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A WEIGHTED PAIR GRAPH REPRESENTATION FOR RECONSTRUCTIBILI TY
OF BOOLEAN CONTROL NETWORKS *

KUIZE ZHANGT, LIJUN ZHANG?, AND RONG SU

Abstract. A new concept of weighted pair graphs (WPGs) is proposedpmesent a new reconstructibility
definition for Boolean control networks (BCNs), which is angealization of the reconstructibility definition given
in [18, Def. 4]. Based on the WPG representation, an effectiverighgo for determining the new reconstructibility
notion for BCNs is designed with the help of the theories afdiautomata and formal languages. We prove that a
BCN is not reconstructible iff its WPG has a complete sublgr&gesides, we prove that a BCN is reconstructible in
the sense ofl[8, Def. 4] iff its WPG has no cycles, which is simpler to be cregtkhan the condition inl3, Thm.

4].
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1. Introduction. Reconstructibilitys a basic control-theoretic property. One way it can
be formulated as the property that there is an input sequeratethat the current state can be
uniquely determined from the input sequence and the carrelpg output sequence, regard-
less of the initial state, which may be considered unknowocoidingly the key problems
are how to determine whether such input sequences exist@mdadfind them. Note that
for deterministic systems, once the current state has betenndined, all subsequent states
can also be determined by using the input sequences. As dicajom, reconstructibility
can be used in fault detection for a mechanical device if théo# is reconstructible. If one
regards a device as a control system, and regards the segpsévents) of the device as the
states (resp. outputs) of the system, then fault detectarbe implemented by using event
sequences to determine the current state of the device.

A Boolean (control) networkBN/BCN) (cf. [3-9]), a discrete-time finite-state dynami-
cal system, is a simple and effective model to describe geregulatory networks (GRNSs)
which reflects the behavior and relationships of cells,ggnptDNA and RNA in a biological
system. Itis pointed out inL[J] that that “One of the major goals of systems biology is to de-
velop a control theory for complex biological systems”. estudying the control-theoretic
problems of BNs/BCNs is of both theoretical and practicgdamance. Similarly to the fault
detection for a mechanical device, reconstructibility naégo be used in biology to detect
diseases in a living body. B[], fault diagnosis in oxidative stress response is invastid
based on a BCN model, and a fault is described as a deviatitredfinction of the BCN
model. In order to diagnose a fault, two steps should be pegd successively: i) use an
input sequence (called homing sequence) to drive the modekhown state; (If the model
is normal and reconstructible, then after feeding the hgnsiequence into the model, the
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current state of the model would be known. It is pointed oygif] that “Knowledge of the
initial status of the internal states is important as alufatcomputations are based on these
values. The Homing sequence is an initial input sequenddtheys the network to a known
internal state. So, once the Homing Sequence is givév {the normal model) and/ (the
faulty model),V will come to a known internal state.”) ii) feed an input seqee (called test
sequence) into the model, compare the output sequences obtimal and faulty networks
to pinpoint the fault. (“Once the Homing sequence has danplt, the Test sequendéis
fed into N andN¢, and by comparing the output states of the normal and faelyorks, we
can pinpoint the location of the fault in the network, ... "n®can use the methods adopted
in [33] to pinpoint the fault. Besides, methods for testing fagiturrence are given in.pj.)
Based on the above statement, reconstructibility is thestiep for diagnosing faults, and the
current state plays an important role. Hereinafter, ugpead will call the input sequence de-
scribed in the first and this paragraph that can be used tondiete the current stateoming
input sequence for shortl §] introduces a special reconstructibility notion (sé€, [Defi-
nition 4]) for BCNs which means each sufficiently long inpegjeence is a homing input
sequence. If a BCN satisfies this definition, when diagnofinlls, one only needs to pay
attention to the second step; otherwise this definition t&llithe user that the BCN is not
reconstructible, indicating that the fault cannot be d@gged. However, even if a BCN does
not satisfy this definition, there still may exist a homingum sequence, and the user can use
it to reconstruct the current state. Hence it is necessaiytstigate the reconstructibility
described in the first paragraph involving whether a homimput sequence exists. The re-
constructibility described in the first paragraph is moreagal, as it applies to more systems.
Besides, as the one ing, Definition 4], this reconstructibility definition is alsadependent
of the initial state, so any time can be seen as the initia¢ tim

The main target of this paper is to design an effective algorifor determining the re-
constructibility of BCNs described in the first paragraplin. the sequel, unless otherwise
stated, “reconstructibility” is always in this sense. Thégimal idea of designing this al-
gorithm comes from our previous paperZ. In [27], we find the connections between
the observability of BCNs and the theories of finite autonstd formal languages, and
show how to determine all known four different types of olaéility of BCNs in the lit-
erature 12-16, 18, 2(]. In particular, the type of observability first studied imet seminal
paper [L7] is determined in27], while in [17] there is only a sufficient but not necessary con-
dition. In our companion papeP§], this idea is also used to determine the observability of
switched BCNs, and further results on how to reduce comiami@tcomplexity is discussed.
The theories of finite automata and formal languages are grftenmathematical founda-
tions of theoretical computer science. Finite automata@oith involves mainly the study
of computational problems that can be solved by using thentomputational complexity
theory, decision problems are typically defined as formadjleages, and complexity classes
are defined as the sets of the formal languages that can beddarsnachines with limited
computational power. For the details, we refer the readgr]td2]. In the control-theoretic
field, finite automata have been used to describe discretd systems (DESSs) (cf2f—31],
etc.), where DESs are event-driven systems, and have ncahtime sequences, which are
essentially different from the standard input-state-atigontrol system models.

In order to characterize reconstructibility, we first defneew concept ofveighted pair
graphsfor BCNs', second we use the graph to transform a BCN into a deternaifiisite
automaton, and lastly we test its reconstructibility byifyémg the completeness of the au-
tomaton. Using these results, once we know that a BCN is gtnartible, each homing input

1This weighted pair graph is different from the one defined’ifj ised to connect observability of BCNs and
finite automata.
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sequence can be found. After that we design an algorithma@deming input sequence to

determine the current state. Furthermore, after provingerinadepth results on the weighted
pair graph by using finite automata, we directly use the gtapgkesign a remarkably more

effective algorithm to determine reconstructibility (s&ectiond). On the other hand, in Sec-

tion 5, as a comparison, we prove that the weighted pair graph hayaies iff the BCN

is reconstructible in the sense df Definition 4], which is simpler to be checked than the
condition in [L8 Theorem 4].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In $a&j necessary preliminar-
ies abougraph theory finite automata, formal languages, themi-tensor product (STP) of
matrices and BCNs with their algebraic forms are introduced. By gs5TP, a BCN can be
transformed into its algebraic form. Such an intuitive alggc form will help to represent
weighted pair graphs and finite automata constructed ingfeed, and also help to construct
examples. So this paper is in the framework of STP. A comprsilie introduction to the STP
of matrices can be found in[, 21]. In Section3, how to use finite automata to determine the
reconstructibility of BCNs and how to use homing input setes to determine the current
state are illusatrated. Sectidrcontains the main results: we directly use the weighted pair
graph to design a remarkably more effective algorithm teiheine the reconstructibility of
BCNs and analyze its computational complexity. In Sechpan intuitive algorithm for de-
termining the reconstructibility shown i §, Definition 4] is designed. The last section is a
short conclusion.

2. Preliminaries. Necessary notations:
e (): the empty set
e R, .. the set ofm x n real matrices
e 7. the set of positive integers (excludiny
¢ N: the set of natural numbers (includiny
e D: the set{0,1}
e §%: thei-th column of then x n identity matrix1,,
o A,:theset{sl,...,on} (A := Ay)
e Col;(A) (resp.Row;(A)): thei-th column (resp. row) of matrid
e i mod j: the remainder of integerwhen divided by integef
® 0,[i1,...,is): logical matrix(see [L.1,21]) [, ..., 6] (i1, ... ,is € {1,2,...,n})
e L, «s: the setofix slogical matrices, i.e{d,[i1,. .., %s|i1,...,is € {1,2,...,n}}
e [M, N]: the set of consecutive intege¥$, M +1,..., N
e |A|: the cardinality of setd
e 24: the power set of set
e C!: binomial coefficient

2.1. Graph theory. In this subsection we introduce some basic concepts of gragh
ory.

A directed graphis a 2-tuple (V, ), where a finite seV denotes itsvertexset, and
£ C V x V denotes itedgeset. Given two vertices;,ve € V, if (v1,v2) € &, then we
say “there is an edge fromy to v,”, and denotgv;,v3) also byv; — ve. vy is called a
parent ofve, and similarlyv, is called a child ofv;. Givenwvg,vy,...,v, € V, if for all
i€ [0,p—1], (v;,vi41) € €, thenyy — --- — v, is called apath Particularly ifvy = v,
pathvy — --- — v, is called acycle A cyclevy — --- — v, is calledsimple if v, .. ., vp—1
are pairwise different. An edge from a vertex to itself isedlaself-loop Given vertices
vo,...,Up € V, and denotduy, ..., v,} by V,. Thesubgraphof graph(V, £) generated by
V), is defined as graptV,, &,), wheres, = (V, x V,) NE. Adirected graplfy, £) is called
strongly connectedf for all verticesu, v € V, there is a path from to v.
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Given a set, a weighted directed graglv, £, W, 2%) is a directed graphy, £) such
that each edge < € is labeled by aveightw C ¥, represented by a functiow : £ — 2%,
Given vertexv € V, | Uyey,(v,u)ee W((v,u))| is called theoutdegreeof vertexwv, and is
denoted byoutdeg(v); similarly | Uyey, (u,0)ee W((u,v))| is called theindegreeof vertex
v, and is denoted byndeg(v). A subgraph is called complete, if each of its vertices has
outdegregX|.

2.2. Finite automata and formal languages.We useX., a nonempty finite set to denote
the alphabet. Elements of are calledetters A word is a finite sequence of letters. The
empty word is denoted by | - | denotes the length of word For example|abc| = 3 over
alphabet{a, b, c}, |[¢] = 0. 3P denotes the set of words of lengthover alphabek. In
particularly,x° := {e}. Henceus°,¥? = £* denotes the set of all words over alphabet
For example,

{0,1}* = {¢,0,1,00,01, 10, 11,000, . .. }.

The set of infinite sequences of letters over alphabét denoted by:N. That is, 2N =
{apay ...|a; € ¥,i=0,1,...}. Eachu € X" satisfiedu| = co. Givenu € (X*UXN)\ {¢}
and integers, j satisfying0 < ¢ < j < |ul, u(¢) or u[i] denotes the-th letter ofw, u[¢, j]
denotes word:(:)u(i + 1) ... u(j). A (formal) languages defined as a subset Bf.
Next we introduce the concepts of deterministic finite awtta{DFAS) and regular lan-

guages. A DFAis a 5-tupld = (5, %, 0, so, F):

e The finite state set. At all times the internal state is soraes S.

e The input alphabeX. The automaton reads only words over the alphabet.

e The transition partial function describes how the automatbanges its internal

state. Itis a partial function

c:SxXY—>S8

that maps a (state, input letter)-pairs to a state, that is,a function defined on a
subset ofS x X. If the automaton is in state the current input letter ig, then the
automaton changes its internal staterte, a) and moves to the next input letter, if
o is well defined af s, a); and stops, otherwise.

e The initial statesy € S is the internal state of the automaton before any letter has
been read.

e The setF' C S of final states specifies which states are accepted and whéch a
rejected. If the internal state of the automaton, after irepthe whole input, is
some state of then the word is accepted, otherwise rejected.

We call a DFA complete it is a function fromS x ¥ to S.
In order to represent regular languages, we introduce amndgt transition function
o*: S x ¥* — S.o* isrecursively defined as

e o*(s,e) =sforalls e S.

o o*(s,wa) = o(o*(s,w),a) forall s € S, w € ¥* anda € %, if o* is well defined
at (s, w) ando is well defined ao™* (s, w), a).

Particularly, for alls € S anda € X, 0*(s,a) = o(c*(s,€),a) = o(s,a), if o is well
defined af(s, a). Hence we will user to denotes* briefly, as no confusion will occur.

Given a DFAA = (S,%,0,s0,F), awordw € ¥* is calledacceptedby this DFA,
if o(sp,w) € F. AlanguageL C X* is calledrecognizedby this DFA, if L = {w €

2 A nonempty finite set is an alphabet iff for each finite seqeenof its elemetns, any other finite sequence of
its elements is not the samewasFor example{0, 01} is an alphabet, but0, 00} is not, as000 = 0 00 = 00 0.
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FiG. 2.1. Transition graph of the DFA in Example2.1
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FIG. 2.2. Transition graph of the DFA in Example2.2

Y*lo(so,w) € F}, and is denoted by.(A). That is, a DFAA is a finite description of a
regular languagé.(A). It is easy to see that a DFA accepts the empty waiflits initial
state is final. It is worth noting that not all languages agutar. For example, language
{a'b'|i > 0} (see [, Example 24]) that contains all words that begin with antaaby number
of a’s, followed by equally many'’s is not regular.

In order to represent a DFA and transform a BCN into a DFA eel&b its reconstructibil-
ity, we introduce thdransition graphof a DFA A = (S,%, 0, so, F'). A weighted directed
graphG4 = (V, E, W) is called the transition graph of the DFA, if the vertex sel” = S,
the edge seEl C V x V and the weight functio® : E — 2* satisfy the following condi-
tions: forall(s;,s;) € VxV, (s;,s;) € Eliffthereis alette € ¥ suchthav (s;,a) = s;;
if (si,s;) € E, thenW((s;, s;)) equals the set of lettetse ¥ such that (s;,a) = s;, that
is, {a € X|o(s;,a) = s;}. Inthe transition graph of a DFA, an input arrow is added ® th
vertex denoting the initial state, double circles or regtas are used to denote the final states,
the curly bracket{}” in the weights of edges are not drawn. See the following edam

ExAMPLE 2.1.The graphin Fig2.1represents DFM = ({so, $1, 52}, {0, 1}, o, S0, {50, $1}),
where

0'(5030) = S0, 0(5170) = S50, 0(5270) = 52,

0(8011)2811 0(8171):‘921 0(8271):‘91‘

Itis easy to see thate L(A), 010111 € L(A) and010110 ¢ L(A).

EXAMPLE 2.2.[1, Example 2] The DFA shown in Fi@.2 recognizes the regular lan-
guage of words over the alphablet, b} that contain the word.a.

Now we give a proposition on finite automata that will be freqtly used in the sequel.

PROPOSITION2.3.[27] Given a DFAA = (S,%, 0, so, F'), assume that" = S and
for eachs in S, there is a wordu € ¥* such thato(sg,u) = s. ThenL(A) = X*iff Ais
complete.

2.3. The semi-tensor product of matrices.Since the framework of STP is used in this
paper, some necessary concepts are introduced.

DEFINITION 2.4.[2]] Let A € Ryxn, B € Ryxg, anda = lecm(n,p) be the least
common multiple of. andp. The STP ofd and B is defined as

AxB=(A®Is) (B®I%)7

where® denotes the Kronecker product.
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FiG. 3.1.Input-state-output-time transfer graph of BGR!2), where subscripts denote time stepg, z1, . . .
denote statesyo, u1, ... denote inputsys, y2, ... denote outputs, and arrows infer dependence.

From this definition, it follows that the conventional pradwf matrices is a particular
case of STP. Since STP keeps many properties of the conmehpiooduct P1], e.g., the
associative law, the distributive law, etc., we usually iimé symbol <" hereinafter.

2.4. Boolean control networks and their algebraic forms.In this paper, we investi-
gate the following BCN with state nodesy input nodes ang output nodes:

z(t +1) = fu(t), z(t)),
y(t) = h(x(t)),

wheret = 0,1,..., for each such, z(t) € D", u(t) € D™, y(t) € D4, f : D™ — D"
andh : D™ — D1? are Boolean mappings.

Using the STP of matrices2 (1) can be represented equivalently in the following alge-
braic form [L7]:

(2.1)

x(t+ 1) = Lu(t)z(t),
y(t) = Ha(t),

wheret = 0,1,..., for each sucht, z(t) € An, u(t) € Ay andy(t) € Ag denote
states, inputs and outputs, respectivélye Ly (var), H € Loxn, hereinafterN .= 27,
M = 2™ and@ := 29. In the framework of STPN, M, Q) can be any positive integers.
When N, M, @ are not necessarily powers Bf the corresponding network is called mix-
valued (or finite-valued) logical control network (c21]). The details on the properties of
STP, and how to transform a BCN into its equivalent algekfiaia can be found in{1].

(2.2)

3. Preliminary results: using finite automata to determine reconstructibility.

3.1. Preliminary notations. The input-state-output-time transfer graph of the BCN
(2.2 is shown in Fig.3.1

Now we define the following mappings from the set of input semes to the set of
state/output sequences generated by the BER.(RegardingA x, Axr, Ag as alphabets,
then finite input/state/output sequences can be seen aswdl,)* /(An)*/(Ag)*. For
all zo € Ay andp € N,

1. ifp=0,
L? i {e} = {xo}, e = 0, 3.1)
(HL)%, : {e} = {yo}, e = yo,
else
2.
LP  (Aup)? = (AN)PT  ug .. up1 — oy ... T,
be 1 (Am)" = (An) 0+ Up—1 > TOTL ... Tp (3.2)

(HL);;O : (AM)p — (AQ)p+1,u0 s Up—1 = Yoyl - - - Yps
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Lgn (AN = (AN uguy .. zoTy

3.3
(HL)§0 : (AM)N — (AQ)N,uoul... = Yoyl - - - - (3:3)

3.2. Reconstructibility of Boolean control networks. In this subsection, we give the
formal definition of reconstructibility.

DEFINITION 3.1. A BCN (2.2 is called reconstructible, if there is an input sequence
U € (Ap)? for somep € N such that for all differento, 7o € An, L2 (U)[p] # L%, (U)[p]
implies(HL)?, (U) # (HL)?, (U).

Definition3.1shows that if a BCNZ.2) is reconstructible, then there is an input sequence
(called homing input sequence) such that no matter whatikialistate the BCN is in, one
can use the corresponding output sequence to determinaittentstate. Note that this
reconstructibility is independent of the initial state gty time can be seen as the initial time.

From Definition3.1, one immediately deduces that a BCAZ) is not reconstructible iff
for all p € N and input sequencés € (A, )P there exist different states), 7o € Ay such
that, L2 (U)[p] # L%, (U)[p) and(HL)2, (U) = (HL)%, (U).

Furthermore, the following proposition will play an impant role in determining the
reconstructibility of the BCNZ.2).

ProPOSITION 3.2. A BCN (2.2) is not reconstructible iff for alp € N and input
sequenced/ € (Aj)P there exist different statesy, 7o € Ay such thatL? (U)[i] #

L (U)[4] foranyi € [0,p] and(HL)2 (U) = (HL)%, (U).

3.3. Weighted pair graphs. In this subsection, we define a weighted directed graph for
the BCN @.2), named weighted pair graph, which is the key tool used foerdgning its
reconstructibility.

DEFINITION 3.3. Given a BCN(2.2), a weighted directed grapi = (V, £, W, 25M),
whereV denotes the vertex set,C V x V denotes the edge set, and: £ — 2™ denotes
the weight function, is called the weighted pair graph of B@N, ifV = {{z,2'}|z,2’ €
An,z # 2/, Hr = Ha'}; 3 forall ({zy, 2}, {xa, 25}) € V x V, ({z1, )}, {x2,25}) € €
iff there existsu € Ay such thatLux; = xo and Lux! = 4, or, Luzy, = «, and Luz} =
xo; for all edgese = ({z1, 2} }, {z2, 25}) € €, W(e) = {u € An|Luzy = x2 and Luz =
ah, or, Luzy = xf, and Luz| = z2}.

Similar to the transition graph of a DFA, we do not draw thelybracket {}” to de-
note the weights of edges either. Hereinafter\if; is known, we uséV, £, W) to denote
(V, &, W, 25:) for short. From Definitior8.3it follows that the vertex se¥ consists of all
pairs of different states that produce the same output.€lisean edge from vertex € ) to
vertexvy € V iff there is an input driving one state iR to one state im, meanwhile driving
the other state im; to the other state in,. Later on, we will show that such a directed graph
will be used to return a DFA that determines the reconstoilityi of the BCN (2.2).

3.4. Determining reconstructibility. Next we design Algorithml that receives the
weighted pair graplyy of a BCN 2.2), and returns a DFA,,. The DFA accepts exactly
all finite input sequences that cannot be used to determ@nediresponding current states,
i.e., the non-homing input sequences.

Note that in Algorithml, V is the initial state ofd,,. Regarding) as a vertex of the
transition graph ofd,,, this algorithm first finds out all new children bfand new transitions,

8In[22, V = {(x,2)|z,x’ € An, Hx = Hz'}. The unique difference between the weighted pair graph
used to determine the observability of BCNs and the one dkfieee is that they have different vertex sets. Note
that{x, =’} is an unordered pair, i.e{x,z'} = {z’, z}.
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second finds out all new children of all known childrenlbfnd new transitions, and so on.
Since there are finitely many vertices, after a finite numbstaps, the algorithm terminates.
In Algorithm 1, S, Sl....,, SZ.., Can be seen as three containers consisting of some states
of Ay. According to thiss, s; are states ofly, i.e., sets of vertices @; v, v, are vertices of

G. At each step, the algorithm finds new statesigfthat do not belong t®, puts them into

St.mp» @nd at the end of each step, cleéfs,,,, puts the elements &, , into bothS and

temp? temp
Sl and then clears?, . The algorithm repeats this step urfl,,,, becomes empty,

temp? emp

i.e., all states ofd,, have been found.

Algorithm 1 An algorithm for returning a DFA that determines the recongtbility of the
BCN (2.2
Input: A BCN (2.2 and its weighted pair grapgh = (V, £, W)
Output: ADFA Ay
1. Let S, S, Ay, o andV be the state set, the final state set, the alphabet, thelpartia
transition function and the initial state of the DFA, resjpady
2. S :={V}, Stemp = {V}, Stmp =0
3: while S{,,,, # 0 do

4 foralls e S, andj € [1,M] do

5: s; := {vs € V|there isv € s such thai(v,v,) € £ andd,; € W((v,vs))}
6: if s; # 0 ands; ¢ Sthen

7 S = S U {Sj}’ St20mp = St20mp U {Sj}’ 0(57 53\1) = Sj
8 else

9 if s; # 0 then

10: o(s,0%,) == sj

11: end if

12: else ‘

13: o is not well defined ats, 97,)

14: end if

15:  end for

16 Stlcmp = St2cmp’ St2cmp = 0

17: end while

Based on Propositiod.2 and Algorithm1, the following theorem holds.

THEOREM 3.4. A BCN (2.2 is not reconstructible iff the DFA,, generated by Algo-
rithm 1 recognizes language\ s )*, i.e., L(Ay) = (An)*.

Proof. “if”: Assume thatL(Ay) = (Ap)*. Then for allp € Z, and input sequences
U € (Am)P, there arep + 1 states of the DFA4y,, denoted byso, s1, ..., sp, such that
o(si,U(i)) = sit1,% € [0,p — 1], wheresy = V, o is the partial transition function od,,.
Furthermore, by Definitiod.3and Algorithm1, there arey + 1 verticesv; = {z;,Z;} € s;
of the weighted pair graph, € [0,p], such thatx;,z; € Axn, Hz; = HZ;, x; # Ty,
L (U) = woxy...xp, LY (U) = ZoZy...Tp, and(HL)? (U) = (HL)% (U). Besides,
e € L(Ay) implies thatV # (), i.e., there are different states of the BCAZ that produce
the same output. Then by Propositi®r, this BCN is not reconstructible.

“only if”: Assume thatL(Ay) C (Axr)*, we prove that each input sequencéduy, )* \
L(Ay) determines the corresponding current state (i.e., each $eguence outside 6{ Ay)
is a homing input sequence). Arbitrarily chodSec (Ap/)* \ L(Ay). If U = ¢, then
e ¢ L(Ay), andV = (. HenceH is of full column rank, and the initial state can be deter-
mined by the initial output. Next we assume thatz e. For all different statesg, 7o € Ay,
Ly (U)[p] # L%, (U)[p] implies (HL)? (U) # (HL), (U). Suppose on the contrary
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that there exist two different stateg, z{, € Ay such thatLig(U)[p] + L%}(U)[p] and
(HL)QE)(U) = (HL)%)(U). ThenU e L(Ay) by Algorithm 1, which is a contradiction.
Hence eaclt/ outside ofL(Ay) is a homing input sequence, and the BCN is reconstructible.
d

One can use Propositich3 and Theoren3.4to determine whether a given BCIR.9)
is reconstructible or not. The proof of Theor& shows that every input sequentee
(Anr)*\ L(Ay) can be used to determine the corresponding current state.

3.5. Determining the current state. We have shown how to determine whether a given
BCN (2.2 is reconstructible, and how to find homing input sequende®onstructible
BCNs. Next we show how to use a homing input sequence to detetire current state. Ac-
tually, similar ideas have been widely used, e.g., to aghibe initial state of an observable
linear control system in the literature, and to diagnosét faacurrence of BCNs in1[9, Al-
gorithm 2].

Given a reconstructible BCN2(2), where the initial state:y € Ay is given and un-
known. By Theoren3.4, the language recognized by the DB4 generated by Algorithrit
is a proper subset @i\ 5, )*. Then for each given homing input sequebte= ug ... up—1 €
(Anr)* \ L(Ay) and the corresponding output sequeiiice= yo ...y, € (Ag)P™!, Algo-
rithm 2 returns the current stateY, in Algorithm 2 contains all possible states producing
outputyg, and hence containg. At each time step < ¢ < p, X; contains all states that are
driven from initial stater, by input sequencey . .. ;1 and correspond to output sequence
Yo - - - y¢. Then by TheorerB.4 X, is a singleton, and the unique elemenfgfis the current
state. Particularly iU = ¢, thenY € Ag, and the current state (i.e., the initial state) is
zo=H'Y = HTY.

Algorithm 2 An algorithm for determining the current state of a recangtble BCN @.2)
Input: A reconstructible BCNZ.2), a homing input sequendé = ug ... up—1 € (Ap)* \

L(Ay) of lengthp, and the corresponding output sequekice: o ...y, € (Ag)PT!
Output: The current state

1: if U = ethen

2:  return H~'Y, stop

3: else

4 Xy:={zlx € Ay,Hz = yo}

5. fori=0;i<p;i++do

6: XiJrl =10

7: for allz € X; do

8: if (HL)i(ul)[l] = Yi+1 then
9: Xip1 =X U {L;(ul)[l]}
10: end if

11: end for

12:  end for

13:  return the unique element ot stop
14: end if

3.6. An illustrative example. This example illustrates the weighted pair graph, how
Algorithm 1 works, and how to use a homing input sequence to determireithent state.
ExaMPLE 3.5 ([L€]). Consider the following logical dynamical network:

a(t+1) = 65[1,4,3,5,4,2,3,3,4, 4u(t)z(t),

y(t) = 62[1,1,2,1,2]2(), (3.4)
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FiG. 3.2. Weighted pair graph of logical control netwo(8.4), where numbes; in each circle denotes state
pair {6%, 61}, numberk beside each edge denotes wei§ } of the corresponding edge.

12 12 |
14 14

start— 2 start— 2 start—
35 35 Y

Fic. 3.3. Process of Algorithn receiving the weighted pair graph of logical control netkd8.4) and
returning DFA A,,, where numbei; in each rectangle denotes state peﬁ'ﬁg,ég}, numberk beside each edge
denotes weighfs% } of the corresponding edge.

wheret =0,1,...,z € A5, y,u € A.

Note that althougl® is not a power oR, all results of this paper are valid for it. The
weighted pair graph of the logical control netwo(R.4) is shown in Fig.3.2 Putting the
weighted pair graph into Algorithr, Algorithm1 returns a DFAAy,. The process of gen-
erating Ay, is shwon in Fig.3.3 From Fig. 3.3it follows that Ay, is not complete, then by
Proposition2.3and Theoren3.4, the logical control network3.4) is reconstructible.

Note thatsés ¢ L(Ay) by Fig. 3.3 thendid] is a homing input sequence. Next we use
6365 to determine the current state. Choose as an unknown isté#ez, = §2. Then the
output sequence i = yoy1y2, Whereyy = y1 = 63, y2 = 3. According to Algorithn®,

Xo = {62,02,62}, &1 = {463,02}, Xo = {62}. Hence the current state &.

4. Main results: using the weighted pair graph to determine econstructibility. In
this section, we give more in-depth results on reconstuilityi and the weighted pair graph
by using finite automata. And then based on these new resudtthe results in Sectio8,
we design a new algorithm (Algorith®) for determining the reconstructibility of the BCN
(2.2 directly from weighted pair graphs. The new algorithm ngficantly more efficient
than the one in Sectio® After that, we analyze its computational complexity.

4.1. How to directly use the weighted pair graph to determinereconstructibility.
Let us first look at the logical control networB.@) and its weighted pair graph shown in
Fig. 3.2 One easily observes that in Fi§.2 all vertices have outdegree less tharn.e.,
the number of inputs of3(4), and in the rightmost graph shown in Fi§.3 some vertex has
outdegree less thah On the contrary, one also observes that if for some B2I8)(each
vertex of its weighted pair graph has outdegiéethen in the transition graph of the corre-
sponding DFAAy, generated by Algorithri, each vertex also has outdegrde Is it possible
that establishing general theoryfrom these intuitive observations, in other words, dingctl
using the weighted pair graph to determine the completerfes® corresponding DFAy,
for every BCN @.2)? If yes, the computational cost of determining the reaoietibility of
the BCN @.2) will be significantly reduced. In this subsection, we giveadfirmative answer
to this problem. The following proposition is a key resulainswering the problem.

PROPOSITION4.1. Given a weighted directed graph = (V,&,W,2%), where the
vertex sel’ and the alphabet are nonempty and finite, the edge sefis V x V, and the
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weight function isV : £ — 2*. Assume that

forallv e V anduy,us € V, if (v,u1) € &, (v,uz) € &

andu; # ug, thenW((v,u1)) N W((v,uz)) = 0. 4.1)
Denote the set of vertices Gfthat have outdegree less th&|, or from which there is a path
to a vertex having outdegree less thah by V5. Substituteg into Algorithm1 to generate
a DFA Ay. The following(i) and(ii) hold.
(i) L(Ay) = X*iff graphG has a complete subgraph.
(i) Graphg has a complete subgraph ¥y C V.

Proof. (i) “if”: Arbitrarily given a subgraphg’ = (V', &', W', 2%) of graphg, substitute
G’ into Algorithm 1 to generate a DFAy/. ThenL(Ay.) C L(Ay) C ©*.

Assume that irg’, for all v € V', outdeg(v) = |X|. Then in the transition graph ofy,
outdeg(V’) = |X|. Furthermore, all children of’ have outdegre&:|, all children of all
children of)’ also have outdegrd&|, and so on. Hence all vertices of the transition graph
of Ay have outdegreg:|. Thatis, Ay is complete by Propositiod.3 HenceL(Ay/) =
* = L(Ay).

“only if": Assume thatL(Ay) = X*. Let Ay, be (S, X, 0,V, S), whereS C 2. Then
in the transition graph ofly,, for all s € S, outdeg(s) = |3| by Propositior2.3.

For any given state € S, denote{s’ € S|there isu € ¥* such that (5, u) = s'} by Ss.
Regarding the subgraph generatedbys a DFAA;, wheres is the initial state, all elements
of S; are final states, then in the transition graphdaf for all s € S5, outdeg(s) = |X|.
ThenL(A4s) = ¥* by Propositior2.3

Next we choosé& € S such thatls| = mineg |s|, i-e., § has the minimal number of
vertices of grapty. Then by @.1), for all s € S;, |s| = |§]. Again by @.1), in G, for all
verticesv € Ugeg, s, outdeg(v) = |3|. Then in the subgraph & generated byJscs. s,
one also has that for all verticese Uscg, s, outdeg(v) = |X|. Hence the subgraph ¢f
generated by,cs. s is complete.

(ii) “if": Assume thatV|y;) € V. We next we prove that subgraghf of G generated by
V\ Vs, is complete, that is, ig"”, each vertex has outdegrgd. Assume that irG”, there
is a vertexo” € V'\ V5 having outdegree less thai|. Sincev” ¢ Vx|, v has outdegree
|X]in G. Thenv” has a child inVs;), and then)” € V5|, which is a contradiction.

“only if”: Denote an arbitrary given complete subgraphiolby G”. Then each vertex in
G" has outdegreg:| both inG andG”, and all children of all vertices ig"” belong toG”.
HenceVy € V. 0

Using Propositior.1, TheorenB.4 can be directly simplified to the following Theorem
4.2which provides a significantly more effective algorithm étmtermining reconstructibility
than the one shown in Theore3. Theoremd.2is the main result of this paper.

THEOREM 4.2. A BCN (2.2 is not reconstructible iff its weighted pair graph has a
complete subgraph.

Next we design Algorithn8 that provides an effective method for determining the re-
constructibility of the BCN 2.2) based on Propositiof.1 and Theorem.2. The advantage
of this algorithm with respect to Theore3mdis that it avoids constructing DFAS, so the com-
putational cost is significantly reduced. In Algoritt8nthe sefV), can be found as follows:

i) find all vertices ofG that have outdegree less thaf, denote the set of these vertices by
Vo, find all parents of the vertices df, where these parents are outsidg the set of these
parents is denoted by, remove), and all edges to vertices f, from G; ii) find all parents

of the vertices ofV;, where these parents are outside the set of these parents is denoted
by V,, removey; and all edges to vertices df from the remainder of/; and so on. Finally
we obtain the vertex sét; = V\ Vi, thenV, # 0iff Vs C V. Note that when constructing



12 KUIZE ZHANG AND LIJUN ZHANG AND RONG SU

the weighted pair graph, we can directly obtdn Thus, Algorithm3 runs in time at most
VI

Algorithm 3 An algorithm for determining the reconstructibility of aszgh BCN @.2)
Input: A given BCN .2 and its weighted pair graph = (V, &, W)
Output: “Yes”, if the BCN is reconstructible; “No”, otherwise

1: Vi = {v € V|outdeg(v) < M, orthereis a path fromto some vertex’ &

Y satisfyingoutdeg(v') < M}

2: if Var € Vthen
3. return “No”, stop
4: else
5
6

return “Yes”, stop
cend if

ExaMPLE 4.3. Recall the BCN3.4). Its weighted pair graph (shown in Fid.2) has
no complete subgraph, then by Theorr? the BCN is reconstructible.

4.2. Computational complexity analysis.In this subsection, we analyze the computa-
tional complexity of Theorer8.4and Algorithm3.

Consider a BCNZ.2) with n state nodes anah input nodes. Its weighted pair graph
has at most(2")? — 2m)/2 = 227~ — 271 vertices, where the upper bound is tight and can
be reached (cf. Exampte4). Since the DFAA,, in Theorem3.4is a power set construction
of G, the size of4,, is bounded by2?™" ' ~2""" 4 22°" 7' =2"""+m (the numbep?”" 2"
of states plus the numbep”™ ' —2" T +m of transitions). When constructing,,, one can
obtain whetherd,, is complete, hence the computational complexity of usingorem3.4
to determine reconstructibility @(222"71“”). The computational cost of constructing the
weighted pair graph is bounded by —t — 27~ 4 (22n—1 — 2n=1)2m (the numbep?"~! —
2n~1 of vertices plus the numbg?"—1 — 27~1)2™ of edges), and Algorithr runs in time
at most|V| < 22n~1 — 27=1 "hence the overall computational cost of using AlgoritBo
determine reconstructibility is bounded By —! — 27~1 4 (22n=1 _ gn—1)pm 4 92n—1 _
on—l = 92n _9n 4 (92n=1_9n=1)9m Hence AlgorithnB runs in timeO (22" 4 227~ 1+m),
which is significantly more efficient than Theor&l.

Does there exist a more effective algorithm for determimmpnstructibility? Next we
show that the problem of determining reconstructibilitiNis-hard, which means there exists
no polynomial time algorithm for determining reconstrbdity unlessP=NP, i.e., it is very
unlikely that there exists no polynomial time algorithm @@termining reconstructibility.

In [17], it is proved that the problem of determining the obserligbof BNS/BCNs
is NP-hard by reducing the well-knowNP-complete Boolean satisfiability problem to the
problem of determining the observability of BNs/BCNs. Traduction can be directly used
to prove theNP-hardness of the problem of determining the reconstrditiilof BNs/BCNs.

The Boolean satisfiability problem is stated as below: giaeBoolean function with
n argumenty : D" — D, determine whethey is satisfiable, i.e., whether there exist
x3,...,z5 € Dsuchthay(z3, ..., z5) = 1.

Consider the following BN witm state nodes angoutput nodes:

w(t+1) = f(z(t)),
y(t) = h(z(t)),

wheret =0, 1, ..., for each such, xz(t) € D", y(t) € D, f : D™ — D™ andh : D" — D14
are Boolean mappings.

(4.2)
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A BN (4.2 is called observablel[/], if for every two different initial state$z, ..., z)

n

and(x7*,...,z**) both inD"™, the corresponding output sequences are different.
Here we call a BN 4.2) reconstructible, if there exists € N such that for every two
differentinitial stategz7, ..., %) and(z3*, ..., z**) both inD", if the corresponding states

at time step are different, then the corresponding output sequencediffeeent.
Construct a set of BNs as follows:

2t 4+ 1) =2x(t) ® (@p41() © - Q@ xn (b)) = frelz1(t),...,2n(t), kel,n—-1],
ot + 1) =2,() &1 = fr(z1(2),...,2,(1)),

y(t) = 21(t) © g(@2(1), ..., zn(t)),
(4.3)

wheret = 0, 1,..., for each such, 1 (¢), ..., x,(t) € D, ® and® denote the addition and
multiplication modulo2, respectively, and, ..., f, : D* — D andg : D"~! = D are
Boolean functions. It can be seen that the state transitiaprgof the BN 4.3) is a simple
cycle of length2™. For example, whemn = 3, the state transition graph @0 — 001 —
010 — 011 — 100 — 101 — 110 — 111 — 000. Hence the BN4.3) is observable iff it is
reconstructible.

It is proved in [L7, Proposition 10] that for the BN4(3), ¢ is satisfiable iff the BN is
observable. Based on this property and the polynomial tiomstcuction of 4.3) from g, the
problem of determining the observability of the BN 3 is NP-hard. Then by the equivalence
of the observability and reconstructibility of the BM.8), the problem of determining the
reconstructibility of the BN4.3) is alsoNP-hard. As a corollary, the problem of determining
the reconstructibility of the BCN2(1) is alsoNP-hard by reducing the reconstructibility of
the BN @.3) to that of the BCN 2.1).

The following Examplet.4 shows that for a given BCN2(2), the upper boun@?"—1 —
27~! on the number of vertices of its weighted pair graph can behed

ExAMPLE 4.4. Consider a set of logical control networks

x(t+1) =[L1,...,Ly]zt)u(t),
y(t) = oy,

wheret = 0, 1,..., for each such, x(t),y(t),u(t) € Ay, N is an integer no less tha®,
L; € Lnxn,i€[1,N], foralli,j € [1, N],

5%, if j+# 1,
Colj(Lz) = { 6% mod N+1 |f_] i 7.

(4.4)

(4.5)

For each integerV no less thars, the weighted pair graptx = (Vn, Ex, Wy, 24V)
of the logical control network4.4) satisfies the following properties:
(i) Gn has exactly(N? — N)/2 vertices andVy = {{d%,d%}i.j € [1,N],i # j},
because the output function is constant.
(i) Each vertex has outdegree o o .
(i) For all different i, j € [1, N], Wi ({8}, 04 }, {8k, 0k ™ V1)) = {64}
(iv) Foreachi € [1, N], vertex{d%, 6% ™4 ¥ 11 has a self-loop with weigHiss, }.

1 2 {512\7} 2 3 {513\7} {51]:77} N <1 {5}\r} 1 2 f .
) {05,053} — {0%,0%} — -+ —= {dn.0n} —— {dn, 0} is the unique
cycle that is not a self-loop.
By (ii) we have none of these weighted pair graphs has a completeapihgThen by
Theoren.2 all these logical control networks are reconstructiblagehe overall computa-
tional costis(N? — N)/2 + (N2 — N)N/2.
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FiG. 4.1. Weighted pair graph of logical control netwo(k.4) with N equal to4, where numbeg; in each
circle denotes state pai{éfl, 8%}, numberk beside each edge denotes Weigﬁﬁ} of the corresponding edge.

WhenN = 4, the weighed pair graph is shown in Fig.L

For each integetV no less thar8, putGy into Algorithm1 to obtain the DFAA,,,, =
(Sn, An,on, Vv, Sn), whereSy = {Vn} U U, {{{d%,d% ™4 111}, for all k €
[1, N],

on(Vn,0)
= {{ok. 0% ™V,
on ({3, 0k "o NI}y, o)
= {{ok. ox ™V,
UN({{é-]]i[,é]]if mod N+1}},6J]i[ mod N+1)
_ {{6‘[]% mod N+1 5;’7 mod NJrl) mod NJrl}}
on is not well defined at any other element%§ x Ay. Hence in each DFAL,,, initial
stateVy has outdegredV, and all other states have outdegf@eThat is, none of these DFAs
is complete. Then by Theoreé3w and Propositior2.3, we also have that all of these logical
control networks are reconstructible.

Here we also choos® = 4, the DFA with respect to the weighed pair graph generated
by Algorithm1 is depicted in Fig4.2

Note that each DFA,, in Example4.4 has exactlyV + 1 states, which is less than the
number( N2 — N)/2 of vertices of the weighted pair gragh;. In this case using Algorithm
3 to determine the reconstructibility of the logical contnatworks 4.4) is not much more
effective than using Theoref4 and Propositior2.3. Next we give one more example to
show that AlgorithnB does perform significantly more effecient than TheoBes

EXAMPLE 4.5. Consider a set of logical control networks

x(t+1) =[L1,...,LyJu(t)z(t),

(4.6)
y(t) = 5]1\/’
wheret = 0,1,..., for each such, z(t),y(t),u(t) € Ay, N is again an integer no less
than3, L; € Lyxn,i € [1,N],foralli,j € [1, N],
_ [ if j # 1,
COlj (Lz) - { 65\[ mod N-l—l’ |fj — . (47)
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FiG. 4.2. DFA with respect to the weighted pair graph of logical cohtnetwork (4.4) with N equal to4
generated by Algorithm, where numbei; in each rectangle denotes state p@ﬁi,é{l}, numberk beside each
edge denotes Weiglﬁﬁfj} of the corresponding edge.

For each integetV no less thars, the weighted pair graph§y = (Vn, Ex, Wy, 24V)
of the logical control network4.6) satisfies the following properties:
(i) Gn has exactly(N? — N)/2 vertices andVy = {{d%,d%}i.j € [1,N],i # j},
because the output function is constant.

(i) Vertex {54, d% ™4 ¥ +11 has outdegreeV — 1 for eachi € [1, N]. All other vertices
have outdegredv.

(iii) For all different i,j € [1,N], W (({0%, %}, {04, 0% })) = {0%|k € [1,N],k #
i,j}. Foralli € [1, N], Wx ({53, 6% ™0 NH1Y {51, 60 mod N1 mod Nvlyyy
{65y ™ N1 For all differenti, j € [1, N] satisfying thatz # j mod N + 1 and
j#i mod N +1, W (({8y, 03 }, {0y ™ V1 63 })) = {0k ).

iv) For all vertices {6%,0% } satisfying thati < j andj > 3, there is a path from

N»YN
(0803} 10 {3y, 0337 {0k 0%} 2, (o oy O, L g gy O,
(6% %} {5N} . {N } AUIRNIFY 5%}'
v) For all vertices {d® ,5J satisfying thati < j and j > 3, there is a path from
N
. Jj+1
(04,80} to {81,63}: if i — 1, the path is{al, 8%} 2 gg1 g1y LA

N-—1
W g oy B g sy UONH g2 51y 5152 1 else, the path
1 N-1y i
iS{(SZ 55\]} {5N} {51 6J+1} {6N } {5 {5 5N} {(SN} {6§v75]1\/} {5N}

i1 8} On Y on 514 08D v (o8} 5
{on ', 0 } {on, 05} —— {oN, 0%} —= {0n, 0%}
(vi) By(m) (iv) and(v), each graphGy is strongly connected.
Sinceoutdeg({d%,d%}) = N —1 < N and these weighted pair graphs are strongly
connected, by Algorithrg, these logical control network@l.6) are all reconstructible, and
the overall computational cost {§V2 — N)/2 + (N? — N)N/2.

WhenN = 4, the weighed pair graph is shown in Fig.3.

For each integerN no less thar8, put graphGy into Algorithm1 to obtain the DFA
AVN = (SN,AN,UN,VN,SN), Where|SN| = CJOV + CZIV + -+ Cﬁ72 =92V _ N — 1,
where eactC’; denotes the number of statesAf,, with cardinalityC%, ., e.g., whenV = 4




16 KUIZE ZHANG AND LIJUN ZHANG AND RONG SU

3,4 2,4
é &
4

1,4

FIG. 4.3. Weighted pair graph of logical control netwo(k.6) with N equal to4, where numbei; in each
circle denotes state pai{'&i, 8%}, numberk beside each edge denotes weigﬁﬂf} of the corresponding edge.

andi = 0, the unique state oy, with cardinalityC?_, = 6is V. Sincd{S c [1, N]||S| >
1} = 7| = 2V — N — 1 = |Sy/, states ofd,,, can be indexed by the sEt For eachS € Z,
denotess := {{d%,03}i,j € S,i # j}. ThenSy = {ss|S € I}, Vn = s;,n] € Sn-
In the transition graph of the DFAly,,,, each statess satisfying|S| > 2 has outdegreéV,
each statess satisfying|S| = 2 has outdegreéV or N — 1. For each stateS € Z, the
children ofss have cardinality|S| or |S| — 1. Since there is a states satisfying|S| = 2
andoutdeg(ss) = N — 1 < N, the DFA Ay, is not complete. Then by Theore3mt
and Proposition2.3, all these logical control networks are reconstructibledathe overall
computational cost i2Y — N — 1+ (2¥ — N — 1)N. Hence in this case Algorithr@
performs significantly more effective than Theofrh

ChooseN = 4, the DFA with respect to the weighed pair graph generatedlgpithm
lis drawn in Fig.4.4.

REMARK 4.1. The algorithm designed ir2f] for determining the detectability of DESs
can also be used to determine the reconstructibility of BCGiY&l the algorithm designed
in [24] runs in time doubly exponential in the number of state noofeBCNs due to the
exhaustive solution space (i.e., the set of finite input eeges) search. While Algorithth
runs in time exponential in the number of state nodes of B6&tsuse it directly depends on
the structural information of the targeted BCN.

5. How to determine the reconstructibility studied in [18] by using the weighted
pair graph. In this section we give a theorem for determining the recosbility given
in [18, Definition 4] (i.e., Definition5.1) by using the concept of weighted pair graphs. The
theories of finite automata and formal languages are notssacg Hence determining the
reconstructibility in the sense of Definitidnlis much easier than determining the one in the
sense of Definitior3.1. One will also see that the condition in Theor&r2is simpler to be
checked than the one given i, Theorem 4], although the algorithms given in Theotegh
and [L8, Theorem 4] have almost the same computational complexity.

[18, Theorem 4] shows that a BCRR.Q) is reconstructible in the sense of Definitibrl
iff for every pair of different periodic state-input trajecies of the same minimal perigdand
the same input trajectory, the corresponding output trajexs are also different and periodic
of minimal periodk. Actually an upper bound ok is N M, because there are totally M
(state, input)-pairs. Besides, one easily sees that Defirfit1 is equivalent to the strong
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FiGc. 4.4. DFA with respect to the weighted pair graph of logical cohtnetwork (4.6) with N equal to4
generated by Algorithm, where numbei; in each rectangle denotes state pé'ﬁi,éﬁl}, numberk beside each
edge denotes Weiglﬁﬁfj} of the corresponding edge.

detectability defined in44].

DEFINITION 5.1 ([18]). A BCN (2.2 is called reconstructible, if there is € N such
that for each input sequenée e (A, )P, U and the corresponding output sequence uniquely
determine the current state.

From the proof of {8, Theorem 4], we use graph theory to show an intuitive deorip
of this theorem. For a given BCR (2), construct a weighted directed graph (cak¢ate tran-
sition graph (V, E, W, 28m), whereV = {(z, Hx)|z € Ay}, forall (z, Hx), (2/, Hz') €
V,((z,Hz), (', H2')) € E iff there isu € Ay such thate’ = Luz, for all ((z, Hz), (¢,
Hz')) € E, W(((z,Hz), («', Hz'))) = {u € Ap|2’ = Luz}. Then the BCNZ2.2) is
reconstructible iff in its state transition graph, everyrd different cycles with the same
length and the same input sequence have different outpuésegs. Take the logical control
network @.4) with N equal to4 for example, the state transition graph is depicted in Eig.

2 2 2 2

From Fig. 5.1we find two distinct cycles? %, 62 %, 53 and o} %, 53 %, 6% with the
same lengtl2, the same input sequené#s?, and the same output sequerdgé;. Then this
logical control network is not reconstructible in the seng®efinition5.1. We have shown
that this logical control network is reconstructible in 8ense of Definitior3.1(see Example
4.4), hence these two types of reconstructibility aot equivalent

Note that using 18, Theorem 4] to verify the reconstructibility in the senséeaffinition
5.1, one needs to test every pair of different cycles with theeslEmgth and the same input
sequence. Next we give a new equivalent condition for tipe tyf reconstructibility that is
simpler to be checked than the condition I3[ Theorem 4]. Although usually the size of the
weighted pair graph is larger than that of the state tramsgiraph, one will know whether the
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F1G. 5.1. State transition graph of logical control netwo(k.4) with V equal to4, where the vector in each
circle denotes a state and the output it produces, and eagjhivéenotes the corresponding inputs.

BCN is reconstructible or not once the weighted pair graphldeen constructed. Our result
is stated as follows.

THEOREM5.2. A BCN (2.2 is not reconstructible in the sense of Definition iff the
weighted pair graph of the BCN has a cycle.

Proof. “if”: Assume that the weighted pair gragh= (V, £, W) of the BCN @.2) has
acycle.G # () implies thatH is not of full column rank. Due to the existence of a cycle,
there is a pathy — vi — -+ = (vpy1 = -+ = vppr41)™ Of lengthoo in the graph,
wherep, T € N, (-)>° means theoncatenatiorof infinitely many copies of, and some of
Vo, - - -, Upyr+1 May be the same. For eatk [0, p+ 11, chooses; from W((v;, vi4+1)), and
chooseu, 741 fromW((vp1141,vp+1)). Then the infinite input sequenag . . . up(upt1
cuprrs1)™ = U € (Ap)Y satisfies that for alk € N, the finite input sequendg|0, s|
and the corresponding output sequence cannot uniquelyntatethe current state. Hence
the BCN is not reconstructible.

“only if”: Assume that the weighted pair gragh= (V, £, W) of the BCN @.2) has no
cycles. IfG = 0, thenH is of full column rank, and the BCN is reconstructible. Nex¢ w
assume thag # 0.

Sinceg has no cycles, all paths are of finite length. Denote the leofjthe longest paths
by p. Then for all input sequencés € (A,,)P*! and distinct statesy, 7o € Ay satisfying
Hao = Hzo, LT (U)[p+1] # L5 (U)[p+1] implies that( H L)2+1 (U) # (HL) (U).
Hence the BCN is reconstructib@.

ExaMPLE 5.3. Consider the set of logical control networks.4). In (iv) and (v) of
Exampled.4we have shown that there exist cycles in the weighted papturaf these logical
control networks. Then by Theorén®, none of these networks is reconstructible in the sense
of Definition5.1

Next we analyze the computational complexity of using Tkevs.2 or [18, Theorem
4] to determine the reconstuctibility of the BCR.D) in the sense of DefinitioB.1 It is well
known that the computational complexity of detecting thistexce of a cycle in a directed
graph(V, &) is O(|V| + |€]) [37]. Then the computational complexity of using Theorgr
to determine this type of reconstructibility 3(2[V| + 2|€]) = O(22" + 22n+T™) which is
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proportional to the size of the weighted pair graph of the BChe computational complex-
ity of using [L8, Theorem 4] to determine this type of reconstructibilitydig22"—1+m+4a),
because constructing the state transition graph @3sts+ 2"+, and in the worst case that
every state forms a self-loop, checking cycles c¢ata—1 — 2n—1)2m+a,

6. Concluding remarks. In this paper, we defined a new weighted pair graph for a
Boolean control network (BCN), and used the graph to dedigorithms for determining a
new reconstructibility (Definitior3.1) of BCNs. We first designed a doubly exponential time
algorithm for determining the reconstructibility, and trefter proving more properties of the
weighted pair graph, we found an exponential time algoritiifter that, we showed that it
is NP-hard to determine the reconstructibility.

Besides, by using the weighted pair graph, we also designex@onential time algo-
rithm for determining an existing reconstructibility (Daifion 5.1) of BCNs. Itis easy to see
that a BN @.3) is reconstructible in the sense of Definiti8riLiff it is reconstructible in the
sense of Definitiorb.1, hence by the similar procedure as in Subsedti®we have deter-
mining the reconstructibility of the BCN2(1) in the sense of DefinitioB.1is alsoNP-hard.
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