arXiv:2412.07438v2 [math.OC] 6 Mar 2025

FLOWS OF VECTOR FIELDS AND THE KALMAN THEOREM

FABIO BAGAGIOLO' CRISTINA GIANNOTTI*? ANDREA SPIRO? MARTA ZOPPELLO?

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 = (¢")1<i<n in the affine space Q := R" and with evolutions given by the solutions of a
system of linear first order equations of the form

g =Aq+ Bu (1.1)

for some non zero constant matrices A = (A;) and B = (B!) and in which the controls
u(t) are measurable functions taking values in a bounded set X < R™. For a fixed § € Q,
denote by Cy the set of all points ¢ € Q that are controllable to q, i.e. for which there is a
control u(t) which determines a solution ¢(t) to (ILI]) that starts from ¢ and reaches g in
a finite time. A local version of the famous Kalman Theorem consists of a criterion for
determining whether the set Cg—o,, of controllable points to the origin contains an open
set. It can be stated as follows.

Theorem (Kalman). If X contains a neighbourhood of Orm, the set Cg—qg. contains a
neighbourhood of Ogrn if and only if the space V < R"™, which is spanned by the vectors

Bi,...,Bm, AB,...,ABy, (AA)Bi, (AA)B ..., (A-A)Bpn,...
., (A .-A)-Bi,(A-...-A)-Ba,...,(A...-A)-Bp, ..., (12)

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

The proof can be found in many textbooks (as for instance [I, [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-Rashevskii Theorem on the local controllability of systems
of the form ¢ = > 77"  X,(¢q)u®. In fact, the sufficiency parts of the Kalman Theorem and
of the mentioned corollary of the Chow-Rashevskii Theorem, can be derived from a very
general criterion by Sussmann ([I8] 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 [I, B]). Due to all this, it is
commonly understood that the Kalman Theorem is equivalent to the above quoted corollary
of the Chow-Rashevskii Theorem. Since it is not hard to check that “the Kalman Theorem
yields such a corollary of the Chow-Rashevskii 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-Rashevskii 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-Rashevskii 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 Ogr» — then also the controllable set Cy—q., of (LI contains a
convex set (see (1) of Proposition (5.1l 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 x Q x K and it does not involve in a direct way the
Chow-Rashevskii Theorem — it just uses a few results on flows, which are properties that
can be taken as ancestors of the Chow-Rashevskii 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-Rashevskii 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 X, of the above described form, the property determined by the Chow-Rashevskii
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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 §5l and §0l
there are our main results, i.e. the mentioned new proofs for the Kalman Theorem, one
based on the Chow-Rashevskii 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 Stefan’s works to us.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Vector fields, Lie brackets and flows. We recall that a C* wvector field on
U < R™ is an application in C¥(U,R™), which maps each z = (2%)1<;<, € U into a vector
X(z) = (XY(x),...,X"™(z)) applied to the point z. We also recall that each C* vector
field X = (X%)1<i<n can be identified with the first order differential operator on real
functions X (f) := X* g xfl Under this identification, the Lie bracket [X, Y] between two
C* vector fields X,Y on U, k > 1, can be defined as the C*~1 vector field on U identified

with the first order differential operator

oxJ oxd ) ozt

[X.Y](f) == X(V(f)) — Y(X(/)) = (Xf Ny aXZ) oF _

of
oxt

Given a C* vector field X on U < R™, a corresponding (local) flow on a relatively compact
open subset U < U is a map &X : (—e,e) x U —> R™, which is constructed as follows for

= (X(v") - Y(XY))

~

a sufficiently small € > 0 . For any z € U, let us denote by v(*)(s), s € (—egw),sgm)), the
unique maximal solution to the differential problem 5®)(s) = X (7 (s)), v®)(0) = .
Given 0 < e < minqeﬁ{egx), 5596)}, the flow ®¥ is the map defined by

X i (—,6) x U — R™ | X (s,2) := 7P (s) .

By construction, for any fixed s, € (—¢,¢) the map @Y = ®X(s,,) : U— R"is a
diffeomorphism from U onto ®% (U), with inverse ®X, = &, and with

0~ -
027 (5, 2) = X(z) for any z € U .
0s 5=0
Moreover, <I>§i=0 = Idy and, whenever s,s’ are such that s + s € (—¢,¢) and

X (z), X (z) € U,
X o (x) = 07 (7 (2)) = D3 (D (2)) -

2.2. Pushed-forward vector fields and their flows. Let X be a C* vector field on
an open set U < R” and ¢ : U — V = ¢(U) < R" a diffeomorphism between U and
V < R™. The push-forward of X by the map @ is the vector field on V

px(X) = (‘P*(X)l’---‘:@*(X)n)
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corresponding to the linear differential operator defined by

. o(f o
(D), 1= X(Fo@),ng) = Xj(wl(q))% -
(]
x| Y x| L
=X @)z il (7(#);X7) i (2.1)

where J(p) is the Jacobian matrix of . In other words, ¢, (X) is the vector field on V
with components 2, () (2) = (%7 ) ™ @)

The following fact is well known (see e.g. [19, Prop. 1.55)): For any two C* wvector
fields X, Y, k=1, on U and any C? diffeomorphism o : U — V < R™ then ¢, ([X,Y]) =
[0+(X), 0« (Y)]. This and a direct calculation imply that the following relation between
flows holds at all points where both sides are defined:

X oY = p(® () o X | (2.2)

2.3. Piecewise regular curves and their compositions. Given a manifold N, by
parameterised reqular curve we mean a C' map 7 : [a,b] € R — N with nowhere
vanishing velocity 4(¢) and which is an homeomorphism between [a,b] and the image
v([a,b]) of the map. The image v([a,b]) = N is called (non-parameterised) reqular curve.
Two parameterised regular curves 7(t), Y(s) with the same image are called consonant
if one is determined from the other via a change of parameter t = ¢(s) with % > 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 y(t) of the chosen equivalence class.

Given two oriented curves v1(t), 72(s), t € [a,b], s € [a’, '], with 71 (D) = y2(a’), their
union is called (oriented) composition and we denote it by =7 * 7. The oriented regular
curves 71, v2 that give the composition v * v 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 reqular (oriented) curves.

3. THE CHOW-RASHEVSKII THEOREM AND THE KALMAN THEOREM

3.1. Orbits of sets of vector fields and the Chow-Rashevskii Theorem. Let
F = {X 4} ey be a family of C* vector fields on an open subset U < R”, indexed by the
elements of a (possibly uncountable) set J, and denote by F the space of all finite linear
combinations with constant coefficients of the vectors in &, i.e.

F =(F) = {Y_AAlXA1+...+AANXAN A ER, NeN}.
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The orbit by F of a point x, € R™ is the subset of R™

Orb? (z,) = { zel : x:@zfllo...o@g/j\\,’(xo), NeN, s;eR, Y;ef;"} . (3.1)
The Lie span of F at the point x, is the linear subspace of T, R"™ = R" defined by
Lie(F),, = { v= V1, Yo, Va2, [Yn-1, Yul].. ]|, NeN, Yje ?} .

This notation being fixed, we can state Sussmann’s refined and improved version of the
Chow-Rashevskil 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-Rashevskii-Sussmann [2, [12] [16] 17]). For any family F of C*
vector fields on an open subset W < R™ and for any xz, € U, the corresponding set
Orb?(xo) is a connected immersed submanifold of R™ of dimension greater than or equal
to dim Lie(J),,. Moreover, if the vector fields are real analytic, then Orb? (z,) contains
a neighbourhood of x, if and only if dim Lie(F),, = n.

3.2. The Kalman Theorem. Consider the system (II), which, for brevity, in the
following will be called the linear system (A, B). Given a measurable control u, : [0,T] —
X, we denote by q(A-Blaosuo) . [0,7] — Q the unique absolutely continuous map which
solves the equations with control u, and initial condition ¢,, that is the solution to
q(t) = Aq(t) + Buy(t) for a.e. te [0,T]
Q(O) = 4o -

For any choice of points g, ¢, € Q we may consider the following associated subsets of Q:

(3.2)

— The set of the states that are controllable to g, i.e. the set of ¢ € Q from which the
controlled system can start to reach the prescribed final state g in a finite time 7' = 0;

— The set of all states that are reachable from q,, i.e. the set of ¢ € Q that can be reached
in finite time T" > 0 starting from the prescribed initial state q,.

We denote such two sets, respectively, by

CéA’B) = {qo eR" : ¢ABlaon)(T)y =G | for some T >0 and u, : [0,T] — K meas.} ,
(3.3)
OAB) = {6 eR" : ¢WBlaot)(Ty =G | for some T > 0 and u, : [0,T] — K meas.}

(3.4)

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

from ¢,, respectively, by means of piecewise constant controls are denoted by CéA’B)p'C'

A,B)p.c.
o

and Og , respectively.

Due to the linearity of the system (I.I]) 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 = R",

AB) _ ~(AB AB) _ (AB
OB Z o) | olAB) — ghB) (3.5)

q ’ q
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Moreover, if the control set K is symmetric (i.e. such that X = —X) we also have that
AB) _ A(AB) _ (A,B AB) _ (o(AB) _ ~(AB
CAB) — CAB) — ghB) | g(AB) Z 9(AB) — clhB) (3.6)
Similar relations hold for the sets CéA’B)p'C', O[(]A’B)p'c', 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 (I.2]), will be denoted by V = Kalman45),

Theorem 3.2 (Kalman Theorem). If X < R™ is a neighbourhood of Ogm € R™, the set

cABIPC ontains a neighbourhood of Ogn € R™ if and only if dim Kalman %)

=0 =n.

(A,B)

The equality dim Kalman = n is commonly called Kalman condition.

4. THE KALMAN THEOREM IMPLIES THE COROLLARY OF THE CHOW-RASHEVSKII
THEOREM FOR SETS OF VECTOR FIELDS WITH EITHER CONSTANT OR LINEAR
COMPONENTS

Given a linear system (A, B), let F45) be the finite set of real analytic vector fields
FAB) .= (Xo,X1,..., X} on R, with X, defined at each point ¢ by

Xo(q) = (-Aj¢’,...,—A}¢) = —Aq  and @)
Xl(q) = <B117 s 7B?) ) X2<Q) = (B217 . 7B£L) ) oty Xm(Q) = (B}na s 7B:Ln) : .
Note that, for a = 1,...,m, the components of the vector field X, are precisely the

entries of the a—th column of the matrix B. Finally, for any A = (%) € R™, let us set
YN = Xg + N X;.

We want to show that using the Kalman Theorem in a direct and elementary way, one
can prove that the orbit Orb™*? (Ogn) contains a neighbourhood of the origin if and only
if dim Lie(FA5)),_g = n.

Indeed, for any § € R™ and A € R™, the integral curve t — &) * (q) of the vector field
Y coincides with the solution ¢(=4Bl&%)(t) of the linear system (—A, B) determined
by the constant control u,(t) = . Hence if we consider the linear system (A, B) with
a control set K which is not only open, but also symmetric, by [B.5) and (B.6]) for any

fixed point g, the corresponding set CéA’B)p'C( = OéA’B)p'C) coincides with the set of
points of the form

gqT) =0 o 0¥ (@), T=si+s+...+5x>0,
for some finite sequence of m-tuples \; = ()\Z-l, ..., A"). Since each such a point is in

Orb?*? (q), we conclude that CéA’B)p'C' < Orb™*? (g). From this it follows immediately
that if the linear system (A, B) satisfies the Kalman condition, then, by the Kalman Theo-
rem, not only Cé‘ibilp'c' contains a neighbourhood of Orn, but also the orbit Orb7 " (Orn)

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 (A, B) does not satisfy the Kalman condition, i.e.

that the vector space Kalman“?) has dimension n’ < n, and pick a set of n’ linearly
independent vectors among the generators (L2]), say Ci,...,C,. Then consider a set
of n —n/ additional vectors, denoted by C,/ 1, ..., C, not belonging to Kalman -5 ,

which complete the previous vectors to a basis for R". Applying an appropriate linear
change of coordinates, there is no loss of generality if we assume that C; = (1,0,...,0),
Cy=1(0,1,...,0), ..., C, = (0,0,...,1) and that

Kalman45) = (C1,...,Cny ={qus1= ... =qn = 0}.

(A’B), the corresponding vector

Note that, being each vector C;, 1 < i < n/, in Kalman
A - Cy is also in Kalman®®), This implies that the matrix A (in the considered new

coordinates!) has the form

1 1 1 1
a% ... ag, ag,H ag
af ... ay, Aiq .- Gy
A= o av,  a" a” (4.2)
- 1 n' nl’+1 n .
n'+1 n'+1
0 0 ap,y an
O . O CLZ/+1 . CLZ

(A’B), also the vector A-q is in Kalman®5) | Tt follows

(A,B

In particular, for any ¢ € Kalman
that the value at any point of Kalman ) = {11 = ... = qn =0} of a vector field in
FAB) ig a vector which is tangent to Kalman“?) and that any flow of a vector field in

A,B)

F(A,B) maps the subspace Kalman( into itself. We conclude that if the linear system
(A, B) does not satisfies the Kalman condition, then the orbit Orb¥*? (Ogn) is contained

in KalmanB) < R" and cannot contain any neighbourhood of the origin, as claimed.

In order to conclude the proof of the claim
«OrpF (Ogn) contains a neighbourhood of Ogn if and only if dim Lie(fr"(A’B))q:O =n"
it remains to show that, for such a kind of set of vector fields, the Kalman condition is
equivalent to the condition dim Lie(&"(A’B))FO = n. For this, it suffices to notice that,
due to the constancy of the vector fields Xy, ..., X,,, in the set of all iterated Lie brackets
[ X, [Xigs ooy [Xin_y» Xin]---]]s N = 2, the only non trivial brackets are those having
the form

[Xo, [Xo, - [X0, X1 ] = (A A), B, (A A)/B)) . (43)
N — I—(times N — 1-times N — 1-times

From this it follows immediately that Kalman(45) — Lie(fr"(A’B))E:O and this immedi-

ately gives the desired equality between the two dimensions.
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5. A PROOF OF THE KALMAN THEOREM, BASED ON THE CHOW-RASHEWSKIT
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-Rashevkii 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( ORL = O( ORn)
cannot contain any neighbourhood of the origin) is a consequence Of the same l1near
algebra arguments considered at the end of §4. Indeed, if dim Kalman (45
by those arguments, there is no loss of generality if we assume that Kalman®?) is the
(AB) — g+l = = ¢V = 0}, that A has the form ([@2) and that all
vectors By, 1 < a < m, are in the subspace Kalman“®) . If this is the case, one can

immediately see that any solution of the linear system (—A, B) that starts from Ogn is

A,B
ORn) = C( ORL (4.5

=n' < n,

space Kalman

constrained to stay in Kalman-? ), so that O( < Kalman®®) 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 X is not only a neighbourhood
(A,B)p.c.

of Ogn, but is also convex and symmetric. Indeed, if we use the notation C; —0pn  and
C (4,B)p. ¢g=0gn for the sets of points that are controllable to Og= by means of controls in X

(A,B)p.c.
< Cq Ogn

If in addition X contains a neighbourhood of Ogm, then it certainly contains a subset x
which is not only a neighbourhood of Ogm, but it also convex and symmetric (a ball, for

and of controls in a subset X of K, respectively, it is clear that C(A-Bp-c.o_

example). Hence if we prove that the Kalman condition is sufficient for C(A,B)pc.a:ORn to
contain a neighbourhood of the origin, we immediately get that the Kalman condition a

(A B)p c.

fortiori is a sufficient condition for C; having that property.

Due this observation, the proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem can be
made under the stronger assumption that X is open, convex, symmetric and contains the
origin. For such a proof we need the following

Proposition 5.1. If X < R™ is open, convex, symmetric and contains the origin, then:

(1) Céﬁ’f)p'c' s symmetric and convex;

(2) If L < R™ is the smallest (with respect to inclusion) linear subspace containing
C(A Bjp.c. , thendim L > 1 and C(_O P-e contains a neighbourhood of 0 of the topology
ofL (conszdered as a topological subspace of R™);

(3) dim L = dim Orb? "™ (0) > dim Lie(FAB))z_,.

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 (L)
(see e.g. [10, §I1.2)).

In order to check (2), note that, since B # 0, the set C; contains at least a

point different from 0. This implies that dim L > 1. Denotmg N = dim L, consider N
(A B)p c.

(A B)p c.

points q1,...,qn € C; that are linearly independent (they exist because, otherwise,

(4, )pC)

L would not be the smallest linear space containing C and let C be the convex
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hull of the set {¢1, —q1,92,—q2,...,qn,—qn}. The interior of C' in the topology of L is
(A,B)p

an open neighbourhood of the origin and it is contained in quo *“ because of (1).

We now prove (3). First of all we claim that each vector field X,, defined in (1),

)p-c.

is tangent to L at all points of C(AB . In order to check this, for what concerns a

vector field X, , a, # 0, suppose that the claim is not true, i.e. that X, |, ¢ L for some
qe C(A B)p.c.

this case, consider the differential problem ¢* = —A;-qj — pBay,, q(0) = 0 for some small

. Since X,, has constant components, this implies that also X, |5-0 ¢ L. In

constant value 1 > 0 and let ¢(t) be a solution to this problem, hence a curve, which is
tangent to the vector field Xo(q) —uXa, (¢). Note that, in the linear system (—A, B), this
corresponds to the choice of the constant control pe,, which, for small 4 > 0, belongs
to X because it is a neighbourhood of the origin in R™, being e,, the suitable element
of its canonical basis. Since X4, |g=0 ¢ L and Xo|g—0 = 0, for small values of ¢ the point
q(t) is not in L. This is however impossible because all points of such a solution ¢(t) are
in O( A —Bpe _ C(A B¢ — I, For what concerns the vector fields Xo (which has not
constant components) the proof is different. As before, assume that the claim does not
hold for Xy, i.e. that there is a ¢ € C(A B¢ such that Xolz is not tangent to L. We

may therefore consider

(i) A solution ¢(t) of a differential problem ¢ = —Aq — Bu(t), ¢(0) = 0, that ends
at ¢ and is determined by a piecewise constant control u(t) (it exists because ' €
cABp-c. _ O(*A,*B)p-&).

7=0 = Yg=0 v

(ii) A solution ¢(t) to the differential problem ¢ = —Agq, ¢(0) = (such a solution is an

integral curve of the vector field X, and, since Xo\q/ ¢ L, the points ¢(t) are not in

L for small values of ¢; and again, it is an admissible curve for the controlled system
(—A, B) because 0 € K).

Composing the curves in (i) and (ii), we get a curve which is entirely included in
Oé:g’_B)p — Céi’oB)p ““ but also which is not entirely included in L contradicting the
assumption Céi’oB)p “ < L.

(4,B)

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

sequently, all vector fields in the spanned vector space F(4:B) are tangent to L at the

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

(A B):nc

contained in C; (it exists by (2)).Thus any integral curve X (s) of a vector field

X in F(A.B) that starts from a point in U stays in U for small values of s. Consequently,

(A B)pc

for any g e U C , there exists an open neighbourhood of ¢ of the intrinsic topol-

ogy of Orb™™"” ( ) Which is included in U < L. By Theorem [B.1] Orb™"? (g, = 0) is

an immersed submanifold of R™ of dimension greater than or equal to dim Lle(ff"L(IAj))

Thus:

e dim Orb™ """ (¢o = 0) < dim L because Orb¥*? (go = 0) contains an open subset of
its intrinsic topology included in U < L;

o dim Orb™ """ (go = 0) = dim L because Orb” (¢, = 0) contains Céi’oB)p'c' which con-
tains an open subset of L.

This implies that dim L = dim Orb™""*’ (G, = 0) > dim Lie(FA4-B)),

4o

o O
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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 (43]) and the remarks just before that equality,
we know that dim Kalman?) = n if and only if dim Lie(?(A’B))qozo = n. Thus, by
Proposition [5.1] (3), the linear subspace L < R™ of claim (2) of that proposition is equal
to R™ and the set Céﬁ’oB)p ““ is a symmetric, convex neighbourhood of § = 0 in R™. In
pz(ﬁtgglcar it is an open subset of L = R™. Thus if the Kalman condition holds, then
cABpe.

=0 contains a neighbourhood of Ogn 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 F4-5) as considered in the Chow-Rashevskil 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-Rashevskii type problems) is shown
to be non effective for deriving the Kalman Theorem is when we prove that all the
vector fields X, (and in particular, the vector field X) are tangent to L. Indeed this is
equivalent to the fact that C’q(i’OB)p ““ is a neighbourhood of 0 if and only if C’q(;?’B)p “is so

and hence if and only if C’éié’B)p ““ is so as well. Note that C’éié’B)p “
of the controllable points of the problem given by the controlled dynamics ¢ = 0 Aq+ Bu
with controlling parameter u = (u') together with the additional discrete parameter

oe{-1,1}.

is precisely the set

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-Rashevskii 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 (A, B) into a corresponding equivalent problem on certain distinguished curves
and flows of certain vector fields in the extended space-time M = R x Q x K. We
introduce these special curves and vector fields and the above described translation in
the next subsections §6.11and §6.21 The actual proof is in the concluding subsection §6.31

6.1. Stepped graphs in the extended space-time. Assume that X < R" is an open
neighborhood of the origin. Consider now the manifold M = R x Q x X = R'*" x K
(which is an open subset of R!*"*™) and denote by ¢, ¢ = (¢) and u = (u®) the
standard cartesian coordinates of R, Q and K < R™, respectively, so that each x € M is
determined by a tuple (¢,¢’,u®). As we mentioned in the Introduction, we name M the
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extended space-time associated with the system (ILI]) and we denote by
R M=RxAxK->R, 72 M=RxQAxK—->Q, 7™ : M=RxQxK->%K

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

A stepped (completed) graph of a solution of (I.1) is a piecewise regular oriented curve
(see §2.3) n = n1 x My % ... % Mgr41 in M, obtained by composing an odd number of regular
arcs and satisfying the following three conditions (Fig.1):

(1) Each odd arc n9p41, 0 < k < r, is the graph

Mok+1 = { (t, q(t), uk(t)) , t € [te,tr + ok] }

of a map t — (qr(t),ux(t)) € Q x K, t € [tg,tx + ok], in which ug(t) = ¢ is
constant and ¢ (t) is the corresponding solution to (II]); we denote its initial point
by Gk = qr(tx);

(2) For any odd regular arc nox1 with & > 1, the initial condition gj of g(t) is equal to
the final point @x_1 := qx_1(tx—1 + ox—_1) of the solution qx_1(t);

(3) Each even regular arc ny41y, 0 < k <7 — 1, is the segment in R x Q x X that joins
the final point of 7g41 to the initial point of (k4 1y41-

w

(t0: g0, wo)
Fig. 1 — A stepped graph in M =R x Q x K
Note that any stepped graph 1 = 1y #n9%...%n9,.41 of a solution satisfies the following:
e The projection on R x Q of each even arc 7;41) is a singleton, i.e. the set which

contains just the point given by the projection onto R x Q of the final point of 79541
(which is also the initial point of 79 3)

{(te—1 + o1, Tp—1)} = {(tr, @) } ;

e The projection of n onto R x Q coincides with the graph of the solution t — ¢(t) to (L))
with initial condition gy and the piecewise constant control curve u(t), which is equal
to the constants cg,cq,...,c, along the time intervals (tx,tx + o) < [0,T] (Fig.2);
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q

(to, q0)

Fig. 2 — The graph of a solution in R x Q corresponding to a stepped graph
e 7 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 v : [0,T] — K < R™ is a piecewise constant control curve in X < R™ and
takes constant values cg, cq,...,c. € X on the subintervals

[Oatl) ) <t17t2) yre (traT] with [OaT] = U[tj7tj+l]
j=0

and denoting by ¢(t), t € [0, T], the solution to (LI]) corresponding to u(t) and the initial
value ¢(0) = qo, there is just one stepped graph n = 1y * ng # ... * N2, 11 in M, whose
odd regular arcs 795411 are determined by the restrictions q‘[(tk,tk a0 <k <r. The
projection on R x Q of 7 is the graph {(¢,q(t)) , t € [0,T]} = R x Q of such a solution.

Given a point T = (¢,q,w) € M, the M-attainable set of T in the time T is the set
M—Attg)—{y € M : y is the final point of a stepped graph 7

that starts from Z and is such that 7 (n)) = [0, T]} . (6.1)

From the previous discussion and (3.3)), it follows that

A,B)p.c. AB)p.c. T
R S U <M_Att(f:i(0,a,@)) ' (6.2)
T>0,weX

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

T > 0, such that M-At (1)

i (0,0.10) projects onto a neighbourhood of Ogn via 72, it follows

immediately that CéA’B)p = OéA’B)p ““ 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—Attgi (0,0,0) ONtO Q has the desired property for any choice of
T>0.
6.2. Final points of stepped graphs as points in orbits of flows of vector fields.
Consider a stepped graph nn = ny 12 * ... #7211 in M = R x Q x K, corresponding to
a solution to (ILI]) for a piecewise constant control u : [0,7] — K with values ¢; € K,
0 < k < r, on time intervals [tg,t; + o], with tgp = 0 and ¢ := tx_1 + ox_1. Let also T
and y be the initial and final points of 7.
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We observe that each odd arc 79,41, 0 < k < r, is an integral curve of the vector field

T = % + (Al¢’ + Blu?) (9iq2 = % - (A + Bju?) aﬂql ,
while each even arc 7y, 1.1) (that is, each of the segments that join the points (tx11, Gk, cx)
to (tg+1,qk+1 = Qr,Ck+1)) are integral curves, with integration parameter running in
[0,1], of the vector fields

a a a a a
)\(k)% s )\(k) = Ck—ckil s 1<k<7‘

Setting W, a -, we conclude that the final point ¥ is equal to

y:@fro@l(” ao<I>T o...oq)l(z) ‘ol oq)1(1> aOCIDEO(T). (6.3)

Or o1

The next lemma shows that such expression is equivalent to another, much more con-
venient for our purposes. In its statement, for any s € R and any vector field X on
M =R x Q x K, we adopt the notation X3! to indicate the vector field defined by

X[S] = (I)E*<X) ’

that is the push-forward of X by the diffeomorphism ®T. We recall that such a pushed-
forward vector field X[5] is the unique vector field whose integral curves are the curves
in M defined by

() = Lo dX 0 ®T (y) yeM ( recall the relation ([2.2]) ) .

Lemma 6.2. Setting 13, := Z;:k 0j, 1 <k <r, the point § in ([63) is also equal to the
point

2@ [TT] 2@ W[TT‘*l] A\ W¢£T1]
7= (%, AW o P, N o... op, W )(@) where T = OL(T) . (6.4)
In particular, if T = (0,3 = 0,w = 0),
AQ WOETT] W[TT 1l AQ W["'l]
7= (2" o ®, Yoy o... o0V (). (6.5)
w/\
NG W
Curves s — &, 9 7
 —
______ e O
""""""" Becrnannnnenne x
Curve s — & (%), se [0,01 + ...+ 0,] = [0,T]

8|

Y W[T]
(€2
Curves s — ®g

Fig. 3 — The black curve from z’ to 7 is obtained changing the

composition of flows (6.3) into a new one by an iterated application of (6.0).

Proof. By the identity (Z.2]), any composition of flows of the form ®* o®X can be replaced
by
T S
3T 00X = 7+ X o gT — X o @7 (6.6)

s
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Applying this identity iteratively, after a finite number of steps formula (6.3]) takes the
form (see Fig.3)

2@ W[U’r‘] G wor 2@ W[0r+0'7.71+4.4o-1]
Y= (@1(T) ¢ oCI)l(Tfl) o... OCI)l(l) ¢ o

© q>£r+...+01+00 (T) . (6.7)

Since oy + ... + 01 + 09 = T, ([64]) follows. The last claim is an immediate consequence
of (6.4) and the fact that ®](0) = 0 for all ¢ € R. O

From Lemma[6.2]if follows that if T, = (0,0,0), a point  belongs to M—Attg) for some
T > 0 if and only if it has the form (6.5]) for a finite set of constants Ak) = Ck — Ck—1,
1 < k < r (which correspond to constant controls ¢, € X < R™) and a finite sequence of
real numbers 73 satisfying the inequalities T'> 7 > 1 > ... > 7. > 0.

6.3. Our second proof of the sufficiency part of the Kalman Theorem. Consider
the constant vector fields on M defined recursively by

Wl(o):zwlza—il, W ::WQZa—iQ, e W,Sf)::Wm:%%,
w = [T, W] = {a%. . WY = [T, W] = Bga%. .
WA = [T W] = Bl
w = [T, wV] = AgB{aiqi ;W= [T, Wi = A;'-Bgaiqi .
o, W@ =T, W] =A§-B2naiqi . (6.8)

w9 =, w1 = A;llA;I;...AjﬁjjB{“a% -
0

0 ._ (—1)7 _ Al Al Je—2 pit-
o W = W] = AL AT AT B i

Note that the i—th component of each vector field WCEZ), 1 < a < m, is always equal to
the i—th component of the vector A-...-A -B,.
-
(£—1)—times
Moreover, for any integer ¢ > 0, let us denote by ny the dimension of the vector space
spanned by the m-(¢ + 1) vector fields Wék), 1<a<m,0<k</atapoint x, € M:

ng = dimp(W 0 4, Wlloo, .. , W o, I <ap <m)

(since all considered vector fields are constant, n, is independent of z,). Clearly the
sequence of integers mg,n1,no,... is non-decreasing and each of them is less than or
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equal to m+n = dim X + dim Q. We denote by {,,x the smallest integer for which n,_,
is maximal. One can immediately realise that (see (I.2))

ng,.. = m + dim Kalman(4-5) (6.9)
and that n,_ = m+ n if and only if dim Kalman(*5) — p,
Let us now fix an ordered tuple B = (Fj,... =E"zmax)= in which each vector field F4 is
a vector belonging to the set {Wy)} 1<a<m , and such that they constitute a basis for
the following vector space at x, e M %jffdénthﬁus at any other point):
WDy WD gy, W) T <ay <m) (6.10)

Since ng,,  is the maximal dimension, each vector field Wg), £ = lpax+1, admits a unique
expansion with constant coefficients in terms of the vector fields E4,1 < A < ny,, . Since
each 4 has the form W( ) for some 1<b<mand0 < /¥ < ., we have that all vector

fields W(T), = lmax + 1, admits a unique expansion of the form

L S A A e (6.11)
Oézézmax
1<bsm

where each coefficient )\Zﬂz is either 0 or equal to the component of Wy)

of Wb(g) in case Wb(e) is one of the chosen basis B = (E4).

in the direction

Lemma 6.3. For any 1 < a < m and s € R, the vector field Wk] = oL (W,) has a
unique expansion of the form

Zmax

S s max 14

Wl =3 ((_ ) ﬁab + st Db (s )> W (6.12)
£=0

where Dz‘z(s) s the sum of the converging series
o

b pp— émax"l‘l £+£max+1‘b
DYy(s) := Z —e T T e (6.13)

and 52 is the Kronecker delta. In particular,

— for each s € R, the vector field Wa[s] is a finite linear combination of the vector fields
W, 1<b<m, 0< €< bnay, and

[s]
— for each s, s’ € R, the diffeomorphism (IJZE/“ maps the hypersurfaces {t = const.} into
themselves.

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

d d d
—oT (X)| = —af (x[ — @, T (xTel = —[T, xbI) . 14
FOLO0| L) - ST -] e
Due to this, for any a € {1,...,m}, the one-parameter family of vector fields s — Wa[s],
s € R, is the unique solution to the differential problem
dw ! _
Ifl/:s = _[Ta WcES]] ) Wa[s_O] = Wa . (615)
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On the other hand, if Wéz)i, ng)b denote the components of the vector field éz) =

Wcsg)i 5(61i + Wcsg)b%, using the iterative definition (6.8]) of such vector field, one can

directly check that the power series

i - zSé 0)i b - zSé )b
Xi(s) = (D GWO X0(s) = Y (1) W
£=0 ) =0 )

uniformly converges on any closed interval [s1, s2] < R. This implies that the vector field

i J b J
is well defined and real analytic for any s € R, and it is such that X(0) = W, and
d)égs)‘s = —[T, X (s)]. From uniqueness of the solution to (G.I5]), we conclude that

Wi = x (s) = 220(—1)5%%‘). We now recall that each vector field Wi”, £ > fax+1,
1 < a < m, admits a unique expansion (6.I1I]). Replacing such expansion in all terms
corresponding to the powers s, £ > lpax + 1, we get (B12). The last two claims are
consequences of (612) and the fact that each vector field Wb(g) has trivial component
along % |

For any € > 0 and any ordered pair of integers (a,£), 1 < a <m, 0 < ¢ < lyax, let

a+fm
- - - VV(Z) | [eTa,e]
Tal - m - (emax T 1) y a’ - g.Wa .

Note that each real number 7, ¢ belongs to the interval [ma, E] and the latter is
a subinterval of (0,T") for a prescribed value of T', provided that ¢ is sufficiently small.
Imposing the lexicographic order for the set of pairs (a,f) and denoting each such pair
by a single index 1 < A < m - ({pax + 1), we may consider the tuples of vector fields

{WahicA<mbma = {Wff)}olicz?m ; (W} 1<Bemtme = (WL N<agm, 0<t<tma
é é max

and the squared matrix A = (AE), with entries given by the components of the vector
fields W4 in terms of the vector fields Wp according to (6.12]). Notice that A has the
form A = A 4 O(efm>*1), where

Ay 0 0
~ 0 As 0
A= .

: : 0
0 0 A

1 eTap 627'30 Eémafo‘Ba"

A 1 emy €10y .. ehmerme

with A, = . (6.16)
2.2 ¢ lma
1 8T(]qgmax € Ta,émax te € maXTa,émxax

and O(Eémax“) stands for a squared matrix whose entries are infinitesimal of order £, +1
with respect to €.

Lemma 6.4. For any T > 0, there exists € € (0, %) such that the matrix A is invertible.
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Proof. Consider the matrix

2 gmax
B 0 ... 0 1 Ta,0 Ta,0 s T%,O

0 By ... 0 1 Tu1 T2 .. pomax
) 5 (1,1

= . . . 5 By = . . . . . (6'17)
: : 0 : : : . :
2 Lmax
0o 0 ... B, L Tolmax Tatoax - - Tatoos

Factoring out an appropriate power €”, 0 < r < fhax, from the terms of each column of
A, we get that

detflz( [ e—:“) det (B +O(¢))

OéTSZmax
where O(e) denotes a matrix whose entries are infinitesimal of the same order of e.
Therefore, by continuity and the well-known formula for the determinants of Vander-
monde matrices (see e.g. [§]),

det/l(s)—( 11 s’") 11 ( I1 (Ta,ef—Ta,z)JrO(E))

0<r<fmax 1<asm \1<l<l/'<lmax

where now O(e) stands for a function which is an infinitesimal of the same order of e.
Since each factor [ [1<y_pcp. . (Taer — Tap) + O(€) tends to a non-zero value for ¢ tending
to 0, the lemma follows. |

Theorem 6.5. Assume that X < R™ is an open set and that CéA’B)p'c' contains a point

q that reaches G in a time T > 0 through a solution ¢\ @1o) with uo(t) piecewise constant.
(A,B)p.c.

If KalmanB) = n, then CE contains a neighbourhood of the point q.

Proof. Consider an initial subinterval [0,7”] of [0, T, on which the control u,(t) is

(A,B)p.c.
Cq

constant and let ¢ := ¢(7”). Since ¢’ is in , each point which is controllable

CéA’B)p *“. Hence, being ¢ controllable to 7, if we show

(A,B)p.c.
Cq

to ¢ is automatically a point of

that Cé,A’B)p ““ contains a neighbourhood of ¢, then we immediately get that also

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 wu,(t) is constant.

Let q, CéA’B)p ““ and u,(t) as in the hypothesis and assume that u,(t) is constant. Pick

e € (0,T) and consider the map

f(a) . ]Rm‘(emaf"l) —M

[em1,0D) [em2,0] [e7q. 0]
w. ’ W. ) W, a,l
f(e)(SLO,SQ’(),... ySaly - - 73m,fmax) = <(I>81}0 O(I)Sz,zo 0...0 (I)Satlz o...
[eTm—1.¢ ] [eT, ]
w N ybmax W m,lmax T _
o®g T o®ym o®r ](0,q,¢) . (6.18)

By construction and Lemma [6.3], the following properties hold:

(1) fE(0) = ®1.(0,4,¢) = (T, q,c) and for any s € R™ (bmax+1) " the point f(¢)(s) is in the
hypersurface {t = T} < M;

(ii) By Lemma 6.2} each point of the form 7 = f(¢)(s) belongs to M—Attg), xo = (0,7,c¢);
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(iii) The columns of the Jacobian J f (5)‘ , are the components of the vector fields

df£)(0,0,...,0,54,0 = t,0,...,0)
dt

— oWl —wlo (6.19)

t=0
By iii) and Lemma[64], for any sufficiently small & > 0, the rank of .J f(¢) ’0 is equal to the

dimension of the vector space spanned by the vector fields Wy), i.e. m+dim Kalman-5).

Such a rank is equal to m+n = dim X +dim Q if and only if dim Kalman“®) = n. If this
is the case, by the Inverse Function Theorem the image of f(¢) contains a neighbourhood
of the point y, = (T, q,c) in the hypersurface {t = T} ¢ M = R x Q x K. Since the
map 72 : M — Q has maximal rank at all points of {¢ = T}, such a neighbourhood

of y, projects onto an open neighbourhood of ¢ and, by (6.2]), such an open set is a
neighbourhood of ¢ which is entirely included in OéA’B)p o= CéA’B)p . O

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 It suffices to
observe that such a theorem applies to the case in which ¢ = Ogr and ¢ = Orn, because
the origin can be considered as joined to itself by means the trivial solution of (T,
determined by the constant control wu,(t) = 0, which is an admissible control by the
hypothesis of Theorem [3.2]
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