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Abstract

The property of linear discrete-time time-invariant system operators mapping in-
puts with at most k−1 sign changes to outputs with at k−1 sign changes is investigated.
We show that this property is tractable via the notion of k-sign consistency in case of
the observability/controllability operator, which as such can also be used as a sufficient
condition for the Hankel operator. Our results complement the literature in several
aspects: an algebraic characterization, independent of rank and dimension, is provided
for variation bounding and diminishing matrices and their computational tractability
is discussed. Based on these, we conduct our studies of variation bounding system
operators beyond existing studies on order-preserving k-variation diminishment. Our
results are applied to the open problem of bounding the number of sign changes in a
system’s impulse response.

1 Introduction

Linear time-invariant (LTI) systems

x(t+ 1) = Ax(t) + bu(t)

y(t) = cx(t),
(1)

A ∈ Rn×n, b, cT ∈ Rn, that map nonnegative inputs u to nonnegative outputs y are char-
acterized by nonnegative impulse responses g(t) := cAt−1b ≥ 0, t ≥ 1 and referred to as
externally positive [8]. In the particular case that A, b and c are element-wise nonnegative,
the system is called internally positive as it is externally positive and preserves the positivity
of the state for nonnegative inputs. Systems of this kind frequently occur through compart-
mental modelling [3, 9] and are known for several advantageous analytical properties such as
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scalable stability certificates [25], optimal controller design [21, 28] or the avoidance of over-
and undershooting in closed-loop design [5, 13, 23, 27].

In recent years, efforts have been made to study systems with extended positivity prop-
erties based on their influence on the variation, i.e., number of sign changes, of the input
signal u or the state x(t) (see, e.g., [12, 14, 18, 29]. A mapping u 7→ Xu is called k-variation
bounding (VBk) if it maps an input u with at most k sign changes to an output Xu of at
most k sign changes. If the mapping is VBj for all j ∈ {0, . . . , k}, it is called k-variation
diminishing (VDk) and if, additionally, the order of sign changes is preserved whenever u
and Xu have equal variation, the VDk property is called order-preserving (OVDk).

Systems with input-output OVDk properties have been studied in terms of Hankel and
Toeplitz operator [14], which resulted in intermediates between external positivity (OVD0

operators) and the well-known class of relaxation systems [31] (OVD∞ Hankel operators).
These intermediates have been exploited in [11] to provide guarantees for internal positiv-
ity preserving model order reduction – a property well-known for OVD∞ Hankel opera-
tors. Studies of autonomous (unforced) systems with VDk and VBk state-transition tran-
sition maps [18, 19, 30] have provided an extended, unified approach to several important
non-linear system analysis tools such as monotonicity/cooperativity, contraction analysis or
Poincare-Bendixson results. A system class that was proposed to merge the input-output
and autonomous case has been suggested in [12]. This resulted in a first certificate for OVDk

observability/controllability operators and its application to bounding the variation of an
impulse response beyond external positivity. The later is still an open problem for which
several lower bounds [4, 6, 26], but only few upper bounds [6] are known.

The goal of this work is to derive a tractable characterization of systems with VBk

observability/controllability operators. This complements the literature in several aspects.
Firstly, we close the gap of algebraic characterization of VBk and VDk matrices beyond
limitations to rank and dimensions (cf. [17, 29]) or OVDk matrices (cf. [14, 17]). Based
on that, computationally tractable certificates are achieved by extending related results in
[22]. Secondly, it is shown that an application of these results to the infinite-dimensional
observability/controllability operator leads to the external positivity of a related family of
linear time-invariant systems. This is similar to the approach in [14], but goes beyond OVDk

and does not requiring A to be OVDk (cf. [12]). To underline this benefit, we present a
system example for which there exists a realization with VD2 observability operator, but no
realization with an VD2 A. This mimics the fact that not all externally positive systems
have an internally positive realization [1, 8, 13]. Lastly, as any Hankel operator factors into
observability and controllability operator, our results also provide a first sufficient certificate
of VBk and VDk Hankel operators. Our results are illustrated by bounding the variation
of the impulse response aka. the number of over- and undershoots in an step response. In
future work, we hope to use these insights to also derive characteristics in terms of zeros and
poles.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We begin with some extensive
preliminaries in Section 2 that will enable us to present our main results in Section 3. In
Section 4, these result are illustrated by examples and conclusions are drawn in Section 5.
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Proofs are stated in the Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce basic notations and provide an extensive review of concepts
that are essential for the presentation of our new results.

2.1 Notations

We write Z for the set of integers and R for the set of reals, with Z≥0 and R≥0 standing
for the respective subsets of nonnegative elements – the corresponding notations are also
used for subsets starting from non-zero values, strict inequality as well as reversed inequality
signs. The set of real sequences with indices in Z is denoted by R

Z. For matrices X =
(xij) ∈ Rn×m, we say that X is nonnegative, X ≥ 0 or X ∈ R

n×m
≥0 if all elements xij ∈ R≥0

– corresponding notations are used for matrices with strictly positive entries and reversed
inequality signs. These notations are also used for sequences x = (xi) ∈ RZ. For k, l ∈ Z,
we write (k : l) := {k, k + 1, . . . , l}, k ≤ l. In the case k > l, the notation represents the
empty set. The complement of a k-tuple, I, is Ic such that I ∪ Ic = (1 : n). If X ∈ Rn×n,
then σ(X) = {λ1(X), . . . , λn(X)} denotes its spectrum, where the eigenvalues are ordered by
descending absolute value, i.e., λ1(X) is the eigenvalue with the largest magnitude, counting
multiplicity. If the magnitude of two eigenvalues coincides, we sub-sort them by decreasing
real part. The identity matrix in Rn×n is denoted by In or if the dimensions are obvious,
simply by I. A (consecutive) j-minor of X in Rn×m is a minor which is constructed of j
columns and j rows of X (with (consecutive indices). The set of j-consecutive minors with
column (row) indices (1 : j) are said to be the j-column(row) initial minors. The submatrix
with rows I ⊂ (1 : n) and columns J ⊂ (1 : m) is written as XI,J . In case of subvectors, we
simply write xI . With slight abuse of notation, we also use this to denote subsets of ordered
index sets x ∈ In,r, where

In,r := {v = {v1, . . . , vr} ⊂ N : 1 ≤ v1 < · · · < vr ≤ n}.

Finally, if X ∈ Rn×n is such that detX(2:n−1),(2:n−1) 6= 0, then the following identity exists
[16, Equation 0.8.11]:

detX(1:n),(1:n) detX(2:n−1),(2:n−1)

= detX(1:n−1),(1:n−1) detX(2:n),(2:n)

− detX(1:n−1),(2:n) detX(2:n),(1:n−1) (2)
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2.2 Variation diminishing maps

The variation of a sequence or vector u is defined as the number of sign-changes in u. We
employ two versions that only differ in the treatment of zero entries.

S−(u) :=
∑

i≥1

1R<0(ũiũi+1), S−(0) := −1

where ũ is the vector resulting from deleting all zeros in u and 1A(x) is the indicator function
with subset A, i.e., 1A(x) = 1 if x ∈ A and zero otherwise. Further,

S+(u) :=
∑

i≥1

1R<0(ūiūi+1),

where ū is the vector resulting from replacing zeros by elements that maximize the resulting
sum. Obviously, S−(u) ≤ S+(u). Most essential to this work is the definition of variation
bounding.

Definition 1. A linear map u 7→ Xu is said to be k-variation bounding (VBk), k ∈ Z≥0, if
for all u 6= 0 with S−(u) ≤ k it holds that

S−(Xu) ≤ k

If S−(Xu) can be replaced with S+(Xu), the mapping said to strictly k-variation bounding
(SVBk). For brevity, we simply say X is (S)VBk.

A special case of variation bounding is that of (order-preserving) variation diminishment.

Definition 2. A linear operator X is said to be k-variation diminishing (VDk), if X is
VBj for all j ∈ {0, . . . , k}. If additionally, the sign of the first non-zero elements in u
and Xu coincide whenever S−(u) = S−(Xu), we say that X is order-preserving k-variation
diminishing (OVDk).

2.3 Total Positivity Theory

Total positivity theory [17] is known to provide algebraic conditions for the OVDk−1 and
SVBk−1 property by means of compound matrices. For X ∈ Rn×m, the (i, j)-th entry of

the so-called r-th multiplicative compound matrix X[r] ∈ R(nr)×(
m

r ) is defined via det(XI,J),
where I and J are the i-th and j-th element of the r-tuples in In,r and Im,r, respectively,
assuming lexicographical ordering. For example, if X ∈ R3×3, then





det(X{1,2},{1,2}) det(X{1,2},{1,3}) det(X{1,2},{2,3})
det(X{1,3},{1,2}) det(X{1,3},{1,3}) det(X{1,3},{2,3})
det(X{2,3},{1,2}) det(X{2,3},{1,3}) det(X{2,3},{2,3})





equals X[2]. In our derivations, the following properties of the multiplicative compound
matrix will be elementary (see, e.g., [10, Section 6] and [15, Subsection 0.8.1]).
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Lemma 1. Let X ∈ R
n×p and Y ∈ R

p×m.

i) (XY )[r] = X[r]Y[r] (Cauchy-Binet formula).

ii) For p = n: σ(X[r]) = {∏i∈I λi(X) : I ∈ In,r}.

iii) For p = n and det(X) 6= 0: (X−1)[r] = X−1
[r] .

iv) If k = rank(X), then rank(X[k]) = 1

It is readily seen that X is OVD0 if only if X = X[1] ≥ 0. This equivalence can be gen-
eralized to higher orders by the following definitions and characterizations (see [14, Prop. 7]
and [17, Theorem 5.1.1]).

Definition 3. Let X ∈ Rn×m and k ≤ min{m,n}. X is called

i. (strictly) k-sign consistent ((S)SCk) if X[k] ≥ (>)0 or X[k] ≤ (<)0.

ii. (strictly) k-sign regular ((S)SRk) if X is (S)SCj for all j ∈ (1 : k).

iii. (strictly) k-positive if X[j] ≥ (>)0 for all j ∈ (1 : k). In case of k = min{m,n}, X is also
called (strictly) totally positive.

Proposition 1. Let X ∈ Rn×m with n ≥ m. Then, X is k-positive with k ∈ (1 : m) if and
only if X is OVDk−1.

Proposition 2. X ∈ Rn×m, n > m, is SSCm if and only if X is SVBm−1.

Note that one is only interested in cases with n > m, because any X ∈ Rn×n is SVBn−1.
In order to extend strict to the non-strict cases, the following proposition (see, e.g., [17,
Propositions 5.1.1 & 5.1.2], [12, Propositions 2.7]) and lemma [17, Lemma 5.1.1] will be
used.

Proposition 3. Let T (σ) ∈ Rn×n be given by T (σ)i,j = e−σ(i−j)2 , with σ > 0, and let
X ∈ R

n×m with m ≤ n. Then for k ≤ m, the following hold:

i. T (σ) is strictly totally positive

ii. T (σ) → I as σ → ∞, and T (σ)X → X as σ → ∞

iii. if X is SCk, and if all k columns of X are linearly independent, then T (σ)X is SSCk.

iv. if T (σ)X is SCk for all σ > 0, then X is SCk.

v. if X is VBk−1 and rank(X) = m, then T (σ)X is SVBk−1

Lemma 2. Let x(σ) → x as σ → ∞, then S−(x) ≤ limσ→∞ S+(x(σ)) and limσ→∞ S−(x(σ)) ≤
S+(x).
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For example, Proposition 3 in conjunction with Lemma 2 characterizes VBm−1 by SCm

as in [17, Theorems 5.1.3 & 5.1.3’].

Proposition 4. Let X ∈ Rn×m, n > m and rank m. X is SCm if and only if X is VBm−1.

In this work, we will extend these characterization to the case of (S)VBk.
Next, we will review how checking the sign of the elements in X[k] can be simplified

compared to computing all of its entries. This does will not only make (S)VBk−1 more
tractable, but is particularly important for our applications to infinite-dimensional operators.
We begin with a sufficient condition for m-sign consistency [17, Theorem 2.3.1], which only
requires to consider consecutive row and column initial minors.

Proposition 5. Let X ∈ Rn×m, n ≥ m be such that

i. the k-column initial minors of X are positive k = 1, 2, ..m− 1

ii. the m column initial minors are nonnegative (positive).

Then all m-order minors of X are nonnegative (positive). The same is true for m ≥ n by
replacing column with row initial minors.

An application of this result yields the following (sufficient) certificate (see [14, Proposi-
tion 8]) for (non-)strict k-positivity.

Proposition 6. Let X ∈ Rn×m, k ≤ min{n,m}, be such that

i. all consecutive r-minors of X are positive, r ∈ (1 : k − 1),

ii. all consecutive k-minors of X are nonnegative (positive).

Then, X is (strictly) k-positive. In the strict case, these are also necessary conditions.

A related results is the following sufficient and necessary condition for SSCm [22, Theo-
rem 2.2] and its application to SSCk case.

Proposition 7. X ∈ Rn×m, n > m, is SSCm if and only if the minors det(Xα,(1:m))
have the same strict sign for all α = {(1 : m − r), (t : t + r − 1)} with 1 ≤ r ≤ m and
m− r ≤ t ≤ n− r + 1.

For example, checking whether

X =







1 1
1 2
1 3
1 4







∈ R
4×2
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is SSC2 only requires to verify that

r = 1 : det

(
1 1
1 2

)

, det

(
1 1
1 3

)

, det

(
1 1
1 4

)

r = 2 : det

(
1 1
1 2

)

, det

(
1 2
1 3

)

, det

(
1 3
1 4

)

.

have the same strict sign. Propositions 5 – 7 turn the combinatorial complexity of verifying
SSCm or (S)TPk via X[m] into polynomial complexity.

A simple application of Propositions 7 to all k columns of X also provides a characteri-
zation of SSCk.

Corollary 1. X ∈ Rn×m, n > m, is SSCk, k ≤ m if and only if the minors det(Xα,β)
have the same strict sign for all α = {(1 : k − r), (t : t + r − 1)} with r ∈ (1 : k) and
t ∈ (k − r + 1 : n − r + 1) and all β = {(1 : k − r̄), (t̄ : t̄ + r̄ − 1)} with r̄ ∈ (1 : k) and
t̄ ∈ (k − r̄ + 1 : m− r̄ + 1).

Proposition 7 utilizes a bijection between the m-order minors of a matrix X ∈ Rn×m and
the minors of a related transformed matrix [22], which we will also use for a new non-strict
counter-parts.

Lemma 3. Let X ∈ Rn×m, n > m, such that detX(1:m),(1:m) 6= 0 and

C := X(n−m+1:n),(1:m)

(
X(1:m),(1:m)

)−1
K,

where K ∈ Rm×m is defined by

kij =

{

(−1)j−1 i+ j = m+ 1

0 otherwise
.

Then there is a bijection between the m-order minors detXγ,(1:m) with γ ∈ In,m\(1 : m) and
all minors of C. Concretely, detCα,β, α ∈ In−m,r, β ∈ Im,r for all r ∈ (1 : min{m,n−m}),
where

γm−r+1−j = m+ 1− βc

j for j ∈ (1 : m− r)

γm−r+i = m+ αi for i ∈ (1 : r)

and r ∈ (1 : min{m,n − m}) is the order of the respective minor of C. The sign of the
minors are equal up to the sign of detX(1:m),(1:m).

2.4 Variation diminishing observability operators

The observability operator of (1) is defined by

(O(A, c)x0)(t) := cAtx0, x0 ∈ R
n, t ≥ 0. (3)

7



As discussed in [12, Lemma 3.4], the OVDk property of O(A, c) is equivalent to

Ot(A, c)T :=
(

cT ATcT . . . At−1TcT
)

being OVDk for all t ≥ k. For brevity, we will mostly drop (A, c) and write O and Ot,
respectively. A sufficient condition based on the assumption of a k-positive A was shown in
[12, Theorem 3.5].

Proposition 8. If A is k-positive and Oj
[j] ≥ 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, then Ot is k-positive for all

t ≥ k.

Since the impulse response of (1) can be expressed as g = Ob, these results have been
used to provide bounds on the number of sign changes in g by

S−(g) = S−(Ob) ≤ S−(b)

whenever O is OVDk and S−(b) ≤ k. In this work, we aim at relaxing this idea to VBk

observability operators, which then provides the bound S−(g) ≤ k.
Finally, we will abbreviate a discrete-time LTI system (1) by the triple (A, b, c) and say

that it is strictly externally positive (1) if g(t) = cAt−1b > 0 for all t ≥ 1. Correspondingly,
we use the term strictly externally negative if the inequality is reversed.

3 Main Results

The main goal of this work is to verify the general case of O being (S)VBk−1 using (S)SCk.
This enables us to derive numerical certificates as well as necessary conditions in terms of the
eigenvalues of A. In particular, we also get necessary and sufficient conditions for (O)VDk O
and as such no longer require k-positivity of A as in Proposition 8. Finally, by substitution of
(A, c) with (AT, bT), these results may also be used to checked if the controllability operator
C(A, b) = O(AT, cT)T of (1) is (S)VBk and as result provide a first sufficient certificate for
the Hankel operator Hg = O(A, c)C(A, b) of (1) to be (S)VBk.

Our investigations start with the SVBk−1 case and are subsequently extended to the
VBk−1 case.

3.1 The SVBk−1 case

Analogously to the OVDk−1 case, one can show that O is SVBk−1 if and only if Ot is SVBk−1

for all t ≥ k− 1. Thus, by Proposition 2, it suffices to check SSCn−1 of Ot for all t ≥ n− 1.
Using Proposition 7, this is equivalent to the strict positivity/negativity of certain sequences
of n − 1-minors. Next, we will show that these sequences of n − 1- minors correspond to
impulse responses of related LTI system. Checking SVBk−1 then becomes equivalent to
the verification of strict external positivity of n LTI systems for which numerically efficient
certificates can be found, e.g., in [13, 27].

8



Theorem 1. Let (A, c) be observable. Then, O is SVBn−1 if and only if (Ãr, b̃r, c̃r) is strictly
externally positive for all r ∈ (1 : n) with Ãr = A[r], c̃r = (Or)[r] and

b̃r =

(

An−r (On)−1

(
0
Ir

))

[r]

.

In order to proceed with the general SVBk−1 case, we need the following generalization
of Proposition 2, which has appeared earlier in several related forms (see, e.g., [17, 29]), but
to the best of our knowledge not been stated and derived in given full generality.

Proposition 9. Let X ∈ Rn×m and k < min(m+ 1, n). Then, X is SSCk if and only if X
is SVBk−1.

With the next theorem we achieve a method for checking whether O is SVBk−1.

Theorem 2. Let (A, c) be observable, k ∈ (1 : n), r ∈ (1 : k) and β ∈ In,k. Then, for
N ∈ N≥1, t ∈ (1 : N − k + 1) and α = {(1 : k − r), (k − r + t : k + t− 1)}, it holds that

det(ON
α,β) = c̃rÃ

t−1
r b̃k,r,β,

where Ãr := A[r], c̃r := Or
[r] and

b̃k,r,β :=

((

Ak−r (On)−1

(
0

In−k+r

))

[r]

0

)

(OnPβ)[k]

with Pβ := I(1:n),β. Therefore, O is SVBk if and only if (Ãr, b̃k,r,β, c̃r) is strictly externally
positive/negative for all (r, β) with r ∈ (1 : k) and β as in Corollary 1.

Since strict externally positivity requires a dominant positive pole (see, e.g., [1, 9, 20]),
the following eigenvalue constraint can be shown as a consequence of Item ii in Lemma 1.

Corollary 2. Let (A, c) be such that

i. A is diagonalizable.

ii. O is observable and SSCk.

Then, the dominant eigenvalues λ1(A), . . . , λk(A) ∈ R>0.

Interestingly, this necessary condition is also implied by k-positivity of A as in Propo-
sition 8 as well as by the k-positivity of the Hankel and Toeplitz operators [14]. In par-
ticular, if k = n, there exists a T ∈ R

n×n such that T−1AT = diag(λ1(A), . . . , λn(A)) and
cT =

(
1 · · · 1

)
, which as shown in [12] fulfills the requirements of Proposition 8.

9



3.2 The VBk−1 case

Next, we will extend the above strict version to their corresponding non-strict counterparts.
To this end, we will start by relaxing Proposition 9 and Corollary 1. Unlike the strict case,
we need to divide the characterization of VBk−1 matrices into two distinct cases.

Theorem 3. Let X ∈ R
n×m, n > m and k = rank X < m. Then the following are equivalent

i. Each column of X[k] has elements of the same sign.

ii. For every u ∈ Rm, S−(Xu) ≤ k − 1.

Theorem 4. Let X ∈ Rn×m and k < rank(X) be such that any k columns of X are linearly
independent. Then

X is VBk−1 ⇐⇒ X is SCk

Proposition 7 is a result of Lemma 3 in conjunction with the following characterization
of strictly totally positive matrices (see, e.g., [7, Theorem 2.1]).

Proposition 10. Let X ∈ Rn×m. X is strictly totally positive if and only if all row and
column initial minors of X are positive.

For completion, a new proof of Proposition 10, similar to [24, Theorem 2.3], is stated
in the appendix. Based on that, we show the following new non-strict relaxation similar to
Proposition 6.

Proposition 11. Let X ∈ R
n×m be such that row and column initial k-order minors of X

are positive for k = 1, 2, ...,min{n − 1, m − 1} and nonnegative for k = min{n,m}. Then,
X is totally positive and all minors of order less than k are positive.

Non-strict analogues of Propositions 7 and1 then read as follows.

Theorem 5. X ∈ Rn×m, n ≥ 2m, is SCm if the minors det(Xα,(1:m)) have the same strict
sign for all α = {(1 : m − r), (t : t + r − 1)} with 1 ≤ r < m, m − r ≤ t ≤ n − r + 1, and
α = (t : t +m − 1), 1 ≤ t ≤ m. In addition the minors need to have the same non-strict
sign for α = (t : t +m− 1), m+ 1 ≤ t ≤ n−m+ 1.

Corollary 3. X ∈ Rn×m, n > m, is SCk, 2k ≤ m if the minors det(Xα,β) have the same
strict sign for all α = {(1 : k−r), (t : t+r−1)} with r ∈ (1 : k) and t ∈ (k−r+1 : n−r+1)
and all β = {(1 : k− r̄), (t̄ : t̄+ r̄− 1)} with r̄ ∈ (1 : k) and t̄ ∈ (k− r̄+1 : m− r̄+1), except
for the cases where α = (t : t+ r − 1) r = k, t ∈ (k + 1 : n− k + 1) and β = (t̄ : t̄+ r̄ − 1),
r̄ = k, t̄ ∈ (k + 1 : m− k + 1), where a non-strict sign is sufficient.

Equipped with our new non-strict matrix conditions, we are ready to state the following
sufficient analogues of Theorems 1 &2.

10



Proposition 12. Let (A, c) be observable and (Ãr, b̃r, c̃r) be defined by Ãr := A[r], c̃r :=
(Or)[r] and

b̃r :=

(

An−r (On)−1

(
0
Ir

))

[r]

.

for all r ∈ (1 : n). Then, O is VBn−1 if and only if (Ãr, b̃r, c̃r) is strictly externally positive
for all r ∈ (1 : n−1) and externally positive for r = n with c̃nÃ

l−1
n b̃ > 0 for all l ∈ (1 : n−1).

Proposition 13. Let (A, c) be observable, k ∈ (1 : n), r ∈ (1 : k) and β ∈ In,k. Then, for
N ∈ N≥1, t ∈ (1 : N − k + 1) and α = {(1 : k − r), (k − r + t : k + t− 1)}, it holds that

det(ON
α,β) = c̃rÃ

t−1
r b̃k,r,β,

where Ãr := A[r], c̃r := Or
[r] and

b̃k,r,β :=

((

Ak−r (On)−1

(
0

In−k+r

))

[r]

0

)

(OnPβ)[k]

with Pβ := I(1:n),β. Therefore, O is VBk−1 if (Ãr, b̃k,r,β, c̃r) is strictly externally posi-
tive/negative for all (r, β) with r ∈ (1 : k) and β as in Corollary 1, except for the following
cases β = (t̄ : t̄ + r̄ − 1), r̄ = k, t̄ ∈ (k + 1 : m − k + 1), where non-strict externally
positive/negative is sufficient if c̃rÃ

l−1
[r] b̃k,r,β 6= 0 for all l ∈ (1 : k).

3.3 The OVDk/VDk case

An application of Theorem 2 also provides a new method to check OVDk. To this end note
that the systems in Theorem 2, which represent the k-consecutive minors of O are the pairs
with r = k. In conjunction with Proposition 6, this provides the following corollary for
k-positive O.

Corollary 4. Let (A, c) be observable. Using the notation of Theorem 2, it holds that if

i. (Ãr, br,r,β, c̃r) is strictly externally positive, r ∈ (1 : k − 1)

ii. (Ãr, bk,k,β, c̃r) is (strictly) externally positive,

then O is (strictly) k-positive.

It is important to note that unlike Proposition 8, Corollary 4 does not require A to be
k-positive. In Subsection 4.3, an example is presented where the system does not permit
any realization with k-positive A.

Finally, for VDk there exists an equivalence to SRk with a full rank requirement [17,
Theorem 5.1.4]. Based on Theorem 4, we are able to relax this requirement, too.

Corollary 5. Let X ∈ Rn×m and rank(X) > k be such that any k columns of X are linearly
independent. Then

X is VDk−1 ⇐⇒ X is SRk

11
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Figure 1: Impulse responses g̃1,1,β(t) of (Ã1, b1,1,β, c̃1) in Theorem 2: g̃1,1,{1}(t),
g̃1,1,{2}(t) and g̃1,1,{3}(t) are strictly positive.

4 Illustrative Examples

In this section, we want to illustrate our results based on three system examples (1) for which
we want to bound the variation of the their impulse responses via the relationship g = Ob.
The three systems have the following distinct properties:

i. O is OVD1, but A is not 2-positive, i.e., Proposition 8 does not apply for the given
realization.

ii. O is SVB1, but not 2-positive, i.e., variation diminishing results cannot be used, but our
new results can be used to verify the variation bounding property.

iii. O is VD2, but there exists no other realization with SC2 A. As such, even a possible
extension of Proposition 8 to SC2 would not be applicable.

4.1 Example 1: OVD1 O
We begin by considering

A =





−1.20 −1.50 −1.88
1.51 1.75 1.88
−0.16 −0.01 0.40



 , cT =





1.16
1.8
3



 .

Since A 6≥ 0, A is not 2-positive and Proposition 8 is not applicable. However, by checking
the impulse responses corresponding to consecutive minors of O (see Figures 1 &2), it follows
from Corollary 4 that O is 2-positive. Thus, for all b ∈ R3 with S−(b) ≤ 1, it follows that
S−(g) ≤ S+(g) ≤ 1.

4.2 Example 2: SVB1 O
Next, we consider

A =





0.7 0.6 −2
0.15 0.15 −0.25
0 0.03 0.1



 , cT =





1.1
0.1
−5.5





12
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Figure 2: Impulse responses g̃2,2,β(t) of (Ã2, b2,2,β, c̃2) in Theorem 2: g̃2,2,{1,2}(t),
g̃2,2,{1,3}(t) and g̃2,2,{2,3}(t) are strictly positive.
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Figure 3: Impulse responses g̃2,1,β(t) of (Ã1, b2,1,β, c̃1) in Theorem 2: g̃2,1,{1,2}(t),
g̃2,1,{1,3}(t) and g̃2,1,{2,3}(t) are strictly positive.
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)

Figure 4: Impulse responses g̃2,2,β(t) of (Ã2, b2,2,β, c̃2) in Theorem 2: g̃2,2,{1,2}(t),
g̃2,2,{1,3}(t) and g̃2,2,{2,3}(t) are strictly positive.

with

O3 =





1.10 0.10 −5.50
0.79 0.51 −2.78
0.63 0.46 −1.98





Since O3 contains elements of mixed signs, O is not 0-variation diminishing. Hence, inde-
pendent of the choice of b, no upper bound on the variation of the impulse response can be
provided with variation diminishing arguments. Fortunately, as illustrated in Figures 3 & 4,
Theorem 2 guarantees that O is SVB1. Then, for any b ∈ R3 with S−(b) ≤ 1 we have that
S−(g) ≤ S+(g) ≤ 1.
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4.3 Example 3: SVB1 O without k-positive A representation

Corollary 4 has the advantage that A does not need to be k-positive. This is especially useful
in cases where a system does not admit a realziation with k-positive A. In the following,
we derive an example where our results can be used to verify that O is SR2. However,
this system does not permit any realization where A is SC2. Consequently, even a possible
extension of Proposition 8 to the SCk case would not be applicable to this example.

We start by defining the system (Ā, c̄, b̄) as

Ā :=









1 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 cos( π√

2
) − sin( π√

2
)

0 0 0 sin( π√
2
) cos( π√

2
)









, b̄ :=









1
1
1
1
1









,

c̄ =
(
1 1 1 0.001 0.001

)

and the corresponding truncated Hankel operator

H̄ḡ = O(Ā, c̄)O5(ĀT, b̄T)
T

.

Using the states-space transformation T = O5(ĀT, b̄T)
T
, we define our pair (A, c) by

A := TĀT−1, c := c̄T−1.

such that
O(A, c) = H̄ḡ.

In order to show that O(A, c) is VD1, it suffices to verify that H̄g is VD1. To this end, note
that the impulse response of (Ā, c̄T, c̄) is given by

ḡ(t) =
t

2
+ 0.002 cos(

π√
2
(t− 1)) +

t2

2
+ 2, t > 0

which can be easily verified to be positive. Similarly, the consecutive 2 minors

ḡ2(t) = ḡ(t− 1)ḡ(t+ 1)− ḡ(t)2, t > 0

can be shown to be negative. The operator resulting from reversing the column order in
H̄g then has positive 2-minors and as such fulfills the requirements of Proposition 6. As
SC2 is invariant to column inversion, this shows that H̄g is SR2 and by Corollary 5, we
conclude that O is VD1. Finally, as the dominant eigenvalues in Ā include complex ones
with arguments that are non-rational multiples of π, it can can be shown by Lemma 1 and
[2, Theorem 5] that there does not exist any realization where A is SC2.

Note that while for easy of exposition, we used Proposition 6 to confirm our claim, it
is not difficult to modify this example to cases where O is only VB2, e.g., by choosing
c̄T =

(
−3 1 1 0.001 0.001

)
. In such instances, only our new results are applicable,

which, however, also come with more involved analytic computations.
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5 Conclusion

We have derived a tractable approach to certify that the observability operator of a discrete-
time LTI system maps a vector with at most k sign changes to a sequence with at most k sign
changes. Our derivations are based on new complements to the existing matrix literature
of k-variation bounding matrices and their application to the observability operator. These
complements include the relaxation of rank and dimension assumptions for the characteriza-
tion of k-variation bounding matrices as well as their simplified certification. Interestingly,
application of those results to the observability operator transform our problem into a prob-
lem of externally positivity verification. While this generalizes recent certificates for the more
restrictive notion of order-preserving k-variation diminishment [12], it became also evident
that variation bounding and variation diminishing properties in system operators share the
same eigenvalue requirements, i.e., the k + 1 largest eigenvalues of A have to be real and
positive.

An advantage of our certificate over [12] is removal the k-positivity requirement on A. In
particular, we have constructed an example of a variation-diminishing observability operator,
where independent of the system realization such an A does not exist. Our results are applied
to the problem of bounding the number of sign changes in the impulse response.

In future work, we would like to extend our findings to the Hankel and Toeplitz operator
without operator splitting and convert our findings into closed-loop design conditions.
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Appendix

A Proof to Proposition 3

We only prove Items iii & v as the others are from [17, Propositions 5.1.1 & 5.1.2] and [12,
Propositions 2.7].

• Item iii: from Lemma 1 Item i, T (σ)X is the product of a positive matrix with a
nonnegative/nonpositive matrix. Since all k columns of X are linearly independent,
there are no zero columns in X[k] and as such the product of matrices results in no zero
entries, where all the entries retain the same sign as X[k].

• Item v: From X being S−(k−1) for any u, S−(u) ≤ k−1 then S−(Xu) ≤. In addition
for u 6= 0 then Xu 6= because rank(X) = m. Then since T (σ) is SVBk−1 we have
S+(T (σ)Xu) ≤ S−(Xu) ≤ k − 1 for u 6= 0.

15



B Proof to Theorem 1

By Proposition 2, we need to check that Os is SSCn, s ≥ n. Applying Proposition 7 yields
that Os is SSCn if and only if the determinants of the following matrices have the same
strict sign:

Mr[t] =

(
On−r

OrAn−r+t−1

)

for r ∈ (1 : n), t ∈ N≥1. For each r the sequence {det(Mr[t])}t≥1) is the impulse response
to (Ãr, b̃r, c̃r) up to the factor of det((On)−1). To show this we multiply Mr[t] on the right
by (On)−1

Mr[t] (On)−1 =

(
In−r 0

OrAn−r+t−1 (On)−1

)

this is a block-triangular matrix whose determinant can be computed as

det
(
Mr[t] (On)−1)

= det

(
In−r 0

OrAn−r+t−1 (On)−1

)

= det

(

OrAt−1An−r (On)−1

(
0
Ir

))

= (Or)[r]A
t−1
[r]

(

An−r (On)−1

(
0
Ir

))

[r]

where the second equality uses the block-diagonal structure and the last equality exploits
Cauchy-Binet (see Lemma 1). Then, since

det
(
Mr[t] (On)−1) = det (Mr[t]) det

(
(On)−1)

our claim follows. Finally, det (On) is a particular minor of O, which has the same sign as
det

(
(On)−1), which is why det

(
Mr[t] (On)−1) needs to be strictly positive.

C Proof to Proposition 9

We begin by noticing that if X is SVBk−1, then so is X(1:n,v) for all v ∈ Im,j and j ∈ (k : m).
In particular, if α ∈ Im,k, then by assumption S+(Xu(α)) ≤ k−1 for all u(α) with u(α)i = 0,
i 6∈ α. Then, by Proposition 2, X(1:n),α is SSCk for all α ∈ Im,k. In order to conclude that X
is SSCk we need to show strict sign agreement between all the X(1:n),α, which is equivalent
to showing that X(1:k),β is SSCk for all β ∈ Im,k+1. To this end, let ū ∈ Rk+1 be such that
X(1:k),βū = 0 and X(1:k),β(1:k)

ū(1:k) = X(1:k),β{k+1}
. Then, by Cramer’s rule [16, Sec. 0.8.3],

det(X(1:k),β(1:k)
)ūj = (−1)k−j det(X(1:k),βj ),

where βj = β(1:j−1) ∪ β(j+1:k+1). Our claim is proven if det(X(1:k),βj ) det(X(1:k),βj+1) > 0 for
all j ∈ (1 : k). Assuming the contrary, there exits at least one j∗ such that ūβj∗

ūβj∗+1 > 0.
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Then, S−(ū) ≤ k−1 and S+(X(1:n),β ū) ≥ k as the first k elements in X(1:n),βū are zero. This
is a contradiction, since X(1:n),β is SVBk−1 by assumption.

Conversely, let X be SSCk. By Proposition 2, X(1:n),α is SVBk−1 for all α ∈ Im,k. Thus,
for all u(α) as above, S+(Xu) ≤ k− 1. In order to finish the proof, it remains to consider u
with at least k non-zero entries. In this case, u can be partitioned into k parts

(u1, · · · , us1), (us1+1, · · · , us2), · · · , (usk−1+1, · · · , um),

where each part contains no sign changes and at least one non-zero element. Letting s0 :=
0, sk = m, we can then define an X̃ ∈ R

n×k and ũ ∈ R
k by

X̃(1:n),{j} =

sj∑

i=sj−1+1

|ui|X(1:n),{i},

ũj = sign





sj∑

i=sj−1+1

ui





for j ∈ (1 : k), such that Xu = X̃ũ. Since the multi-linearity of the determinant implies
that also X̃ ∈ Rn×k is SSCk, it must hold by Proposition 2 that S+(Xu) = S+(X̃ũ) ≤ k−1

D Proof to Theorem 2

By Proposition 9, we need to check that Os is SSCk, s ≥ k. Using Corollary 1, this is
equivalent to det(ON

α,β) sharing the same sign across all defined choices of α, β and N . Since

ON
α,β =

(
Ok−r

OrAk−r+t−1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Mk,r[t]

Pβ,

we need to show that the determinants of Mk,r[t]Pβ coincide with the impulse response of
(Ãr, b̃k,r,β, c̃r). To this end, note that

det (Mk,r[t]Pβ) = det
(
Mk,r[t] (On)−1OnPβ

)

= det

((
Ik−r 0

OrAk−r+t−1 (On)−1

)

OnPβ

)

=

(
Ik−r 0

OrAk−r+t−1 (On)−1

)

[k]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Q

(OnPβ)[k],
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where the last equality uses Lemma 1. Further, since Q is block-diagonal, we can express it
as

Q =

( (

OrAk−r+t−1 (On)−1

(
0

In−k+r

))

[r]

0

)

=

(

Or
[r]A

t−1
[r]

(

Ak−r (On)−1

(
0

In−k+r

))

[r]

0

)

,

where the first equality utilizes the fact that a k-minor is zero when the identity matrix Ik−r

is not part of the corresponding submatrix.
Since the considered α’s are the same as in Corollary 1, it follows that Os, s ≥ k, is

SSCk if and only if (Ãr, b̃k,r,β, c̃r) is strictly externally positive/negative for all r ∈ (1 : k)
and all β as in Corollary 1.

E Proof to Corollary 2

We begin by noting that by Item ii in Lemma 1, the dominant eigenvalue of A[r] is given by
∏r

i=1 λi(A). Further, since by assumption O is SSCk, it follows from Theorem 2 that the for
each β ∈ In,k, the impulse response of the systems defined in Theorem 2 have to be strictly
externally positive/negative. Since this requires that each system has a dominant positive
pole [1, 9, 20], it follows that

∏r

i=1 λi(A) 6= 0 and our claim will be proven by Theorem 2 if

we can show that
∏r

i=1 λi(A) is a controllable and observable mode of (Ãr, b̃k,r,β, c̃r) for each
r ∈ (1 : k) and at least one corresponding choice of β ∈ In,k.

By assumption, there exists an invertible T ∈ Cn×n with

cT =
(
1 · · · 1

)
, T−1AT =






λ1(A)
. . .

λn(A)






and λ1(A) 6= λ2(A) 6= . . . 6= λn(A). Thus, our claim is proven if
∏r

i=1 λi(A) is an observable

and controllable mode of (Ār, b̄k,r,β, c̄r) := ((T−1AT )[r], T
−1
[r] b̃k,r,β, c̃rT[r]). Since Ār is diagonal

with its first element being
∏r

i=1 λi(A), this can only be the case if the first element in b̄k,r,β
and in c̄r is non-zero.

To this end, we observe that since c̄r = (Ōr)[r] with Ōr = Or(Ā1, c̄1) by Lemma 1, it
follows from

Ōr =








1 1 · · · 1
λ1(A) λ2(A) · · · λn(A)

...
...

...
λr−1
1 (A) λr−1

2 (A) · · · λr−1
n (A)







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and [16, Sec. 0.9.11] that all elements in c̄r are non-zero. Further, the first element in b̄k,r,β
is zero for all β ∈ In,k if and only if

((

Lr

(
Ōn

)−1
Rn−k+r

)

[r]
0

)
(
Ōn

)

[k]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:v

(
T−1

)

[k]
= 0,

where Lj :=
(
Ij 0

)
∈ R

j×n and Rj :=

(
0
Ij

)

∈ R
n×j. Since (T−1)[k] = T−1

[k] by Lemma 1,

this is the case if and only if v = 0. However, by going backwards in the proof of Theorem
2, we can see that

v =

(
Lk−rŌn

Lr

(
Ōn

)−1 Ōn

)

[k]

=

(Ōn
(1:k−r),(1:n)

Lr

)

[k]

6= 0,

because |v1| = | det(Ōn
(1:k−r,r+1:k))| 6= 0 by [16, Sec. 0.9.11]. Hence, there exists at least one

β such that the first element b̄r is non-zero. This concludes the proof.

F Proof to Theorem 3

Let X = FG, F ∈ Rn×k, G ∈ Rk×n be a full rank factorization and b = Gu ∈ Rk. Since
S−(b) ≤ k − 1, we will show the following:

• ii. =⇒ i.: if S−(Fb) ≤ k − 1 then F is VBk−1. From Proposition 4, F is then SCk,

which is why F[k] ∈ R
(nk)
≥0 ∪R

(nk)
≤0 . Since GT

[k] ∈ R(mk), it follows by Lemma 1 Item i that
X[k] = F[k]G[k] fulfills our claimed Item i.

• i. =⇒ ii.: Since rank
(
X[k]

)
= 1 (Lemma 1 Item iv), it follows from 1 Item i that

X[k] is factored as the product of a column vector F[k] and row vector G[k]. By our sign
assumption on X[k], this requires that F is SCk. From Proposition 4 this implies that
F is VBk−1. Thus,

S−(Fb) ≤ k − 1 ⇐⇒ S−(FGu) ≤ k − 1

⇐⇒ S−(Xu) ≤ k − 1

which proves our claim.

G Proof to Theorem 4

We begin by noticing that X[k] has no zero column by assumption, because all k columns
are linearly independent. Further, T (σ) is assumed to be as in Lemma 1. Based on that,
the following arguments hold.
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• ⇐= : since (T (σ)X)[k] > 0 or (T (σ)X)[k] < 0 it follows from Proposition 9 that
T (σ)X is SVBk, which by Lemma 2 implies that X is VBk.

• =⇒ : assuming that X is VBk−1, any submatrix, X(1:n),I , I ∈ Im,k is also VBk−1.
It follows from Proposition 3 Item v then that T (σ)X(1:n),I is SVBk, which is hwy
T (σ)X(1:n),I is SSCk by Proposition 9. Lastly, by Proposition 3 Item iv, X(1:n),I is
SCk.

It remains to show that each
(
X(1:n),I

)

[k]
consists of elements that share the same

sign accross all possible choices of I. This will be shown by considering a sequence of
submatrices with properties that interlink all

(
X(1:n),I

)

[k]
. To this end, let J∗ ∈ Im,k+1

be a fixed index set such that rank
(
X(1:n),J∗

)
= k + 1 (J∗ always exists because

rank(X) > r). The sequence {X(1:n),Ji}k+1
i=1 of submatrices in Rn×k+1 is then defined

by a sequence of index sets {J i}k+1
i=1 , J

i ∈ Im,k+1 with the following properties:

1. I ⊂ J1

2. Jk+1 = J∗.

3. X(1:n),Ji is full rank for all i ∈ (1 : k + 1)

4. There are k elements in J i ∩ J i+1 for all i ∈ (1 : k)

It is readily seen that such a sequence exists for any I:

J1 = I ∪ j with j ∈ J∗ and rank
(
X(1:n),J1

)
= k + 1

Next J2 has one element from I replaced with an element from J∗ such that rank
(
X(1:n),J2

)
=

k + 1. This is repeated until the sequence is complete. In the case that elements of
I overlap with elements of J∗, the sequence will be created using the same steps with
less elements in total.

Now, by construction (Item (4)),
(
X(1:n),Ji

)

[k]
and

(
X(1:n),Ji+1

)

[k]
share an identical

column for all i ∈ (1 : k). Since, as argued above, all X(1:n),Ji are SCk, this implies
that

(
X(1:n),Ji

)

[k]
and

(
X(1:n),Ji+1

)

[k]
, and as such all

(
X(1:n),Ji

)

[k]
, i ∈ (1 : k+1), consist

of elements that mutually share the same sign. Since X(1:n),J∗ is a common element
independent of the choice of I, our claim follows.

H Proof to Proposition 10

Without loss of generality we will assume that n ≥ m. We will show that if all row initial
column and rows minors of X are positive, then X is strictly totally positive or equivalently
a submatrix from the first i columns are strictly totally positive by induction. The converse
holds trivially.

The proof is performed by induction over three nested levels:
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1. on total positivity of submatrices of the initial columns of X

2. on the consecutive k-minors including an added added column

3. on all the consecutive minors of the same order.

Base case 1 (i = 1): All elements in X(1:n),{1} a part of the column initial minors,
which is why X(1:n),{1} > 0.

Induction hypotheses 1: Assume that X(1:n),(1:i−1) is strictly totally positive, i ∈ (2 :
m).

Induction step 1: We want to show that X(1:n),(1:i) is strictly totally positive. By
Proposition 6 and the induction hypotheses, it is sufficient to show that all consecutive
minors that include the i-th column are strictly positive. This will be done by another
induction from the i-th order minors down to the first order minors.

Base case 2 (
(
X(1:n),(1:i)

)

[i]
> 0): This follows from Proposition 5 as X is assumed to

have positive column initial minors.
Induction hypotheses 2: Let all i− k + 1 consecutive minors be positive.
Induction step 2: We want to show that all i−k consecutive minors that include the i-

th column are positive. To see this, we will use another induction over detX(j:j+i−k−1),(k+1:i),
j ∈ (1 : n− i+ k + 1).

Base case 3 (j = 1): detX(1:i−k),(k+1:i) is a row initial minor, which by assumption is
positive.

Induction hypotheses 3: Assume that the minor detX(j−1:j+i−k−2),(k+1:i) is positive.
Induction step 3: Using (2) we have

0 < detX(j:j+i−k−1),(k+1:i) =
α1α2 + α3α4

α5
(4)

where

α1 := detX(j−1:j+i−k−1),(k:i)

α2 := detX(j:j+i−k−2),(k+1:i−1)

α3 := detX(j−1:j+i−k−2),(k+1:i)

α4 := detX(j:j+i−k−1),(k:i−1)

α5 := detX(j−1:j+i−k−2),(k:i−1),

because all the minors on the right are positive by induction hypotheses and the assumptions
of the theorem. Concretely, induction assumption 2 of positive i− k+ 1 consecutive minors
gives α1 being positive. From induction assumption 1 of strict total positivity of the first
i − 1 columns α2, α4, α5 are positive. From induction assumption 3 α3 is positive. This
concludes the proof all three inductions and, thus, the claim follows.
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I Proof to Proposition 11

The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 10 with the following changes:

• Induction 1 is not needed, because we start with X(1:n),(1:m−1) being strictly totally
positive by application of Proposition 10 to the first m− 1 columns.

• From Proposition 6 it is sufficient to show that all consecutive minors that are formed
by using the m-th column need to be positive for minors of orders less than m and
nonnegative for minors of order m.

• For induction 2, the base case still uses Proposition 5, but its non-strict part.

• For induction 3, when showing proving the sign of detX(j:j+m−k−1),(k+1:m), where k = 1,
the term α1 is nonnegative instead of of positive.

J Proof to Theorem 5

The proof is similar to the proof in [22, Theorem 2.2(i)]. The idea is to use the bijection
in Lemma 3 between the original matrix X and another matrix, C, which has to be totally
positive for X to be SCm. Using our modification for the non-strict case in Proposition 11,
this switches a strict sign requirement to a non-strict sign requirement for some of the minors
in C and, hence, X .

In particular, the minors in Lemma 3 that are allowed to be non-strict are those with

r = m

γi = m+ αi.

Since we are looking only at row and column initial minors, all minors are consecutive, which
is why α is consecutive. Hence, these correspond to all the consecutive minors of X starting
from the m+ 1 row. This concludes the proof.

K Proof to Corollary 3

The matrix is sliced to look at submatrices X(1:n),β. For β that are part of the exception The-
orem 5 is applied otherwise Proposition 7 can be used. This then allows applying Theorem
5 to all TXγ,(1:m) for γ ∈ In,k which gives SCk.

L Proof to Proposition 12

The relationship between the minors and the compound systems was already established in
the proof of Theorem 1. Using Theorem 5 we see that, now, the compound system (Ãn, b̃n, c̃n)
only needs to be (non-strictly) externally positive, but still requiring that c̃Ãl−1

n b̃ > 0 for all
l ∈ (1 : n− 1).
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M Proof to Proposition 13

From the proof of Theorem 2 the equivalence between the impulse responses and the minors
is already established. Corollary 3 can be used then to establish the above relaxed require-
ment of (strict) external positvity/negativity of the system corresponding the non-strict sign
consistency assumption.
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