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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to present explicitly the solution curve
for affine control systems on Lie groups under the assumption that auto-
morphisms associated to the linear vector fields commutes. If we assume
that the derivations associated to linear vector fields are inner, we obtain
a simpler solution and we show some results of controllability. To end,
we work with conjugation by homomorphism of Lie groups between affine
systems.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a connected Lie group and denote by g the Lie algebra of the right
invariant vector fields of G. A vector field is called linear if its flow ; is a one
parameter group of automorphism of G. An affine system on G is a control
system of the form

m

dg
B o = (X +Y)(9) + D ui(X +Y5)(9)
j=1
where X, Xy, ..., X, are linear vector fields, Y,Y7,...,Y,, right invariant vec-
tor fields on G, and w = (u1,...,uy) is an admissible control. Note that an

affine system on a Lie group G is an extension of one on R™ (see for instance
[7]). Controllability and conjugation of affine systems has been study for some
authors, for example, Jurjdevic and Sallet in [§], Kara and San Martin in [5],
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Rocio, Santana and Verdi in [10], Jouan in [7], and, more recently, Ayala, Da
Silva and Ferreira in [3].

Our first purpose is to study the solution of ¥. To construct the solution
(see Theorem [2.4) we use a technique developed in [4] and improved in [9] (see
Section 2 for more details). In particular, considering R™ as Lie group it is not
difficult to see that our solution is an extension of that one presented in [T
ch.3]. However, we need the assumption: [X;, ;] = 0, for 4,5 = 0,1,...,m,
with Xy = X. We observe that this assumption is not an obstruction. In fact,
in a direct product of Lie groups we can construct an affine system that satisfies
this. It is the case of compact Lie groups (see for instance [2]). Furthermore,
we can find this assumption naturally in semisimple Lie groups (see for instance
Theorem 3.11 in [13]).

Knowing that each linear vector field X yields the derivation of Lie algebra
given by D(Y) = —[X,Y], Y € g. We assume that derivations D; yielded
by linear vector fields X;, ¢ = 1,...,0, are inner. We remember that every
derivation is inner. Under this assumption, we prove in Theorem [B] that the
solution of ¥ is written in a simpler way. This also allows us to consider an
invariant system. Through the invariant system we can establish conditions to
controllability of ¥, see Theorem [3.3] Corollary [3.4] and Theorem

Finally, we establish a conjugation between affine systems. Our idea is based
in a conjugation by homomorphism of linear system presented in [I1]. We show
that a necessary and sufficient condition for affine system to be conjugate by
homomorphism of Lie groups is that the flows of linear vector fields commute
and invariant vector fields are related (as one can see in Theorem [1.2).

The paper is organized as follows, in the second section we establish some
basic facts about linear vector fields, we construct the solution of affine system
and give some examples. In third section, under assumption that derivations
are inner, we rewrite the solution of affine system and obtain results of con-
trollability. Finally, in the last section we study a conjugation between affine
systems by homomorphisms.

2 Solution for Affine Control Systems on Lie
Groups

In this section, we construct a solution for an affine control system on a Lie
group. We begin by introducing linear vector fields on Lie groups.

Let G be a real, connected Lie group and let us denote by g its Lie algebra.
A vector field X on G, whose flow is denoted by ¢, is called linear if it satisfies
some of the equivalent sentences:

(i) for all t € R, ¢, is an automorphism of G;
(i) for all Y € g, [X,Y] € g;
(iii) for all g,h € G, X(gh) = d(Rp),X(g) + d(L,)nX (h).



Note that X(e) = 0, where e is the identity of G and any linear vector field
X define a derivation D: g — g by D = —ad(X). This derivation satisfies the
condition d(g¢). = e'P, for all t € R.

Our next step is to define an affine control system on G. Let X' &1, ..., X,
be linear vector fields and Y, Y7,...,Y,, right invariant vector fields on G. An
affine control system, or shortly affine system, is a control system given by a
family of differential equations
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j=1

where control functions u: R — U C R™ belong to a subset &« C L;5 (R;R™)
of the space of the locally integrable functions. Let us denote by ¢:(g,u) the
solution of affine system (I]) starting at g. The reachable set of affine system

from a point g € G at time ¢t > 0 is defined by

Ai(g) = {h e G ¢u(g,u)}-

Also, the reachable set of affine system () from a point g € G is given by
Alg) = U Ai(9)-

In this context we have the following particular control systems:

1. Invariant system if ¥ = X, =... = A&}, =0;
2. Bilinear system if Y =Y, =...=Y,, =0;
3. Linear system if Y =0 and X} =...= A&}, = 0.

Our next step is to introduce an approach to construct a solution to affine
system. Our idea is to follow a technique due to Cardetti and Mittenhuber
in [4]. Their idea, to study local controllability for linear systems, is: first, to
construct a semidirect product R x,, G, where ¢, is a linear flow; second, to
lift the linear system to an invariant system on R X, G; third, to study the
controllability of invariant system on R x,, G and to construct a way to project
the controllability results on G. We want to follow this idea with a little change.
Instead of consider left invariant systems we consider right invariant systems.
This allows us to define a natural projection of R x,, G over G.

Denote by ¢, 1, ..., @™ linear flows associated to the linear vector fields
X, Xy,...,Xn, respectively. Consider the application p: R™*! — Aut(G) de-
fined as

p(to,t1, .. tm) = 1, o<p%1 o---op.

Assuming that

[X,XJ]:O and [Xi,Xj]:O, for Z,jzl,



we have that p is a representation of R™*! into G. In fact,

p(to + 50,01 + 81,5t + Sm) = Qto+so O <P%1+51 0--+0 (p?jn_i_sm
Pto OSDSDO%%I O‘Pil oo pt ol
= Pty OP1, O O P O Psg O g, O 0P
= p(t()vtlv"'7tm)op(507515"'75’m)'
Assumption () is not rare. For example, if G is a direct product Go x G1 X
... X G, then taking X € Gy and X; € G;, for i = 1,...,m we can view that
condition () is satisfied. An especial case of this is when G is a compact Lie
group because it is isomorphic to a direct product of simple, compact, connected
and simply connected Lie groups. See for instance [2] to view the list of simple,
compact, connected and simply connected Lie groups.
We then define the semi-direct product G' x, R™*! that is, the cartesian
product of G and R™*! endowed with the product (g,t)(h,s) = (gps(h),t + ).

This set is a Lie group and the correspondent Lie algebra is the semi-direct
product of algebras g x, R™*! where o: R™*! — Der(g) is defined as

01 (Y) = o()(Y) = ady ¢,,(Y),

for t = (to,...,tm) and ¥ € g. Our idea is to construct an invariant control
system on G x ,R™*! from affine system (), but before that we need to establish
some results about invariant vector fields of the Lie algebra g x, R™ 1,

Proposition 2.1 Let (Y, to,...,tm), (W,S0,...,8m) be vector fields in g X,
R™*L. Then

[(YVto, - tm) (Wi s0, o) = [ [V + DX, W+ s;4],0,...,0
i=0 §=0

Proof: We begin by computing
(Y)W, s)] = (Y, W]+ 0u(W) —os(Y), [t ])
([K W] + (ldz tiX; (W) — adz 55X, (Y), 0) .
Adding [>"t; X5, Y s;&;] = 0 in the first coordinate we get

(0, 9)] = (IV + 3 1, W+ 3 5,4,1,0,....,0).

[l

Let (W,0,...,0), (0, 80,51, --,5m) € § X, R™L A direct calculation proves

that their exponentials are (exp(tW),0,...,0) and (e, sot, $1t, ..., Smt), respec-

tively. This fact allows us to obtain the exponential for any invariant vector
field on G x, R™*+1,

Proposition 2.2 If (W, sq,51,---,5m) is a vector field in g x, R™+L then

exp(t(W, s)) = < lim 1:[ plisot/n, ... ismt/n)(exp(t/n - W)), sot, ..., smt)> . (3)
=0

n—00 -



Proof: We first write (W, sg,...,8m) = (W,0,...,0) 4+ (0,80,...,8m). Now,
applying the Lie product formula we obtain
exp(t(W,s)) = lim (exp(t/n-W,0) - exp(0,ts/n))"

= lim ((exp(t/n-W),0,...,0)(e, sot/n,s1t/n,...,smt/n))"

= nlLrIgo(eXp(t/n W), sot/n,s1t/n, ..., smt/n)"

n—1
= <n11_>120 H plisot/n, ... ismt/n)(exp(t/n - W)), sot, ..., smt)> .
=0

O
Denoting by Dy, ..., Dx,, the derivations of linear vector fields Xy, ..., Xy,
respectively, we can rewrite the above result as

n—1
exp(t(W, s)) = (nh_)rrgo H exp (t/n- e W), sot, ..., smt> (4)
i=0

it i1t (Ut
where Dt:z_DXO‘F%DXl‘F"'—I—ZU’m Dx..
n n n

Our next step is describe how an invariant vector field (W, so, ..., sm) acts
on an arbitrary point (g,70, ..., 7m)-

Proposition 2.3 If (W,s) € g x, R™" and (g,7) € G x, R™! then

(W.s)(g,7) = (W(g) +Y siXi(g), 0. -75m> ,

=0
where s = (S, ..., 8m) and T = (o, ..., Tm).

Proof: Using the right invariance, we have

m

(W, 8)(g,7) = d(Rg,r)) (W, 5) = d(R(g,r))(W,0) + > d(R(4,))(0,...,5i,...,0).
=0

By definition of exponential on G x, R™*1,

d " d
(W,s)(g,7) = pn ((exp(tW),0)(g,7)) + Z o7 (e,0,...,8:t,...,0)(g,7))
t=0 i=0 t=0
d ~d,
- E(exp(tW)g,r) +Z % (¢%.4(9),0,..., sit+7;,...,0) :
t=0 i=0 t=0
Differentiating each term of right side with respect ¢ yields
(W, )(g,7) = (W(9), 0+ (5:4:(9). 0, 851 .., 0) = <W<g> +3 sixi(g), ) |
i=0 i=0



O

Consider X; = (0,...,1,...,0) and Y; = (¥;,0,...,0) € g x, R™*! for j =

0,1,...,m, where 1 is placed at the j-th position. From the previous proposition

we see that, in coordinates, these fields may still be expressed as /"E'j (g,7) =

(X;(9),0,...,1,...,0) and Y;(g,7) = (Y;(9),0,...,0), j =0,...,m. Hence we

have () the following invariant control system on G X, R™*1, associated to the
affine system [T}

N\ d(gu ’f‘)
dt

=(X+Y)(g,r —i—Zu])? +Y;)(g,7).

In coordinates, we have

dg/dt (X +Y)(g +ZUJX+Y)()
dTo/dt Jj=1
dry/dt | _ 1
. Ui
dry, /dt
U,

This means that the invariant control system ¥ was built to satisfy 7(X) = %,
where 7: G x,R™"1 — G is the projection on the first coordinate. If we denote
Ay (g,7) the reachable set of a point (g,7) in time ¢ > 0 to the invariant system
Y, then w(A(g, 7)) = Ai(g).

We now are in position to prove our main result.

Theorem 2.4 Consider the curve

n—1
di(e,u) = nl;rrgo H) p(it/n,iuit/n, ... iumt/n)exp Zuj , (5
where u = (1,uy, ..., un) € R™TL. Then ¢i(e,u) is the solution of the dynami-
cal system
dg ”
- = X +Y)( 9)+ > ui(X; +Y;)(9) (6)

Jj=1

with initial condition ¢o(e,u) = e.

Proof: We begin by writing W =Y + Z u;Y;. From Proposition we see
j=1
that exp(t(W,w)) = (¢e(e, u), t, uit, . .., umt). Now Proposition 23] leads to



(W, 0) (G, u), b, ) =

= (W(ge(e,u)) + X(d(e,u)) + Z ujXj(de(e,u)), L, ur, ..., up)

j=1

= (X"’_Y)(qst(evu))'i_zuj(xj+Yj)(¢t(evu))7"'7um

j=1
On the other hand,
(W, 1, .. um)(@e(e,u), t,urt, ... umt) = (doe(e,w)/de, 1, ..o ).

So, in coordinates, it follows

dy (e, u)/dt (X +Y) (e, u) + Y (X +Y5)(¢r (e, u)
1 j=1
U1 — 1

Taking the projection on the first coordinate we see that the curve ¢;(e,u)
satisfies the differential equation (Bl). Since ¢o(e,u) = e, we conclude that
@+(e, u) is the solution of the system at the identity. O
The theorem shows the solution of affine system at identity. However, it is
possible to describe the solution of affine system in an arbitrary point g € G.

Corollary 2.5 If u = (uj,ug,...,un) € R™ a constant admissible control,
then the solution of the affine system () at an arbitrary point g € G is given by

o:(g,u) = (e, u)p(t,urt, . .., umt)(g).

Proof: Consider a point (g,7) € Gx,R™*! where r = (r0,...,m) is arbitrary.
Let us denote by 1:(g, r, u) the solution of the system Y. Since ¥ is an invariant
system, it follows ¢4(g,r,u) = ¥+(e,0,u)(g,r). On the other hand, we have that

w(¢Yi(g,r,u)) = é(g,u). So

(bt(guu) = ﬂ—(djt(euoau)(gar))
= ﬂ-(((bt(eau)?taultv"'au’mt) (97T05"'5Tm))
= ﬂ-(d)t(ev U)p(t, ultv RN Umt)(g), t+ To,--- ;umt + Tm)
= ¢le,u)p(t, urt,. .., umt)(g).
]

The previous theorem and its corollary allow us to describe the solution
curve for affine control systems by applying the cocycle property, as soon as



admissible controls are piece-wise constant. In fact, without loss of generality,
consider an admissible control u: [0,¢ + s] - U C R™ with ¢,s € R given by

concatenation
’U,(T) _ U ,lf r e [O,t]
T uwe Lif rEftt+ 9],
where u1 and us are constants. By cocycle property, ¢ris(g, u) = ¢s(di(g, u1), uz).

Applying Corollary yields

Prts(9,u) = ds(e; ua)p(t(1, u2))(de (g, ur))-

This process can be extended for any admissible control since they can be written
as a concatenation of an arbitrary quantity of constant controls.
To end this section, we presents some examples.

Example 2.1 (Invariant Control Systems) An invariant control system is
given by

dg o
o = Y9+ > wYi(g),
j=1

where Y, Y1, ..., Yy, are right invariant vector fields on G and uw = (u1, ..., Um)
is an admissible control. It is clear that it is a particular case of an affine
system. In particular, we can assume that the representation p is the identity
map. Using Theorem we recover the well known solution

n—1

) t m m
e, u) = nll)rrgo 113 exp | Zlu]Y] = exp tzlujn
i= = =

Example 2.2 (Bilinear Control Systems) A bilinear control system is a con-
trol system defined by

dg i
o =Yg+ > uXi(9),
j=1

where X, X1, ..., Xy are linear vector fields on G and v = (u1,...,Up) 18 an
admissible control. Since the identity is a singularity point, we describe the
solution at an arbitrary point g € G. From Corollary it follows immediately
that

de(g,u) = p(t,urt, ..., umt)(g).

In particular, if we consider a bilinear control system on R™ given by

dz m
i=1
It follows that the solution at a point x is written as

¢t(x, u) — etAeultBl . e’u.mthx'



Example 2.3 (Linear control system on Gl(n;R)") Let Gl(n;R)" be the
set of all n x n real matrices with positive determinant and gl(n;R) its Lie
algebra. For A € gl(n;R) the vector field X4(g) = Ag — gA is linear, and its
linear flow is given by ¢i(g) = et - g-e7*A. Consider By, ..., B,, € gl(n;R),
then they are right invariant vector fields defined by B;(g) = B;g. Define a
linear control system on Gl(n;R)™ by

= ala)+ B ). @

We want to apply Theorem to find the solution of the above linear control
system. Note that p(t,t1,...,tm) = @r. Thus

n—1 m
. t
bi(e,u) = Jim 11) Pit/n XD | — Zl u;Y;
1= Jj=

Then
(bt (6, u) — et(AJrZ uij)eftA.

3 Inner Derivation Case

In this section we study the solution and controllability of affine systems when
derivations associated to linear vector fields are inner. Let Xy = X, Ay, ..., X,
be linear vector fields on G. Under our assumption, for each i = 0, ..., m, there
is a right invariant vector field X; € g such that D; = ad(X;), where D; is the
derivation associated to X;, respectively. This fact implies that X; = X; +dI X},
where dIX; is the left invariant vector field induced by I: G — G, I(g) = g~ *.
As a particular case, if G is a semisimple Lie group, every derivation is inner
(see for instance [14]).

we improve the description of the solution of an affine system, under our
assumption. After, we relate it to the solution of an associated invariant system.
Begin recalling that each linear flow ¢! can be written as ¢%(g) = exp(tX;)g exp(—tX;)
fori=1,...,m (see for instance [3] or [0]), and that if

[X:, X;] =0 then [X;,X;]=0, fori,j=0,1,...,m.

Theorem 3.1 Under the above assumption, the solution of the affine system
(@) is written as

de(e,u) =exp [ tX +tY + Zujt(Xj +Y;) | exp <—tZuiXi> , (8
=0

j=1

where u s a constant admissible control.



Proof: We first write W =Y + Zujl/] Consider up = 1. Since pi(g) =
exp(tX;)gexp(—tX;) for each ¢;, it follows that

n—1
: . . . t
oi(e,u) = nh_)rrgo H p(it/n,iuit/n, ... iun,t/n)exp (EW>

i=0
n—1 m it ¢ m . ¢
= lim H <H exp (w—ka) exp <—W> H exp (— Win—k ka>>
"0 \k=o n " k=0 "
=, " gt t " gt
= nh_)rrgo H <exp <Z wTka> exp (EW) exp <— Z Tka>> ,
i=0 k=0 k=0

where we use the fact that [X;, X;] = 0 for 4,5 = 0,1,...,n. Computing the
product we get

¢t(eau):

t " gt " t (1 — n)ugt
. Uk —N)Uk
| — — — - .
m (exp (nW) exp <Z - Xk>> exp <nW> exp <Z - Xk>

k=0 k=0

Inserting

t " upt " ugt t

-w —X — —X ——W

exp(n )exp@on k>exp< > k>exp( L )

in right side of the above equality we have
(e, u) lim |e tW ﬁe uktX ne tiuX
= X — X —_— X — P4 Y] .
t€, o p n Pt p " k p £

Finally, applying the Lie product formula we obtain

de(e,u) =exp [ tX +tY + Zujt(Xj +Y;) | exp <—tZuiXi> .
=0

j=1

O
In the remainder of this section we denote an affine system () as ¥ 4. From
Y4 it is possible to yield the following right invariant control system

oI % = (X +Y)(9)+ Y u,(X; + Y;)(g),

where X satisfies X; = X; +dIX; for j =0,...,m. It suggests that there is a
relation between affine system ¥ 4 and invariant system Xj.

10



Proposition 3.2 If u = (uy,...,un) i a constant admissible control in an
interval [0,T] and if ¢{*(g,u) and ¢! (g,u) are solutions of affine and invariant
systems, respectively, then

¢24 (gv u) = ¢1{ (gv u) eXp (_tE;lOuiXi) .

Proof: We first simplify notations writing ¢;* and ¢! instead of ¢;*(g,u) and
and ¢ (g, u), respectively. Furthermore, we write iy = exp (tX7 ju; X;). Differ-
entiating ¢7 oy yields

d d 4 d
a(@ ar) = dRq, E@ +dLya pTie
d
_ A A
— dR., ((X FY)OR > wilX +Y)e ) +dLyp—an.

Now, writing &; = X; + dIX; and using right invariance we obtain

d d
o (¢7'ar) = S1(41) + dRa, (dIX +) uidIXi) ¢7' + dLya s
The result follows since

ARe, (A1X + " widIX; ) 67 + dLyy %at - 0.
The converse is proved similarly. (Il
In the following we write S instead of A to denote the reachable sets of
the invariant system. In particular, for any ¢ > 0, S is the reachable set at
time t. The next results relates the controllability of the affine systems and the
associated right-invariant ones.

Theorem 3.3 Assume that controls are piecewise constants and suppose that
the right invariant system X is controllable. The following assertions are equiv-
alent:

(i) For all controlu € U and all t € R, exp (t (Xo + ZulXJ) e A;
(i) X4 is controllable.

Proof: The assertion (ii)=(i) is immediately. So we prove ()= (ii).

For simplicity of notation, write X,, = Xo + > u;X; for an adequate control u.
We first prove that ¥ 4 is controllable from identity e. Given g € G, there are a
piecewise constant control u and a time ¢ > 0 such that g = ¢! (e, u) € S;. This
is equivalent to gexp(—tX,) € A;. By hypothesis, exp(tX,) € A, for some
s > 0. Thus, there exists a piecewise constant control ' such that

g = gexp(—tXy)p(t,u)(exp(tX.)) = o7 (e, u)p(t, u)(¢% (e, 1))
o7 (e, u")p(t, u") (05 (e, u")),

11



where u” is the concatenation of u and u’. From Proposition [Z5]it follows that
g= (b?((b?(evu”)vu”) = ¢£4+s(evu”) € AtJrS cA

since u” is piecewise constants. It entails that A = (G, and, in consequence,
>4 is controllable from identity e. Now, we prove that ¥ 4 is controllable to
e. Set g € G. By assumption, there are ¢ > 0 and a control u such that
gt =¢!,(e,u) €S;. This is equivalent to g~ ' exp(—tX,) € A;. On one hand,
we have that
exp(—tXy) = g7 exp(—tXy) exp(tXu)gexp(—tXy) = g~ exp(—tXu)p(t, u)(9)
= ¢ (e, u)plt,u)(g) = ¢f' (9,u) € Ailg),

where we use Proposition at last equality. On the other hand, we have
exp(tX,) € As for some s > 0. It means that there exists a piecewise constant
control u/ such that exp(tX,) = ¢i'(e,u’). Set XY = Xo + S uiX;. Since
[Xu, Xw] =0, it follows

€ = exp(tXu) exp(SXu’)exp(_tXu)(eXp(_SXu’))
exp(tX,)p(s,u')(exp(—tX,))
= ¢i (e, u)p(s,u)(97 (9,w) = 65 (e;u")p(s, u") (7 (g, u")),

where u” is the concatenation of u and u'.From Proposition [Z.5] it follows that

€= ¢?(¢? (gu u/l)7ul/) = ¢24+s(gvu”) € At+s(g) C A(g)
We thus conclude that e € A(g), and the proof is complete. O

e

Corollary 3.4 Under the hypothesis of previous Theorem, if e € int(A;) for
some t > 0, then X 4 is controllable.

Proof: We write X,, = Xy + > u; X; for an adequate control u. Let R, = {t €
R: exp(tX,) € A}. Analysis similar to that in the proof of previous theorem
shows that R,, is a semigroup. By hypothesis, A; is a neighborhood of e for some
t > 0. It implies that 0 € S because exp(0X) = e € A. For each admissible
control u the curve exp(tX,) is continuous. Then exp(sX,) € A; for s € (a,b),
where (a,b) is an interval such that 0 € (a,b). In particular, (a,b) C A,. Being
S, semigroup, it follows that S, = R. It means that for all control v € U and
allt € R, exp (t (XO + ZuiXi)) € A. According to above theorem, X 4 is
controllable. ]
The following result generalizes, for affine control systems, Theorem 2 in [6].
First, we need to recall that a semigroup S C G is said to be left reversible
(resp. right reversible) if SS~! = G (resp. S71S = G). It is known that if G
is semi-simple with finite center, the unique subsemigroup of G with nonempty
interior which is left or right reversible is G itself (see for instance [12]).

Theorem 3.5 Let G be a semi-simple Lie group with finite center. Suppose that
Y1 satisfies the rank condition and X 4 is controllable. The following assertions
are equivalent:

12



(i) For allu € U and all t € R, exp (t (XO + Zule)) es;

(i) Xy is controllable.

Proof: It is easy to see that that (ii) implies (i). Let us prove the converse.
We begin by recalling that the reachable set S of ¥ is a semigroup. Now, the
rank condition assures that interior of S is non-empty interior. It is sufficient to
prove that S is left reversible. Fix g € G. There are ¢ > 0 and v € U such that
g = ¢l (e,u)exp(—tX,). By assumption, exp(—tX,) € S~*. Then g € SS~1.
As g € G was chosen arbitrarily, we conclude G C SS™!, and result follows.

O

4 Conjugation of affine system

In [I1] is presented a conjugation of linear system by homomorphism. Since
affine systems are a natural extension of linear system, in this section, we extent
those results to affine system.

Let G and H be connected Lie groups. Consider the following affine systems

W~ @+ 2)00) + Do i+ Z))(o) )
j=1

dh _ W) (h 3 W) (h 10

pril s )()+;Uj(yj+ 5)(h) (10)

on G and H, respectively. Affine systems (@), (I0) are called conjugate if
there exist a homomorphism of Lie groups F': G — H such that F(¢:(g,u)) =
0:(h(g),u), where ¢1(g,u), 0:(g, u) are the solutions of the systems (@) and (I0),
respectively.

In the following, let us denote by i, 9 the flows and by Dy,, Dy, the
derivations associated to the linear vector fields &; and ), respectively. We
give equivalent conditions for two affine systems to be conjugate. Initially, we
need to extend a result of [I1].

Proposition 4.1 Under the above assumptions, if F': G — H is a homomor-
phism of Lie groups, then the following conditions are equivalents:

1. Foypl=1ioF;
2. dF,ig)Xi(g) = Vi(F(g)) for all g € G;
3. dF,(e!Px:i 7) = e!PvidF, Z.
Proof: To deduce (2) from (1), differentiate the formula in (1) with respect to

. dy} d, .
t to obtain dF“"id_tt(g) = E(wt o F(g)). We thus get

dF%(q)Xz(g) = yz(F(g))
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Conversely, to deduce (1) from (2), observe that it is a direct consequence of
uniqueness of solution of differential equation.

Suppose now that (1) is true. Then dF, o (dgi). = d(1t). o dF.. Since
(dol)e = etPxi and (di)i). = etP¥: | it follows for all Z € g that

dF,(e'P*i Z) = dF, o (d¢!).(Z) = (dip})e o (dF,)(Z) = e'P¥dF,(Z).

On the converse, to deduce (1) to (3), observe that it is a direct consequence of
d(ho¢l)e = d(1p; o h) because G is connected. O

Theorem 4.2 Under the above assumptions, if F': G — H is a homomorphism
of Lie groups, then following conditions are equivalents:

1. F(¢i(g,u)) = 0:(F(g),u) for all g € G.
2. Fogpi=1loh and dF.Z;(e) = Wj(e), for all i,5=0,1,...,m

Proof: We first suppose that F (¢.(g,u)) = 6,(F(g),u) for all g € G. In
particular, F' (¢:(e,u)) = (e, u). For abbreviation, we write ¢; and 6; instead
of ¢:(e,u) and 6;(e, u), respectively. Differentiating (1) with respect to ¢ yields

dFs, [ (X +2)¢0 + > uj (X + Zj)ge | = (V+ W0 + D uj (V) + W;)s.

Jj=1 j=1

Taking t = 0 it follows that

dF, [ Z(e —i—Zu] :W(e)+§:uj(o)w e
j=1

The above equality holds for all control u( ) = (ur(t),...,um(t)). If u =0,
then dF.Z(e) = Wi(e). If u = (0,... ,0), then dF Z ( ) = Wj(e), for
7=1,...,m. Then

dFy | X(g) + Z%‘Xj(g) = V(F(9)) + Z%‘%‘(F(g))

In the same manner we can see that dFy, Xi(g) = Yi(#(g)). From above propo-
sition it follows that F o @i =i o F, for i =0,...,m.

Conversely, denote by p: R™ — Aut(G) and g: R™T — Aut(H) repre-
sentations associated to affine systems (@), ([I0), respectively. Assuming that
condition (2) is true we compute

n—1

F | lim Hp(it/n,iult/n, ,iumt/n) exp Zuj
0

n—00 -

F(¢i(e,u))

nh_}rrgo 1:[ o(it/n, iurt/n, ..., iun,t/n)exp Zu]dF Z; |,
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Hence F(¢:(e,u)) = 0:(e,u). From this last equality and Corollary 25 we see
that

F(ge(g,u) = Floele,u)p(t,uat, ... umt)(g))
F(¢i(e,u))F(p(t,uit, ..., umt)(g))
= Oile,u)o(t,urt,...,unt)(F(g)) = 0:(F(g),u).

O
Next we characterize conjugation of affine system with conjugation of deriva-
tions.

Corollary 4.3 Under the above assumptions, if F': G — H is a homomorphism
of Lie groups, then a necessary and sufficient condition for affine systems (@)
and () to be conjugate is dF, (eDij) =ePW;, forall j=1,...,m, t € R,

LUkt
where Dy = Z wTkDXk and D} = Z TDy"'

Proof: It is sufficient to show the necessary condition. Write the solution of
affine system (@) as

n—1
_ 1 . oDtz
de(e,u) = nl;rgo 11) exp (t/n Zuje ZJ) ,

by Formula @l Computing F(¢:(e,u) yields

n—1
F(b:(e,u)) = nlirrgo H exp (t/n . Zudee (eDth)) ,
i=0

and the result follows. O

Example 4.1 Consider the homomorphism det: Gl(n;R)™ — R and the linear
system ([0) defined in Example[ZZ3. We construct a control system on R conju-
gated to it. We need a linear vector field Y and invariant vector fields by, ..., by,
on R satisfying conditions

1. det (e - g-e7t) = Yy(det(g)), for all g € Gl(n;R)T, where 1y is the
flow of V;

2. d(det)](BJ) = t’l”(Bj) = bj.

Condition (2) gives the invariant vector fields b;, j =1,...,m. Also, condition
(1) implies that . (det(g)) = det(g) for all g. This clearly forces Y = 0. We thus
conclude that the linear system [@) on Gl(n;R)™ is conjugate to the following

mvariant system on R
dz -
j=1

It means that linear vector field does not have importance is this conjugation.
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