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FLOWS OF VECTOR FIELDS AND THE KALMAN THEOREM

FABIO BAGAGIOLO1 CRISTINA GIANNOTTI˚2 ANDREA SPIRO2 MARTA ZOPPELLO3

Abstract. We give two proofs of the Kalman Theorem, alternative to the most com-

mon ones, which infer such a classical result of Control Theory using just very basic

facts on flows of vector fields. These proofs are apt to be generalised in diverse direc-

tions – in fact one of them has been already generalised, yielding new criteria for local

controllability of non-linear real analytic controlled systems.

1. Introduction

Consider a controlled dynamical system, whose states are represented by the points

q “ pqiq1ďiďn in the affine space Q :“ R
n and with evolutions given by the solutions of a

system of linear first order equations of the form

9q “ Aq ` Bu (1.1)

for some non zero constant matrices A “ pAi
jq and B “ pBi

aq and in which the controls

uptq are measurable functions taking values in a bounded set K Ă R
m. For a fixed q P Q,

denote by Cq the set of all points q P Q that are controllable to q, i.e. for which there is a

control uptq which determines a solution qptq to (1.1) that starts from q and reaches q in

a finite time. A local version of the famous Kalman Theorem consists of a criterion for

determining whether the set Cq“0Rn of controllable points to the origin contains an open

set. It can be stated as follows.

Theorem (Kalman). If K contains a neighbourhood of 0Rm , the set Cq“0Rn contains a

neighbourhood of 0Rn if and only if the space V Ă R
n, which is spanned by the vectors

B1, . . . , Bm, A¨B1, . . . , A¨Bm, pA¨Aq¨B1, pA¨Aq¨B1 . . . , pA¨Aq¨Bm, . . .

. . . , pA¨ . . . ¨Aq ¨B1, pA¨ . . . ¨Aq ¨B2, . . . , pA¨ . . . ¨Aq ¨Bm, . . . , (1.2)

has the maximal dimension n (here, we denote by Ba the columns of B).

The proof can be found in many textbooks (as for instance [1, 3]), and it essentially

uses results in Linear Algebra and Convex Geometry.
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The maximal dimension condition of the Kalman Theorem is very much reminiscent of

a known corollary of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem on the local controllability of systems

of the form 9q “
řm

a“0Xapqqua. In fact, the sufficiency parts of the Kalman Theorem and

of the mentioned corollary of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem, can be derived from a very

general criterion by Sussmann ([18] or [3, Thm. 3.29 Ex.3.3]; on this regard, see also

foundational Sussmann’s and Stefan’s papers [16, 17, 13, 14]). Furthermore, a couple

of results by Hermann [7] and Nagano [11] provide a common argument for proving the

necessity parts of both theorems (on this regard, see also [1, 3]). Due to all this, it is

commonly understood that the Kalman Theorem is equivalent to the above quoted corollary

of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem. Since it is not hard to check that “the Kalman Theorem

yields such a corollary of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem” (see e.g. §4 below for a short

proof or [4, 15] for proofs holding in much more general settings), on the basis of the above

common belief it is sensible to expect the existence of a straightforward way of deriving

the Kalman Theorem from the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem. In this paper we make explicit

such a direct implication in two ways. More precisely, our main achievements consist of

two (at best of our knowledge, new) proofs of the Kalman Theorem, which also appear to

be appropriate for generalisations to fully nonlinear control systems. Actually, the second

of our proofs have been successfully exploited in [6] and have led to new controllability

criteria for nonlinear real analytic control system.

Our first proof is short and gives a simple way to pass from the (above described

corollary of the) Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem to the Kalman Theorem. It shows that the

first implies the second just on the basis of the following simple (but crucial) fact: if K

contains a neighbourhood of the origin – and thus, in particular, a convex symmetric

neighbourhood of the 0Rn – then also the controllable set Cq“0Rn of (1.1) contains a

convex set (see (1) of Proposition 5.1, below). As we mentioned above we expect that

this new proof admits generalisations for other kinds of control systems, provided that

similar convexity properties for the controllable sets can be established. On this regard,

we would like to mention that investigations, involving ideas very close to those of our

first proof, can be found in [9], where interesting extensions of the Kalman criterion are

reached.

Our second proof is much longer than the first, it is based on a discussion on the

higher dimensional space M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K and it does not involve in a direct way the

Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem – it just uses a few results on flows, which are properties that

can be taken as ancestors of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem. However, these drawbacks

are balanced by the fact that our second proof makes no use of any information on

convexity properties of the controllable sets. This makes this second proof even more

appropriate than the first for generalisations to non-linear control systems. Indeed, such

generalisations have been established in [6], where new local controllability criteria are

given and diverse controllability problems, for which all previously known criteria are

inconclusive, are solved.

The paper is structured as follows. After section §2, in which we give a few prelim-

inaries and introduce some convenient notation, in §3 we recall the statements of the

Chow-Rashevskĭı and the Kalman Theorem, on which our discussion is based. In §4, for

the sake of completeness, we exhibit a direct proof that, for the collections of m`1 vector

fields Xα of the above described form, the property determined by the Chow-Rashevskĭı
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Theorem can be inferred directly from the Kalman Theorem (as we mentioned above,

other proofs that hold in a much more general setting are given in [4, 15]). In §5 and §6

there are our main results, i.e. the mentioned new proofs for the Kalman Theorem, one

based on the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem and the other on general properties of flows.

Throughout this paper we adopt the Einstein convention on summations.

Acknowledgments. We are sincerely grateful to David Chillingworth for kindly point-

ing out Peter Štefan’s works to us.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Vector fields, Lie brackets and flows. We recall that a Ck vector field on

U Ă R
n is an application in CkpU,Rnq, which maps each x “ pxiq1ďiďn P U into a vector

Xpxq “ pX1pxq, . . . ,Xnpxqq applied to the point x. We also recall that each Ck vector

field X “ pXiq1ďiďn can be identified with the first order differential operator on real

functions Xpfq :“ Xi Bf
Bxi . Under this identification, the Lie bracket rX,Y s between two

Ck vector fields X,Y on U, k ě 1, can be defined as the Ck´1 vector field on U identified

with the first order differential operator

rX,Y spfq :“ XpY pfqq ´ Y pXpfqq “

ˆ
Xj BY i

Bxj
´ Y j BXi

Bxj

˙
Bf

Bxi
“

“
`
XpY iq ´ Y pXiq

˘ Bf

Bxi
.

Given a Ck vector field X on U Ă R
n, a corresponding (local) flow on a relatively compact

open subset rU Ă U is a map ΦX : p´ε, εq ˆ rU ÝÑ R
n, which is constructed as follows for

a sufficiently small ε ą 0 . For any x P rU, let us denote by γpxqpsq, s P p´ε
pxq
1 , ε

pxq
2 q, the

unique maximal solution to the differential problem 9γpxqpsq “ Xpγpxqpsqq, γpxqp0q “ x.

Given 0 ă ε ď min
qPrUtε

pxq
1 , ε

pxq
2 u, the flow ΦX is the map defined by

ΦX : p´ε, εq ˆ rU ÝÑ R
n , ΦXps, xq :“ γpxqpsq .

By construction, for any fixed so P p´ε, εq the map ΦX
so

:“ ΦXpso, ¨q : rU Ñ R
n is a

diffeomorphism from rU onto ΦX
soprUq, with inverse ΦX

´so “ Φ´X
so , and with

BΦXps, xq

Bs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
s“0

“ Xpxq for any x P rU .

Moreover, ΦX
so“0 “ IdrU and, whenever s, s1 are such that s ` s1 P p´ε, εq and

ΦX
s pxq,ΦX

s1 pxq P rU,
ΦX
s`s1pxq “ ΦX

s

`
ΦX
s1 pxq

˘
“ ΦX

s1

`
ΦX
s pxq

˘
.

2.2. Pushed-forward vector fields and their flows. Let X be a Ck vector field on

an open set U Ă R
n and ϕ : U Ñ V “ ϕpUq Ă R

n a diffeomorphism between U and

V Ă R
n. The push-forward of X by the map ϕ is the vector field on V

ϕ˚pXq “
`
ϕ˚pXq1, . . . ϕ˚pXqn

˘
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corresponding to the linear differential operator defined by

ϕ˚pXqpfq
ˇ̌
q
:“ Xpf ˝ ϕq

ˇ̌
ϕ´1pqq

“ Xjpϕ´1pqqq
Bpf ˝ ϕq

Bqj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ϕ´1pqq

“

“ Xjpϕ´1pqqq
Bϕi

Bqj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ϕ´1pqq

Bf

Bqi

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
q

“
`
JpϕqijX

j
˘ ˇ̌ˇ̌

ϕ´1pqq

Bf

Bqi

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
q

, (2.1)

where Jpϕq is the Jacobian matrix of ϕ. In other words, ϕ˚pXq is the vector field on V

with components ϕ˚pXqipqq “

ˆ
JpϕqijX

j

˙
pϕ´1pqqq.

The following fact is well known (see e.g. [19, Prop. 1.55]): For any two Ck vector

fields X, Y , k ě 1, on U and any C2 diffeomorphism ϕ : U Ñ V Ă R
n then ϕ˚prX,Y sq “

rϕ˚pXq, ϕ˚pY qs. This and a direct calculation imply that the following relation between

flows holds at all points where both sides are defined:

ΦX
s ˝ ΦY

t “ Φ
pΦX

s q˚pY q
t ˝ ΦX

s . (2.2)

2.3. Piecewise regular curves and their compositions. Given a manifold N, by

parameterised regular curve we mean a C1 map γ : ra, bs Ă R ÝÑ N with nowhere

vanishing velocity 9γptq and which is an homeomorphism between ra, bs and the image

γpra, bsq of the map. The image γpra, bsq Ă N is called (non-parameterised) regular curve.

Two parameterised regular curves γptq, rγpsq with the same image are called consonant

if one is determined from the other via a change of parameter t “ tpsq with dt
ds

ą 0 at all

points. Consonance is clearly an equivalence relation and an orientation of a regular curve

is a choice of one of the only two possible equivalence classes of its parameterisations.

An oriented curve is a regular curve with an orientation. In the following, we denote it

by means of one of the consonant parameterisations γptq of the chosen equivalence class.

Given two oriented curves γ1ptq, γ2psq, t P ra, bs, s P ra1, b1s, with γ1pbq “ γ2pa1q, their

union is called (oriented) composition and we denote it by γ1 ˚ γ2. The oriented regular

curves γ1, γ2 that give the composition γ1 ˚ γ2 are called regular arcs of the composition.

In a similar way we define the (oriented) composition of a finite number of oriented

regular curves, each of them sharing its final endpoint with the initial endpoint of the

succeeding one. The subsets of N, which are compositions of a finite number of oriented

regular curves, are called piecewise regular (oriented) curves.

3. The Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem and the Kalman Theorem

3.1. Orbits of sets of vector fields and the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem. Let

F “ tXAuAPJ be a family of C8 vector fields on an open subset U Ă R
n, indexed by the

elements of a (possibly uncountable) set J, and denote by pF the space of all finite linear

combinations with constant coefficients of the vectors in F, i.e.

pF “ xFy :“

"
Y “ λA1

XA1
` . . . ` λAN

XAN
, λAi

P R , N P N

*
.
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The orbit by F of a point xo P R
n is the subset of Rn

OrbFpxoq “

"
x P U : x “ ΦY1

s1
˝ . . . ˝ ΦYN

sN
pxoq , N P N , si P R , Yi P pF

*
. (3.1)

The Lie span of F at the point xo is the linear subspace of TxoR
n “ R

n defined by

LiepFqxo :“

"
v “ rY1, rY2, . . . rYN´2, rYN´1, YN ss . . .ss

ˇ̌
xo

, N P N , Yj P pF
*

.

This notation being fixed, we can state Sussmann’s refined and improved version of the

Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem as follows (see also [13, 14] for an even more general variant

of Sussmann’s version and [5, 6] for discussions and improvements in various directions).

Theorem 3.1 (Chow-Rashevskĭı-Sussmann [2, 12, 16, 17]). For any family F of C8

vector fields on an open subset U Ă R
n and for any xo P U, the corresponding set

OrbFpxoq is a connected immersed submanifold of Rn of dimension greater than or equal

to dimLiepFqxo . Moreover, if the vector fields are real analytic, then OrbFpxoq contains

a neighbourhood of xo if and only if dimLiepFqxo “ n.

3.2. The Kalman Theorem. Consider the system (1.1), which, for brevity, in the

following will be called the linear system pA,Bq. Given a measurable control uo : r0, T s Ñ

K, we denote by qpA,B|qo,uoq : r0, T s Ñ Q the unique absolutely continuous map which

solves the equations with control uo and initial condition qo, that is the solution to

9qptq “ Aqptq ` Buoptq for a.e. t P r0, T s ,

qp0q “ qo .
(3.2)

For any choice of points q, qo P Q we may consider the following associated subsets of Q:

– The set of the states that are controllable to q, i.e. the set of q P Q from which the

controlled system can start to reach the prescribed final state q in a finite time T ě 0;

– The set of all states that are reachable from qo, i.e. the set of q P Q that can be reached

in finite time T ě 0 starting from the prescribed initial state qo.

We denote such two sets, respectively, by

C
pA,Bq
q :“

"
qo P R

n : qpA,B|qo,uoqpT q “ q , for some T ě 0 and uo : r0, T s Ñ K meas.

*
,

(3.3)

OpA,Bq
qo :“

"
q P R

n : qpA,B|qo,uoqpT q “ q , for some T ě 0 and uo : r0, T s Ñ K meas.

*
.

(3.4)

The subsets of these two sets, given by the points that are controllable to q̄ or reachable

from qo, respectively, by means of piecewise constant controls are denoted by C
pA,Bqp.c.
q

and O
pA,Bqp.c.
qo , respectively.

Due to the linearity of the system (1.1) and the fact that the matrices A and B are

constant, the set of controllable states and the set of reachable states are related each

other as follows. If we set A :“ ´A, B “ ´B, one can directly see that for any q P Q “ R
n,

OpA,Bq
q “ C

pA,Bq
q , C

pA,Bq
q “ OpA,Bq

q . (3.5)
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Moreover, if the control set K is symmetric (i.e. such that K “ ´K) we also have that

C
pA,Bq
q “ C

pA,Bq
q “ OpA,Bq

q , OpA,Bq
q “ OpA,Bq

q “ C
pA,Bq
q . (3.6)

Similar relations hold for the sets C
pA,Bqp.c.
q , O

pA,Bqp.c.
q , etc.

We are now ready to state the version of the Kalman Theorem, which we are going

to use in all forthcoming discussion and which is well known to be fully equivalent to

the statement in the Introduction. In a matter of clarity, in what follows the space V ,

generated by the vectors defined in (1.2), will be denoted by V “ KalmanpA,Bq.

Theorem 3.2 (Kalman Theorem). If K Ă R
m is a neighbourhood of 0Rm P R

m, the set

C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 contains a neighbourhood of 0Rn P R

n if and only if dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n.

The equality dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n is commonly called Kalman condition.

4. The Kalman Theorem implies the corollary of the Chow-Rashevskĭı

Theorem for sets of vector fields with either constant or linear

components

Given a linear system pA,Bq, let FpA,Bq be the finite set of real analytic vector fields

FpA,Bq :“ tX0,X1, . . . ,Xmu on R
n, with Xα defined at each point q by

X0pqq :“ p´A1
jq

j, . . . ,´An
j q

jq “ ´Aq and

X1pqq :“ pB1
1 , . . . , B

n
1 q , X2pqq :“ pB1

2 , . . . , B
n
2 q , . . . , Xmpqq :“ pB1

m, . . . , Bn
mq .

(4.1)

Note that, for α “ 1, . . . ,m, the components of the vector field Xα are precisely the

entries of the α´th column of the matrix B. Finally, for any λ “ pλiq P R
m, let us set

Y pλq :“ X0 ` λiXi.

We want to show that using the Kalman Theorem in a direct and elementary way, one

can prove that the orbit OrbF
pA,Bq

p0Rnq contains a neighbourhood of the origin if and only

if dimLiepFpA,Bqqq“0 “ n.

Indeed, for any pq P R
n and λ P R

m, the integral curve t ÞÑ ΦY pλq

t ppqq of the vector field

Y pλq coincides with the solution qp´A,B|pq,uoqptq of the linear system p´A,Bq determined

by the constant control uoptq ” λ. Hence if we consider the linear system pA,Bq with

a control set K which is not only open, but also symmetric, by (3.5) and (3.6) for any

fixed point q, the corresponding set C
pA,Bqp.c.
q

ˆ
“ O

p´A,Bqp.c.
q

˙
coincides with the set of

points of the form

qpT q “ ΦY pλN q

sN
˝ . . . ˝ ΦY pλ1q

s1
pqq , T “ s1 ` s2 ` . . . ` sN ą 0 ,

for some finite sequence of m-tuples λi “ pλ1
i , . . . , λ

m
i q. Since each such a point is in

OrbF
pA,Bq

pqq, we conclude that C
pA,Bqp.c.
q Ă OrbF

pA,Bq
pqq. From this it follows immediately

that if the linear system pA,Bq satisfies the Kalman condition, then, by the Kalman Theo-

rem, not only C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0Rn

contains a neighbourhood of 0Rn , but also the orbit OrbF
pA,Bq

p0Rnq

contains a neighbourhood of the origin as desired.
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We claim that the converse is true as well. The proof of this is indeed elementary and

needs neither the Kalman Theorem nor other results nor convexity assumptions, except

some standard linear algebra. For the sake of completeness, here are the details.

Assume that the linear system pA,Bq does not satisfy the Kalman condition, i.e.

that the vector space KalmanpA,Bq has dimension n1 ă n, and pick a set of n1 linearly

independent vectors among the generators (1.2), say C1, . . . , Cn1 . Then consider a set

of n ´ n1 additional vectors, denoted by Cn1`1, . . . , Cn not belonging to KalmanpA,Bq ,

which complete the previous vectors to a basis for R
n. Applying an appropriate linear

change of coordinates, there is no loss of generality if we assume that C1 “ p1, 0, . . . , 0q,

C2 “ p0, 1, . . . , 0q, . . . , Cn “ p0, 0, . . . , 1q and that

KalmanpA,Bq “ xC1, . . . , Cn1 y “ tqn1`1 “ . . . “ qn “ 0u.

Note that, being each vector Ci, 1 ď i ď n1, in KalmanpA,Bq, the corresponding vector

A ¨ Ci is also in KalmanpA,Bq. This implies that the matrix A (in the considered new

coordinates!) has the form

A “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

a11 . . . a1n1 a1n1`1 . . . a1n
a21 . . . a2n1 a2n1`1 . . . a2n
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...

an
1

1 . . . an
1

n1 an
1

n1`1 . . . an
1

n

0 . . . 0 an
1`1

n1`1 . . . an
1`1

n
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...

0 . . . 0 ann1`1 . . . ann

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

. (4.2)

In particular, for any q P KalmanpA,Bq, also the vector A¨q is in KalmanpA,Bq. It follows

that the value at any point of KalmanpA,Bq “ tqn1`1 “ . . . “ qn “ 0u of a vector field in

FpA,Bq is a vector which is tangent to KalmanpA,Bq and that any flow of a vector field in
{FpA,Bq maps the subspace KalmanpA,Bq into itself. We conclude that if the linear system

pA,Bq does not satisfies the Kalman condition, then the orbit OrbF
pA,Bq

p0Rnq is contained

in KalmanpA,Bq Ĺ R
n and cannot contain any neighbourhood of the origin, as claimed.

In order to conclude the proof of the claim

“OrbF
pA,Bq

p0Rnq contains a neighbourhood of 0Rn if and only if dimLiepFpA,Bqqq“0 “ n”

it remains to show that, for such a kind of set of vector fields, the Kalman condition is

equivalent to the condition dimLiepFpA,Bqqq“0 “ n. For this, it suffices to notice that,

due to the constancy of the vector fields X1, . . . ,Xm, in the set of all iterated Lie brackets

rXi1 , rXi2 , . . . , rXiN´1
,XiN s . . .ss, N ě 2, the only non trivial brackets are those having

the form

rX0, rX0, . . . , rX0,loooooooooomoooooooooon
N ´ 1-times

Xjs . . .ss “
``

A¨ . . . ¨Alooomooon
N ´ 1-times

˘1
ℓ
Bℓ

j , . . . ,
`
A¨ . . . ¨Alooomooon
N ´ 1-times

˘n
ℓ
Bℓ

j

˘
. (4.3)

From this it follows immediately that KalmanpA,Bq “ LiepFpA,Bqq
ˇ̌
q“0

and this immedi-

ately gives the desired equality between the two dimensions.



8 BAGAGIOLO, GIANNOTTI, SPIRO AND ZOPPELLO

5. A proof of the Kalman Theorem, based on the Chow-Rashewskĭı

Theorem

We give now our first new proof of the Kalman Theorem, which shows how that

theorem can be obtained as a corollary of the Chow-Rashevkĭı Theorem.

First of all, we stress the fact that the necessity part of Theorem 3.2 (or, equivalently,

the fact that if the Kalman condition does not hold, then the set C
pA,Bq
q“0Rn

“ O
p´A,Bq
q“0Rn

cannot contain any neighbourhood of the origin) is a consequence of the same linear

algebra arguments considered at the end of §4. Indeed, if dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n1 ă n,

by those arguments, there is no loss of generality if we assume that KalmanpA,Bq is the

space KalmanpA,Bq “ tqn
1`1 “ . . . “ qN “ 0u, that A has the form (4.2) and that all

vectors Bα, 1 ď α ď m, are in the subspace KalmanpA,Bq. If this is the case, one can

immediately see that any solution of the linear system p´A,Bq that starts from 0Rn is

constrained to stay in KalmanpA,Bq, so that O
p´A,Bq
q“0Rn

“ C
pA,Bq
q“0Rn

Ă KalmanpA,Bq does not

contain any neighbourhood of the origin.

Second, we point out that, in order to prove the sufficiency part of the Kalman The-

orem, there is no loss of generality if we assume that K is not only a neighbourhood

of 0Rn , but is also convex and symmetric. Indeed, if we use the notation C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0Rn

and

Č
CpA,Bqp.c.

q“0Rn for the sets of points that are controllable to 0Rm by means of controls in K

and of controls in a subset rK of K, respectively, it is clear that Č
CpA,Bqp.c.

q“0Rn Ă C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0Rn

.

If in addition K contains a neighbourhood of 0Rm , then it certainly contains a subset rK
which is not only a neighbourhood of 0Rm , but it also convex and symmetric (a ball, for

example). Hence if we prove that the Kalman condition is sufficient for Č
CpA,Bqp.c.

q“0Rn to

contain a neighbourhood of the origin, we immediately get that the Kalman condition a

fortiori is a sufficient condition for C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0Rn

having that property.

Due this observation, the proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem can be

made under the stronger assumption that K is open, convex, symmetric and contains the

origin. For such a proof we need the following

Proposition 5.1. If K Ă R
m is open, convex, symmetric and contains the origin, then:

(1) C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 is symmetric and convex;

(2) If L Ă R
n is the smallest (with respect to inclusion) linear subspace containing

C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 , then dimL ě 1 and C

pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 contains a neighbourhood of 0 of the topology

of L (considered as a topological subspace of Rn);

(3) dimL “ dimOrbF
pA,Bq

p0q ě dimLiepFpA,Bqqq“0.

Proof. (1) is a well known property of linear system, which can be easily checked by

just considering the classical integral representation formula for the solutions to (1.1)

(see e.g. [10, §II.2]).

In order to check (2), note that, since B ‰ 0, the set C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 contains at least a

point different from 0. This implies that dimL ě 1. Denoting N “ dimL, consider N

points q1, . . . , qN P C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 that are linearly independent (they exist because, otherwise,

L would not be the smallest linear space containing C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 ) and let C be the convex
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hull of the set tq1,´q1, q2,´q2, . . . , qN ,´qNu. The interior of C in the topology of L is

an open neighbourhood of the origin and it is contained in C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 because of (1).

We now prove (3). First of all we claim that each vector field Xα, defined in (4.1),

is tangent to L at all points of C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 . In order to check this, for what concerns a

vector field Xαo , αo ‰ 0, suppose that the claim is not true, i.e. that Xαo |q R L for some

q P C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 . Since Xαo has constant components, this implies that also Xαo |q“0 R L. In

this case, consider the differential problem 9qi “ ´Ai
jq

j ´ µBαo , qp0q “ 0 for some small

constant value µ ą 0 and let qptq be a solution to this problem, hence a curve, which is

tangent to the vector field X0pqq´µXαopqq. Note that, in the linear system p´A,Bq, this

corresponds to the choice of the constant control µeαo which, for small µ ą 0, belongs

to K because it is a neighbourhood of the origin in R
m, being eαo the suitable element

of its canonical basis. Since Xαo |q“0 R L and X0|q“0 “ 0, for small values of t the point

qptq is not in L. This is however impossible because all points of such a solution qptq are

in O
p´A,´Bqp.c.
q“0 “ C

pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 Ă L. For what concerns the vector fields X0 (which has not

constant components), the proof is different. As before, assume that the claim does not

hold for X0, i.e. that there is a q1 P C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 such that X0|q1 is not tangent to L. We

may therefore consider

(i) A solution qptq of a differential problem 9q “ ´Aq ´ Buptq, qp0q “ 0, that ends

at q1 and is determined by a piecewise constant control uptq (it exists because q1 P

C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 “ O

p´A,´Bqp.c.
q“0 );

(ii) A solution qptq to the differential problem 9q “ ´Aq, qp0q “ q1 (such a solution is an

integral curve of the vector field X0 and, since X0|q1 R L, the points qptq are not in

L for small values of t; and again, it is an admissible curve for the controlled system

p´A,Bq because 0 P K).

Composing the curves in (i) and (ii), we get a curve which is entirely included in

O
p´A,´Bqp.c.
q“0 “ C

pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 , but also which is not entirely included in L contradicting the

assumption C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 Ă L.

From the argument above, we see that all vector fields in the set FpA,Bq and, con-

sequently, all vector fields in the spanned vector space {FpA,Bq are tangent to L at the

points of an open (in the topology of L) neighbourhood U Ă L of 0, which is entirely

contained in C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 (it exists by (2)).Thus any integral curve σXpsq of a vector field

X in {FpA,Bq that starts from a point in U stays in U for small values of s. Consequently,

for any q P U Ă C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 , there exists an open neighbourhood of q of the intrinsic topol-

ogy of OrbF
pA,Bq

pqq which is included in U Ă L. By Theorem 3.1, OrbF
pA,Bq

pqo “ 0q is

an immersed submanifold of Rn of dimension greater than or equal to dimLiepF
pA,Bq
qo“0 q.

Thus:

‚ dimOrbF
pA,Bq

pqo “ 0q ď dimL because OrbF
pA,Bq

pqo “ 0q contains an open subset of

its intrinsic topology included in U Ă L;

‚ dimOrbF
pA,Bq

pqo “ 0q ě dimL because OrbFpqo “ 0q contains C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 which con-

tains an open subset of L.

This implies that dimL “ dimOrbF
pA,Bq

pqo “ 0q ě dimLiepFpA,Bqqqo“0. �
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We have now all ingredients to conclude the proof of the Kalman Theorem described

at the beginning of this section. By (4.3) and the remarks just before that equality,

we know that dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n if and only if dimLiepFpA,Bqqqo“0 “ n. Thus, by

Proposition 5.1 (3), the linear subspace L Ă R
n of claim (2) of that proposition is equal

to R
n and the set C

pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 is a symmetric, convex neighbourhood of q “ 0 in R

n. In

particular it is an open subset of L “ R
n. Thus if the Kalman condition holds, then

C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 contains a neighbourhood of 0Rn as we needed to prove.

Remark 5.2. We point out that a generic problem of controllability is a “forward-

in-time problem” in the following sense: It consists of the query of points that can be

considered as starting points for the controlled evolutions that reach a desired destination

in a finite time and moving just forward in time. On the other hand, the points of an

orbit of FpA,Bq, as considered in the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem, are points, which can

be reached moving both forward and backward in time along the evolutions. This is the

crucial difference between the two problems. In the above proof, the argument where

the“moving-just-forward-in-time” constraint on the evolutions (i.e. the main difference

between the controllability problems and the Chow-Rashevskĭı type problems) is shown

to be non effective for deriving the Kalman Theorem is when we prove that all the

vector fields Xα (and in particular, the vector field X0) are tangent to L. Indeed this is

equivalent to the fact that C
pA,Bqp.c.
q“0 is a neighbourhood of 0 if and only if C

p´A,Bqp.c.
q“0 is so

and hence if and only if C
p˘A,Bqp.c.
q“0 is so as well. Note that C

p˘A,Bqp.c.
q“0 is precisely the set

of the controllable points of the problem given by the controlled dynamics 9q “ σAq `Bu

with controlling parameter u “ puiq together with the additional discrete parameter

σ P t´1, 1u.

6. Another proof of the Kalman Theorem, based on general facts on

flows of vector fields

We now give our second proof of the Kalman Theorem or, more precisely, only of the

sufficiency part of that theorem. In fact we already pointed out that the necessity part

is just a consequence of a linear algebra argument, namely the same that proves the

necessity part in the corollary of the Chow-Rashevskĭı Theorem that we are considering

in this paper.

This second proof is based on a translation of the control problem given by a linear

system pA,Bq into a corresponding equivalent problem on certain distinguished curves

and flows of certain vector fields in the extended space-time M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K. We

introduce these special curves and vector fields and the above described translation in

the next subsections §6.1 and §6.2. The actual proof is in the concluding subsection §6.3.

6.1. Stepped graphs in the extended space-time. Assume that K Ă R
m is an open

neighborhood of the origin. Consider now the manifold M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K “ R
1`n ˆ K

(which is an open subset of R
1`n`m) and denote by t, q “ pqiq and u “ puaq the

standard cartesian coordinates of R, Q and K Ă R
m, respectively, so that each x P M is

determined by a tuple pt, qi, uaq. As we mentioned in the Introduction, we name M the
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extended space-time associated with the system (1.1) and we denote by

πR : M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K Ñ R , πQ : M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K Ñ Q , πK : M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K Ñ K

the three standard projections of the cartesian product M onto its three factors.

A stepped (completed) graph of a solution of (1.1) is a piecewise regular oriented curve

(see §2.3) η “ η1 ˚ η2 ˚ . . . ˚ η2r`1 in M, obtained by composing an odd number of regular

arcs and satisfying the following three conditions (Fig.1):

(1) Each odd arc η2k`1, 0 ď k ď r, is the graph

η2k`1 “ t pt, qkptq, ukptqq , t P rtk, tk ` σks u

of a map t ÞÝÑ pqkptq, ukptqq P Q ˆ K, t P rtk, tk ` σks, in which ukptq ” ck is

constant and qkptq is the corresponding solution to (1.1); we denote its initial point

by rqk “ qkptkq;

(2) For any odd regular arc η2k`1 with k ě 1, the initial condition rqk of qkptq is equal to

the final point pqk´1 :“ qk´1ptk´1 ` σk´1q of the solution qk´1ptq;

(3) Each even regular arc η2pk`1q, 0 ď k ď r ´ 1, is the segment in R ˆ Q ˆ K that joins

the final point of η2k`1 to the initial point of η2pk`1q`1.

t

w

q

pt0, q0, w0q

Fig. 1 – A stepped graph in M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K

Note that any stepped graph η “ η1 ˚η2 ˚ . . .˚η2r`1 of a solution satisfies the following:

‚ The projection on R ˆ Q of each even arc η2pk`1q is a singleton, i.e. the set which

contains just the point given by the projection onto R ˆ Q of the final point of η2k`1

(which is also the initial point of η2k`3q

 
ptk´1 ` σk´1, pqk´1q

(
“
 

ptk, rqkq
(
;

‚ The projection of η onto RˆQ coincides with the graph of the solution t Ñ qptq to (1.1)

with initial condition rq0 and the piecewise constant control curve uptq, which is equal

to the constants c0, c1, . . . , cr along the time intervals ptk, tk ` σkq Ă r0, T s (Fig.2);
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t

q

pt0, q0q

Fig. 2 – The graph of a solution in R ˆ Q corresponding to a stepped graph

‚ η is determined by its odd regular arcs (the even arcs are just segments and are

completely determined by the endpoints of the odd arcs).

Conversely, if u : r0, T s Ñ K Ă R
m is a piecewise constant control curve in K Ă R

m and

takes constant values c0, c1, . . . , cr P K on the subintervals

r0, t1q , pt1, t2q , . . . , ptr, T s with r0, T s “
rď

j“0

rtj , tj`1s

and denoting by qptq, t P r0, T s, the solution to (1.1) corresponding to uptq and the initial

value qp0q “ rq0, there is just one stepped graph η “ η1 ˚ η2 ˚ . . . ˚ η2r`1 in M, whose

odd regular arcs η2k`1 are determined by the restrictions q|rptk ,tk`1s, 0 ď k ď r. The

projection on R ˆ Q of η is the graph tpt, qptqq , t P r0, T su Ă R ˆ Q of such a solution.

Given a point x “ pt, q, wq P M, the M-attainable set of x in the time T is the set

M-Att
pT q
x “

"
y P M : y is the final point of a stepped graph η

that starts from x and is such that πRpηq “ r0, T s

*
. (6.1)

From the previous discussion and (3.5), it follows that

C
pA,Bqp.c.
q “ O

pA,Bqp.c.
q “

ď

Tą0,wPK

πQ
´
M-Att

pT q
x:“p0,q,wq

¯
. (6.2)

Remark 6.1. Due to the above relation, whenever there exists a point w P K and a time

T ą 0, such that M-Att
pT q
x:“p0,0,wq projects onto a neighbourhood of 0Rn via πQ, it follows

immediately that C
pA,Bqp.c.
q “ O

pA,Bqp.c.
q contains a neighbourhood of the origin.

Our second proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem consists precisely in

exploiting Remark 6.1, namely in showing that the Kalman condition implies that, for

w “ 0, the projection of M-Att
pT q
x:“p0,0,0q onto Q has the desired property for any choice of

T ą 0.

6.2. Final points of stepped graphs as points in orbits of flows of vector fields.

Consider a stepped graph η “ η1 ˚ η2 ˚ . . . ˚ η2r`1 in M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K, corresponding to

a solution to (1.1) for a piecewise constant control u : r0, T s Ñ K with values ck P K,

0 ď k ď r, on time intervals rtk, tk ` σks, with t0 “ 0 and tk :“ tk´1 ` σk´1. Let also x

and y be the initial and final points of η.
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We observe that each odd arc η2k`1, 0 ď k ď r, is an integral curve of the vector field

T “
B

Bt
`
`
A
i
jq

j ` B
i
au

a
˘ B

Bqi
“

B

Bt
´
`
Ai

jq
j ` Bi

au
a
˘ B

Bqi
,

while each even arc η2pk`1q (that is, each of the segments that join the points ptk`1, pqk, ckq

to ptk`1, rqk`1 “ pqk, ck`1q) are integral curves, with integration parameter running in

r0, 1s, of the vector fields

λa
pkq

B

Bua
, λa

pkq :“ cak ´ cak´1 , 1 ď k ď r .

Setting Wa :“ B
Bua , we conclude that the final point y is equal to

y “ ΦT
σr

˝ Φ
λa

prq
Wa

1 ˝ ΦT
σr

˝ . . . ˝ Φ
λa

p2q
Wa

1 ˝ ΦT
σ1

˝ Φ
λa

p1q
Wa

1 ˝ ΦT
σ0

pxq . (6.3)

The next lemma shows that such expression is equivalent to another, much more con-

venient for our purposes. In its statement, for any s P R and any vector field X on

M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K, we adopt the notation Xrss to indicate the vector field defined by

Xrss “ ΦT
s˚pXq ,

that is the push-forward of X by the diffeomorphism ΦT
s . We recall that such a pushed-

forward vector field Xrss is the unique vector field whose integral curves are the curves

in M defined by

γptq “ ΦT
s ˝ ΦX

t ˝ ΦT
´spyq , y P M p recall the relation (2.2) q .

Lemma 6.2. Setting τk :“
řr

j“k σj, 1 ď k ď r, the point y in (6.3) is also equal to the

point

y “
`
Φ
λa

prqW
rτrs
a

1 ˝ Φ
λa

pr´1qW
rτr´1s
a

1 ˝ . . . ˝ Φ
λa

p1qW
rτ1s
a

1

˘
px1q where x1 :“ ΦT

T pxq . (6.4)

In particular, if x “ p0, q “ 0, w “ 0q,

y “
`
Φ
λa

prq
W

rτrs
a

1 ˝ Φ
λa

pr´1q
W

rτr´1s
a

1 ˝ . . . ˝ Φ
λa

p1q
W

rτ1s
a

1

˘
pxq . (6.5)

t

w

q

Curve s ÞÑ ΦT

spxq, s P r0, σ1 ` . . . ` σrs “ r0, T s

x1

y

x

Curves s ÞÑ Φ
λa

pjq
Wa

s

Curves s ÞÑ Φ
λa

pjq
W

rτj s
a

s

Fig. 3 – The black curve from x1 to y is obtained changing the

composition of flows (6.3) into a new one by an iterated application of (6.6).

Proof. By the identity (2.2), any composition of flows of the form ΦT
s ˝ΦX

t can be replaced

by

ΦT
s ˝ ΦX

t “ Φ
ΦT

s˚pXq
t ˝ ΦT

s “ ΦXrss

t ˝ ΦT
s . (6.6)
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Applying this identity iteratively, after a finite number of steps formula (6.3) takes the

form (see Fig.3)

y “

˜
Φ
λa

prq
W

rσrs
a

1 ˝ Φ
λa

pr´1q
W

rσr´1`σrs
a

1 ˝ . . . ˝ Φ
λa

p1q
W

rσr`σr´1`...σ1s
a

1

¸
˝

˝ ΦT
σr`...`σ1`σ0

pxq . (6.7)

Since σr ` . . . ` σ1 ` σ0 “ T , (6.4) follows. The last claim is an immediate consequence

of (6.4) and the fact that ΦT
t p0q “ 0 for all t P R.

From Lemma 6.2 if follows that if xo “ p0, 0, 0q, a point y belongs to M-Att
pT q
xo

for some

T ą 0 if and only if it has the form (6.5) for a finite set of constants λpkq “ ck ´ ck´1,

1 ď k ď r (which correspond to constant controls ck P K Ă R
m) and a finite sequence of

real numbers τk satisfying the inequalities T ą τ1 ą τ2 ą . . . ą τr ą 0.

6.3. Our second proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem. Consider

the constant vector fields on M defined recursively by

W
p0q
1 :“ W1 “

B

Bu1
, W

p0q
2 :“ W2 “

B

Bu2
, . . . , W p0q

m :“ Wm “
B

Bum
,

W
p1q
1 :“ rT,W1s “ Bi

1

B

Bqi
, W

p1q
2 :“ rT,W2s “ Bi

2

B

Bqi
, . . .

. . . W p1q
m :“ rT,Wms “ Bi

m

B

Bqi
,

W
p2q
1 :“ rT,W

p1q
1 s “ Ai

jB
j
1

B

Bqi
, W

p2q
2 :“ rT,W

p1q
2 s “ Ai

jB
j
2

B

Bqi
, . . .

. . . , W p2q
m :“ rT,W p1q

m s “ Ai
jB

j
m

B

Bqi
,

...

W
pℓq
1 :“ rT,W

pℓ´1q
1 s “ Ai

j1
A

j1
j2
. . . A

jℓ´2

jℓ´1
B

jℓ´1

1

B

Bqi
, . . .

. . . , W pℓq
m :“ rT,W pℓ´1q

m s “ Ai
j1
A

j1
j2
. . . A

jℓ´2

jℓ´1
B

jℓ´1

m
B

Bqi
,

...

(6.8)

Note that the i´th component of each vector field W
pℓq
a , 1 ď a ď m, is always equal to

the i´th component of the vector A¨ . . . ¨Alooomooon
pℓ´1q´times

¨Ba.

Moreover, for any integer ℓ ě 0, let us denote by nℓ the dimension of the vector space

spanned by the m¨pℓ ` 1q vector fields W
pkq
a , 1 ď a ď m, 0 ď k ď ℓ at a point xo P M:

nℓ “ dimRxW p0q
a0

|xo ,W
p1q
a1

|xo , . . . ,W
pℓq
aℓ

|xo , 1 ď ak ď m y

(since all considered vector fields are constant, nℓ is independent of xo). Clearly the

sequence of integers n0, n1, n2, . . . is non-decreasing and each of them is less than or
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equal to m`n “ dimK`dimQ. We denote by ℓmax the smallest integer for which nℓmax

is maximal. One can immediately realise that (see (1.2))

nℓmax
“ m ` dimKalmanpA,Bq (6.9)

and that nℓmax
“ m ` n if and only if dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n.

Let us now fix an ordered tuple B “ pE1, . . . , Enℓmax
q, in which each vector field EA is

a vector belonging to the set tW
pℓq
a u 1ďaďm

0ďℓďℓmax

, and such that they constitute a basis for

the following vector space at xo P M (and thus at any other point):

xW p0q
a0

|xo ,W
p1q
a1

|xo , . . . ,W
pℓmaxq
aℓmax

|xo , 1 ď aj ď m y . (6.10)

Since nℓmax
is the maximal dimension, each vector fieldW

pℓq
a , ℓ ě ℓmax`1, admits a unique

expansion with constant coefficients in terms of the vector fields EA, 1 ď A ď nℓmax
. Since

each EA has the form W
pℓq
b for some 1 ď b ď m and 0 ď ℓ ď ℓmax, we have that all vector

fields W
prq
a , r ě ℓmax ` 1, admits a unique expansion of the form

W prq
a “

ÿ

0ďℓďℓmax

1ďbďm

λ
r|b
a|ℓW

pℓq
b , r ě ℓmax ` 1 , (6.11)

where each coefficient λ
r|b
a|ℓ is either 0 or equal to the component of W

prq
a in the direction

of W
pℓq
b in case W

pℓq
b is one of the chosen basis B “ pEAq.

Lemma 6.3. For any 1 ď a ď m and s P R, the vector field W
rss
a “ ΦT

s˚pWaq has a

unique expansion of the form

W rss
a “

ℓmaxÿ

ℓ“0

ˆ
p´1qℓ

sℓ

ℓ!
δba ` sℓmax`1Db

a|ℓpsq

˙
W

pℓq
b , (6.12)

where Db
a|ℓpsq is the sum of the converging series

Db
a|ℓpsq :“ p´1qℓmax`1

8ÿ

ℓ“0

p´1qℓ
sℓ

pℓ ` ℓmax ` 1q!
λ
ℓ`ℓmax`1|b
a|ℓ (6.13)

and δba is the Kronecker delta. In particular,

– for each s P R, the vector field W
rss
a is a finite linear combination of the vector fields

W
pℓq
b , 1 ď b ď m, 0 ď ℓ ď ℓmax, and

– for each s, s1 P R, the diffeomorphism ΦW
rss
a

s1 maps the hypersurfaces tt “ const.u into

themselves.

Proof. We recall that for any s P R and any vector field X on M,

d

ds
ΦT
s˚

pXq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
s

“
d

dh
ΦT
h˚

pXrssq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
h“0

“
d

dh
Φ´T

h
˚pXrssq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
h“0

“ ´rT,Xrsss . (6.14)

Due to this, for any a P t1, . . . ,mu, the one-parameter family of vector fields s ÞÑ W
rss
a ,

s P R, is the unique solution to the differential problem

dW
rss
a

ds

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
s

“ ´rT,W rss
a s , W rs“0s

a “ Wa . (6.15)
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On the other hand, if W
pℓqi
a , W

pℓqb
a denote the components of the vector field W

pℓq
a “

W
pℓqi
a

B
Bqi

` W
pℓqb
a

B
Bub , using the iterative definition (6.8) of such vector field, one can

directly check that the power series

Xipsq “
8ÿ

ℓ“0

p´1qℓ
sℓ

ℓ!
W pℓqi

a , Xbpsq :“
8ÿ

ℓ“0

p´1qℓ
sℓ

ℓ!
W pℓqb

a

uniformly converges on any closed interval rs1, s2s Ă R. This implies that the vector field

Xpsq “ Xipsq
B

Bqi
` Xbpsq

B

Bub

is well defined and real analytic for any s P R, and it is such that Xp0q “ Wa and
dXpsq
ds

ˇ̌
s

“ ´rT,Xpsqs. From uniqueness of the solution to (6.15), we conclude that

W
rss
a “ Xpsq “

ř8
ℓ“0p´1qℓ s

ℓ

ℓ!
W

pℓq
a . We now recall that each vector fieldW

pℓq
a , ℓ ě ℓmax`1,

1 ď a ď m, admits a unique expansion (6.11). Replacing such expansion in all terms

corresponding to the powers sℓ, ℓ ě ℓmax ` 1, we get (6.12). The last two claims are

consequences of (6.12) and the fact that each vector field W
pℓq
b has trivial component

along B
Bt .

For any ε ą 0 and any ordered pair of integers pa, ℓq, 1 ď a ď m, 0 ď ℓ ď ℓmax, let

τa,ℓ :“
a ` ℓm

m ¨ pℓmax ` 1q
, W

pℓq
a :“ ℓ!W

rετa,ℓs
a .

Note that each real number ετa,ℓ belongs to the interval
”

1
mpℓmax`1qε, ε

ı
and the latter is

a subinterval of p0, T q for a prescribed value of T , provided that ε is sufficiently small.

Imposing the lexicographic order for the set of pairs pa, ℓq and denoting each such pair

by a single index 1 ď A ď m ¨ pℓmax ` 1q, we may consider the tuples of vector fields

tWAu1ďAďmℓmax
“ tWpℓq

a u 1ďaďm
0ďℓďℓmax

, tWBu1ďBďmℓmax
“ tW pℓq

a u1ďaďm,0ďℓďℓmax

and the squared matrix A “
`
AB

A

˘
, with entries given by the components of the vector

fields WA in terms of the vector fields WB according to (6.12). Notice that A has the

form A “ pA ` Opεℓmax`1q, where

pA “

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

pA1 0 . . . 0

0 pA2 . . . 0
...

...
. . . 0

0 0 . . . pAm

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

with pAa :“

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

1 ετa,0 ε2τ2a,0 . . . εℓmaxτ ℓmax

a,0

1 ετa,1 ε2τ2a,1 . . . εℓmaxτ ℓmax

a,1
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 ετa,ℓmax
ε2τ2a,ℓmax

. . . εℓmaxτ ℓmax

a,ℓmax

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

. (6.16)

andOpεℓmax`1q stands for a squared matrix whose entries are infinitesimal of order ℓmax`1

with respect to ε.

Lemma 6.4. For any T ą 0, there exists ε P
`
0, T

2

˘
such that the matrix A is invertible.
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Proof. Consider the matrix

B “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

B1 0 . . . 0

0 B2 . . . 0
...

...
. . . 0

0 0 . . . Bm

˛
‹‹‹‚ , Ba :“

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

1 τa,0 τ2a,0 . . . τ ℓmax

a,0

1 τa,1 τ2a,1 . . . τ ℓmax

a,1
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 τa,ℓmax
τ2a,ℓmax

. . . τ ℓmax

a,ℓmax

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

. (6.17)

Factoring out an appropriate power εr, 0 ď r ď ℓmax, from the terms of each column of

A, we get that

detA “

˜ ź

0ďrďℓmax

εr

¸m

det pB ` Opεqq ,

where Opεq denotes a matrix whose entries are infinitesimal of the same order of ε.

Therefore, by continuity and the well-known formula for the determinants of Vander-

monde matrices (see e.g. [8]),

detApεq “

˜ ź

0ďrďℓmax

εr

¸m ź

1ďaďm

˜ ź

1ďℓăℓ1ďℓmax

pτa,ℓ1 ´ τa,ℓq ` Opεq

¸

where now Opεq stands for a function which is an infinitesimal of the same order of ε.

Since each factor
ś

1ďℓăℓ1ďℓmax
pτa,ℓ1 ´ τa,ℓq `Opεq tends to a non-zero value for ε tending

to 0, the lemma follows.

Theorem 6.5. Assume that K Ă R
m is an open set and that C

pA,Bqp.c.
q contains a point

q that reaches q in a time T ą 0 through a solution qpq,uoq with uoptq piecewise constant.

If KalmanpA,Bq “ n, then C
pA,Bqp.c.
q contains a neighbourhood of the point q.

Proof. Consider an initial subinterval r0, T 1s of r0, T r, on which the control uoptq is

constant and let q1 :“ qpT 1q. Since q1 is in C
pA,Bqp.c.
q , each point which is controllable

to q1 is automatically a point of C
pA,Bqp.c.
q . Hence, being q controllable to q1, if we show

that C
pA,Bqp.c.
q1 contains a neighbourhood of q, then we immediately get that also C

pA,Bqp.c.
q

contains a neighbourhood of q. This fact shows that there is no loss of generality if we

prove the theorem just under the stronger assumption that uoptq is constant.

Let q, C
pA,Bqp.c.
q and uoptq as in the hypothesis and assume that uoptq is constant. Pick

ε P p0, T q and consider the map

f pεq : Rm¨pℓmax`1q ÝÑ M

f pεqps1,0, s2,0, . . . , sa,ℓ, . . . , sm,ℓmax
q :“

ˆ
Φ
W

rετ1,0sq

1

s1,0 ˝ Φ
W

rετ2,0s

2

s2,0 ˝ . . . ˝ ΦW
rετa,ℓs
a

sa,ℓ
˝ . . .

. . . ˝ Φ
W

rετm´1,ℓmax
s

m´1

sm,ℓmax
˝ ΦW

rετm,ℓmax
s

m
sm,ℓmax

˝ ΦT
T

˙
p0, q, cq . (6.18)

By construction and Lemma 6.3, the following properties hold:

(i) f pεqp0q “ ΦT
T p0, q, cq “ pT, q, cq and for any s P R

m¨pℓmax`1q, the point f pεqpsq is in the

hypersurface tt “ T u Ă M;

(ii) By Lemma 6.2, each point of the form y “ f pεqpsq belongs to M-Att
pT q
xo

, xo “ p0, q, cq;



18 BAGAGIOLO, GIANNOTTI, SPIRO AND ZOPPELLO

(iii) The columns of the Jacobian Jf pεq
ˇ̌
0
are the components of the vector fields

df pεqp0, 0, . . . , 0, sa,ℓ “ t, 0, . . . , 0q

dt

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
t“0

“ ℓ!W
rετa,ℓs
a “ W

pℓq
a . (6.19)

By iii) and Lemma 6.4, for any sufficiently small ε ą 0, the rank of Jf pεq
ˇ̌
0
is equal to the

dimension of the vector space spanned by the vector fieldsW
pℓq
a , i.e. m`dimKalmanpA,Bq.

Such a rank is equal to m`n “ dimK`dimQ if and only if dimKalmanpA,Bq “ n. If this

is the case, by the Inverse Function Theorem the image of f pεq contains a neighbourhood

of the point yo “ pT, q, cq in the hypersurface tt “ T u Ă M “ R ˆ Q ˆ K. Since the

map πQ : M Ñ Q has maximal rank at all points of tt “ T u, such a neighbourhood

of yo projects onto an open neighbourhood of q and, by (6.2), such an open set is a

neighbourhood of q which is entirely included in O
pA,Bqp.c.
q “ C

pA,Bqp.c.
q .

Our second proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem, described at the

beginning of this section, is now a trivial consequence of Theorem 6.5: It suffices to

observe that such a theorem applies to the case in which q “ 0Rn and q̄ “ 0Rn , because

the origin can be considered as joined to itself by means the trivial solution of (1.1),

determined by the constant control uoptq ” 0, which is an admissible control by the

hypothesis of Theorem 3.2.
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