt−2, . . . , ϵt−q are called “random shocks”. In general, we
talk about ARMA (p,q) process, where p and q are the orders
of the AR and the MA process, respectively. ARMA models
are suitable for time series with the assumption of stationarity.
This condition does not apply to GW170817 light curve (see
Section 3.1.1).

It is possible to remove the non-stationarity by differencing
(Feigelson et al., 2018). In fact, we can replace the time series
yt with another y′t that can be written as:

y′t = yt − Byt = yt − yt−1, (21)

where B is called backshift (or lag) operator (Feigelson et al.,
2018). We can use a stationary ARMA process for the differ-
enced time series, instead of the original time series. The orig-
inal time series can be recreated by reversing or integrating the
differenced time series. This process is called ARIMA(p,d,q)
model where d is the number of differencing operations applied
to the original time series (Feigelson et al., 2018). In eq. (21)
this parameter is d = 1.

The model we used is an ARIMA model of order d=2 in state
space form (Durbin & Koopman, 2012):

∆2yt = ∆(yt − yt−1), (22)

yt = ∆yt + yt−1 = ∆
2yt + ∆yt−1 + yt−1, (23)

where ∆ is the differencial operator. The hidden process is given
by eq. (22) and describes the flux density gradient over time.
The model that we applied is a State Space ARIMA (1,2,1)
which is also called SSARIMA(1,2,1). We chose the values
of the three parameters (p,d,q) by comparing the AIC, BIC and
HQIC for different ARIMA models with various configurations
of (p,d,q). The values tested of p,d, and q were all the integer
values from 0 to 20.

In Fig 5 we can see that the model properly fits the observed
data.

3.6. Best model selection
We tested four state space models: Local Level Model

(LLM), Local Linear Trend (LLT), State Space Autoregression
(AR) Model, and SSARIMA (1,2,1).
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Figure 5: ARIMA(1,2,1) model in state space form fitted to the gravitational wave event GW170817 (Dobie et al., 2018). The black points (with
their errors also in black) are data from Dobie et al. (2018). The blue line is the modelled fit of the light curve. The light blue area is the 95%
confidence region.

Table 1: Confidence region width of the five models adopted: Local Level
Model (LLM), Local Linear Trend (LLT) Model, State Space AR(2) Model,
SSARIMA (1,2,1) and SSARIMA(2,1,1) with missing values. The first data
point over time was not included for estimating these parameters.

Model LLM LLT AR(2) SSARIMA(1,2,1)

Width average 56.6 57.5 55.9 57.7

Max width 57.6 79.8 57.1 79.4

Min width 43.8 51.9 43.0 48.6

Width median 57.6 57.0 57.1 57.3

In Table 1 the width average, the maximum width, the mini-
mum width and the width median of the confidence region for
each model are reported. The four models have confidence re-
gions with similar size. Note that we estimated these mean val-
ues without considering the first data point. Because in these
models every value yt is modelled considering the previous one
yt−1, the first data point always has a large confidence region
which is not statistically relevant.

The model selection criteria and the heteroskedasticity values
are reported in Table 2. The Local Level Model is the model as-
sociated with the lowest values of all goodness-of-fit measures.
This indicates that the Local Level Model is the most suitable
model for the observed data. However, before establishing that
the Local Level Model is the best model, it is necessary to run
detailed tests on the model residuals. This is explained in Sec-
tion 3.7.

Table 2: Goodness-of-fit measures of the four models adopted: Local Level
Model (LLM), Local Linear Trend (LLT) Model, State Space AR(2) Model and
SSARIMA (1,2,1). The letter H stands for heteroskedasticity.

Model LLM LLT AR(2) SSARIMA(1,2,1)

AIC 531.8 533.9 549.9 536.3

BIC 538.2 540.4 556.5 545.0

HQIC 534.3 536.4 552.5 539.7

H 2.6 2.8 3.5 3.3

3.7. Model diagnostics
In this Section, we offer additional tests based on residual

diagnostics of fit for the Local Level Model compared with the
other available models (see Section 3.6).

Residuals in Univariate Space State Models are supposed to
satisfy three properties (Tusell, 2008):

• independence;

• homoskedasticity;

• normality.

If at least one of these properties is not verified, other models
may be more suitable.

We verified that the residuals are independent with the plot of
the Autocorrelation function of the residuals in Fig. 6. The val-
ues fall in the confidence region of the autocorrelation function
which is given by the limits ±1.96

√
N. When the autocorrela-

tions are within this confidence region, the mean of the residuals
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Figure 6: Autocorrelation function of the residuals from the Local
Level Model. The blue area is the confidence region which is included
in the interval ±1.96

√
N.

Figure 7: Residuals vs. time for the Local Level Model.

is enough close to zero to state that there is no evident correla-
tion in the residuals time series (Brockwell & Davis, 2010).

To satisfy the condition of homoskedasticity it is necessary to
have residuals with constant variance. A simple check is a plot
showing the residuals vs. time or responses. If the condition of
homoskedasticity is satisfied, the spread of residuals vs. time
needs to be roughly constant. The dispersion around 0 seems
to increase from a time of 80 days (see Fig. 7). This is due to
the presence of a residual value above 50. Apart from this large
residual, all the other values are between -25 and 20. The trend
is roughly constant. Residuals vs time were plotted even for
the other time series models explored in this work. The other
models also showed a similar behaviour with a residual value
much larger than all the others.

The data point causing this large residual was observed at
107.4 days in the GW170817 light curve. The data point is
not included in the confidence region of the Local Level Model
(see Fig. 2). Interestingly, this “critical” data point is an out-
lier for all the time series models considered in this work (see
also Fig. 3, 4, 5). This data point is above 100 µJy and starts a
sudden raise in the time series as the previous data point is be-
low 80 µJy. In general, the one-step-ahead models examined in
this work, struggle on predicting sudden rises or declines. The
observations following the critical data point are properly fitted
by the all time series models.

Figure 8: Q-Q plot of the residuals.

We analysed the Q-Q plot to verify that the residuals follow
a normal distribution (see Fig 8). A Q-Q plot is a graph of the-
oretical quantiles of a normal distribution with mean µ = 0 and
standard deviation σ = 1 (Koopman & Durbin, 2012). We also
plotted the sample quantiles. In this case the sample quantiles
are the residuals. If the points of the Q-Q plot fall on the diago-
nal y = x, the residuals follow a normal distribution (Koopman
& Durbin, 2012). Despite a small spread, most points on the Q-
Q plot follow this trend except the one with the largest residual
(see Fig 8). We hence concluded that the residuals approxi-
mately follow a normal distribution.

In summary, the residuals of the Local Level Model satisfied
the conditions of independence, normality and homoskedastic-
ity. Thus, the conclusion is that the Local Level Model is suit-
able for the GW170817 light curve.

4. A method for detecting a transient hosted by an active
galaxy

In this section we show how State Space Models can detect a
transient or gravitational waves event within a variable galaxy.
Distinguishing between a transient signal and an active galaxy
signal could be a complex task if the transient is within a vari-
able active galaxy. We created a scenario where GW170817 is
associated with a simulated AGN light curve and we used State
Space Models to detect the burst from the transient source.

4.1. Testing State Models on a simulated AGN

We built a “fake” AGN light curve of synthetic data (see
Fig. 9) with the same sampling of the GW (gravitational waves)
time series extended by five cycles. The synthetic data are
roughly between 70 and 120 µJy with a mean value of 95 µJy.
Each associated error bar is 10% of its flux density measure-
ment. By adding GW170817 to the AGN light curve, we got
a mean value of 96.1 µJy which is the average flux density of
the AGN in the host galaxy of GW170817. In detail, we scaled
to 1.4 GHz the real data from Bannister et al. (2017a) at 16.7
GHz and Alexander et al. (2017) at 9.77 GHz. The average of
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Table 3: Statistical results of the four models tested: Local Level Model
(LLM), Local Linear Trend (LLT) Model, State Space AR(3) Model and
SSARIMA (3,1,25). The letter H stands for heteroskedasticity.

Model LLM LLT AR(3) SSARIMA(3,1,25)

AIC 2259.1 2270.2 2264.2 2285.4

BIC 2270.5 2281.6 2283.2 2399.3

HQIC 2263.7 2274.7 2271.8 2330.8

H 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.8

this real data is 96.1 µJy. We chose these flux density values
to make sure the AGN was not excessively bright and the mean
flux density was not extremely low. With an excessively bright
AGN, a transient would not be detectable. On the other hand,
with an excessively faint AGN a transient would be very easily
detectable. We aimed for a scenario for which transient activity
may be within an AGN light curve but the detection would be
unclear. We have basically reproduced a scenario similar to the
case of FRB 150418 (Keane et al. 2016; Johnston et al. 2016).

We fitted different time series models on the AGN light
curve with the same approach adopted in Section 3. The
models are the following: Local Level Model (LLM), Local
Linear Trend (LLT) Model, State Space AR(3) Model, and
SSARIMA(3,1,25) and the result of their statistical perfor-
mance is reported in Table 3. We tested different values of p,d,
and q for the State Space AR Model and SSARIMA. We tried
integer values of p from 0 to 50 for Model State AR and integer
values of p,d, and q from 0 to 50 for SSARIMA.

The Local Level Model is the model with the best parameters
(see Table 3). In Fig. 10 we can see the model fitting the time
series. For simplicity, in this Section we only show the fit of the
best time series model.

4.1.1. Analysing stochastic behaviour
Interestingly, the SSARIMA model can reproduce the

stochastic behaviour of the time series (see Fig. 11).
Stochastic time series have several declines and rises be-

tween consecutive data points. ARIMA models are suitable to
reproduce this behaviour. Rises and declines can indeed be fit-
ted using a regression and a moving average process (see Sec-
tion 3.5). This is demonstrated by works in literature showing
ARIMA models fitting AGN light curves (Bhattacharyya et al.
2020, Sarkar et al. 2020). In this case, the high moving average
of 25 reproduces the local shocks in the time series while the re-
gression order of 3 reproduces the global stochastic trend of the
data. Hence, a SSARIMA model can highlight the stochastic
variability of time series.

Notice that the values of the moving average and regression
orders were chosen after testing integer values from 0 to 50.
The values of 25 and 3 gave the lowest goodness-of-fit measures
(AIC, BIC, HQIC).

Despite the SSARIMA model describes stochastic trends, the
Local Level Model is the best choice for fitting the AGN time
series (see Table 3). This is why we used this model for the
transient detection method explained in Section 4.2.

4.2. Transient detection

To detect a transient within the light curve in Fig. 9 it is
necessary to analyse the trend of the time series which is suc-
cessfully reproduced by the Local Level Model. If there is a
detectable transient within the light curve, there must be a dis-
crepancy between the time series model trend and the mean flux
density value of the data. In Fig. 12 we can see that there is a
large gap between 1000 and 1200 days of observations. The
trend model is mostly around the mean value of 96.1 µJy with
a gap between the trend and the mean flux density below 4 ex-
cept for this time interval. The maximum gradient between the
trend and the mean flux density is 9.47 after 1077 days of ob-
servations.

4.3. Change points localisation

A method for detecting a transient within an active galaxy
was proposed above. The light curve interval where the tran-
sient has been detected is approximately between 1000 and
1200 days. In this interval the flux density must be dominated
by the transient source. This leads to the problem of under-
standing when the transient starts dominating, when it ends
dominating and how long the burst dominates. In other words,
we know that this interval is between 1000 and 1200 days but
this is a rough indication. We do not know the exact time inter-
val dominated by the transient. The solution is to detect change
points in the time series trend.

A change point divides a time series in two subsets where
each subset has its own statistical characteristics such as mean
and variance (Sharma et al., 2016). The statistical properties
of each subset are different from the statistical properties of the
other subset. In Fig. 13 there is graph showing a change point
example.

To detect change points in the AGN light curve a Window-
based change point detection method was applied. This method
is based on the usage of sliding windows. A sliding window is
a subset of n data points in the main time series. The Window-
based change point detection method consists of computing the
discrepancy between two adjacent windows sliding along the
signal y (Truong et al., 2020). The graph in Fig. 13 shows
a time series divided in two adjacent windows. The discrep-
ancy between two sliding windows is given by the following
formula:

d(ya...t,b...t) = c(ya...t) − c(ya...b) − c(yb...t), (24)

where d is the discrepancy, y is the signal, a, b and t define the
time intervals covered by the two windows in Fig. 13. The func-
tion c() is called cost function and is used to determine a differ-
ence of the statistical properties of the two subsets (windows) of
the time series T . The discrepancy has its largest values when
is calculated between two dissimilar subsets.

To detect the change points in the AGN light curve we as-
sumed the following conditions:

• the number of change points in the time series is 2 as we
expect the GW source to have a burst behaviour with a
rising peak and then a decline;
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Figure 9: GW170817 hosted by a bright AGN. The transient source is between 1000 and 1200 days of observations. However, the presence of the
source is not evident as it is within a variable active galaxy.

Figure 10: Local Level Model fitting the light curve. The error bars were omitted to clearly show the estimated mean curve.
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Figure 11: SSARIMA(3,1,25) model fitting the light curve. The light blue region is the 95% confidence region. The error bars were omitted to
clearly show the estimated mean curve.

Figure 12: Local Level Model compared to the mean flux density. The blue trend is the prediction of the Local Level Model while the black line
is the level of the mean flux density of the light curve.
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Figure 13: Illustration of a change point at the time T = t and two
adjacent sliding windows in a given time series. The dashed line is the
signal. The two rectangles are two sliding windows covering a time
interval a ≤ t and b ≥ t, respectively.

• the burst is approximately located between 1000 and 1200
days as shown in Fig. 12.

The cost function adopted is the least squared deviation de-
fined by the following equation:

c(yI) =
N∑

t=1

||yt − ȳ||2, (25)

where ȳ is the mean of the signal y in the interval I. This func-
tion can be used to detect mean-shift in a signal and is imple-
mented by the Python package ruptures.

The length of the sliding windows was chosen with an em-
pirical method to detect change points in an interval consistent
with the one described by the Local Level Model in Fig 12
(1000 - 1200 days). Setting for each window a number of sam-
ples (data points) 12 ≤ n ≤ 13 gave change points at t = 1043
days and t = 1109 days. With 14 ≤ n ≤ 39 we got change
points at t = 1043 days and t = 1114.2 days. Using the interval
63 ≤ n ≤ 68 gave change points at t = 1009 days and t = 1188
days. Values of n outside of the intervals just mentioned gave
no change points within the interval 1000-1200 days. We also
decided not to consider the change point at t = 1188 days as it
is far off the transient peak activity in the light curve. We chose
the widest possible region based on the remaining change points
to make sure the transient activity was fully included. Thus, we
established that the most suitable change points are at t = 1009
days and t = 1114.2 days. In Fig. 14 the location of the change
points is represented.

The detection of the change points gives the precise segment
of the light curve which is dominated by the gravitational waves
event. The light curve subset outside this segment is instead
dominated by the AGN.

The usage of the Local Level Model combined with the
change point detection hence shows that the transient source
dominated between 1009 and 1114 days. Note that this estima-
tion is close to the actual one. Because we used a simulated
AGN, we actually know which data points are originated by the
GW event and which data points are simulated. A check of the
origin of every single data point revealed that the GW domi-
nated between 1001 and 1091 days which is not very far from
the interval predicted by the change points detection method.

The first change point differs from the predicted one by 8 days
while the second change point differs by 23 days. This may
seem a large gap. However, the whole light curve covers a
much longer time interval which is roughly 350-1800 days cor-
responding to 1450 days in total.

5. Summary and conclusions

In this work, innovative methods to analyse the variability of
time series in Astrophysics were described and applied to the
transient GW170817 light curve. The current metrics involv-
ing χ2 and modulation index used in Astronomy only provide
an overall description of the variability. They do not give any
description regarding the order of the data points. This is in-
stead possible by using State Space Models. In detail, this study
showed that it is possible to examine variability with several ap-
proaches. These methods and their possible developments are
outlined below:

• Time series decomposition into components. An exam-
ple is given by the SSARIMA(1,2,1) model used to fit the
GW light curve. A moving average component describes
a stochastic behaviour. A simple Local Level Model also
provides a description about the trend of the time series be-
tween two data points thanks to the level component. This
tells us if there is a decline, a rise or a flat trend in the time
series for a given time t.

• An example of stochastic behaviour description was given
with the model SSARIMA(3,1,25). We showed an alter-
native way for describing variability. The moving average
component order MA = 25 describes a strong stochastic
behaviour. This property would not be described by the
traditional metrics such as modulation index and χ2.

• Time series stationarity. Testing time series stationarity
provides other information such as a constant or not con-
stant mean of the time series.

• State Space Models could allow the detection of transients
even if hosted by another source such as a variable ac-
tive galaxy. This is the same scenario of the fast radio
burst FRB 150418 (Keane et al., 2016). State Space Mod-
els could indeed be used to detect bursts within an active
galaxy and establish if a transient is detected or not. We
reproduced a scenario of gravitational waves source hosted
by a variable galaxy.

• State Space Models may also open the possibility of clas-
sifying different transient and variable sources. The Local
Level Model successfully fits the gravitational wave event
GW170817. This model is suitable for a sheer burst with a
fast rise and decline. Other transients and variables with a
different behaviour may need a different model. Hence for
each transient class we may have a different model. State
Space Models combined with supervised machine learn-
ing techniques of regression analysis (Liu, 2021) could be
used for classifying transients.
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Figure 14: Change points location detected with the window-based method.

• The usage of State Space Models also opens new scenarios
such as the usage of change points detection in time series.
Thanks to change point detection methods it is possible to
know the exact locations of a transient activity in a light
curve such as in the scenario of the GW event hosted by an
active galaxy. Furthermore, change points detection could
be used even for detecting the given time t when a light
curve shows a variable behaviour.

Note that we did not use time series models on upper-limits
measurements. However, State Space Models can accurately
capture upper-limits, just as they handle proper detections. In
the case of upper-limits, we only need the model confidence
region encompassing values below the upper limit whilst val-
ues above it should be disregarded. This approach may work if
the upper limit is far away from the other flux density measure-
ments. Otherwise, we may need to adopt Non-Gaussian State
Space Models (J. Durbin, 2000). Thus, the usage of these mod-
els would be a further research development for upper limits.
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Appendix A. State Space Models in Python

In this Appendix, fragments of the Python code used to fit
State Space Models are shown.

The code shows how to fit different State Space Models on
time series and how to estimate statistical parameters (AIC,
BIC, HQIC and Heteroskedasticity).

The models adopted are based on the Python library
statsmodels which contains a list of functions specifically de-
signed for using State Space Models. In Fig. A.15 we can
see the code used for the statistical analysis of the State Space
Autoregression Model. The model is defined by the function
SARIMAX() of the stasmodels library. The SARIMAX() func-
tion is used for State Space ARIMA Models and in this case
an ARIMA model of order (p=2, d=0, q=0) is used. This
model can be seen as an Autoregression process of order 2. In
Fig. A.15 we can see that several parameters are estimated such
as AIC, BIC, HQIC and Heteroskedasticity. The usage of the
other parameters was beyond the goals of this work but it is pos-
sible to learn more thanks to the statsmodels documentation1.

1https://www.statsmodels.org/stable/index.html

14

https://www.statsmodels.org/stable/index.html


Figure A.15: State Space Autoregression Model analysis.

The code for fitting a time series with the Autoregression pro-
cess is in Fig. A.16. The code also includes the confidence re-
gion of the model.
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In Fig. A.17 there is the code adopted to define the Local
Level Model. This code is based on the LocalLinearTrend class.
As the name suggests this class can be used to also define the
Local Linear Trend Model. The Local Linear Trend Model is
a generalisation of the Local Level Model. The difference be-
tween the two models is a slope component in the Local Linear
Trend Model not included in the Local Level Model. In terms
of coding, this means to have different coefficients in the matri-
ces defining the model (compare the matrices in Fig. A.17 and
A.18). Note also Fig. A.19 where there is the code used for
plotting the Local Level Model on a time series.
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Figure A.16: Code for fitting State Space Autoregression Model on a time series.

Figure A.17: Code for defining the LocalLinearTrend class which is used for Local Liner Trend Models and Local Level Models.
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Figure A.18: Matrices defining the Local Linear Trend Model.

Figure A.19: Code for fitting the Local Level Model on a time series.
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