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Observability of Boolean control networks: A
unified approach based on finite automata

Kuize Zhang,Member, IEEE Lijun Zhang

Abstract—The problem on how to determine the observability
of Boolean control networks (BCNs) has been open for five
years already. In this paper, we propose a unified approach to
determine all the four types of observability of BCNs in the
literature. We define the concept of weighted pair graphs for
BCNs. In the sense of each observability, we use the so-cdlle
weighted pair graph to transform a BCN to a finite automaton,
and then we use the automaton to determine observability. In
particular, the two types of observability that rely on initial states
and inputs in the literature are determined. Finally, we shav that
no pairs of the four types of observability are equivalent, vhich
reveals the essence of nonlinearity of BCNSs.

Index Terms—Boolean control network, observability,
weighted pair graph, finite automaton, formal language,
semi-tensor product of matrices

|I. INTRODUCTION

In 2007, Akutsu et al. ] propose the concept ofon-
trollability of Boolean control network¢BCNSs), prove that
determining the controllability of BCNs iP-hard', and point

important results on other types of observability of BCNsea
up. Until now, there are four types of observability. Anathe
observability, proposed in’] in 2010, stands for that for every
two distinct initial states, there exists an input sequemlieh
can distinguish them. There is a sufficient but not necessary
condition in [7]. However, there is no equivalent condition in
[7]- This observability is determined in_{] in 2015 based on
an algebraic method. A third observability stating that¢hie
an input sequence that determines the initial state, isquegh
in [8] to study the identifiability problem of BCNs in 2011.
It is proved that determining this observability Nd>-hard in
[17] in 2013. Nevertheless, one way is proposed ir] [to
determine this observability in 2013. A fourth observabili
is determined in 14], [15)? in 2013, which is essentially the
observability of linear control systems, i.e., every sigfitly
long input sequence can determine the initial state.

Like nonlinear systems, BCNs are polynomial systems over
F2, the Galois field of two elements {]. This explains why
the observability proposed in6], [7] that rely on initial

out that “One of the major goals of systems biology is tgtates and inputs are important for BCNs. The methods of
develop a control theory for complex biological systemsdetermining the last two types of observability are notedli
Since then, the study on control-theoretic problems in ther the first two, mainly because they are based on the

areas of Boolean networks (initiated by Kauffmahih 1969

independence of initial states and/or inputs. Besides, fitoit

to describe genetic regulatory networks) and Boolean obntknown whether the method for the second type used ihif

networks (initiated in §] in 2001) has drawn vast attentionsuitable for the other three types now. In this paper, we @sep
(cf. [6]-[14] etc.). Controllability andobservabilityare basic @ unified method based dimite automatato determine all
control-theoretic problems. In 2009, Cheng et &).donstruct the four types of observability regardless of dependenoe. T
a control-theoretic framework for BCNs by using a new toothis end, we firstly definaveighted pair graphgor BCNs,
called thesemi-tensor produd{STP) of matrices proposed inwhich consist of pairs of states of BCNs producing the same
[4] in 2001, and give equivalent conditions for controllatyili outputs, and transitions between the pairs. Secondly, we us
of BCNs and observability of controllable BCNs. Since therihe weighed pair graph to transform a BCN to a deterministic
to the best of our knowledge, how to determine this obsekvalfinite automaton. Finally, we use the automaton to determine
ity has been open. This type of observability means thatyeverbservability.

initial state can be determined by an input sequence. Later o The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
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1That is, there exists no polynomial time algorithm for detieing the
controllability of BCNs unles$=NP.

tion Il introduces necessary preliminaries about STP, BCNs
with their algebraic formsformal languagesand finite au-
tomata. Sectiorlll presents the algorithms to determine all
the four types of observability. Sectiod shows the pairwise
nonequivalence of the four types of observability of BCNs.
SectionV ends up with some remarks and challenging open
problems.

Il. PRELIMINARIES
A. The semi-tensor product of matrices
We first introduce some related notations in STP.

’Note that the types of observability studied ind[, [15] are the same.
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« 24: the power set of setl the finite alphabets, € S the initial state,/” C S the final
o Z.: the set of positive integers state set, and : S x ¥ — S the transition partial function,
« N: the set of natural numbers i.e., a function defined on a fixed subset%k 3, which can
o D: the set{0, 1} naturally be extended to : S x ©* — S. We call a DFA
o 0 thei-th column of the identity matrix,, completeif o is a function fromS x X* to S. A language
o A,:the set{d},.... 6"} (A = Ay) L over alphabets is calledregular, if it is recognizedby a

e Onlit,...,is): the logical matrix [6%,...,6%] DFA A= (S,%, 0,50, F), ie.,L={weX*o(so,w) € F}.
(i1,...,1s € {1,2,...,n}) (for the concept of logical A word v € ¥* such thatz(sg,u) € F is calledacceptedby

matrices, we refer the reader td].) DFA A. A DFA accepts the empty word iff its initial state
e L,xs. the set of n x s logical matrices, i.e., is final.

{6nli1, ... is)lit, ... is € {1,2,...,n}} In order to represent a DFA, we introduce the transition
« [1, N]: the first NV positive integers graph of DFAA = (S,%,0,s0,F). Let V,E and W be the
« |AJ: the cardinality of setd vertex set, the edge set and the weight function of a weighted

Definition 1: [9] Let A € Ryxn, B € Ryxy, anda = directed graplz = (V, E, W). G is called the transition graph
lcm(n, p) be the least common multiple af andp. The STP of DFA A, if V = 5, E = {(si,s;) € V x V]there isa €
of AandB is defined asi x B = (A® [ )(B® I=), where X such thatr(s;,a) = s;} C V xV,andW : B — 2%,
® denotes the Kronecker product. ' (s8i,85) = {a € X|o(ss,a) = s;}.

From this definition, it is easy to see that the conventional In the transition graph of a DFA, we add a “start” input
product of matrices is a particular case of STP. Since SHPow to the vertex of the initial state, and use double egcl
keeps most properties of the conventional prodadgt ¢.g., to denote final states. We omit the curly brackg}™in the
the associative law, the distributive law, etc., we usualiyit Weights of edges. See Fig.for an example.
the symbol %” hereinafter. Now we give a proposition on finite automata that will be
used in the main results.

Proposition 2.1:Given a DFA A = (5,X%, 0, s, F'). As-
sume thatF' = S and for eachs € S, there is a words € >*

In this paper, we investigate the following BCN withstate  sych thatr(sg, u) = s. ThenL(A) = $* iff A is complete.
nodes,m input nodes ang output nodes: Proof: “if”: If A is complete and” = S, thene € L(A)

a(t+1) = fu(t), (1)), and for any nonempty wordw € X*, o(sp,w) € F, i.e.,
o(t) = hax(®)) (1) we L(A). HenceL(A) = *.
’ “only if”: Assume that /' = S and A is not complete.

B. Boolean control networks and their algebraic forms

wherez € D*; u € D™, y € D%t =0,1,...; f: D" —  Choose ars € S such thats is not well defined afs, a) for
D™ andh : D™ — D7 are logical functions. somea € . Choose wordw € ¥* such thato(sg, w) = s,
Using the STP of matrices) can be equivalently repre-then wordwa ¢ L(A), for A is deterministic. That is.(A) #
sented in the following algebraic forn®] *. ]
z(t + 1) = Lu(t)x(t),
B (2) I1l. DETERMINING THE OBSERVABILITY OF BCNS
y(t) = Ha(t),

wherez € Ay, u € Ay andy € Ag denote states, inputsA' Weighted pair graph

and outputs, respectively;=0,1,...; L € Lyx vy H € In this subsection, we define a weighted directed graph for
Lgxn; hereinafter N := 2", M := 2™ and Q := 29. BCN (2), named weighted pair graph. Based on the weighted
For more details on properties of STP, and how to transfo@ir graph, in the following subsections, we construct a DFA

a BCN into its equivalent algebraic form, we refer the readét the sense of each observability, and then use the obtained
to [6]. DFA and Propositior2.1 to determine observability.

Definition 2: Consider BCN 2). Let V,£ and W be the
vertex set, the edge set and the weight function of a weighted
directed graptg = (V,E,W). G is called the weighted pair

The theories of formal languages and finite automata aggaph of the BCN, ifV = {(z,2/) € Ay x Ayx|Hz =
among the mathematical foundations of theoretical computg ;/}3 & = {((x1,2)), (z2,2})) € V x V|there exists €

science []. Let & be a finite nonempty set (calladphabe}. A, such thatLuz; = o and Luxi = x4, or, Lur; =
We useX* to denote the set of all finite sequences (c:alle‘;j;v2 andLuz), = z} C VxV, andW : & — 28um,
wordg of elements (calledetter§ of 3. The empty word is (w1, 2h), (w2, 25)) = {u € Ap|Luyzy = xo and Luy ) =
denoted bye. |u| denotes the length of word. For example, 7 or, Luz;, = 2, and Luz) = z5}.

labe| = 3 for the alphabet{a,b,c}, |e| = 0. The set of all |nitively, there is an edge from a vertexto another one
words of lengthp is denoted by>?. Notice thatx? = {e}. 4, iff there is an inputu driving one state i to one state
Then X* = UZ,XP. A formal language (or language forin + and driving the other state in to the other state in’'.

short) is a subset of~. Similar to the transition graph of a DFA, we omit the curly
A deterministic finite automaton (DFA) is defined as 5-tuple

A= (5,%,0,s0,F), whereS denotes the finite state set, 3Here (x,«’) is an unordered pair, i.e(z, ') = (¢/, ).

C. Formal languages and finite automata
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Fig. 1. The weighted pair graph of BCN)( where the numbei; in each
circle denotes the state pe{iﬁ;ﬁ, 531), and the weight, k2, ... beside each

edge denotes the weigl@5§1 , 6527 ...} of the edge.
mﬁéﬁéﬂ...ﬂﬁ...

Fig. 2. The input-state-output-time transfer graph of BA) (vhere sub-
scripts stand for time stepsg, z1, ... statesug,u1,... inputs,y1,y2, ...
outputs, and arrows infer dependence.

—_

no

(A)*, U™ denotes theoncatenatiomf infinite copies ofU,
i.e.,UU .... For all input sequences = ugu ... € (Ay)Y,
and all0 < i < j € N, we useU]|i, j] to denote the word
Ui oo Uy

C. Determining the observability in5]

Definition 3 ( [6]): BCN (2) is called observable, if for
every initial statery € Ay, there exists an input sequence
such that the initial state can be determined by the output
sequence.

Definition 3 can be expressed equivalently as follows:

Definition 4: BCN (2) is called observable, if for every ini-
tial statexy € Ay, there exists an input sequerides (A )P
for somep € Z, such that for all states, # zo € Ay,
Hzxy = Hzo implies (HL), (U) # (HL)% (U).

In this subsection, the observability of BCIR)(refers to
Definition 4.

According to Definition4, BCN (2) is not observable iff
there is a staté’, in a non-diagonal vertex of its weighted
pair graphG = (V, £, W) such that for allp € Z, all U €

bracket ‘{}” in the weights of edges. Hereinafter, we call eachdn)?, there is a staté), with j # i, (0, dy) € V and

vertex (z,z) € Ay x Ay a diagonal vertex.

(HL)g

SN

(U) = (HL), (U).

. N
From Definition2, the weighted pair graph consists of every For fixed d,, we design an algorithm to construct a DFA
state pair producing the same output. In fact, to test whettfer BCN (2) according to its weighted pair gragh, &, W).
a BCN is observable, is to test whether these states canTie new DFA is denoted by;; , and accepts exactly all finite

distinguished by input sequences.

Let (V,&,W) be a weighted pair graph. For a sub®ebf
V, the subgraph generated B¥ is the graph(V,€ N (V' x
V), Wlenwxvy), WhereW|gq vy is the restriction oy
toEN(V xV).

The weighted pair graph of the following BCN3)( is
depicted in Fig.1.

x(t+1) =64[1,1,2,1,2,4,1, 1z(t)u(t),
y(t) = 02[1,2,2,2]x(t),
wheret € N, x € Ay, y,u € A.

®3)

B. Notations
The input-state-output-time transfer graph of BCB (s

drawn in Fig.2. In order to define these observability, we

define the following mappings:
Let Axr, Ay, Ag be three alphabets. For alh € Ay and
alpezZ,,

1)
LE : (Ap)P = (AN)P ug . up—1 > 1. T,
L§0 (AN = (AN uguy .. Ty @)
2)
(HL)E = (An)? = (AQ)P,uo. . Uup—1 — Y1...Yp,
(HL)§O (AN = (AN uouy .. Y1y

(5)

Forallpe Zy,al U =u;...u, € (Ap)?, and alll <

i < j < |U|, we useUl[i,j] to denote the word, . .. u;.
In particular,U[i] (or U(4)) is short forU[i,i]. GivenU €

input sequences that do not determdide The states of DFA
As:i, are subsets op.

Algorithm 3.1: 1) SetA),, to be the alphabet of the DFA.
Set the subset o consisting of all the non-diagonal
vertices of V that containdy, to be the initial state
of the DFA. That is, the setg {(8%, 65|k, 1 €
[1,N],Ho%, = HS\,k # I,korl = i} is the initial
state of the DFA.

For each lette;,, j € [1,M], find the value for the
transition partial function of the DFA atso, 83,). The
specific procedure is as follows:

Fix j € [1,M]. Sets; := {v € V[thereisv' ¢
sp such that(v',v) € &, andd), € W((v',v))}. If
s; # 0, adds; to the state set of the DFA and setto
be the value of the transition partial function(ag, &7, );
otherise, the transition partial function is not well define
at (80, 53\{)

For each new state of the DFA found in the previous
step, and each lettér;, j  [1, M], find the value for the
transition partial function ats, 4},) according to Step.

4) Repeat Ste@8 until no new state of the DFA occurs.

(SinceV is a finite set, so is its power set, this repetition
will stop.)

5) Set all the states of the DFA to be final states.

Take BCN @) for example. Choose stat§. Then the DFA
A(sg generated by Algorithn3.1 is as shown in Fig3.

Now we give a necessary and sufficient condition for this
observability.

Theorem 3.2:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
Definition 4 iff there is a statef’; in a non-diagonal vertex of
its weighted pair graph such that the DE%;}:V generated by
Algorithm 3.1 recognizes language\ /) *.

2)

3)
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startﬁl 2 starta.—»?—».bl 2
start—(34)

Fig. 4. The DFA of each non-diagonal vertex of the weightedt gpeaph

of BCN (3) generated by Algorithn8.5, where the numbei; in each circle
denotes the state pa(tSi,(SZl), and the weightc beside each edge denotes
the inputd.

Fig. 3. The DFAA62 with respect to BCNJ) generated by Algorithn3.1,
where the numbet; in each circle denotes the state p&i, 57), and the pair graph such that for alp € Zy, andU € (Aum)?,
weight k beside each edge denotes the inffit (HL)%V U) = (HL):;ZV ).
For a fixed non-diagonal vertefd;, 5%,), we design an
algorithm to construct a DFA for BCN2| according to its
weighted pair graph. The new DFA is denoted Ay& 5.);
and accepts exactly all finite input sequences that do not
distinguishd’, and&?;.
Algorithm 3.5: 1) SetA, to be the alphabet of the DFA.

Proof: “only if”; Assume that BCN @) is not observable,
then there is a staté); such that for allp € Z, all U €
(Ap)P, there is a statéﬂ satisfyingi # j, Hoy = H&Y,
and(HL)? N(U) (HL) (U) According to Algorithm3.1,

= (O, 0y) is in the “initial state of DFAA;; . Denote Set vertex(d’y, &) to be the initial state of the DFA.
the welghted pair graph of BCN2( by G = (V,€,W). Then 2) Find each vertex such that there is a path frofii;, 6%,)
there exist verticesy, := (53,6%) € V such thatU[k] € to v. Keep the subgraph generated (@Y, 4%) and those
W((vk-1,0¢)), k = 1,...,p. That'is, for allp € Z,, each vertices, and remove all vertices and edges outside of the
Uin (Ap)P is accepted by DFA4;: . It is obvious thate € subgraph.
L(Asi.)- ThenL(Az ) = (Anm)*. 3) Set each remainder vertex to be a final state of the DFA.

“if": Note that the DFA A;; accepts exactly all finite input Again take BCN 8) as an example. The DFA of each
sequences that do not determiiie. ThenL(A5 ) = (Am)"  non-diagonal vertex of the weighted pair graph generated by
implies that for allp € Z, all U ¢ (AM)P there is a Algorithm 3.5 is shown in Fig.4.
stated), such thati # j, Holy = Hd}, and (HL)} 5, (U) = The following is a necessary and sufficient condition for
(HL) (U). That is, BCN ) is not observable. B this observability.

Pr0p03|t|on2 1, Theorem3.2 and Algorithm 3.1 directly Theorem 3.6:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
imply the following result that can be used to check wheth&efinition 5 iff there is a non-diagonal verte;, &%) in its

a given BCN is observable. weighted pair graph such that the D%(s;\,,(sg\,) generated by
Theorem 3.3:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense ofAlgorithm 3.5 recognizes language\ s )*.

Definition 4 iff there is a staté’, in a non-diagonal vertex of Proof: “only if”: Assume that BCN @) is not observable,

its weighted pair graph such that the DE%}»V generated by then there is a non-diagonal vertéX, , &) in the weighted

Algorithm 3.1 is complete. pair graph of BCN 2) such that for allp € Z,, all U €
Example 3.4:Check whether BCNJ) is observable. (Ap)P, (HL)E, (U) = (HL) (U). Then for allp € Z,
According to Theoren8.3, we should check?, 63,51 one eachr/ in (AMZ)Vp is accepted by DFA4(5% 5" It is obvious

by one. thate € L(Agy: 5 ). ThenL(A 50 ) = (An)".

First we checki?. According to Algorithm3.1, we calculate
DFA Az, and derive the transition graph of this DFA as shown
in Fig. 3. This DFA is complete, by Theoref3, BCN (3) is
not observable.

“if” Obvious by Definition 5. [ ]
From Proposition2.1, Theorem3.6 and Algorithm 3.5
the following result which follows can be used to determine
whether a given BCN is observable.
Theorem 3.7:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
D. Determining the observability in] Definition 5 iff there is a non-diagonal vertey;, %) in its
Definition 5: BCN (2) is called observable, if for any weighted pair graph such that the DEf; 5, generated by

distinct stateszo,zo € Ay, there is an input sequenceAlgorithm 3.5is complete.
U € (A )P for somep € Z, such thatHzy = Hzo implies Example 3.8:Check whether BCN J) is observable.

(HL)QO(U);A(HL)?;O(U)_“ According to Theorem 3.7, one should check
In this subsection, the observability of BCN)(means (d3,03), (03,6%), (63,64) one by one. From Fig4, one
Definition 5. sees thatd; ¢ L(Apzs), 05 ¢ L(Agzsy), and

According to Definition5, BCN (2) is not observable 83,03 ¢ L(A(53752)). Then by Theorem3.7, BCN (3)
iff there is a non-diagonal verte,, %) in its weighted is observable.
At the end of this subsection, using the concept of weighted
“Actually, after removing Hzo = Hz, implies” in Definition 5, Def-  paijr graphs, we give a further result on this observability.
inition 5 becomes the observability studied ir].[In order to make the . .
observability studied in7] exactly the widely accepted one for nonlinear The_orem 3-9-C9n5'der_ BCN.E)- Denqte the number of
control systems, we modify it in DefinitioB. non-diagonal vertices of its weighted pair graph/8y,;. The
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following two items are equivalent. @317 2
2

(i) The BCN is observable in the sense of Definition '
(i) N,q = 0 or for all distinct statescy, 7o € A, there is
an input sequencE € (Aj;)V# such thatHzg = Hzg start— 2
implies (HL)Yna(U) # (HL)Xr*(U).
Proof: (i) = (i): 1
(i) = (ii): 1

Obvious by Definition5.

Assume that i{) does not hold. That is)N,,; > 0 and

there are distinctr, 2’ € Ay, for all U € (Ay)Nne,

_ , N, _ N, generated by AIgo_rithnB.lQ where the numbei; in each circle denotes
Hz = Hz' and (HL)z d(U) - (HL)w’ d(U)' Use Algo' the state pair(d%, &7), and the weight: beside each edge denotes the input

rithm 3.5 to generate DFAA(, .,y = (S, An, 0, (2,2),S). sk

Then Ui (An)* C L(Ag.r). We claim thatA, .. is

complete. Suppose the contrary: there is a staté A, .

and an input. € A, such thaw is not well defined atv,u). ~ 5) Set all the states of the obtained DFA to be final states.
Thenwv is a non-diagonal vertex of the weighed pair graph, According to Algorithm3.1Q the following theorem holds.
because for all diagonal vertices (if exist), for all inputs

u' € Ay, o is well defined ai(v’, ). There are exactiyV,,q Theorem 3.11.BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
non-diagonal vertices, then there exists an input sequ&nce Definition 6 iff the DFA A, generated by Algorithn8.10

of length less thanV,,; such thats((z, z'),U;) = v. We get recognizes language)*.

Fig. 5. The DFAA with respect to BCN
9 V((63,59).(63.64),(53,64)} P 9

a contradiction/;u € UZN_nOd(AM)i \ L(A(, .). By Theorem Proof: Notice that BCN ) is not observable iff none of
3.7, the BCN is not observable. ’ m finite input sequences can distinguish all state paing,gfthat
is, L(Avn) = (AI\,{)*. |

From Propositior2.1, Theorem3.11 and Algorithm3.1Q

O ) _ the following result which follows can be used to judge
Definition 6 ( [F]): BCN (2) is called observable, if there hether BCN ?) is observable.

exists an input sequendeé e SAM)P for somep € Zy, such  Theorem 3.12BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
that for any distinct statesy, 7o € A, Hzo = Hzo implies  pefinition 6 iff the DFA Ay, generated by Algorithn3.10is

E. Determining the observability ir3]

(HL)%, (U) # (HL)E,(U). complete.
In this subsection, the observability of BCIR)(refers to Example 3.13:Check whether BCN3J) is observable.
Definition 6. According to Theorens.12 we should check whether DFA

According to Definition6, to judge whether BCN2) is Af(52.69).(2.54).(38 54y 1S complete.
observable, we need to check the ¥gtof all non-diagonal  ‘From 7Fi6.45,7o?{e4 sees that this DFA is complete. Then by
vertices of its weighted pair graphV, &, W). Theorem3.12, BCN (3) is not observable.

Now we design an algorithm to construct a DFA for BCN Remark 3.1:In [17], it is proved that determining this
(2) according to its weighted pair grafiv, £, V). The new qpservability isNP-hard. Actually, the results of1[] show
DFA is denoted byAy, , and accepts exactly every finite inputnat determining each of the four types of observabilitiR-
sequence by which not all non-diagonal state pairs can Rgrd. How to determine this observability has been solved in
distinguished. The states of the DFAy, are subsets o’ ] by enumerating all possible input sequences of a common

Algorithm 3.10: 1) Set Ay to be the alphabet of thefinjte length. However, one can use our method to find any

DFA. Set the set, of all non-diagonal vertices oF jnput sequence that determines the initial state. Due to the

to be the initial state of the DFA. independence of initial states, their method cannot beiegppl
2) For each lettew?},, j € [1,M], find the value for the {5 geal with Definitions4 or 5.

transition partial function of the DFA a(tVn,é-}'w). The
specific procedure is as follows:

For eachj € [1,M], let s; := {v € Vthereisv’ € o _ _
V, such that(v’,v) € &, andéfw e W(W, o)}, If Def!n|_t|on 7([ ]):7BCN 2 is calle_d observable, if for
s; # 0, adds, to the state set of the DFA and setto 2 d|Nst|nct stateso, Zo € Av, forNany input seqNuencH €

be the value of the transition partial function(a,, 8,); (Au) s Hzo = Hzo implies (HL),, (U) # (HL);,(U).
otherwise, the transition partial function of the DFA is not In this subsection, the observability of BCN)(means
well defined at(V,, 8,). Definition 7. o _ _

3) For each new state of the DFA found in the previous _/According to Definition7, BC'\i (2) is not observable iff
step, for each lettef!,, j € [1, M], find the value for the there are t\é}vo distinct sta’ge@,,ziN ?nd an Inpu;I sequence
transition partial function of the DFA 4, &2,) according U € (Am)" such thatHdy = Hoy and (HL); (U) =
to Step2. (HL)?E- (U). Then the following theorem can be used to

4) Repeat SteB until no new state of the DFA occurs.determine this observability.

(SinceV is a finite set, so is its power set, this repetition Theorem 3.14:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of
will stop.) Definition 7 iff there is a non-diagonal vertey;, §%;) of the

F. Determining the observability inl}]
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weighted pair graph of BCN2j such that the transition graph First, we prove that BCN3J) is not observable in the sense
of the DFAAW- 51) generated by Algorithn3.5 has a cycle. of Definition 4.

e Denote M =  &[1,1,2,1,2,4,1,1|Wp gl =

Proof: Since the transition graph has a finite number 3192
vertices, the graph has a cycle iff there is an input seque%(f? 1,2,2,1,1,1,4,1]1 = [8 gool Then for allk € Z,
N N _ N * %
U € (An)" such that(HL)%(U) - (HL)%(,[_])' _ "ok = s%1. By [7, Theorem 3.3], BCN 3) is not
In fact, one can determine the observability directly from

* 0
the weighted pair graph of BCN2), Theorem3.14 directly controllable. So one cannot use the test criteria proposed i
implies the following result. [6] to check whether BCNJ) is observable.

Theorem 3.15:BCN (2) is not observable in the sense of Nextwe prove that BCN3J) is not observable by showing
Definition 7 iff there is a cycle in its weighted pair graph, andhat for sta_teéi, there is no input sequence such that the
either the cycle contains a non-diagonal vertex, or ther i£Oresponding output sequence can determine it. We only nee
path from a non-diagonal vertex to the cycle. to consider states}, 51, as Ho} # HS3. Arbitrarily given an

Example 3.16:Check whether BCN3J) is observable. input sequencé/ € (A)™. If U(0) = 43, then Lys(03) =

By Theorem3.15and Fig.1, BCN (3) is not observable. Lg:(03) = df. Then for each suchU, (HL)G(U) =

Remark 3.2:An equivalent condition for this observability (H L), (U). Else ifU(0) = 63, thenL}, (63) = L3.(03) = ;.
is given in [14] by checking each pair of distinct periodicThen for each sucll, (HL)Y,(U) = (}IL)§4(U).4Then BCN
state-input trajectories of the same minimal period andesam) js not observable in the ‘sense of Definitién
length. In addition, a specific critical length is given in/] Second, we prove that BCNBY is observable in the sense

such that if none of the input sequences of that specific kengjs pefinition 5. We only need to check the state p&if3, 5%),
can determine the initial states, nor can input sequences(gg 54) and (53, 63)

OO % %
OO * %

e I ars 1 (010 (L) (09 = 5} (L)) =
4 or e ither For (63,0%), (HL)L(83) = 03 # (HL)L(63) = o},
’ 3 54 1 1y _ §2 1 1y _ §1
By the end of this subsection, we give a further result on For (83, 94), (H_L)53 (62) = 03 7& (HL)aj; (62) = 03 o
this observability. Thus, BCN ) is observable in the sense of Definitién
Theorem 3.17:Consider BCN 2). Denote the number of _ ) u
non-diagonal vertices of its weighted pair graph Byq. Theorem 4.2:1f BCN (2) is observable in the sense of Def-
The BCN is observable in the sense of Definitign iff inition 7, then it is also observable in the sense of Definition
Nn,a = 0 or, for all distinct stateszy,zy € Ay, for O The converse is not true. o
all input sequenced/ € (Ay)Nea, Hzy = Hzo implies Proof: The first part follows from Definition$ and 7.
(HL)N»a(U) # (HL)YNr(U). We also use BCNJ) to prove the second part.
pﬁ?oof: wjfre ° We have proved that BCN3) is observable in the
Obvious by Definition?. sense of Definition5 in Theorem4.1L BCN (3) is not
“only if”: observable in the sense of Definitiocfy becauseHd; =
Assume thatV,; > 0 and there are distinet,«’ € Ay 01 = 02[1,2,2,207 = &5 and (HL)g(53(6,)>) =
and an input sequendé € (Ay)N such thatHz = Ha'  (HL)g(05(93)). u
and (HL)N»¢(U) = (HL)i\i”d(U). Use Algorithm 3.5 to Theorem 4.3:If BCN (2) is observable in the sense of Def-
generate DFAA(, .,y = (S,Apn,0,(x,2"),S). ThenU < inition 7, then it is also observable in the sense of Definition
L(A(z,2)). Denote o((x,2'),U) by vy. If vy is diago- 6. The converse is not true.
nal, then (HL)Y(U(6},)®) = (HL)Y.(U(63,)°), and the Proof: Assume that a given BCN2J is observable in

BCN is not observable. Ifuy; is not diagonal, there arethe sense of Definitioi, then arbitrarily givenU € (AN,
distinct i, j € [1, Npq] such that eithew((z,2’),U[1,4]) = for any distinctély, &%, Hoy = H&Y implies (HL)Y, (U) #

. . N
0’((35738'),1][1,3]) or (ngx/) T 0((%:8/)’[][1?’1]]), for thehre (HL)Y, (U). SinceN < o0, there isp € Z; such that for
are exactlyN,,; non-diagonal vertices. By TheoreBil5 the N i o ' P
BCN is not observable. m any distinctoy, o3, Hoy = Hdy implies (HL)f;’}.V(U[O,p -

1]) # (HL), (U[0,p — 1]). That is, the BCN is observable

IV. PAIRWISE NONEQUIVALENCE OF THE FOUR TyPEs of N the sense of Definitio®.

OBSERVABILITY OF BOOLEAN CONTROL NETWORKS To prove the second part, consider the following BCN:
In this section, we prove that no pairs of the four types x(t+1) = 04[1,1,3,3,1,2,3, 2]z(t)u(t), ©)
of observability of BCNs are equivalent, which reveals the y(t) = 62[1,1,2,2]x(t),

essence of nonlinearity of BCNs (shown in F#).
Theorem 4.1:1f BCN (2) is observable in the sense of DefVheret € N, < Aq, vue Al' - )
inition 4, then it is also observable in the sense of Definition Ch00S€U = 03 € (A)". Hoy = Hog = 63, (HL)5 (U) =
5. The converse is not true. 3 # (HL)};g(U) = 05. H6} = Hoj = 43, (HL)};Q(U) =
Proof: The first part naturally follows from Definitioné 63 # (HL)(U) = 3. Then BCN §) is observable in the
and5. We use BCN 3) to prove the second part. sense of Definitiors.
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@ 1

Fig. 6. The weighted pair graph of BCN)( where the numbei;j in each
circle denotes the state pa(ifi,éfl), the weightk, k2, ... beside each edge
denotes the weigh{ééCl ,552 ,...} of the edge.

Fig. 9. The implication relationships between Definitiois5, 6 and 7,
where “+” means “implies” and “” means “does not imply”.

Theorem 4.5:1f BCN (2) is observable in the sense of Def-
inition 7, then it is also observable in the sense of Definition
4. The converse is not true.

Proof: The first part holds naturally. To prove the second
part, consider BCN7) again.

We have proved that BCNr) is observable in the sense of
Definition 4 in Theoremé4.4. Note that in Fig8, the DFAs are
just the corresponding ones generated by Algorithi Then
By Theorem3.14 BCN (7) is not observable in the sense of
Definition 7. ]

Fig. 7. The DFA Ay, with respect to BCN ) generated by Algorithm V. CONCLUDING REMARKS
3.10 where the numbeij in each circle denotes the state péit, 57), the ] ’ o
weight k of each edge denotes the inpilt. In this paper, we solved the problem on determining the

observability of Boolean control networks (BCNs) complete
by using techniques in finite automata. Also, we showed that
Consider anyU € (A)Y such thatU(0) = 63. Then no pairs of all the four types of observability notions are
L5 (U) = LE,(U) and (HL)Y,(U) = (HL)Y(U). That is, equivalent by counterexamples, which reveals the esseince o
BCN ) is not observable in the sense of Definition  m nonlinearity of BCNs (shown in FigD).
Theorem 4.4:1f BCN (2) is observable in the sense of Def- Note that the computational complexity of algorithms for
inition 6, then it is also observable in the sense of Definitiodetermining the first and fourth types of observability is

4. The converse is not true. in exponential time, and the algorithms for the other two
Proof: The first part holds naturally. To prove the secontypes are in doubly exponential time. How to reduce the
part, consider the following BCN: computational complexity effectively is a challenging and

urgent problem, and we are naturally concerned with “Isgher

2t +1)=01,1,1,3,1,2,3, 22(t)ult), (7) anondeterministic polynomial time algorithm for determmn

y(t) = 92(1,1,2, 2]z (1), the observability of BCNs?” Furthermore, we conjecture tha
wheret € N, z € Ay, y,u € A. “Determining the observablity of BCNs BSPACE-hard.”
The weighted pair graph of BCN/) is as shown in Fig6.
The DFA Ay 52y 53,54y 9enerated by AlgorithnB.10 ACKNOWLEDGMENT
(see Fig.7) is complete. Then by Theore®.11, BCN )  The first author is in debt to Prof. Jarkko Kari, Drs.
is not observable in the sense of Definitién Charalampos Zinoviadis, Ville Salo and llkka Torma at the

The DFAs A;: and Az generated by Algorithn8.1 (see  yniversity of Turku, Finland for fruitful discussions whil
Fig. 8) satisfy 03 ¢ L(As1) anddy ¢ L(As). Then by visiting the same university in 2013. Both authors thank
Theorem3.2 BCN (7) is observable in the sense of Definitionr, Chuang Xu at the University of Alberta, Canada, the
4. anonymous referees and the associate editor for their Malua

B comments that highly improve the presentation of this paper
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