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Abstract

In this paper, we characterize the accessibility of discrete-time linear control systems

on Lie groups. Using an exceptional notion of derivative, we construct a subalgebra

h based on the infinitesimal automorphism of the system such that if its dimension is

maximal, the system is accessible. Our criteria provide simple conditions in a general

context for the discrete-time case. Additionally, we prove a sufficient condition for local

controllability at the identity using the infinitesimal automorphism, akin to the ad-rank

condition in the continuous case.

1 Introduction

A control system, in general, is a set of mathematical concepts that describes the behavior
of a dynamic system on a state space M under the influence of control inputs. One of the
most fundamental concepts in the control systems theory is controllability, which means that
the entire M can be reached by trajectories (in positive time) of the control system from
any starting point. For the special case of linear control systems on R

n there exists a simple
algebraic tool for deciding controllability, the presently known algebraic necessary and sufficient
conditions for nonlinear systems are still far from complete (see e.g. Elliot [14]. Moreover, it is
well known that whatever necessary and sufficient conditions eventually are found for non-linear
cases, these are likely to be rather hard to check (see Kawski [18] and Sontag [26]). However,
note that there are several important partial results for systems with some specific classes of
state spaces, for systems restrict to some regions of the state space, as well as results about
weaker controllability concepts (see Ayala and Da Silva [3], Colonius and Kliemann [8], Sontag
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[25] and references therein). Two examples of these weaker controllability concepts are the local
controllability, that is, the system can be steered from an initial state to any neighboring point
and back, and accessibility condition, which means that the system can be steered from an
initial state to some full-dimensional final set our equivalently, the set of reachable points (from
any initial state) has non-empty interior (see Dıaz-Seoane et al [19] and Sontag [25]). Recall
the following fundamental relation between accessibility and controllability: if the system is
controllable, the trajectories are all open, implying accessibility; On the other hand, if the
system is only accessible, the controllability may or may not happen.

In case of continuous-time linear control systems on Lie group several works in the 2000s
began to be published studying conditions for accessibility and controllability (see e.g. Ayala
and Tirao [1], Do Rocio et all [13], Ayala and Da Silva [2] and [3], Da Silva [11], Jouan [16]
and Ayala and San Martin [21]).

A classical concept related with controllability is the Lie algebra rank condition - LARC:
consider the continuous-time linear systems on a Lie group G

ẋ(t) = X (x(t)) +

m
∑

j=1

Xj(x(t))uj(t), (1)

where uj(t) are piecewise constant functions with image on some compact neighborhood of
0 ∈ R

m, X is a vector field on G contained in the normalizer of its Lie algebra g and Xj are
right-invariant vector fields. Denote the solution of the system starting at x ∈ G by ϕ(t, x, u).
The reachable set from identity e ∈ G at time t > 0 and the reachable set from e are given,
respectively, by Rt(e) := {ϕ(t, e, u) | u = (u1, . . . , um)} and R :=

⋃

t>0 Rt(e).
Consider the derivation D(X) = [X , X ] of g and denote h as the Lie subalgebra of g

generated by {Xj : j = 1, . . . , m}. According [12], We say that the system satisfies LARC if g
is the smallest D-invariant subalgebra containing h, which implies the accessibility condition of
system (1). There are several results which can be obtained from this context. For example, San
Martin and Ayala [21] proved that for compact connected Lie groups, the system is controllable
if, and only if, the LARC condition is satisfied. This also holds for abelian Lie groups [1,
Corollary 3.6]. For three-dimensional solvable nonnilpotent Lie groups, Ayala and Da Silva
[3] proved that the LARC condition and the study of the eigenvalues of the derivation D are
essential for controllability on those systems as well.

In the matter of local controllability at e ∈ G (which is equivalent to say e ∈ intR), we
highlight two well-known results that give sufficient conditions (ad-rank condition) for local
controllability in e. The unconstrained case were studied by Jouan [16] and we will not discuss
it here. First, recall that system (1) is said to satisfy the ad-rank condition if the vector sub-
space V = span{Dj(Xi(e)) : i = 1, . . . , m, j ∈ N0} coincides with g (see [11]). Nevertheless, [1,
Theorem 3.5] ensures that if the system (1) satisfies the ad-rank condition, then it is locally
controllable. There are several others interesting works relating ad-rank condition with con-
trollability. We recall that Do Rocio, Santana, and Verdi [13] compare the ad-rank condition
on the constrained case with some other classical results about local controllability. We cite
also Da Silva [11] and Ayala and Da Silva [2] that proved that the ad-rank condition and the
study of the eigenvalues of the derivation D are essential for global controllability.

More recently, Colonius, Cossich and Santana [9] introduced a discrete-time version of the
above system. And Cavalheiro, Cossich and Santana studied controllability for these discrete
systems in [5] and [7].
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The discrete-time linear control system presented in [9] is a special case of the following
family of dynamic systems on a manifold M :

xk+1 = f(uk, xk), k ∈ N0 = N ∪ {0}, (2)

for which f : U ×M −→M is a function defined on a non-empty compact neighborhood U of
0 in R

m. Now consider the particular case of system (2), the linear control system on R
n,

xk+1 = Axk +Buk, (3)

where A ∈ Gl(n,R), B ∈ R
n×m and U ⊂ R

m is a compact convex neighborhood of the origin.
Then the condition for controllability is well-known and the main result proved by Kalman, Ho,
and Narendra [17] states that the controllability of the system (3) is equivalent to the image of
the matrix K = (An−1B ... AB B) has dimension n. This condition is called Kalman condition
and is also valid for the continuous-time version on R

n.
In this present paper, we work with a special case of the system (2), the discrete-time linear

systems on a connected Lie group G, defined in [9] as:

gk+1 = f(uk, gk), k ∈ N0, (4)

where f : U ×G −→ G must satisfy the following properties

1- f(u, g) = f(u, e)f(0, g), for every g ∈ G and u ∈ U ,

2- The function f0 := f(0, ·) : G −→ G is an automorphism.

Note that this system is a discrete-time version of the continuous-time linear control systems
on a Lie group G (see e.g. [3] and references therein) and generalizes the system (3). In the
continuous-time case, accessibility suffices to ensure the existence of subsets with non-empty
interior and approximate controllability, namely control sets (Da Silva and Rojas [12]). For the
system (4), more conditions are needed to guarantee their existence (see Cavalheiro, Cossich
and Santana [7]).

A result characterizing the accessibility of discrete control systems in a more general setting
was proven by Jakubcyk and Sontag [15], in terms of the partial derivatives of the function f .
In this paper, we present two main results. One of them characterizes the accessibility of the
system in terms of either the smallest subgroup containing the set f(U, e) or the derivatives of
the function u 7→ f(u, e) (see Theorem 3.9). The second result concerns local controllability
at e and consists of a result similar to the ad-rank condition in the constrained case, although
for discrete-time linear systems. To state and prove both results, we define a new notion of
derivative for functions between Lie groups, using right-invariant vector fields as a reference.
This derivative is well-behaved with respect to the functions that are usually considered in
the context of Lie groups, such as left and right translations and group homomorphisms (see
Examples 3.6 and 3.7), and it greatly simplifies the calculations. The advantage of our results
is that we are able to characterize accessibility using simpler conditions more in line with Lie
theory.

This paper is divided as follows: in the section 2 we expose the first concepts about control
systems, constructing the main definitions and concepts as well. In the section 3 we show
the main results, initially showing some basic properties about linear systems on Lie groups,
followed by the definition of the derivative d̂ and some of its properties, and then the theorems
about accessibility and the ad-rank condition, finalizing with some examples on the Heisenberg
group, the special matrix Lie subgroup SL(2,R) and the affine two-dimensional Lie group
Aff2(R).
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we define some properties of control systems and establish standartized termi-
nology to be employed throughout this paper. In the sequence, in the discrete-time control
system (2) we consider M a smooth n−dimensional Riemannian manifold equipped with a
canonical metric d and the control range satisfying U ⊂ intU . We assume that for an open set
Û containing U , the function f : Û ×M −→ M is a C∞ map as well. Also, we will consider
that fu :M −→M is a invertible map, that is, the function f−1

u :M −→M is well-defined.
Given an initial condition x ∈M , considering the set U =

∏

i∈Z U , the solution ϕ : Z×M ×
U −→ M of the system (2) is given by

ϕ(k, x0, u) =







fuk−1
◦ ... ◦ fu0(x0), k > 0
x0, k = 0

f−1
uk

◦ ... ◦ f−1
u−1

(x0), k < 0

Also, considering the map Θ : Z×U −→ U , defined by Θk((ui)i∈Z) = (ui+k)i∈Z, the solution
ϕ satisfies the cocycles property, which means that ϕ(k + t, x, u) = ϕ(k, ϕ(t, x, u),Θt(u)) =
ϕ(t, ϕ(k, x, u),Θk(u)), ∀k, t ∈ Z. The solution ϕ also satisfy the following property: if ts > 0 in
Z, given u, v ∈ U , there is a w ∈ U such that ϕ(t, ϕ(s, g, u), v) = ϕ(t + s, g, w), ∀g ∈ M . The
shift space U is compact using the canonical topology.

Now we present a sequence of definitions and concepts necessary in this paper.

Definition 2.1. For x ∈ M , the set of points reachable and controllable from x up to time
k > 0 in N are

Rk(x) = {y ∈M : there is u ∈ U with ϕ(k, x, u) = y}

Ck(x) = {y ∈M : there is u ∈ U with ϕ(k, y, u) = x}

The sets R(x) =
⋃

k∈NRk(x) and C(x) =
⋃

k∈N Ck(x) denote the reachable set and the control-
lable set from x respectively.

Definition 2.2. For each k ∈ N, consider the function Gk(x, u) = ϕ(k, x, u). A pair (x, u) ∈
M × intUk is called regular if rank

[

∂
∂u
Gk(x, u)

]

= dimM. We denote by

R̂k(x) = {ϕ(k, x, u) : (x, u) ∈M × intUk is regular}.

the regular reachable set of x ∈ G up to time k ∈ N and R̂(x) =
⋃

k∈N R̂k(x) the regular
reachable set of x ∈M .

In particular, the set R̂(x) is open, for every x ∈ M . From this we have the following
definition.

Definition 2.3. The system (2) is forward accessible (resp. backward accessible) if intR(x) 6= ∅
(resp. intC(x) 6= ∅), for all x ∈M . And it is said to be accessible if both conditions are satisfied.

Another important definition in this work is the ad-rank condition for the system (2), but
as it is necessary some construction to introduce it we present this definition later (see the
following Definition 3.6).

Controllability is the most desirable property for control systems.
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Definition 2.4. We say that the system (2) is controllable if for any x, y ∈M , there are k ∈ N

and u ∈ U such that ϕ(k, x, u) = y.

When the controllability is not achievable, we can search for the maximal regions where
controllability-like properties may occur, as in the next definition.

Definition 2.5. Consider the control system (2). A control set D is a set satisfying the fol-
lowing properties

1- For any x ∈ D, there is a u ∈ U such that ϕ(k, x, u) ∈ D, for any k ∈ N.

2- D ⊂ R(x), for any x ∈ D.

3- D is maximal with such properties.

Control sets has a very important role in control systems (see e.g. [8]) and specially in linear
control systems in continuous-time (see e.g. [4]).

Now consider the discrete-time linear system (4). Note that its map f can be defined using
the translations of G. In fact, given u ∈ U , as fu(e) ∈ G, we can write fu(g) as

fu(g) = fu(e)f0(g) = Lfu(e)(f0(g)), (5)

where Lfu(e) is the left translation by the element fu(e). Considering the expression above, the
inverse of fu is given by

(fu)
−1(g) = f−1

0 ◦ L(fu(e))−1(g) = f−1
0 ((fu(e))

−1 · g). (6)

Then, we can conclude that fu is a diffeomorphism of G, for any u ∈ U . The solutions in
any g ∈ G can also be defined in terms of translations of the solution at the neutral element by
the automorphism f0, see the next proposition proved in (Colonius, Cossich and Santana [9]).

Proposition 2.6. Consider the above discrete-time linear control system defined on a Lie group
G. Then for all g ∈ G and u = (ui)i∈Z ∈ U

ϕ(k, g, u) = ϕ(k, e, u)fk0 (g).

Take the reversed-time system

gk+1 = f̂uk(gk), k ∈ N0, (7)

given by the map f̂u(g) = f−1
u (e)f−1

0 (g), denote by R∗
k and C∗

k its reachable and controllable
sets up to time k of e of the system (7), its is proved in [7] the following result.

Lemma 2.7. It holds that R∗
k = Ck and Rk = C∗

k , for all k ∈ N.
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3 Conditions for Accessibility

Let us consider a connected Lie group G with Lie algebra g and the discrete-time linear system
(4) where U is a compact convex neighborhood of 0 ∈ R

m. As said before, the function
fu : G −→ G is a diffeomorphism for any u ∈ U and f0 is a automorphism of G. Then the
system is defined for any k ∈ Z. Denote by g the Lie algebra of G, endowed with the Lie
bracket

[X, Y ] =
∂2

∂t∂s
(X−t ◦ Ys ◦Xt)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=s=0

. (8)

where Xt and Yt are the respectives solutions of X and Y at the time t ∈ R. It is well-known
(see [23]) that [X, Y ] = 0 if, and only if, exp tX exp sY = exp sY exp tX for all t, s ∈ R.

Considering the reachable sets Rk(e), R≤k(e) = {ϕ(t, e, u) : t ∈ [0, k] ∩ N, u ∈ U} and
R(e) =

⋃

k∈NRk(e), it is easy to see that e ∈ Rk(e) for any k ∈ N. Besides, using the notation
R(e) = R, Rk(e) = Rk and R≤k = R≤k(e), we get the following property whose proof can be
found in [7].

Proposition 3.1. The reachable set R satisfy the following properties:

1- Given τ ≥ 1 in N, then Rτ = R≤τ .

2- Given 0 < τ1 ≤ τ2 in N, then Rτ1 ⊂ Rτ2.

3- If g ∈ G, then Rτ (g) = Rτf
τ
0 (g).

4- If τ1, τ2 ∈ N, then Rτ1+τ2 = Rτ1f
τ1
0 (Rτ2) = Rτ2f

τ2
0 (Rτ1).

5- For any u ∈ U , g ∈ G and k ∈ N, then ϕ(k,R(g), u) ⊂ R(g)

6- e ∈ intR if and only if R is open.

Regarding the set R and also denoting Ck(e) = Ck, we have the following connection between
the sets Rk and Ck.

Proposition 3.2. Consider the linear system (4). Then intRk 6= ∅ if, and only if, intCk 6= ∅.

Proof. Let us suppose intRk 6= ∅ and consider the automorphism f0 of the system (4). Take
g ∈ intRk. Hence, there is a u ∈ U such that g = ϕ(k, e, u), that is ϕ(k, e, u)g−1 = e. Using the
properties of ϕ we get ϕ(k, e, u)g−1 = ϕ(k, e, u)fk0 (f

−k
0 (g−1)) = ϕ(k, f−k

0 (g−1), u) = e, that is
f−k
0 (g−1) ∈ Ck. Now, consider V a neighborhood of g such that g ∈ V ⊂ Rk. By the arguments
above, f−k

0 (V −1) ⊂ Ck. The function f−k
0 is an automorphism of G and V −1 is a neighborhood

of g−1. Then f−k
0 (g−1) ∈ intCk.

Now, if intCk 6= ∅, let us take g ∈ intCk. Then, there are k ∈ N and u ∈ U such that
ϕ(k, g, u) = e. Hence ϕ(k, g, u) = ϕ(k, e, u)fk0 (g) = e, and consequently ϕ(k, e, u) = fk0 (g

−1).
If g ∈ V ⊂ Ck, for some neighborhood V of g, by the previous argument, fk0 (V

−1) ⊂ Rk.
Therefore intRk 6= ∅.

Remark 3.3. For the case when intR 6= ∅, in [10] it is cited that there is a k0 ≥ 1 such that
intRk 6= ∅ for every k ≥ k0. Thus, the proposition above ensures that intR 6= ∅ if, and only if,
intC 6= ∅. Also, if e ∈ intR, by the proof above, e ∈ intC. Therefore, R is open if, and only if,
C is open
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Lemma 3.4. The system (4) is accessible if and only if intR 6= ∅.

Proof. Under the hypothesis that intR 6= ∅, there is a k0 ∈ N such that if k ≥ k0, intRk 6= ∅.
(see [10, Page 3]). Consider V an open set such that V ⊂ Rk. For any g ∈ G, the set V fk0 (g)
is an open set and

V fk0 (g) ⊂ Rkf
k
0 (g) = Rk(g). (9)

Then intRk(g) 6= ∅, for every k ≥ k0. This proves that the system (4) is forward accessible
if intR 6= ∅. For backward accessibility, using the fact of Ck(g) = Ckf

−k
0 (g), Proposition (3.2)

ensures that (4) is accessible (forward and backward) if intR 6= ∅. The other implications is
true by definition.

3.1 Main results

We introduce some of needed concepts and algebric generalities. Whenever we say differentiable
we mean continuously differentiable. If M is a manifold and x ∈ M , recall that any vector in
the tangent space TxM of M can be written as c′(0) = d

dt

∣

∣

t=0
c(t) for some differentiable curve

c : (−ε, ε) →M such that c(0) = x.
Let G be a Lie group and g its Lie algebra. It is well known that forX ∈ g and g ∈ G we have

X(g) = XR(g) = d(Rg)e(X) = d
dt

∣

∣

t=0
etXg, where XR denotes the only right invariant vector

field in G satisfying XR(e) = X . Furthermore, for g ∈ G the map φg : g → TgG , X 7→ X(g) ,
is a linear isomorphism between g and TgG.

Take H a Lie group, h its Lie algebra, and f : O ⊂ H → G a differentiable map with O an
open set in H . For any h ∈ O, we define the derivative d̂ in h by

d̂fh : h −→ g , X 7→ φ−1
f(h)dfh(X(h)),

where dfh : ThH → Tf(h)G denotes the usual derivative in the sense of manifolds. Thus, d̂fh(X)

is defined as the vector field Y ∈ g which satisfies Y (f(h)) = dfh(X(h)). Alternatively, d̂fh(X)
can be calculated from the equality

d̂fh(X) = d(RG
f(h)−1)f(h) ◦ dfh ◦ d(R

H
h )eH(X).

Since the derivative d̂ is defined directly from the usual derivative, it shares most of its
properties, like linearity, the chain rule, the product rule and so on.

Remark 3.5. Take G = R
n. Recall that its Lie algebra, formed by the right-invariant vector

fields, is R
n since we define

X(g) =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(g + tX) ∈ TgR
n

for all X, g ∈ R
n. Hence, if c : (−ε, ε) → R

n is a differentiable curve with c(0) = g, and c′(0) ∈

TgR
n denotes the tangent vector in the sense of manifolds, then φ−1(c′(0)) = limt→0

c(t)−c(0)
t

∈
R
n and, thus, the derivative in the classical sense can be recovered using φ−1.
If f : O ⊂ R

n → R
m is a differentiable function then, for each g,X ∈ R

n,

d̂fg(X) = φ−1
f(g)dfg

(

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

g + tX

)

= lim
t→0

f(g + tX)− f(g)

t
,

and d̂fg coincides with the Fréchet derivative of f .
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The following constructions are useful to introduce the concept of ad-rank condition for
discrete-time linear control system.

Take ψ : G→ H an arbitrary automorphism between the Lie groups G andH and ψ : g → h

its infinitesimal automorphism. For any X ∈ g and g ∈ G we have that

d̂ψg(X) = φ−1
ψ(g)

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

ψ(etXg) = ψ(X).

Thus, d̂ψg = ψ for all g ∈ G. Now, if g ∈ G and Rg : G −→ G with h 7→ gh, is the
right-translation by g, then for any X ∈ g and h ∈ G, one has d(Rg)e(X(h)) = X(hg). Thus,

d̂(Rg)h coincides with the identity I : g → g for all h ∈ G. On the other hand, if Lg : G −→ G

with h 7→ gh the left-translation by g. For any h ∈ G and X ∈ g,

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Lg(e
tXh) =

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

getXg−1gh = Ad(g)(X)(gh).

Hence, d̂(Lg)h = Ad(g) for all h ∈ G.
Now we can define the ad-rank condition. Then consider the discrete linear control system

(4) and denote by φ : Z × G × U −→ G its solution, where U =
∏

i∈N U . Denote by ψ the
automorphism f0 = φ(1, ·, 0). The flow satisfies φ(1, g, u) = φ(1, e, u)ψ(g), and, more generally,
φ(n, g, u) = φ(n, e, u)ψn(g). Take ψ : g → g the infinitesimal automorphism given by ψ and
define the map F : U −→ G as F (x) = fx(e) = φ(1, e, x).

Definition 3.6. The linear control system (4) is said to satisfy the ad-rank condition if the
smallest ψ invariant subspace containing the image of d̂F0 coincides with g

U - connected open neighborhood of the origin: First we assume this condition on U and
that F is differentiable in U to prove the accessibility criteria. Later we will show how it can
be applied in the case where U is a compact, convex neighborhood of 0 instead (see Theorem
3.17).

LetW ⊂ g be the smallest subspace containing the images d̂Fx(R
m) for x ∈ U . Equivalently,

W is the subspace spanned by the set

{d̂Fx(y); x ∈ U, y ∈ R
m}.

Consider V ⊂ g the smallest ψ invariant subspace containing W . If B is a matrix whose
columns form a basis of W , we have that this space coincides with the image of the Kalman
matrix

(

ψn−1B ψn−2B ... B
)

where n = dim g. Let h the Lie sub-algebra generated by V . Note that h is also ψ invariant.
In fact, ψ(h) is the sub-algebra generated by ψ(V ), since ψ is an automorphism. However,
ψ(V ) = V as V . Equivalently, h is the smallest ψ invariant sub-algebra of g containing the
image of all d̂fx for x ∈ U . This subalgebra will be central for our accessibility criterion.

First, the next proposition gives us another way to define the sub-algebra h, in terms of the
image of F instead of its derivatives.

Proposition 3.7. Let H the Lie group generated by h. The image of F is contained in H.

8



Proof. Let x ∈ U be arbitrary. Writing r = dim(H) and n = r + d = dim(G), one can choose
a local chart

φ : V1 ⊂ G→ V2 × V3 ⊂ R
r × R

d

such that x ∈ V1, φ(F (x)) = 0 and, for each y ∈ V3, φ
−1(V2 × y) is entirely contained in

some cosset Hg. Since d̂Fy(X) ∈ h for all y ∈ U,X ∈ R
r, then d(φ ◦ F )y(X) ∈ R

r × 0 for all
y ∈ F−1(V1). Thus, there is a neighborhood O ⊂ U of x and y ∈ R

d such that φ◦F (O) ⊂ V2×y,
which implies that F (O) is contained in a some cosset Hg. Thus x ∈ int(F−1(Hg)), and,
repeating this argument for all x ∈ U we conclude that the sets F−1(Hg) with g ∈ G are open
and form a partition of U . Since U is connected, this implies that the image of F must be
entirely contained in one cosset Hg0. Furthermore, e = F (0) and, thus, e ∈ Hg0, which implies
that Hg0 = H . Thus, H contains the image of F .

Now let H∗ be the smallest subgroup containing the image of F . This subgroup is path-
connected, and, therefore, a Lie sub-group. Let h∗ ⊂ g the Lie sub-algebra associated to it, and
h2 the smallest ψ invariant sub-algebra containing h∗. By the previous proposition, H∗ ⊂ H

and, then h∗ ⊂ h. Thus, h2 ⊂ h. On the other hand, since the image of F is contained in H∗

then the image of d̂Fx is contained in h∗ for all x ∈ U . Consequently, h ⊂ h2, and these two
sub-algebras coincide.

Therefore, h can equivalently be defined as the smallest ψ invariant Lie algebra containing
h∗, where h∗ is the Lie sub-algebra associated to the smallest sub-group containing the image
of F .

The next theorem states our accessibility criteria, using the subalgebra h:

Theorem 3.8. The system is accessible if, and only if, h = g.

Before proving Theorem 3.8 we will prove several lemmas and propositions. As in the
previous proposition, we will denote by H ⊂ G the subgroup generated by h.

Proposition 3.9. For all k ∈ N, Rk is contained in H.

Proof. First note that R1 is contained in H . In fact, R1 is the set of all φ(1, e, u) = F (u(0)),
thus R1 is the image of F . By the previous proposition, this is contained in H .

We now prove the proposition by induction. Since R0 = {e} ⊂ H , it is trivial for R0.
Assume that Rk ⊂ H . Then, Rk+1 = R1ψ(Rk).

However, H is invariant by ψ as it is generated by the ψ invariant algebra h, thus, ψ(Rk) ⊂
H . By the previous argument, R1 is also contained in H , therefore their product must be
contained in H .

The proposition above shows that the equality h = g is a necessary condition for accessibility
of the system. In fact, if h 6= g then H is a lower dimension subgroup and has empty interior
in G, therefore R ⊂ H also has empty interior in G.

The next definition is aimed in proving the other implication. For each k ∈ N let F(k, d)
the set of diferentiable functions f : Rd → G such that f(Rd) ⊂ Rk. Let

Fk =
⋃

d∈N

F(k, d) and F =
⋃

k∈N

Fk.

Let W ⊂ g a subspace such that W is the image of d̂f0 for some f ∈ F and dim(W ) is
maximal with this property. By the previous proposition Rk ⊂ H for all k ∈ N, thus W ⊂ h.
Our goal is to prove the equality.

For the next results, fix an element f ∈ F(k, d) such that d̂f0 = W .
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Lemma 3.10. W is invariant by ψ and by Ad(f(0)).

Proof. Recall that φ(g, 0, 1) = ψ(g) for all g ∈ G. Thus, ψRk ⊂ Rk+1 for all k ∈ N. Considering
the maps

f̃ : Rd×R
d → G, f̃(x, y) = f(x)ψkf(y), and f̃1 : R

d×R
d → G with f̃1(x, y) = f(x)ψk+1(f(y)),

then f̃(x, y) ∈ Rkψ
kRk = R2k and f̃1(x, y) ∈ Rkψ

kψRk ⊂ R2k+1 for all (x, y), thus f̃ , f̃1 ∈ F .
Note that for x, y ∈ R

d, f̃(x, 0) = f(x)g = Rg(f(x)) where g = ψkf(0), and f̃(0, y) =
Lf(0) ◦ ψ

k(f(y)).

Thus, for all x, y ∈ R
n d̂(f̃)0(x, 0) = d̂f0(x) and d̂(f̃)0(0, y) = Ad(f(0)) ◦ψkd̂f0(y).

Similarly, d̂(f̃1)0(x, 0) = d̂f0(x) and d̂(f̃1)0(0, y) = Ad(f(0)) ◦ψk+1d̂f0(y).
Therefore, the image of d̂(f̃)0 coincides with the sum W +V where V = Ad(f(0)) ◦ψk(W ).

Since dim(W ) is maximal, then dim(W + V ) ≤ dim(W ), which implies W + V = W . Fur-
thermore dim(V ) = dim(W ) since the linear transformations above are all automorphisms,
therefore V =W . Then, Ad(f(0)) ◦ψk(W ) =W.

Applying a similar argument to f̃1 one also concludes that Ad(f(0)) ◦ψk+1(W ) = W.

Then Ad(f(0)) ◦ ψk+1(W ) = Ad(f(0)) ◦ ψk(W ) and hence ⇒ ψ(W ) = W, since Ad(f(0))
and ψ are invertible, which shows that W is invariant by ψ. Also as a consequence, we have

W = Ad(f(0)) ◦ψk(W ) = Ad(f(0))(W ).

Lemma 3.11. W is invariant by Ad(g) for all g ∈ R.

Proof. Consider g ∈ R. Then g ∈ Rl for some l ∈ N. Define f1 : Rd × R
d → G bu f1(x, y) =

f(x)ψk(gψl(f(y))).
Hence f1 ∈ R2k+l and, for x, y ∈ R

d, d̂(f1)0(x, 0) = d̂f0(x) and d̂(f1)0(0, y) = Ad(f(0)) ◦
ψk ◦ Ad(g) ◦ψl ◦ d̂f0(y).

We can conclude that the image of d(f1)0 is the vector subspaceW+V where V = Ad(f(0))◦
ψk ◦ Ad(g) ◦ψl(W ).

Therefore, we get V =W andW = V = Ad(f(0))◦ψk◦Ad(g)◦ψl(W ). SinceW is invariant
by Ad(f(0)) and ψ, it is also invariant by the inverse of these automorphisms, we obtain that
W = ψ−k ◦ Ad(f(0))−1(W ) = Ad(g) ◦ψl(W ) = Ad(g)(W ).

Lemma 3.12. W is a subalgebra.

Proof. For each X ∈ g consider the function FX : G→ g , g 7→ Ad(g)(X).
Taking g ≃ R

n as its own Lie algebra, for all Y ∈ g and g ∈ G we have

d̂(FX)g(Y ) =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Ad(etY g)(X) =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

ead(tY )Ad(g)(X) = ad(Y )(Ad(g)(X)).

Now let X, Y ∈ W , y ∈ R
d such that d̂f0(y) = Y , and Z = Ad(f(0))−1(X). Note that

Z ∈ W as W is invariant by Ad(f(0)). Consider the curve c : R → g with c(t) = FZ(f(ty)) =
Ad(f(ty))(Z).

The image of c is contained in W since f(ty) ∈ R for all t ∈ R. Thus, the image of c′

must also be contained in W . Furthermore, c′(0) = d̂(FZ)f(0)d̂f0(y) = ad(Y )(Ad(f(0))(Z)) =
ad(Y )(X).

Consequently, we get ad(Y )(X) ∈ W . Since X, Y ∈ W are arbitrary, we conclude that W
is a subalgebra.
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Lemma 3.13. For all f̃ ∈ F , W contains the image of d̂(f̃)0.

Proof. Let f̃ ∈ F(l, r). Define f2 : R
r × R

d by f2(x, y) = f̃(x)ψl(f(y)).
Then, for x ∈ R

r and y ∈ R
d we get that d̂(f2)0(x, 0) = d̂(f̃)(x) and d̂(f2)0(0, y) =

Ad(f̃(0))ψld̂f0(y).
If V denotes the image of d̂(f̃)0, we obtain that the image of d̂(f2)0 coincides with the sum

V +Ad(f̃(0))ψd(W ) = V +W. Since the dimension of W is maximal, V must be contained in
W .

Lemma 3.14. For all x ∈ U and y ∈ R
m, W contains d̂Fx(y).

Proof. Consider the curve c : R → G, given by c(t) = F (x+ α(t)y) where α is a diffeomorfism
from R to (−ε, ε) and ε is sufficiently small so that x + (−ε, ε)y ∈ U . Then the image of c is
contained in R1 and d̂c0 = α′(0)d̂Fx(y). α

′(0) is nonzero since α is a diffeomorphism, therefore
the image of d̂c0 is the subspace spanned by d̂Fx(y). By the previous proposition, W contains
this subspace and, therefore, contains d̂Fx(y).

The previous lemmas show that W is invariant by ψ, is a sub-álgebra, and contains the
image of B. Therefore, h ⊂W . It was seen that the other inclusion must also be true, therefore
W = h. Consequently, there exists f ∈ F such that h is the image of d̂f0.

We can now prove Theorem 3.8.

Proof (Theorem 3.8): It was seen previously that the equality h = g is necessary for acces-
sibility. For the other implication, assume that h = g. Then, from the previous lemmas, there
is f ∈ Fk,d such that d̂f0 is surjective. Consequently, by the submersion Theorem, f(0) is in
the interior of the image of f , and, then, f(0) ∈ Int(f(Rd)) ⊂ Int(Rk). Therefore, Int(Rk) is
nonempty.

U - compact and convex containing the origin in its interior. Now we assume this
condition to prove the accessibility criteria. The next lemma allows us to apply the previous
results such U .

Lemma 3.15. Let c : [0, 1] → G a continuous curve on a Lie group G, H ⊂ G a connected Lie
subgroup and assume that c(t) ∈ H for all t < 1. Then c(1) ∈ H.

Proof. Let r = dim(H) and n = r + d = dim(G). Then there is a local chart φ : V1 ⊂ G →
V2 ⊂ R

r × R
d centered in c(1) (φ(c(1)) = 0) such that, for each y ∈ R

d, the inverse image
φ−1(Rr×{y}) is an open set of some cosset Hg. Thus, if (x, y) ∈ V2 is such that φ−1(x, y) ∈ H

then φ−1(Rr × y) is open and closed in H ∩ V1.
Since c(1) ∈ V1 and c is continuous, there is ε > 0 such that c(1 − ε, 1) ⊂ V1. Since

(1 − ε, 1) is connected, the previous argument implies that c(1 − ε, 1) is entirely contained in
a set φ−1(Rr × y) for some y ∈ R

d, and, since φ(c(1)) = 0, then y = 0, which implies that
c(1) ∈ H .

Corollary 3.16. The smallest subgroup containing F (U) coincides with the smallest subgroup
containing F (Int(U)).

Proof. Since U is convex and has nonempty interior, for each x in the boundary ∂(U) there is a
curve continuous curve c : [0, 1] → U such that c(1) = x and c(t) ∈ Int(U) for all t < 1. By the
previous proposition, F (x) is contained in the smallest sub-group containing F (Int(U)).
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Then, for the case where U is convex and compact containing the origin in the interior, we
must assume that F is differentiable in Int(U) and continuous in U . In this case, we define
h ⊂ g as the smallest ψ invariant sub-algebra containing the images d̂Fx(R

m) for x ∈ Int(U).
By the above proposition combined with a previous argument, h is equivalently defined as the
smallest ψ invariant sub-algebra containing h∗, where h∗ is the sub-algebra associated to the
smallest subgroup containing the image of F . In this case we have a similar result:

Theorem 3.17. The system is accessible if, and only if, h = g.

Proof. A similar argument to Proposition 3.9 shows that R is contained in the subgroup H

generated by h, therefore, if h 6= g then the system is not accessible. If h = g then we can
consider the system with controls restricted to Int(U). This system is accessible by the previous
arguments, and, therefore, the original system is also accessible.

The next result shows a version of the ad-rank Theorem (see Theorem 3.5 in [1]), adapted
for the discrete case.

Theorem 3.18. (Ad-rank) If the system (4) satisfies the ad-rank condition, then e ∈ int(Rn),
where n = dim(g). In particular, the system is locally controllable in e.

Proof. Let V be the smallest ψ invariant subspace containing the image of d̂F0. Then V is
spanned by the set {ψi ◦ d̂F0(x); x ∈ R

m, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}}.
Define the map G : Un → G by

G(x0, x1, . . . , xn−1) = ϕ(e, u
x
, n) = F (x0)ψ(F (x1))ψ

2(F (x2)) · · ·ψ
n−1(F (xn−1)),

where u
x
is defined by

u
x
(k) =

{

xk; if k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , n− 1}
0; otherwise

ThenG(0, 0, . . . , 0) = e, and the image ofG is contained inRn. Furthermore, if (0, 0, . . . , xi, . . . , 0)
is a vector in (Rm)n (each coordinate is a vector of Rm) where the nonzero entry xi is the
i-th entry, then d̂G(0,0,...,0)(0, 0, . . . , xi, . . . , 0) = ψi ◦ d̂F0(xi). Thus, the image of d̂G(0,0,...,0)

coincides with W . If the hypothesis W = g is satisfied, then by the submersion theorem
e = G(0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ int(img(G)) ⊂ int(Rn).

If we denote

Xi =
∂

∂xi
F (0) =

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

φ(e, tei, 1)

where ei ∈ R
m denotes the vector (0, 0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) where only the i−th coordinate is nonzero,

then the space from the Theorem above coincides with

span{ψk(Xi); i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m}, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}}.

Remark 3.19. Since F (0) = e, then the image of d̂F0 coincides with the image of dF0 if one
considers g = TeG. Thus, the Theorem above can equivalently be stated as: If the smallest ψ
invariant subspace containing the image of dF0 coincides with g then e ∈ int(Rn).
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The hypothesis of the previous Lemma can be calculated as follows: the smallest ψ invariant
subspace containing the image of d̂F0 coincides with the image of the matrix

V =
(

ψn−1d̂F0 ψn−2d̂F0 · · · d̂F0

)

.

Thus, if the matrix above has full rank then the system is locally controllable in e.
Finally, to ensure the importance of the ad-rank condition for discrete-time linear systems,

we have the following criteria for the existence of control sets.

Proposition 3.20. Consider a linear system (4) defined over the Lie group G satisfying the ad-
rank condition. Then, there exists a control set D, with non-empty interior such that D = R∩C.

Proof. If R is open, by the Remark (3.3), C is open. Now, as e ∈ R∩C, there is a neighborhood
V of e such that e ∈ V ⊂ R ∩ C. Then, the neighborhood V is completely controllable. This
proves that V satisfies the properties 1 and 2 of the definition of control sets. Hence there is a
control set D such that V ⊂ D. As V is open, e ∈ intD. This also proves that e ∈ intC. As R
is open, the system (4) is accessible. By [10, Proposition 6], D has the form D = C ∩ R.

3.2 Examples

Example 3.21. Take G = Sl(2,R) the semisimple connected Lie group of 2 × 2 matrices
with real entries and determinant 1. Denote its Lie algebra by sl(2,R). It is known that
Aut(sl(2,R)) = Inn(sl(2,R)), that is, every automorphism of sl(2,R) is inner in the sense of
if T ∈ Aut(sl(2,R)), there are Y1, . . . , Yn ∈ gl(2,R) such that T (X) = eadY1 · · · ead Yn(X). By
[23, Proposition 5.15], we have that the conjugation Ch(g) = hgh−1 has as differential at the
identity the function T above, where h = eY1 · · · eYn ∈ Gl(2,R).

Then we can define the class of linear systems of Sl(2,R). In fact, given a h ∈ Gl(2,R),
consider a map f : U × Sl(2,R) −→ Sl(2,R) given by

fu(g) =

[

f 11
u (e) f 12

u (e)
f 21
u (e) f 22

u (e)

]

hgh−1

such that f 11
0 (e) = f 22

0 (e) = 1, f 21
0 (e) = f 12

0 (e) = 0 and f 11
u (e)f 22

u (e)− f 21
u (e)f 12

u (e) = 1 for all
u ∈ U . Considering the discrete-time system

xk+1 = fuk(xk), k ∈ N0, (10)

it is not hard to prove that the system (10) is a linear system on Sl(2,R). In particular, every
linear system in Sl(2,R) has the form of the system (10) given the product property in the
definition of linear systems in the introduction.

Now, take the matrices h, h−1 ∈ Gl(2,R) as

h =

[

h11 h12
h21 h22

]

and h−1 =
1

h11h22 − h21h12

[

h22 −h21
−h12 h11

]

,

and a element g ∈ Sl(2,R) in the form g =

[

g11 g12
g21 g22

]

. We have

fu(g) =

[

f 11
u (e) f 12

u (e)
f 21
u (e) f 22

u (e)

]

f0(g),
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where f0(g) = hgh−1 is given by

f0(g) =

[

g12h11h21+g22h12h21−g11h11h22−g21h12h22
h12h21−h11h22

(g12h211−h12(g11h11−g22h11+g21h12))

(−h12h21+h11h22)
(−g12h221+h22(g11h21−g22h21+g21h22))

(−h12h21+h11h22)
(g12h11h21+g22h11h22−h12(g11h21+g21h22))

(−h12h21+h11h22)

]

Also, considering the function f0 as a function in the form f0 : R
4 −→ R

4, we have that

df0 =











− h11h22
h12h21−h11h22

h11h21
h12h21−h11h22

− h12h22
h12h21−h11h22

h12h21
h12h21−h11h22

− h11h12
h11h22−h12h21

h2
11

h11h22−h12h21
−

h2
12

h11h22−h12h21

h11h12
h11h22−h12h21

h21h22
h11h22−h12h21

−
h2
21

h11h22−h12h21

h2
22

h11h22−h12h21
− h21h22
h11h22−h12h21

− h12h21
h11h22−h12h21

h11h21
h11h22−h12h21

− h12h22
h11h22−h12h21

h11h22
h11h22−h12h21











Let us explore some numeric examples. Take the case when U ⊂ R is a compact convex
neighborhood of 0 and

h =

[

1 1
0 1

]

, (11)

with

fu(e) =

[

1 + u −u
u 1− u

]

. (12)

Let be
gk+1 = fuk(gk), k ∈ N0, (13)

the linear system defined by the function above. Considering the 2−step nilpotent matrix

M =

[

0 1
0 0

]

.

we get that

eM =
∑

n∈N

Mn

n!
= I +M =

[

1 1
0 1

]

= h (14)

At first, the function f0 is defined by

f0(g11, g12, g21, g22) = (g11 + g21,−g11 + g12 − g21 + g22, g21, g22 − g21)

with derivative given by

df0 =









1 0 1 0
−1 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0
0 0 −1 1









(15)

Let us check the accessibility of the system (13). It is simple to verify that fu(e) ∈ Sl(2,R),
for every u ∈ U . Following the definition (2.2), we claim that e ∈ R̂. In fact, take (u, v, w) ∈
intU3. For k = 3, using the notation fu,v,w = fu ◦ fv ◦ fw, we have

fu,v,w(e) = fu(e)Ch(fv(e))Ch2(fw(e))

The matrix above is given by
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fu,v,w(e) =

[

(w + 1)((u+ 1)(2v + 1)− uv) (−u(1− 2v)− 4(1 + u)v) + (−uv + (1 + u)(1 + 2v))
((1− u)v + u(1 + 2v))(1 + w) ((1− u)(1− 2v)− 4uv) + ((1− u)v + u(1 + 2v))

]

where fu,v,w = fu ◦ fv ◦ fw, whose derivative is given by

∂

∂(u, v, w)
fu ◦ fv ◦ fw(e) =





















(1 + v)(1 + w)
(2 + u)(1 + w)

1 + 2v + u(1 + v)









−v
−2 − u

0









(1 + v)(1 + w)
(1 + u)(1 + w)
v + u(1 + v)









−v
−1 − u

0





















. (16)

Taking the vectors of the matrix above, one can prove that the subspace generated by them
is 3−dimensional. Hence, the matrix above has rank 3, for every u ∈ intU . Then e ∈ R̂3 ⊂ R̂.
As the set R̂ is open and R̂ ⊂ R, we have e ∈ intR. By the Proposition (3.1), item 6, the set
R is open, which also implies that the system is accessible.

Now, we will prove that the subalgebra h from Theorem (3.8) coincides with sl(2,R). In
fact, considering the function F : U −→ Sl(2,R) defined by F (u) = fu(e) as in (12), we first
need to find the set

W = Span{d̂Fu(X) : u ∈ U,X ∈ R}.

where
d̂Fu(X) = d(Rs

F (u)−1)F (u) ◦ d(F )u ◦ d(R
r
u)e(X).

and Rs and Rr are the respective right-translations in the Lie groups Sl(2,R) and R. As a
matter of fact, we have

d(Rs
X)Y (Z) = ZX.

Also, as the right-invariant vector fields in R are the constant fields, we get that

d̂Fu(X) = X

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

·

[

1− u u

−u 1 + u

]

= X

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

. (17)

Therefore

W =

{

k

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

∈ sl(2,R) : k ∈ R

}

.

whose dimension is 1. Consider the Kalman matrix

K = (df 2
0X0 df0X0 X0),

with X0 =

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

and df0 defined in (15). We get that

K =









3 2 1
−9 −4 −1
1 1 1
−3 −2 −1









. (18)

and using some concepts of linear algebra, it is easy to show that rank(K) = 3. As h is the
smallest subalgebra containing the image of K with dimension 3, we get h = sl(2,R) and hence,
the system is accessible.
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Now, for the the ad-rank condition from Theorem (3.18), the vector

X0 =

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

is the matrix of d̂F0 by the expression in (17). Therefore, when we generates the matrix V =
(ψ2d̂F0 ψd̂F0 d̂F0), it coincides with the matrix K in (18), whose rank is 3, which is exactly
the dimension of sl(2,R), implying local controllability.

Example 3.22. The real abelian solvable Lie groups of dimension 2 are R
2, T×R and T

2 (see
e.g. [20]). In the non-abelian case, the unique (up to an isomorphism) real solvable lie group
is the open half plane G = R

+
⋉R, endowed with the product

(x1, y1) · (x2, y2) = (x1x2, y2 + x2y1).

The Lie group (G, ·) is called affine group and denoted by Aff(2,R). The Lie algebra of
Aff(2,R) is given by the set R2, endowed with the Lie bracket

[(x, y), (z, w)] = (0, xw − yz)

which is known as affine Lie algebra, denoted by aff(2,R).
In particular, the automorphisms of Aff(2,R) are given by

φ(x, y) = (x, a(x− 1) + dy), (19)

with d ∈ R \ {0} and a ∈ R. Then, the linear systems on Aff(2,R) can be defined by the
functions

f((x, y), u) := fu(x, y) = (h(u)x, a(x− 1) + dy + g(u)x), (20)

where h : Rm → R
+ and g : Rm → R are C∞ maps satisfying h(0) = 1 and g(0) = 0. Consider

the linear system
xk+1 = f(xk, uk), k ∈ N, u ∈ U, (21)

where U is assumed to be a compact and convex neighborhood of 0 ∈ R
m and f has the form

in (20). Considering the function F : U −→ Aff(2,R) defined by F (u) = fu(1, 0), we get
F (u) = (h(u), g(u)). If Ra

(x,y) is the right-translation map of Aff(2,R), we obtain

Ra
(x,y)(z, w) = (z, w) · (x, y) = (zx, y + xw),

which also implies

d(Ra
(x,y))(z,w) =

[

x 0
0 x

]

.

The fact of (h(u), g(u))−1 = ( 1
h(u)

,− g(u)
h(u)

), we get that

d̂Fu(X) = d(Ra
F (u)−1)F (u) ◦ d(F )u ◦ d(R

r
u)e(X)

=

[

1
h(u)

0

0 1
h(u)

]

·

[

Xh′(u)
Xg′(u)

]

= X

[

h′(u)
h(u)
g′(u)
h(u)

]
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Consider the case h(u) = eu, g(u) = u2 and U = [−1, 1]. Then

d̂Fu(X) =

[

X

2Xue−u

]

Therefore, the vector subspace W can be spanned by the vectors v1 = (1, 0) and v2 = (1, 2),

which imples that dimW = 2. Hence, the Kalman matrix K = (df0B B) with B =

[

1 1
0 2

]

has

rank 2 and thus, h = aff(2,R). One can notice that in this case, there is no need to construct
the subalgebra h, given that dimW = dim aff(2,R).

Let us verify the hypothesis for the ad-rank condition. As a matter of fact, considering that

d̂F0 =

[

1
0

]

, we have that

V = (ψd̂F0 d̂F0) =

[

1 1
a 0

]

Thus, the ad-rank condition from theorem (3.18) is satisfied if, and only if, a 6= 0. As all
the automorphism of Aff(2,R) has the form in (19), if we consider f0 as a inner automorphism
and d = 1, it follows by [6, Theorem 79] that the system (21) is controllable.

Example 3.23. Consider the Heisenberg group

H =











1 x2 x1
0 1 x3
0 0 1



 ; x1, x2, x3 ∈ R







,

which is diffeomorphic to the Euclidean space R
3 endowed with the product

(x1, x2, x3) · (y1, y2, y3) = (x1 + y1 + x2y3, x2 + y2, x3 + y3).

Also, H is a Lie group with Lie algebra

g =







X ∈ gl(3,R) : X =





0 x y

0 0 z

0 0 0



 , (x, y, z) ∈ R
3







.

endowed with the matrix Lie bracket.
Let U be a compact and connected neighborhood of 0 ∈ R and f : H× U → H given by

fu(x1, x2, x3) =

(

x1 + x2 +
x22
2

+ ux2 + ux3 −
u

2
−
u2

3
, x2 + u, x2 + x3 +

u

2

)

.

Then f0 : H −→ H is defined by

f0(x1, x2, x3) =

(

x1 + x2 +
x22
2
, x2, x2 + x3

)

(22)

and F : U −→ H by

F (u) =

(

−
u

2
−
u2

3
, u,

u

2

)
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It is not hard to check that

gk+1 = fuk(gk), uk ∈ U (23)

is a linear system on H. Let us prove the accessibility property from Theorem (3.17), that is,
h = g. At first, the right-translation in H is given by the function

Rh
(y1,y2,y3)

(x1, x2, x3) = (x1 + y1 + x2y3, x2 + y3, x3 + y3).

whose derivative matrix is given by

d(Rh
(y1,y2,y3)

)(x1,x2,x3) =





1 y3 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 .

Also, it is easy to check that

F (u)−1 =

(

u

2
+

5u2

6
,−u,−

u

2

)

.

for every u ∈ U . Then, we get

d̂Fu(X) =





1 −u
2

0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ·





−1
2
− 2

3
u

1
1
2



X = X





−1
2
− 7u

6

1
1
2



 (24)

Therefore, the spanned subspace W is given by

W = Span







X





−1
2
− 7u

6

1
1
2



 ∈ R
3 : u ∈ U,X ∈ R







.

which one can prove that dimW = 2. Now, considering the expression for f0 in (22), we get

d(f0)
n
(0,0,0) =





1 n 0
0 1 0
0 n 1



 , ∀n ∈ N. (25)

and also, taking U = [−1, 1] and B =





−1
2

0
1 1
1
2

1
2



, the Kalman matrix K = (df 2
0B df0B B) is

given by

K =





3
2

2 1
2

1 −1
2

0
1 1 1 1 1 1
5
2

5
2

3
2

3
2

1
2

1
2





It is not hard to show that rank(K) = 3, which implies that h = g. Therefore, the system is
accessible.

Let us check the conditions for Theorem (3.18). In fact, by the expression (24) we have that
d̂F0 = [−1

2
1 1

2
]T . Also, using the expression (25), we get

V =





3
2

1
2

−1
2

1 1 1
5
2

3
2

1
2
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which implies that rank(V) = 3 as well. Therefore, the system (Σ) is locally controllable.
In particular, the fact of R is open and every eigenvalue of d(f0)(0,0,0) are equal 1, it follows

by [6, Theorem 69] that G ⊂ R ∩ C, which implies that the system (23) is controllable. This
reinforces the hypothesis that e ∈ intR is absolutely important to our environment.

4 Conclusion

This paper presents an algebraic condition for the accessibility of discrete-time linear systems on
Lie groups using a novel notion of the derivative of the function u 7→ f(u, e). Additionally, we
establish the ad-rank condition for these systems, inspired by the continuous case. Under this
condition, we demonstrate the existence of a control set D with a non-empty interior such that
D = C ∩R. We illustrate our findings with examples of systems on the affine two-dimensional
Lie group Aff2(R), the special matrix Lie group SL(2,R) and the three-dimensional Heisenberg
group, all of which meet the stated accessibility and ad-rank conditions. This work builds
on prior studies of continuous-time systems and extends crucial concepts to the discrete-time
domain, thus bridging an essential gap in the literature on Lie group systems.

The evidence suggests that this paper makes a substantial contribution to the field of
discrete-time linear systems on Lie groups by proving key accessibility and ad-rank proper-
ties. Future research could explore the robustness of these properties under perturbations or
extend the analysis to more complex Lie group structures. By establishing these accessibility
and ad-rank properties, our work provides a foundational understanding that can be applied
to various engineering and computational problems where such systems are prevalent
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