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Abstract

This paper studies the minimum observability of probabilistic Boolean networks (PBNs),
the main objective of which is to add the fewest measurements to make an unobservable
PBN become observable. First of all, the algebraic form of a PBN is established with
the help of semi-tensor product (STP) of matrices. By combining the algebraic forms of
two identical PBNs into a parallel system, a method to search the states that need to be
H-distinguishable is proposed based on the robust set reachability technique. Secondly, a
necessary and sufficient condition is given to find the minimum measurements such that a
given set can be H-distinguishable. Moreover, by comparing the numbers of measurements
for all the feasible H-distinguishable state sets, the least measurements that make the system
observable are gained. Finally, an example is given to verify the validity of the obtained

results.
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1 Introduction

Boolean networks (BNs) are effective models for analyzing gene regulatory networks in systems
biology, which was first proposed by Kauffman in 1969 [1]. In a BN, all nodes can take “1” or
“0” in each discrete time, indicating that the gene is open or close. The evolution of each state
variable is decided by the logical relationship among itself and its neighbor’s states. Since the
BNs are the simplest logical dynamical systems, the research of BNs has aroused the attention
of many experts and scholars. At present, BNs have been widely used in systems biology
such as cell differentiation [2], immune response [3], neural network [4] and so on. In addition to
biological networks, BNs have been successfully applied in many other fields, including networked

evolutionary game [5], information security [6], wireless sensor networks [7] and so on.

In order to depict the randomness and uncertainty of gene regulatory networks, Shmulevich
et al. proposed probabilistic Boolean networks (PBNs) [8]. PBN is a random extension of
deterministic BNs, and its state update follows a given probability distribution that controls the

activation frequency of each subnetwork. PBN plays an important role both in theory and in
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the practical application of gene regulatory networks. A number of computational tools which
facilitate the modelling and analysis of PBNs are developed, such as the mathematical theory
of discrete-time Markov chains and integer programming approach. The dynamic behavior of
PBNs can be modeled as Markov Chains. [10] deals with the problem of optimal intervention for
PBNs with the help of the theory of discrete-time Markov decision process. Integer programming
can effectively solve the control problem of PBNs, such as optimal external control [11]. Among
theoretical topics, [12] studies steady-state analysis of PBNs by determining the number of
iterations required to make the Markov chain converge. [13] solves the reachability problem of

PBNs by a model checking approach.

Due to the lack of effective research tools, it is very difficult to systematically analyze
the dynamic process of BNs and PBNs. The control problems of logical dynamic systems are
studied even less. This situation was not solved until Cheng proposed the semi-tensor product
(STP) of matrices [14]. Using the STP method, the logical form of BNs and PBNs can be
transformed into equivalent algebraic forms, which is convenient for us to analyze and manipulate
these logical networks according to the classical control theory. Up to now, many material
problems of BNs and PBNs are studied and solved via STP, such as controllability [15-18],
observability [19-21], detectability [22,23], set stablization and set stability [24-26], disturbance
decoupling [27], optimal control [28-30] and so on. In addition to logical dynamic systems, STP
has also been applied to many other fields, such as game theory [31,32], finite automata [33]

and so on.

Observability is a fundamental and important concept in system science and control theory,
which elaborates a problem of whether the initial state can be identified uniquely through the
observed output sequences. In a BN, if any two different initial states can be distinguished by
observing the output sequence, then the BN is observable. The existing results provide many
methods to study the observability of BN, such as the graph-theoretic approach [34], observabil-
ity matrix-based analysis [35], set controllability method [36,37], finite automata approach [38]
and the weighted-pair-graph method [39]. Since the BN is a deterministic system, the state
trajectory of each given initial state is unique. For a PBN, due to the uncertainty of the evo-
lutionary dynamics, the output sequence of any given initial state can not be completely deter-
mined. Thus, compared with deterministic BNs, the observability of PBNs is more challenging.
Several kinds of observability about PBNs have been provided [40,41]. In [40], the definition
of finite-time observability in probabilistic is given, which requires that for any two different
initial states, the probability that their output sequences are not equal in finite time is nonzero.
Two different concepts of observability are defined in [41]. One is finite-time observability with
probability one, which requires that the probability of the corresponding output sequence being
not equal in finite time is one for any two different initial states. The other case is asymptotic
observability in distribution, which satisfies that for any two different initial states, when the
time tends to infinity, the probability that the output is different tends to one. In addition, [42]
proposes another representation of observability with probability one, and proposes a set theory

algorithm to determine all possible initial states compatible with a given output.



When a given system cannot be observed by its original measurements, additional mea-
surements are placed to make it observable. Considering the costs, the number of additional
sensors required is crucial. How to find the minimum number of measurements to make the
system observable, called the minimum observability problem of the system, is a problem worth
exploring. In logical dynamic systems, the minimum observability problem of conjunctive BNs
is first studied. Reference [43] designs an effective algorithm to solve the minimum observabil-
ity using graph theory approach. Subsequently, Liu. Y proposes a new method to study the
minimum observability about general BNs, and obtains a method for determining the minimum
states in which observations can be directly added [44]. Furthermore, [45] generalizes the result
of minimum observability in [44] to the case with control inputs. Compared with deterministic
BNs, the stochastic model is more in line with real life. However, as far as we know, there is no

result about the minimum observability of PBNs.

In this paper, we investigate the minimum observability of PBNs for the first time. To solve
the minimum observability of PBNs, we need to address two key issues: (i) determine which
state sets need to be H-distinguishable such that an unobservable PBN can become observable;
(ii) add the least measurements to make a give state set H-distinguishable. For an unobservable
PBN, the distinguishable states are not affected by the newly added observations. Therefore,
this paper mainly studies the dynamic trajectories of indistinguishable states. In [44,45], the
minimum states that need to become initially distinguishable are determined by the attractors of
the BNs and BCNs. However, since the state trajectories of PBNs are too complex, the method
of [44,45] is not suitable for PBNs. We study the minimum observability of PBNs mainly based
on the robust reachability technique. The method in this paper is more general, and is also

applicable to deterministic BNs. The main contributions of this paper are as follows.

(i) A method to make an unobservable PBN observable is proposed. A class of minimal
state sets are obtained by the robust set reachability technique, as long as one of these sets
becomes H-distinguishable, the other indistinguishable states can become distinguishable, and
then the PBN becomes observable.

(ii) The minimum observability problem of PBN is solved. By constructing a group of
truth value matrices, all the schemes (including the optimal scheme) that make the given sets
H-distinguishable are obtained. By comparing the numbers of measurements for the feasible
H-distinguishable state sets, the minimum measurements added to make the system observable

is determined.
The rest of this article is organized as follows. Part 2 contains some commonly used symbols
and preliminaries. Main results of this article are in Part 3. An illustrative example is given in

Part 4. Some brief conclusions are provided in Part 5.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Symbols and STP of matrices

We first give some commonly used symbols, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Notations

Notations Definitions
D {1,0}
D" Dx---xD
T
/i set of positive integers
Rixn set of m x n real matrices
Col; (M) the -th column of matrix M.
Row; (M) the i-th row of matrix M
o, Col,(I,)
JANY {60 |r=1,---,n}
Col(M) C A, M € R, xn is a logical matrix
Loxn set of m x n logical matrices
L = 6pin to -+ iy) matrix L with Colg(L) = &%
L;; the (i, j)-element of matrix L

|- | the cardinality of a set

[L];; € {0,1} L is a Boolean matrix.
Brxn set of m x n Boolean matrices

M+ N [M +g NJ;; = [M];; V [N]i;
LT the transpose of matrix L
1, n-dimensional column vector whose entries are equal to 1.

lem(ay,ag, ..., as) the least common multiple of a1, as,...,as

ac A\ B acAa¢ B
& Kronecker product of matrices
* Khatri-Rao product of matrices

Definition 2.1 [14] The STP of C' € Ryxp and D € Ry, is defined as
CxD= (C’®I%)(D®I%),
where A = lem(b, q).
Remark 2.2 The STP is a generalization of the traditional matriz multiplication, which pre-

serves almost all the properties of traditional matriz multiplication, thus “x” can be omitted in

the following.



Definition 2.3 [/6] The Khatri-Rao product of M € Muy,x, and N € My, is defined as

M« N = [Coly (M) ® Coly(N), Cola(M) @ Coly(N),...,Col.(M) ® Col,(N)].

Identify “1 ~ 6” and “0 ~ §2”, where “~” represents an equivalence relation, then A ~ D.
We call 64 and 62 the vector form of 1 and 0, respectively. Based on the vector form of the logic

variables, a Boolean function can be expressed as equivalent algebraic form.

Lemma 2.4 [14] Let f : D" — D be a Boolean mapping, then there exists a unique My € Loyor
such that
f(Xl,XQ, . ,XT») = Mf 'ngl X,

where x; € A, i =1,2,--- ,r is the vector form of X; € D, and Mjy is the structure matriz of f.

2.2 Algebraic representation of PBNs

A PBN with n state nodes and ¢ output nodes is described as

zi(t +1) = F7D (@1 (8), 2a(t), ... zn(t), i=1,2,...,n,

(2.1)
yi(t) = hj(zi(t), z2(t), ..., zn(t)), j=1,2,....q,

where z;(t) € D and y;(t) € D are the state and the output of the system (2.1) at time ¢,
respectively. f7, h; are logical functions. The switching signal o(t) is a stochastic sequence

taking values from [1 : m], where m is a positive integer denoting the number of subnetworks.

Using the vector form of variables and Lemma (2.4), PBN (2.1) can be represented by

$(t + 1) = La(t)ﬂj‘(t),

(2.2)
y(t) = Hx(t),

where z(t) = X x;(t) € Agn, y(t) € Age, and Ly, € Lonyon, v € [1 : m] is the structure matrix
of the v-th sub-network. Identify v ~ §%,, where v € [1 : m], then PBN (2.2) can be expressed

equivalently as

z(t+1) = Lo(t)z(t),

2.3
y(t) = Ha(t), =

where o(t) € A, and L = [Ly Ly ... Ly,,].

Suppose that the stochastic switched signal o(t) is an independent and identically distributed
process with a probability distribution of P{c(t) = 4%} = p?,i € [1 : m], where 0 < p? < 1 and
S, p? = 1. Denote the probability distribution vector of (t) as p° = [p{ p§ ... p3,]", then

the one-step state transition probability matrix of PBN (2.3) can be expressed as

P” =) pL;=Lxp, (2.4)
i=1



where P2, = P{x(t + 1) = b [2(t) = 6.}

Let o® represent a set of switching signal sequence with length s, 0® = (¢(0),0(1),...,0(s—
1)), and denote the set of all switching signal sequences with length s as 3°. Denote the state
of system (2.2) at time s starting from xo under switching signal o® € £% as z(s;0°, ), and

denote the corresponding output as y(s;0°, xq), i.e., y(s;0°,x0) = Hx(s; 0%, x¢).

2.3 Observability of PBNs

Definition 2.5 [/1] PBN (2.3) is observable with probability one in finite time, if for any

distinct initial state pair xg,Tog € Aon, there exists a positive integer T such that

P{(yo,y(1; 0%, 20), ..., y(T; UT,JJO)) # (yo,y(1; 0, %), ..., y(T; UT,EO))} =1. (2.5)

These two states xg,Tg are called distinguishable states. Otherwise, they are indistinguishable

states.

With the parallel extension method, the observability problem of PBN (2.3) can be transformed
into the set reachability problem of an augmented system. The main steps can be summarized

as follows.

First of all, a duplicate of PBN (2.3) is copied as

2’ (t+ 1) = Lo(t)2'(t),
y'(t) = Ha'(t).

(2.6)

Let z(t) := x(t) x 2/(t), w(t) :== y(t) x y/'(t), an augmented system can be constructed as

2t +1) =z(t+1) x2'(t+1)

=(Lo(t)z(t)) x (Lo(t)z'(¢))
=[L(Inzn ® 130)o (t)a(t)a’ (1)) ¢ [L(Ly © 130)o (t)a(t)a’ (1)]
={[LZm2e © 13.)] % [L(I;n ® 13.)]}o ()= (1)
:=Fo(t)z(t), (2.7)

w(t) =Hx(t)Ha'(t)
=H (Iyn ® H)z(t)2'(t)
=(H ® Ion)(Ion @ H)z(t)
=(H @ H)=z(t).

Divide F into m equal blocks according to the dimension of switching signal as F = [F1 Fy ... F,,],

where F; € Loznyg2n,i € [1:m]. Let Q =Y " p/F; = F x p? and K = H® H € Ly2qx02n,

then the expectation of the augmented system (2.7) can be expressed as

E{z(t+1)} = QE{=()},
w(t) = Kz(t).

(2.8)



Obviously, for any zp = g X x(, we have
.t _ Lt lig. t 1
Z(tao- 720) - ﬂi‘(t,O' 7330) X (t70' 71"0)7

where z(t; 0, z) represents the state starting from initial state zq of system (2.8) at time t € Z

under switching sequence ot € 3.

Definition 2.6 Consider two states x, 7' € Aon and z = x x 2’ € Ag2n. z is named distinguish-

able, if v, 2’ are distinguishable.

For two state sets 21 = {64,0}, | i < j} and Z5 = {03,684, | i < j}. If Z; is a distinguishable
set, then Zs is distinguishable, otherwise, Z, is indistinguishable, i.e., Z; and Z, have the same
distinguishability. Therefore, in order to decrease computational complexity, we only decect the

distinguishability of Z;. Then three subsets are defined as
So = {64.0%. | i=1,2,...,2"},
St = {0hu 0% | HSG = HS},i < j}, (2.9)
Sy = {64,0%, | HOb # HOL\i < j),

where Sy is diagonal subset, Sy is H-indistinguishable subset, and S, is H-distinguishable subset.

Subsequently, the observability of PBN (2.3) is explored based on the set reachability of
PBNs [41].

Definition 2.7 [41] Suppose that Cy,Cq C Ag2n are the initial and target sets, respectively. Cq
1s said to be finite-time reachable with probability one from Cy , if there exists a positive integer
k such that for any initial state zg € Cy, it holds that

P{z(k; 0", z)] € Ca} = 1

for any o* € ¥,

Lemma 2.8 [/1] PBN (2.3) is observable with probability one in finite time, if and only if the
set Sy is reachable from S; with probability one in finite time in system (2.8).

Lemma 2.8 converts the observability of PBN (2.3) into the set reachability problem of
augmented system (2.8). If there exists one state 55% € &7 such that 55% can not reach Ss,
then PBN (2.3) is unobservable, and d3,, is an indistinguishable state. In the next section, we

consider to add the least measurements to make the PBN (2.3) observable.

3 Main Results

3.1 The method to make a PBIN observable

In this subsection, we consider to solve the first issue, that is, search the sets that need to be

H-distinguishable such that an unobservable PBN can become observable.



For PBN (2.3), suppose that for any j, € {1,2,...,n}, z;, can be directly measurable under
the new measurement y,4, = xj,. We study the observability of PBNs via STP. That is to say, a
new measurement set Z = {x;,,%j,,...,2;, } is added to make the original unobservable system

observable. Denote the added measurements as

Ygr1(t) = 2y (1), Ygrm(t) = 2, (2)- (3.1)

Let (t) = Yg+1 X Yg42 X ... X Ygim, the added outputs can be represented by 7(t) = Hax(t).

Further, new outputs can be depicted as

= 2j,(t), (3.2)

Denote y*(t) = y1 X y2 X ... X Ygtm, system (3.2) can be represented by y*(t) = Gx(t),
where G = H x H.

Evidently, if z, 2’ € Agn are distinguishable under original output, then x, 2’ are distinguish-
able under the new output. Thus, we only need to make the indistinguishable states become

distinguishable under new added measurements.

Lemma 3.1 [45] Suppose that z = x X 2’ is indistinguishable under original PBN (2.3), and
T = |><f:15;’,;, = x?zlégi;. If 5;1“ =+ 82k then x, ' (z) will become H -distinguishable under new

added measurement y(t) = xp(t).

According to Lemma 2.8, for an unobservable PBN, there exists at least one indistinguish-
able state in &; which can not reach Sy. We need to find all these states and make them
distinguishable. We first calculate the states in &1 that can reach Sy with probability one. We
first give the following definition.

Definition 3.2 For a given set A C Aqgen, define its index vector Jpx € Boznyq as follow:

1, 8k, € A,

(Ja)i = )
0, 0%, & A,

In the following, we calculate the reachable set at each step of Sy based on the vector

representation of sets. Calculate a set

R1(S2) = {60,,135,Q0%, = 1,6}, ¢ Sa}, (3.3)



where J EQ is the index vector of set S,. For any (5an € R1(Ss), it holds that

1 J82 Q522n

_Z:cSZ €8s Qi

22n

—Zy Plz(t+1) = Shon|2(t) = 00, }
=P{z(t + 1) € Sa|2(t) = 6.}

Thus 5§2n can reach S with probability one in one step. It is obvious that R;(Ss) is the one-step
reachable set of S with probability one.

Similarly, we can calculate set
Ro(S2) =R1(S2 U Ry (82))
={8on (IS, +5 Ty (5,))Q%an = 1,6 & S2URI(S2)}-
(S2)

For any (55% € Ry(S2), one has

1 :(Jg—ls—z +5 J;—ﬁ(Sz))Qé%z”
:Z(s;% €SsUR1 (sz)Qi’j
—Z& P{z(t + 1) = 8han|2(t) = 6.}

—P{2(t + 1) € S U Ry (Sy)[2(t) = 625}
=P{2(t +2) € So|2(t) = 6.}

€S2UR1(S2)

We can easily obtain that Re(S2) is the two-step reachable set of Sy with probability one. Since
55271 ¢ So U R1(S2), 55271 can not reach Sy in one step with probability one.

Recursively, we calculate a set of sets

Ri(S2) = Ri(Sa U R (S2) U...URE_1(82)) (3.4)
k—1
={62,.|( BZ I o) H8IE) Q0. = 1,00, ¢ S2URI(S2) U...URp_1(S2)}, where k> 2.

Obviously, Ry (S2) is the k-step reachable set of Sy with probability one.

Since the number of states of a PBN is finite, there must exist a positive integer t* < 227
such that Ry (S3) # 0, Rg++1(S2) = (0. According to the above analysis, we can get Algorithm
1.

Remark 3.3 Algorithm 1 shows that the set of all states that can reach Sa with probability one
is Ule R;(S3). Denote M := [Uf;l R;(S2)] NSy, then M contains all the states in S; which
are distinguishable.

Let N = 8§\ M, then N denotes the set of indistinguishable states in S;. To make the

system become observable, appropriate measurements must be added to make the states in N



Algorithm 1 :Calculation of the reachable set of Sy with probability one.
Require: Js,, Q

Ensure: Uf;l R;i(S2)

Initialize: k;

Calculate R1(S2) by (3.3);

if R1(S2) = () stop

else Go to 5;

while k € [2: 2?"] do

Calculate Ry (S2) by (3.4);

if Rk_l(Sg) £, Rk(SQ) = () then
Ry (82) = Ri(S2);

else k =k +1;

Go to 5;

. end if

. end while

S

distinguishable. Adding measurements directly to make all states in A/ be H-distinguishable
is one method, but it may add a lot of redundant measurements. Since a measurement can
make multiple states H-distinguishable, the measurements that need to be added can not be
determined just by the number of states. In the following, we search all the feasible minimal
sets that need to be H-distinguishable. The system becomes observable only if all states in a

minimal set are H-distinguishable.

Define a state set in N as follow:
Nt = {60,,135,Q80,, > 0,80,, € N} (3.5)

JjS—o Qégzn > 0 shows that there exists at least one switching signal such that 5§2n can reach Sp.
Thus, N7 contains all the states in N that can reach Sy in one step under at least one switching

signal.

For set \V, we can find some states with the following characteristics: each state can reach
itself in one step under at least one switching signal. The definition of such a state is given

below.

Definition 3.4 [/7] A state zy € Ag2n is called a positive-probability fized point of PBN (2.8),
if P{z(t +1) =20 | 2(t) = z0} > 0,Vt € N.

For state 5%% eN,if
ij > 0, (3.6)

then (g% is a positive-probability fixed point in set A/. Based on formula (3.6), we can easily
calculate all the positive-probability fixed points in set N and denoted it as

P = {0, € N | Q; > 0} (3.7)

10



Lemma 3.5 To make PBN (2.3) be observable, N1 UP must be H-distinguishable.

The proof of Lemma 3.5 and all other proofs can be found in Appendix.
Let ' = N1 UP US,. To make PBN (2.3) observable, I" should become H-distinguishable

by adding new measurements. According to Algorithm 1, we can calculate the reachable set
of I' with probability one and denote it as R(I"). Obviously, M C R(T"). Since Sy is an H-
distinguishable set, if N7 U P is also H-distinguishable, then R(I") must be distinguishable.

Furtherly, if N\ (N1 UP) C R(T"), then PBN (2.1) can become observable. Otherwise, let
N =N\ [MUPUR(®T), (3.8)

then A/ is still an indistinguishable set. We need to add appropriate measurements to make N’

distinguishable.

However, N/ only needs to be a distinguishable set. To make N distinguishable, we do not
need to make all the states in it H-distinguishable. We hope to find a subset © C A/ such that

N\© C ROUT), (3.9)

where R(© UT') denotes the reachable set of ©® UT with probability one. That is, we need to
find a subset © from A such that the other states of N7 will reach © UT with probability one.
If © is distinguishable, then A’/ must be distinguishable. So we only need to make such a set ©
H-distinguishable.

It is a difficult task to find all the sets © that satisfy formula (3.9). We can directly find
all the nonempty subsets of N, and then detect which subset can satisfy formula (3.9) one by
one. Suppose that N’ has ~ states and denote all its nonempty subsets by ©1,0,,...,09y_1.
According to Algorithm 1 and formula (3.9), we can find all sets ©;,i € [1 : 27 — 1] which
make N’\O; reach ©; UT with probability one. However, the computational complexity of
this method is very high, we need to determine whether 27 — 1 sets satisfy formula (3.9). To

reduce the computational complexity, the first thing is to search the states that must become
H-distinguishable from N”.

If N7 has an invariant set, we can easily obtain that to make N’ distinguishable, its invariant

set must be distinguishable.

Definition 3.6 [/8] A nonempty set C C Aqg2n is called an invariant set with probability one
of PBN (2.8), if for any z(t) € C, it holds that

P{z(t+1) €C|2(t) €C} = 1. (3.10)

The union of all invariant sets contained in a given set C C Ag2. is called the maximum
invariant set of C, denoted by I(C).

There have been many excellent results on the calculation of the maximum invariant set
with probability one in [49], [50], [51]. Referring to these results, we can calculate the maximum
invariant set I(N') of N”.

11



If we want to make I(N”) distinguishable, there is no need to make all the states of I(N)
H-distinguishable. We can first calculate the state set that needs to become H-distinguishable
in I(N).

Since I(N”) is an invariant set, there must be a subset in I(A”) such that the other states
in I(N”) will reach the subset with probability one. Suppose that there are « states in I(N),
then I(N’) has 2¢ — 1 nonempty subsets and denote them as Gy,Gs,...,Goa_1. According to
Algorithm 1, the reachable set of each set G;,i = [1 : 2% — 1] with probability one can be
calculated respectively. Then the state set that can reach G; with probability one is R(G;). If

IN)\ Gi € R(G), (3.11)

then G; is a subset to make I(N")\G; reach G; with probability one. We denote the complete set
of all sets satisfying (3.7) as 2.

In the following, Algorithm 2 is given to find set €, where Q contains all sets G; in I(N”)
which make I(N")\G; reach G; with probability one.

Algorithm 2 :The solution method of Q in I(N”).
Require: [(N\)

Ensure: )

1: Calculate sets G1,Gs, ..., Goa_1;

2: Calculate set R(G;),7 = [1:2% —1];
3: Initialize: Q = (.

4: fori=1[1:2*—1] do

5: if [(./\/7) \Qz C R(G;) then

6: Q={Q,G};

7: end if

8: end for

We continue to observe the relationship among the sets in Q. For any sets G;,G; € €, if
G; C Gj, we will delete G; from set (2. After the above operation, assume that {2 remains s sets
that are not included in each other, denoted by 21,9, ...,Q,. Then all states in I(N’) \ Q,
can reach €,,v € [1 : s] with probability one. If any a set of 1,5, ...,y is H-distinguishable,
then I(N”) must be distinguishable.

When (A7) is distinguishable, we determine whether formula N’ \ I(N") C R(T'U I(N"))
is valid. If the formula holds, then PBN (2.1) is observable. Otherwise, let

N =N"\ RTCUIWN)). (3.12)

N contains the states that are still indistinguishable in N even after N7 U P and I(N”) all
become distinguishable. We continue to search the states that need to become H-distinguishable

so that N/ becomes distinguishable.
Suppose that there are 3 states in N/, then N’/ has 2% — 1 nonempty subsets and denote

them as G1,Go,...,Gos_,. Based on Algorithm 1, we can calculate a set €', where Q' contains all
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sets G; in N which make N’\ G; reach TUR(I'UI(N"))UG; with probability one, i € [0 : 27 —1].
For any sets Ciﬂj €, if G; C Ej, we will delete Gj from set €. Assume that € remains c
sets that are not included in each other and denote them by Qf, 5, ... Q)

.. If any a set of
0,95, ...,Q, is H-distinguishable, then N must be distinguishable. Define

OY =0Q,U,, (3.13)

where v € [1: s],w € [1 : ¢]. It is easy to see that set OF satisfies condition (3.9), that is, all
states in N"\OY can reach ©¥ UT" with probability one. If set ©F is H-distinguishable, then N’
must be distinguishable, v € [1: s],w € [1 : ¢]. Therefore, ©Y is the set that we want.

Theorem 3.7 PBN (2.3) becomes observable, if and only if at least one set N{UPUOY becomes
H -distinguishable, v € [1 : s],w € [1 : ¢].

Based on the above analysis, we have the following key steps to determine all the feasible

minimal state sets that need to be H-distinguishable.

e Step 1: Calculate the state set M in set S; that can reach Sy with probability one, and
obtain the indistinguishable state set N' = S; \ M.

e Step 2: Identify the state set A7 U P in N which clearly needs to be H-distinguishable,
where N7 is the set that can reach Sy in one step under at least one switching signal and
P is the positive-probability fixed point set. Determine the state set N’ which remains
indistinguishable after N7 U P becomes H-distinguishable. If N7 = (), PBN (2.3) becomes

observable; otherwise, go to Step 3.

e Step 3: Calculate the maximum invariant set I(N”) of N/, and search the minimal state
sets Q,, v € [1 : s] in I(N’) that need to be H-distinguishable. Obtain the state set N
which remains indistinguishable after N7 U P U, becomes H-distinguishable. If N7/ = (),
PBN (2.3) becomes observable; otherwise, go to Step 4.

e Step 4: Determine the minimal state subsets ,, w € [1 : ¢] in N that need to be H-
distinguishable until N\ Q/, can reach the new H-distinguishable set with probability
one. All the minimal state sets which need to be H-distinguishable are N7 UP UQ, U,
vell:s,well:d.

Remark 3.8 According to the above process to search set ©Y, we only need to determine whether
20 4 28 — 2 sets satisfy formula (3.9), where o+ B < ~. The computational complexity of this
method is much lower than that of directly finding all the 27 — 1 nonempty subsets in N’ to
determine whether they satisfy formula (3.9).

Remark 3.9 In previous studies, the states that need to be H-distinguishable are determined by
the attractors of BNs. However, since the state trajectories of a PBN from an initial state are
not unique, the previous methods can not be applied to our models any more. It is much more
difficult to determine the minimal sets that need to be H-distinguishable of a PBN than that of
a BN.
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3.2 The minimum observability of PBNs

In this subsection, we consider to add the minimal measurements to make an unobservable PBN

become observable.

Firstly, we discuss how to add the minimal number of measurements to make all states in a
set N1 UP UOY H-distinguishable, v € [1: s|,w € [1: ¢].

We first discuss which states can become H-distinguishable when the new measurement
y(t) = xm(t) is added. Using STP, y(t) = () can be represented by algebraic form y(t) =
Hp(t), where Hy, = (15,1 @ Io)(Ipm ® 1,,_,,). For state z = 8O, if

H 8 # HyGhn, (3.14)

then state z becomes H-distinguishable under the new measurement y(t) = x,,(t). According
to formula (3.14), we can calculate a set Y, whose states are H-distinguishable under the new
measurement y(t) = z,(t), where 1, = {5&5& | Hpy0bn # Hmégn}.

Based on the above calculation process, we can find the state sets that can be H-distinguishable

under the new output y = x;,7 € [1 : n| respectively, and denoted them as T1,To,..., T,.
Choose a set N7 UP UOY arbitrarily, v € [1 : s],w € [1 : ¢]. For state z € N1 UPUOY,
if z € T;,i € [1: n], then z is H-distinguishable under new added output y = x;. For any

given state, we can find all the measurements that make it H-distinguishable. Assume that

NUPUOY ={z1,29,...,2}, we can define a Boolean vector &j € Bux1 as follows:
1, if z; € 1y,
(&)i= o (3.15)
O, if Zj ¢ Tz
Construct a truth matrix ®¥ = [£1,&a,...,&],v € [1 : sl,w € [1 : ¢]. We can easily see that

(®¥); ; = 1 if and only if z; € N7 UP UOY is distinguishable under output y = z;.

Theorem 3.10 z;,,%j,,...,2; are the minimum measurements that make all states in N3 U

r

PUOY H-distinguishable, if and only if TV = {j1,72,--.,Jr} is the set with the least number of

elements in {1,2,...,n} such that

\/ Row;, (@) = 1], (3.16)
=1

where 1 is the number of elements of set Ny UP UOY.
Remark 3.11 Theorem 3.10 provides a method for finding the least measurements that make
a given set Ny UP UOY, v € [l:s],w € [l:c H-distinguishable. However, the selection of

O is random, so these measurements are not necessarily the optimal solution of the minimum
observation problem for PBN (2.1).

Next we will discuss how to add the least amount of measurements to make PBN (2.1) ob-

servable. For a set NqUPUOY v € [1: s],w € [1 : ¢], we can calculate all measurement sets which
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has the least number of elements by Theorem 3.10 and denote them as (Z\')1, (Z)2, - - ., (Z{)s-
Obviously,

(@ N] =12l = - = [(Z)s].
Denote the cardinality of these sets as A} .

For all v € [1: s],w € [1 : ¢|, we can compute the cardinalities of the minimum number of
measurements that make set N3 UP UOY H-distinguishable, and denoted them as

A%7>\%7“‘7 ivA;)‘%v"') gva;7)‘§77)‘§
If
(V% w”) = argminge(i.s|wef1: Ay » (3.17)

then as long as we make set N7 UPU@%’** H-distinguishable, it can be guaranteed that the added
measurements are the minimum. Suppose that If)’i* = {j1,75,..., 4} is the set with the least
number of elements in {1,2,...,n} such that all states in NV} UPU@%* are H-distinguishable, then

Tjx,Tjx, ..., Tsx are the minimum measurements that make the whole system (2.1) observable.

Remark 3.12 [t is worth mentioning that the minimum measurements of a PBN are not nec-
essarily unique, we can choose the appropriate measurements to make the system observable

according to the actual demand and observation cost.

Remark 3.13 This paper takes into account all the feasible schemes for adding measurements
required to make the system observable, and then obtains the minimum measurements needed by

comparison. Our results provide more feasible schemes for observer design than previous ones.

4 An illustrative example

Example 4.1 Consider the apoptosis network modeled by PBNs in [52], which consists of the

following four subnetworks:

z1(t+1) = f7(x1(t), 22(t), x3(t)),
2ot +1) = f§(x1(t), z2(t), 23(t)), (4.1)
z3(t+1) = f§(21(t), 22(t), 23(t)),

where r1 € D denotes the concentration level of apoptosis proteins, xo € D denotes state level

presenting the active level of caspase 3, x3 € D presents the active level of caspase 8. The

switching signal o is a stochastic sequence taking values from [1 : 4], and

fi = (), fi=za(t), [ =a(t), fi=z1(),
F = () A —ws(t), S f2=a(t), 13 = —ai(t) A —as(t), fy = @a(t),
f3=za(t)), f3 = xo(t), I3 = za(t), [4 = za(t).
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The probability distribution of each subnetwork is P{f = f1} = 0.27, P{f = f?} = 0.03, P{f =
f3} = 0.63, B{f = 1} = 0.07, where 7 = {fi, f3, fi}, i € [1:4].
The output of system (4.1) is as follows:

y(t) = (wo A —nwg) V (21 <> 23 A "22).
Identify 1 ~ 03,0 ~ 62. Then, the algebraic form of (4.1) can be expressed as

z(t+1) = Lopyz(t),
y(t) = Ha(t),

where x(t) = x3_ 2;(t) € Ag, y(t) € Ag, and L; € Lgxs,i € [1 : 4] is the structure matrix of the

i-th subnetwork, H € Lo4g, which are shown as

(4.2)

Ly =03(77447542], Lo=0355445544],
Ly =063(33447586], Ly=0s[11445588], (4.3)
H=6[21122121].

According to the probability distribution of each subnetwork, we can get the probability distri-
bution vector of (4.1) as p = [0.27 0.03 0.63 0.07] "

Let L = [Ly Ly L3 Ly]. The expectation of the augmented system can be calculated as

E{z(t+ 1)} = QE{2(1)},

where Q = {[L(I;x2 ® 1J,)] = [L(I; ® 1),)]}p?, and the columns of Q are shown in Table 2

Table 2: Transition probability matrix of (4.2)

Column index j jth column of Q
je S \
j=4 0.0785, + 0.63623 + 0.03535 + +0.27557
j=5 0.0762, + 0.63623 + 0.03637 + +0.27523
j=T 0.076§, + 0.63637 + 0.03635 + +0.27633
j=11 0.0785, + 0.63623 + 0.03535 + +0.27557
j=14 0.0763, + 0.6362} + 0.03637 + +0.2763%
j=16 0.076§, + 0.63637 + 0.03635 + +0.27639
j=22 529
j=24 0.27535 + 0.03635 + 0.63533 + +0.07533
ji=29 0.1629 + 0.963%
j=31 0.362% +0.7632
j=48 0.27533 + 0.03535 + 0.6353% + +0.07533

According to (2.9), it is easy to obtain that

So = {064,661 661, Ot Oas» O e s
S1= {5647564756475647564,5647564’5647564,56475 o

82 - {5647 5647 5647 56475647 56475647 56475647 56475647 56475647 56475647 0 2
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Sy

Figure 1: The state transfer graph of Si.

The state evolutionary trajectories of S can be shown in Figure 1.

From formulas (3.5) and (3.7), we can know that N7 = {82,, 041, 021, 0t} and P = {84,, 624, 023
then

N1 UP = {844, 64, 564 64+ 031, O

It is known from Lemma 3.5 that to make PBN (4.1) observable, N;UP must be H-distinguishable.
Since 033 and dg4, 653 and 629, 627 and 638, 631 and 637 have the same distinguishability, respec-

tively, we just consider states 564, 562, 52 and 5%’}‘. If N1 UP becomes H-distinguishable, it can

be seen that 564, 564, 564, 564, 548 61 can reach the H-distinguishable states with probability one by

Figure 1, then all states in S; can be distinguishable. Thus, as long as all states in Ny U P

become H-distinguishable, then PBN (4.1) is observable.

Next, we make N7 U P H-distinguishable by adding new measurements. We take the first
state 63, as an example. Since dg, can be decomposed into 016363 and 630362, then we know that
8¢, becomes H-distinguishable under new measurements y = x5 and y = x3 based on formula
(3.14) and (3.15), 6a4 € Yy,i € {2,3}. So & = [0 1 1]". Similarly, we can get that & = [1 00]",
G=[100T,6=[101)"T,&=[111]T,& =1[100]". It can be obtained that

011111
¢=1100010
100110

By Theorem 3.10, we can easily see that
Rowy(®) V Row;(®) =14 ,i € {2,3}.

Therefore, x1,z9 or x1,z3 are the minimum measurements that make PBN (4.2) observable.
We can consider the cost of caspase 3 and caspase 8 to add appropriate measurements to make

system (4.2) observable.
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5 Conclusion

In this study, we have investigated the minimum observability of PBNs. Applying the STP
method, we have established an augmented system and converted the observability problem
of the original PBN into the set reachability problem of the augmented system. Then the
minimum observability of the PBN has been solved by two main steps: determine the states
that need to be H-distinguishable from the augmented system and add the least measurements
to make a give state set H-distinguishable. For the first issue, we have found all the minimal H-
distinguishable state sets which can make the originally unobservable PBN become observable.
And for the second issue, we have proposed a necessary and sufficient condition for finding the
least measurements to make a given set H-distinguishable. Furthermore, by comparing the
numbers of measurements for all the feasible H-distinguishable state sets, we have obtained a
method to determine all the minimum measurements to make the system observable. Compared
with the existing minimum observable results, our method provide more feasible schemes for

observer design.

We mainly apply the robust reachable set technique to find the minimum measurements.
Although we greatly reduce the computational complexity by means of positive probability fixed
points and invariant sets, it is still not a simple calculation process. In future research, we will
consider the reducibility of measurements so that the computational complexity can be reduced
further.
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Appendix

Proof of Lemma 3.5: We first prove that N7 must become H-distinguishable. Assume that there exists

a state zg € N which is not H-distinguishable. Since zy € A7, there is a switching signal o' € 2! such
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that 2(1; 01, 20) € Sp. Obviously, for any integer t > 1, z(¢; 0%, z0) € Sp holds. Suppose that zg = x¢ x x,
then x(t; 0, z0) X 2/ (t;0%,2() € So for any ¢ € Z,, which shows that y(t; o', z0) = v/(¢; 0%, 2(). So the
PBN is unobservable. Therefore, A must be H-distinguishable.

Then we prove that P must be H-distinguishable. Suppose that there exists a positive-probability
fixed point zo € P which is H-indistinguishable. According to Definition 3.4, we can know that

P{z(t+1) =20 | 2(t) = 20} > 0.

Hence, for any t € Z, zp can always reach itself with a positive probability. Since zp can not reach any
other states with probability one, as long as zg is not H-distinguishable, it can not become a distinguish-
able state. So A can not become a distinguishable set. Thus, P must be H-distinguishable. The lemma
is established. O

Proof of Theorem 3.7: (Sufficiency) If the states in set N7 UP U O are H-distinguishable, v € [1 :
sl,w € [1: ¢], then the states of R(I') and N are distinguishable. Since N'=N; UP U(R(I')NN)UN",
then all states in N are distinguishable. Therefore, PBN (2.1) is observable.

(Necessity) Suppose there is no set N7 U P U O¥ which is H-indistinguishable, v € [1 : s],w €
[1: ¢], then N7 UP is not H-distinguishable, or N7 U P is H-distinguishable, but all sets of ©F are
H-indistinguishable. If A7 U P is not H-distinguishable, then PBN (2.1) is unobservable by Lemma 3.5.
If © is H-indistinguishable, then A" is indistinguishable. Thus PBN (2.1) is unobservable. In summary,
to make PBN (2.1) becomes observable, at least one set A7 UP U©OY must be H-distinguishable. O

Proof of Theorem 3.10: (Necessity) Suppose that x;,,;,,...,2;. are the minimum measurements

that make all states in N7 UP U©OY H-distinguishable, where N7 UP UOY = {21, 29,...,2}. Then for
any state z. € N UP UOY, there is at least one element ji € {j1,72,--.,jr}, such that

(‘I)g})jk,c =1

Since there are no fewer measurements that make all states in N7 UP UO¥ H-distinguishable, therefore,

{j1,J2, ..., Jr} is the set with the least number of elements that makes formula (3.16) hold.
(Sufficiency) Assume that Z" = {j1,J2,...,Jr} is the set with the least number of elements in

{1,2,...,n} such that \/;_, Row;,(®¥) = 1. Then for any set {i1,i2,...,ix} C {1,2,...,n}, where

k < r, it holds that \/Z:1 Row;, (®¥) # 1/ . This means that there is at least one state z, € N1 UPUOY

such that (®Y);, , = 0 for any i, € {i1,42,...,ir}. Then state z, is indistinguishable under measurements
Tiys Tigy - - -, Tiy,- This shows that z;,,24,,...,z; cannot make all the states of set N7 UP UOY become
H-distinguishable. Therefore, z;,,2;,,...,z; are the minimum measurements that make all states in

N1 UPUGOY H-distinguishable. O
The code of the probability transition matrix Q in the example is as follows.
s1 = kron(eye(2),[0 1;1 0]);
s2 = kron(eye(2),[1 1]);
$3 = kron([1 1], eye(2));
a=spn([1000;0111],[01;10],sl,s2);

s = kron(s3,[1 1]);
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¢ = kron(eye(2),[1 11 1]);
L1 = mkmkn(spn([0 1;1 0], s), a, s);
L2 = mkmkn(spn([0 1;1 0], s), s, 8);
L3 = mkmkn(c,a, s);
L4 = mkmkn(c, s, s);
L=[L1 L2 L3 L4];
o=kron(eye(4),[1111111 1))
f = kron(o,eye(8));
g =kron(eye(32),[11111111));
wl = spn(L, g);
w2 = spn(L, f);
Q1 = mkmkn(wl, w2);
m(Q1);
Q = spn(Q1,[0.27;0.03;0.63; 0.07]);
All the codes can be derived from the STP Toolbox.

Please refer to website https://lsc.amss.ac.cn/~hsqi/soft/STP.zip for the STP Toolbox or

download it from Pro. Qi’s personal homepage: http://1lsc.amss.ac.cn/~hsqi/.
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Thisfigure"1.PNG" isavailablein "PNG" format from:
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