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Structure Theory for Ensemble Controllability,
Observability, and Duality

Xudong Chelﬂ

Abstract

Ensemble control deals with the problem of using finitely many control inputs to
simultaneously steer a large population (in the limit, a continuum) of control systems.
Dual to the ensemble control problem, ensemble estimation deals with the problem of
using finitely many measurement outputs to estimate the initial condition of every single
system in the ensemble. We introduce in the paper an innovative class of ensemble
systems, termed distinguished ensemble systems, and establish sufficient conditions for
controllability and observability of such systems.

A distinguished ensemble system is comprised of two key components, namely
distinguished control vector fields and codistinguished observation functions. Roughly
speaking, a set of vector fields is distinguished if they are closed (up to scaling)
under Lie bracket, and moreover, every vector field in the set can be generated (up
to scaling) by a Lie bracket of two vector fields in the same set. Similarly, a set of
functions is codistinguished to a set of vector fields if the directional derivatives of the
functions along the given vector fields yield (up to scaling) the same set of functions.
We demonstrate in the paper that the structure of a distinguished ensemble system
significantly simplifies the analysis of controllability and observability, and moreover,
can serve as a principle for ensemble system design.

Furthermore, we address in the paper the existence of distinguished ensemble sys-
tems over Lie groups and their homogeneous spaces. Specifically, we show that every
connected, semi-simple Lie group admits a set of distinguished vector fields, together
with a set of codistinguished functions. The proof is constructive, leveraging the struc-
ture theory of semi-simple real Lie algebras and representation theory. Examples will
be provided along the presentation illustrating key definitions and main results.

1 Introduction

We address in the paper controllability and observability of a continuum ensemble of
control systems. Ensemble controllability is about whether one can use only finitely many
control inputs to simultaneously steer a large population (in the limit, a continuum) of
control systems. These control systems are structurally identical, but show variations in
their tuning parameters. Dual to ensemble controllability, ensemble observability is about
whether one can estimate the initial condition of every single system in the ensemble from
only finitely many measurement outputs.
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We introduce in the paper an innovative class of ensemble systems, termed distinguished
ensemble systems, each of which is equipped with a fine structure on the control vector fields
and the observations functions (see below for details). We establish sufficient conditions
for controllability and observability of distinguished ensemble systems. We further address
the existence of such systems over Lie groups and their homogeneous spaces.

We provide below details of the model considered in the paper, the structure of a
distinguished ensemble system, literature review, and contributions.

1.1 Model of ensemble system

Ensemble control model. In its most general form, the control model of an ensemble system
can be described by:

X5 (t) = f(xs(2), o, u(t)), x, € M forall o € X. (1)

where X is the parametrization space, and each o € X is a tuning parameter. If a single
system is indexed by o, we call it system-o-. The state space M is the same for each system-
o. We denote by x,(t) € M the state of system-o at time ¢, and u(t) := (u1(t), - - - , up(t))
the control input which belongs to a finite dimensional vector space R™ for each z. The
vector field f for each system-o- depends on the state x- (), the tuning parameter o, and the
control input u(t) shared by all of the systems. We assume that the state space M is analytic
and the parametrization space X is compact, analytic, and path-connected.

Let xz(¢) := {x,(t) | © € X} be the ensemble of the system states. We call xx() a
profile. Let C“(X, M) be the collection of analytic functions from X to M. We assume that
each profile xy belongs to C“(Z, M). We call C*(X, M) the profile space. The ensemble
controllability problem addressed in the paper is about whether there exists a control law
u(t) to steer (1)) from an arbitrary initial profile xg(0) to a target profile xy at a given time 7.
A precise definition will be provided later in Section §3l

The controllability problem for the general ensemble system (1)) is hard. We address the
problem within a special class of ensemble systems, namely the system such that the vector
field f is separable in state x,, parameter o, and the control input u(¢). Specifically, we
consider in the paper the following ensemble system:

$o(t) = folto(0).0) + Y uOpi@) filia 1), xp € Mforallo €5 ()
i=1

where fj is the drift vector field depending on both x,(f) and o, the f;’s are the control
vector fields depending only on x,(z), and the p;(0-) are analytic functions defined on X.
We assume in the paper that all the vector fields and functions are analytic in their variables.

Ensemble estimation model. We next describe the dual ensemble estimation model.
We assume in the paper that there are only finite many measurement outputs y/(¢)’s at
our disposal. Each y/(¢) considered in the paper is an average of certain observation
function ¢/ (x,-(¢)) over the parametrization space X. Specifically, we let X be equipped with
a positive Borel measure, and each ¢f ,for j =1,...,1, be afunction defined over M. Then,
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the measurement outputs {y’ (t)}ﬁ-:l are defined by the following integrals:

V(o) = /E (o (O)dor, =1, 1. 3

Such type of measurement output arises naturally in physics, e.g., the temperature and
pressure in classical thermodynamics, the NMR spectrum in a quantum ensemble of spins,
the far-field intensity in Laser beam combination.

The ensemble observability problem is then about whether one is able to use certain
control inputs u;(z)’s to excite system (2)) and then, estimate xy(0) from the measurement
outputs y/(¢)’s. See Section §3| for a precisely definition.

Ensemble system. For convenience, we combine the control model (2)) and the observer
model (@), and refer following system as an ensemble system:

X (1) = folxe (), o) + XLy ui(t)pi(0) filxe (1)),

. , 4
yj(l)=/2¢](xg(t))d0', j=1...1 “)

Examples of the above system will be given along the presentation.

1.2 Distinguished ensemble system

One of the main contributions of the paper is to introduce an innovative structure for
system (), termed as distinguished ensemble system, which is comprised of two key
components, namely a set of distinguished vector fields { f;}" | and a set of codistinguished
functions {¢’/ }ﬁ.:l.

Roughly speaking, a set of vector fields is said to be distinguished if the Lie bracket
of two vector fields in the set is, up to scaling, another vector field in the same set, i.e.,
[fi, i1 = Afx for A a constant, and conversely, any vector field f in the set can be generated
in this way. Similarly, a set of functions {¢’ }j‘:l is said to be codistinguished to the vector
fields {f;}", if the directional derivative of any ¢’ along any f; is, up to scaling, another
function in the same set, i.e., fi¢/ = 1¢* for A a constant, and conversely, any function ¢*
in the set can be generated in this way. See Subsection for precise definitions. We
demonstrate in the paper that distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions are
key components in establishing ensemble controllability and observability of ([2).

Examples of distinguished sets of Lie algebras. We note that although the notion of a
“distinguished set” of a given Lie algebra appears to be new, such set arises naturally in
many places in engineering and physics. For example, when dealing with the rigid motions
of a three dimensional object with a fixed center, we have that the infinitesimal motions of
rotations around three axes of an orthonormal frame ® € SO(3) are given by

0 0 0 00 -1 0 10
A@® =00 0 1 £®):=01]0 0 0 £©):=0|-1 0 0],
0 -1 0 10 0 0 00
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where the three skew-symmetric matrices belong to so(3). One check by computation that
[fi, fi] = fx where (i, j, k) is any cyclic rotation of (1, 2, 3). Also, we recall that the standard
unicycle model is given by

X1 cos 6 0
Xo| =up |[sin@| +us |0f.
6 0 1

Although the set of the two control vector fields is not closed under Lie bracket:

cos 8 0 sin 0
fi:=|sin@|, fo:=|0]|| = f3:= [—cosb],
0 1 0

the above three of them are; indeed, we have [f], f3] = 0 and [f5, f3] = fi. However, we
note that { f,-}?:1 is not distinguished because f> cannot be generated by a Lie bracket of any
two vector fields in the set.

We further note that in quantum mechanics, the Pauli matrices which represent angular
momentum operators satisfy the desired property. Indeed, we have

0 1 0 -1 1 0
g1 .= [1 0] g9 = [i 0] g3 = [0 _1].

Similarly, one check by computation that if (i, j, k) is a cyclic rotation of (1,2, 3), then
[0y, oj]m = 2io where [+, -]v denotes the matrix commutator. Although the constant 2i is
not real, one can multiple the matrices by the imaginary unit so that the new set {107}?21
now belongs to su(2) and satisfies [i0y,ioj]m = —2iox. We finally note that the ladder
operators represented by the following matrices in sl(2, R):

1 0 01 00

H o= [0 _1] X = [0 O] V= [1 O]
satisfy the desired property: [H, X[y = 2X, [H,Y]|m = -2Y, and [X,Y]y = H. The
examples given above can be generalized to a broad class of Lie algebras. In fact, we have

recently shown in [1] that every semi-simple real Lie algebra admits a distinguished set.
We will review such a fact in Subsection $4.11

1.3 Literature review

Ensemble controllability. Amongst related works about ensemble controllability of nonlin-
ear systems, we first mention [2, 3]] by Li and Khaneja in which the authors establishes the
controllability of a continuum ensemble of Bloch equations parametrized by a scalar o in
a closed interval [a, b]:

x1(1) 0 w ur(t)o | | x1(t)
Xo(t)| = —w 0 us(t)o | | x2(2)] .
x3)|  |—w()o —ug@)o 0 x3(t)
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Note that the above model is a typical example of (2). Ensemble control of Bloch equations
has also been addressed in [4]. We further note that the controllability problem of a general
control-affine ensemble system has been recently addressed in [S]. Specifically, the authors
provided an ensemble version of Rachevsky-Chow criterion for ensemble controllability via
a Lie algebraic method. We do not to intend to reproduce the results established there, but
rather our contribution related to ensemble controllability is to demonstrate that if the set of
control vector fields { f;}!" | is distinguished, then the ensemble version of Rachevsky-Chow
criterion can be easily verified in analysis and fulfilled in system design. For ensemble
control of linear systems, we refer the reader to [6, 7], [8, Ch. 12] and references therein.
We further refer the reader to [9} [10} [11] for optimal control of probability distributions
evolving along linear systems.

Ensemble observability. To the best of author’s knowledge, the observability problem
of a continuum ensemble system has been mostly addressed within the class of linear
systems. We first refer the reader to [8, Ch. 12] where the author considered the following
ensemble of linear systems: X,(t) = A(0)x,(t) € R" and y(¢) = /z C(0)x,(t)do € R.,
The authors addressed the observability of the above ensemble linear system by applying
the argument of duality between controllability and observability of (infinite-dimensional)
linear systems [[12]]. However, such type of duality argument does not apply for ensemble
system (4)); the duality we address in the paper is rather from the structures of distinguished
vector fields and of codistinguished functions. We also refer the reader to [13] for a
related observability problem about estimating the probability distribution of the initial
state. Specifically, the authors there considered a single time-invariant linear system: x(z) =
Ax(t) + Bu(t) and y(tr) = Cx(¢). An initial probability distribution pg of x € R” induces a
distribution p; of y(¢) for a given a control input u(¢). The observability problem address
there is whether one is able to estimate pg given the entire distributions p, for all + > 0.
We further refer the reader to 14, [15, 116} [17, 18] for the study of observability of a single
nonlinear system using the so-called observability codistribution.

1.4 Outline of contribution and organization of the paper

The contributions of the paper is three-fold: (i). We introduce a distinguished ensemble
system as a new structure for (d)); (ii). We establish a structure theory for controllability and
observability of distinguished ensemble systems. (iii). We address the existence problem
of distinguished ensemble systems on Lie groups and their homogeneous spaces.

The first item has been addressed in the previous subsection. We provide below more
details for the last two items.

(ii). Structure theory for ensemble controllability and observability. We illustrate in
Section §3]how the structure of a distinguished ensemble system () can lead to ensemble
controllability and observability. Specifically, we show that having such a structure simpli-
fies the analyses by transposing the controllability (or observability) problem to a problem
of finding a separating set of L(X), i.e., the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions
on X.

The structure theory established in the paper also simplifies the system design problem—
i.e., the problem of co-designing the control vector fields f’s, the observations functions ¢/’s,
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and the parametrization functions p;’s so that system is ensemble controllable and/or
observable. The simplification is such that it divides the problem into two independent
subproblems—one is about finding a set of distinguished vector fields {f;}", and a set of
codistinguished function {¢’/ }j'=1 over the given manifold M while the other is about finding

a set of p;’s so that they form a separating set of L2(X). Thus, the structure theory can be
viewed as a guiding principle for designing controllable and observable ensemble systems.
(iii). Existence of distinguished ensemble systems. We address the problem of whether
there exist distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions over a given manifold M.
We provide an affirmative answer for the case where M is an arbitrary connected semi-simple
Lie group G. A few commonly seen examples include special unitary group SU(n), special
orthogonal group SO(n), special linear group SL(n), symplectic group Sp(2n, R), etc.

The proof of the above existence result is constructive. Specifically, for distinguished
vector fields, we leverage the result established in [1] where we have shown how to construct
a distinguished set on the Lie algebra level. A sketch of the construction is provided in
Subsection §4.11 One then identifies such a distinguished set with the corresponding set of
left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields over the group G.

For codistinguished functions, we provide a general approach for generating codistin-
guished functions via Lie group representations. In particular, we show in Subsection §4.2|
that a selected set of matrix coefficients associated with a finite dimensional Lie group rep-
resentation can be made as a set of codistinguished functions (to a finite set of left-invariant
vector fields). Then, in Subsection §4.3] we focus on a canonical representation of a Lie
group, namely the adjoint representation. We show that, in this case, there always exists a
set of codistinguished functions. In particular, if G is matrix Lie group, then these codistin-
guished functions are simply given by ¢¥/(g) = tr(gX;g ™' X ;) where X; and X; are selected
matrices belonging to the Lie algebra g of G. Further, in Subsection we discuss how
to extend the results to the homogeneous spaces.

Organization of the paper. In Section we introduce definitions and notations which
will be frequently used in the paper. Next, in Section §3] we define distinguished vector
fields and codistinguished functions, and establish controllability and observability of dis-
tinguished ensemble systems. Then, in Section §4. we address the existence problem of
distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions on Lie groups and their homoge-
neous spaces. We provide conclusions at the end.

2 Definitions, notations, and preliminaries

We introduce in the section key definitions and notations used in the paper. We also recall
a few known facts in differential geometry and Lie groups/algebras.

2.1 Differential geometry

1. Manifolds, vector fields, and one-forms. Let M be a real analytic manifold. For a point
x € M, let T,M and T; M be the tangent and cotangent space of M at x, respectively. We
further let TM and T*M be the tangent bundle and cotangent bundle, respectively. Denote
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by C“(M) the set of real analytic functions, X(M) the set of analytic vector fields, and
Q(M) the set of analytic one-forms on M. We further denote by 1, € C“(M) the constant
function whose value is 1 everywhere.

Let w € Q(M) and f € X(M). For apointx € M, let w, € Ty M and f(x) € T,M. We
define w(f) € C“(M) such that w(f)(x) := w,(f(x)) forall x € M.

Let ¢ : M — N be a diffeomorphism, and &, : TM — TN be the derivative of &.
For a vector field f € X(M), let &£.f € X(N) be the pushforward defined as (¢, f)(y) :=
E(f(E1y)) forall y € N. For a function ¢ € C®(N), let £*¢ € C“(M) be the pullback
defined as (£*¢)(x) := ¢(£(x)) for all x € M. One can also pull back a one-form w € Q(N)
and obtain £*w € Q(M) defined as (£*w)(f) = w(é.f) forall f € X(M).

2. Lie derivatives. Consider an ordinary differential equation x = f(x) on M. We
denote by ¢’/ x the solution of the differential equation at time ¢ with x the initial condition.

Let ¢ € C¥(M) and f € X(M). Denote by f¢ € C¥(M) the directional derivative (or
Lie derivative) of ¢ along f. For two vector fields f;, fj € X(M), let [f; f;] be the Lie
bracket of f; and f;, which is defined such that

Lfi. /i1¢ = fif;d = [ifig V¢ € CUM).

Let w € Q(M) and f € X(M). The Lie derivative of w along f, denoted by fw, is a
one-form which can be determined by the Cartan’s formula:

fw=1pdw+d(trw),

where d is the exterior derivative, and ¢y is the contraction with f. A one-form w is closed
if dw = 0, and is exact if w = d¢ for some ¢ € C“(M). Exact one-forms are always closed
since d> = 0. For any ¢ € C“(M) and any f € ¥(M), (d¢)(f) = f¢, and hence by the
Cartan’s formula,

fld¢) =d(f¢). )

Let {fi}", be aset of vector field over M, and w = wy - - - wy be a word over the alphabet
{1,...,m}. For a function ¢ € C¥(M), we define

Jw® = fuwy o S @

If w = @ (i.e., a word of zero length), then we set f,¢ := ¢. In the same way, we define
fww for any one-form w € Q(M).

3. Whitney topologies. Let M be equipped with a Riemannian metric. Denote by
das(x1, x2) the distance between two points x; and xo. Let £ be a analytic and compact
manifold, and C¢(Z, M) be the set of analytic maps from X to M. The Whitney C°-topology
on C“(Z, M) can be defined by a basis of open sets:

{xx € CYE M) | dy(xo, Xo) <€, VYo € X},

where xy varies over C“(X, M) and € is any positive real number. Generally, one can also
define the Whitney C*-topology for 1 < k < oo; but for that, one needs to introduce the jet
space. We omit here the details and refer the reader to [19, Ch. 2-Sec. 2].

4. Positive measures. Let u be a Borel measure on £. We say that y is strictly positive
if u(U) > 0 for any nonempty open set U of X.
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2.2 Lie groups, Lie algebras, and representations

1. Lie groups and Lie algebras. Let G be a Lie group, g be its Lie algebra, and [-, -] be the
Lie bracket. We identify each element X € g with a left-invariant vector field Lx over G,
ie., Lx(g) = gX for any g € G. Thus, Lixy] = [Lx, Ly]. Note that to each X € g, there
also corresponds the right-invariant vector field Rx. For that, we have Rjx y| = —[Rx, Ry].

A subalgebra }) of g is a vector subspace closed under Lie bracket, i.e., [h, ] C h. An
ideal i of g is a subalgebra such that [i, g] C i. We say that g is simple if it is non-abelian, and
moreover, the only ideals of g are 0 and itself. A semi-simple Lie algebra is a direct sum of
simple Lie algebras. A Cartan subalgebraly of g is maximal among the abelian subalgebras
of g such that the adjoint representation ad(X) := [, X| are simultaneously diagonalizable
(over C) for all X € b.

Simple real Lie algebras have been completely classified (up to isomorphism) by Elie
Cartan. One can assign to each simple real Lie algebra a Vogan diagram or a Satake diagram,
depending on whether a maximally compact or a maximally non-compact Cartan subalgebra
is used for classification. We refer the reader to [20, Ch. VI] for details. A few commonly
seen examples include special unitary Lie algebra su(n), special linear Lie algebra sl(n, R),
special orthogonal Lie algebra so(n), symplectic Lie algebra sp(2n, R), indefinite special
orthogonal Lie algebra so(p, g) (e.g. so(1, 3) is the Lie algebra of the Lorentz group O(1, 3)).
A complete list of (non-complex) simple real Lie algebras can be found in [20, Thm. 6.105].
We will provide more details of the structure theory of semi-simple real Lie algebras along
the presentation whenever needed.

2. Lie group and Lie algebra representation. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space
over R. Let Aut(V) and End(V) be the sets of automorphisms and endomorphisms of V,
respectively. A representation © of G on V, is a group homomorphism 7 : G — Aut(V),
i.e., m(e) = 1d, and nn(gh) = n(g)n(h).

Let (-,-) be an inner-product on V. We say that the representation is C* (i.e., k-th
continuously differentiable) if the map 7 : (g,v) € G x V — n(g)v € V is Ck. A matrix
coefficient is any C*-function on G defined as (m(g)vj,vi) where v;,v; belong to V. In
particular, if the v;’s form an orthonormal basis of V, then (n(g)v;,v;) is exactly the ij-th
entry of 7(g).

A group representation 7 induces a Lie algebra homomorphism 7. : ¢ — End(V),
where 7, is the derivative of 7 at the identity e € G. It satisfies the following condition:

ﬂ'*([X’ Y]) = ﬂ*(Y)ﬂ*(X) - ﬂ-*(X)ﬂ-*(Y)’ VXY € g.

We call &, a representation of g on V, or simply a Lie algebra representation.

Let Ad : G — Aut(g) be the adjoint representation, i.e., each Ad(g) : T,.G — T,G is
the derivative of the conjugation 4 € G — ghg™! € G at the identity e. The induced Lie
algebra representation of Ad is simply ad, i.e., Ad.(X) = ad(X) = [+, X] for all X € g.

If G happens to be a matrix Lie group (which is not always the case) embedded in R"*",
then the standard representation of G on R" is simply given by (g,v) € GXR" — gv € R

3. Philip Hall basis. Let X := {Xi, ..., Xx} be a set of free generators, and L(X) be
the associated free Lie algebra. For a Lie product p € £(X), let dep(p) be the depth of
p defined as the number of X;’s in p, counted with multiplicity. The P. Hall basis [21]]
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(o)

of L(X) is a sequence of Lie products P := {p;}°, which satisfies the following three
conditions: (7). The first k Lie products are the X;’s, i.e.,, p; = X; foralli = 1,..., k; (ii).
If dep(p;) < dep(p;), then i < j; (iii). Each [p;, p;] belongs to P if and only if p;,p; € P
with i < j, and either p; = X;» for some j’ or p; = [p;, p,] with p;,p, € P and [ < i. For
example, if k£ = 3, then the Lie products p in the P. Hall basis with dep(p) < 3 are given by

X1 Xo X3 [X1,Xo] [X1,X3] [Xo, X3]
[X1, [X1, Xo] [ X1, [ X1, X311 [ X2, [X1, Xo]]  [Xo, [ X1, X3]]
[ X2, [X2, X3]]  [Xs5, [ X1, X2]]  [X3, [X1, X5]]  [Xs, [X2, Xs]].

We further decompose P = U;>1P(k) where P(k) is comprised of Lie products of depth k.
P. Hall basis has been used in motion planning of nonholonomic system via the approach of
Lie extension (see, for example, [22] 23]). We review such an approach in Subsection §3.3

2.3 Miscellaneous

Let {eq, ..., e,} be the standard basis of R". We denote by det(e;, . . ., €;,) the determinant
of a matrix whose j-th column is ¢;, fori; € {1,...,n}.

For a vector v = (vi,...,v,) € R", let ||v|l; := X7, |vi| be the one-norm of v.

Let V be an arbitrary vector space over R. We denote by V* the dual vector space, i.e.,
it is the collection of all linear functionals from V to R.

Let V' and V" be two subsets (but not necessarily subspaces) of the vector space V. We
say that V’ and V” are equivalent if for any v/ € V’, there exists v/ € V" and a constant
¢ € R such that v/ = ¢v”, and vice versa. We simply write V' = V” to indicate such
equivalence relation.

Let S be an arbitrary set with an operation “+” defined so that s * 59 belongs to S for
all 51,52 € S. For any two subsets S” and S” of S, we denote by S’ = S” the subset of §
comprised of the elements s’ « s” for all s" € S’ and s” € §”. Here are two examples in
which such a notation will be used: (i) If S is a vector space and “+” is the addition “+”,
then we write S” + S”. (ii) If S is the commutative algebra of analytic functions C*(X) and
“x” is the pointwise multiplication, then we write S’S”.

However, we note that the above notation does not apply to [g1, g2] for g; and g2 two
subsets of a Lie algebra g. By convention, [g1, g2] is the linear span of all [X1, X2]| with
X1 € g1 and X3 € go. We adopt such a convention in the paper as well.

We denote by [, -] the Lie bracket of a Lie algebra g. If g is comprised of matrices, then
we denote by [, -]y the matrix commutator, which differs from [-, -] by a negative sign, i.e.,
[X,Y]=-[X,Y]m.

For an arbitrary control system x = f(x, u), we denote by u[0, T'] the control input u(z)
for t € [0,T], and x[0, T'] the trajectory of x(z) for ¢ € [0, T] generated by the system.
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3 Ensemble controllability, observability, and duality

We consider in the section the following ensemble system:

Xo(t) = folxe, o) + ZiLy (Xiey ui,(Dpi,(0)) filxe (), ¥ € Mand o €3,

V(1) = / ¢ (xs(t))do, y(t)eRandj=1,...,1. ©)
b

The state space M for each x, is analytic, equipped with a Riemannian metric. The
parametrization space X is analytic, compact, and path-connected with a positive measure.
The drift vector field belongs to C*(M x X). The parametrization functions {p; }!_, and
the control vector fields {f;}",’s belong to C*(Z) and X(M), respectively. The functions
{¢/ }jzl belong to C“(M). Further, the control inputs ;s are independent of each other.

We note here that the numbers of control inputs associated with the control vector
fields f;’s do not need to be the same, i.e., one can replace r in (22)) with r; for each
i =1,...,m. On the other hand, one can also set r := max{r,-}l.”i 1 and let p; be identically
zero if iy > r;. Thus, there is no loss of generality to assume that all the r;’s are the same.

Recall that xx(t) is the profile of system (6) at time 7, and C*(X, M) is the profile space.
We equip with C“(Z, M) the Whitney C°-topology.

We address in the section ensemble controllability and ensemble observability of sys-
tem (6). Precise definitions are provided below:

Definition 1 (Ensemble controllability). System (6)) is approximately ensemble control-
lable if for (i) any initial profile xs(0) and any target profile xs, (ii) any time T > 0, and
(iii) any error tolerance € > 0, there exists a control law u[0, T| such that the solution xz(t)
of (@) satisfies

dy(xo(T), xs) <€, VYo €Z.

Further, system (6)) is approximately ensemble path-controllable if for any trajectory of
profiles xs[0, T| with x5(0) = x,(0), there is a control law u[0, T] such that

dpy(x,-(2), X-(t)) <€, VYo eZandt e [0,T].

Similar definitions of approximate ensemble controllability can be also found in [3].

Definition 2 (Ensemble observability). System (6) is weakly ensemble observable if for
each profile xs, there exists an open neighborhood U of xs in C“(Z, M) such that for any
Xy € C¥Z, M) intersecting U, there is a time T > 0 and a control law u|0, T] so that for
some j € {1,...,1} and somet € [0,T],

/ & (xo())do # / o/ (% (1))do,
> >

where x5(0) = xg and xs(0) = Xs. Further, system (@) is ensemble observable if the open
neighborhood U, for any xz, can be chosen to be the entire profile space C*(Z, M).
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Organization of the section. The remainder of the section is organized as follows. We
provide in Subsection §3.1] two key definitions of the paper, namely distinguished vector
fields and of codistinguished functions. We also provide relevant properties of these vector
fields and functions.

To illustrate the roles of distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions in an
ensemble system, we consider in Subsection §3.2]a simplified version of system (@)):

X (t) = folxe, o) + ZiLy ui(1)o fi(xe (1)), xo € M and o € [a, ],

yi(t) = / ¢ (xo(t))do, y(t)eRandj=1,...,1, 7
b

i.e., X = [a,b] is simply a closed interval of R, r = 1, and p(0) = o is the standard

coordinate function. We then state in the subsection our first main result, Theorem 3.1

about approximate ensemble path-controllability and (weak) ensemble observability of

system (7). An illustrating example of such ensemble system defined on SO(3) is given

after Theorem [3.11

We prove Theorem[3.1]in Subsections §3.3land §3.4] where approximate ensemble path-
controllability and (weakly) ensemble observability are established in these two subsections,
respectively.

Then, in Subsections §3.3] and §3.6, we extended the results established for (7) to the
general system (6), where the parametrization space X and the parametrization functions
pi,’s can be arbitrary. We introduce controllability/observability indices (see Def. [6)) to
address the ensemble controllability/observability problem.

3.1 Distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions

We introduce here distinguished vector fields and codistinguished functions (or one-forms).
Recall that for a point x € M, we denote by 7, M the tangent space and 7; M the cotangent
space at x, respectively.

We first have the following definition for distinguished vector fields:

Definition 3 (Distinguished vector fields). A set of vector fields { f;}!" | over the manifold M
is distinguished (or simply dist.) if the following hold:

(i) Forany x € M, the span of fi(x), ..., fm(x)is TxM.

(ii) For any two vector fields f; and f;, there exist another vector field fi and a real
number A such that

Lfis fi] = Afi; ®)

conversely, for any fi, there exist f; and f;j and a nonzero A such that (8) holds.

Recall that X(M) is the collection of analytic vector fields over M. One can treat X(M)
as an infinite dimensional real Lie algebra. If a set of vector fields { £}, € ¥(M) is dist.,
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then from the defining conditions, they form a finite dimensional Lie subalgebra of X(M).

We denote it by
m
F = {Zciﬁ | Ci GR}.

i=1
Let £ : M — N be an analytic diffeomorphism between two manifolds. Recall that for

a vector field f over M, we denote by &, f the pushforward of f as a vector field over N.
We have the following fact about topological invariance of dist. vector fields:

Lemma 1. If {fi}1", C X(M) is dist., then {{.f;}12 | C X(N) is dist. as well.

Proof. 1t simply follows from the fact that the pushforward commutes with Lie bracket, i.e.,

[f*ﬁ’ f*f}] = f*[fl’ f]] = /lf*fk u
We now introduce the other definition for codistinguished functions:

Definition 4 (Codistinguished functions). A set of functions {¢’/ }§'=1 on M is codistin-
guished (or simply codist.) to a set of vector fields {f;}!* | C X(M) if the following hold:

(i) Forany x € M, the span of d¢., ..., d¢" is T*M.

(ii) Forany vector field f; and any function ¢’, there exist a function ¢* and a real number
A such that

fi¢) = ag": ©)
conversely, for any ¢X, there exist f;, ¢/, and a nonzero A such that () holds.
(iii) For x,y € M, if ¢/(x) = ¢/(y) forall j = 1,...,1, then x = y.

If{¢/ }j‘:l satisfies only the first two conditions, then it is weakly codist. to {f;}!" ;.

Note that in the above definition, we do not require the set of vector fields { f;}!, to be
distinguished. We also note the following fact:

Remark 1. By the Cartan’s formula, we have that fd¢ = d(f¢) for any f € X(M) and
¢ € C*(M). In particular, if fi¢/ = A1¢¥, then

fid¢' = d(fi¢') = Ad¢".
Thus, one can say that the set of one-forms {d¢’ }jzl is (weakly) codist. to { fi}!",. ]

Let £ : M — N be an analytic diffeomorphism. Recall that for a function ¢ defined
over N, we denote by £*¢ the pullback as a function on M. Note that if fi¢/ = A1¢¥, then

ELHNE DY) = EX(fip)) = A&7 4.

Thus, similar to Lemmal[ll we have the following property of the topological invariance of
codist. functions:

Lemma 2. If {¢/ }§'=1 is codist. to { fi}",, then {§*¢f}j.=1 is codist. to {f*_lf,-}l.”;l.
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We further introduce the following definition:

Definition 5. A set of vector fields { f;}!" | and a set of functions {¢/ }5:1 are (weakly) jointly

distinguished if { f;}" | is dist. and {¢/ }5:1 is (weakly) codist. to { fi}",.

Let {f;}!", and {¢/ }ﬁ.:l be (weakly) jointly distintinguished. We have shown that the
finite dimensional vector space F' spanned by the f;’s is a Lie subalgebra of X(M). Now, let
® be a finite dimensional subspace of C“(M) spanned by the ¢’’s, i.e.,

l
D= {chqﬁj | ¢ GR}.
=1

Recall that for any f, fj € X(M) and any function ¢ € C®(M), we have [f, fil¢p =
fifi® — fifi¢. 1t then follows that

Lemma 3. If F = {f;}!", and ® = {¢/ }j‘:l are jointly dist., then the action
(L) e FXD— fped
is a finite dimensional Lie algebra representation of F on ©.

We will use this fact later in Section §4] for generating co-dist. functions. Similarly, if
we let d® be the vector space spanned by the one-forms {d¢’ }j.zl, then

(f.dp) € FXdD — fdp € dD

is again a Lie algebra representation, isomorphic to the one given in the above remark.

3.2 Controllability and observability of distinguished ensemble system

We consider in this subsection a simplified ensemble system (7). For convenience, we
reproduce the system below:

X (1) = folxe, ) + Xy ui(D)o fi(xe (1)), X € M and o € X = [a, ],

V(1) = /qﬁj(x(,(t))dcr, y(@)eRandj=1,...,1. (10)
)

We assume that the closed interval [a, b] does not contain the origin. Discussions of
the case where the closed interval [a, b] is arbitrary are given in Remark 2] at the end of
Subsection §3.31

We make such simplification so as to illustrate how dist. vector fields { f;}", and codist.
functions {¢/ }j':l can lead to approximate ensemble path-controllability and ensemble
observability, respectively. The general ensemble system (6), and its controllability and
observability, will be analyzed later in Subsections §3.5]and §3.60 With a few more efforts,
the analyses we will carry out for (10) can be applied to the general system (@).

We now state the first main result for system (L0Q)):
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Theorem 3.1 (Distinguished ensemble system). The following hold for system (10):
(i) If{fi}", is dist., then (IQ) is approximately ensemble path-controllable.

(ii) If {¢’ }j‘:l is (weakly) codist. to { fi}" |, then (1Q) is (weakly) ensemble observable.

In particular, if {fi}!", and {¢/ }5:1 are (weakly) jointly dist., then (10) is approximately
ensemble path-controllable and (weakly) ensemble observable.

The proof of the above theorem will be given in the next two subsections. For the
remainder of the subsection, we provide an illustrative example on SO(3) with jointly dist.
control vector fields and observation functions. The vector fields and functions constructed
in the example will be further generalized in Section §4lso that they exist on any semi-simple
Lie group.

Example 1. Consider the following left-invariant vector fields over SO(3), the matrix Lie
group of 3 X 3 special orthogonal matrices:

Lx,(g) :=gX1, Lx,(8):=gXa, Lx;(g):=gXs. (1D
where the X;’s are skew-symmetric matrices defined by
X; = eje; - ekejT, with det(e;, ej, ex) = 1,

i.e., (i, J, k) is a cyclic rotation of (1, 2, 3).
Let so(3) be the Lie algebra of SO(3), comprised of 3 X 3 skew symmetric matrices.
It should be clear that Spaun{Xi}?:1 = s0(3), and hence Span{LXl.(g)}?:1 = T,SO(3). By
computation, we have that for any i # j, the Lie bracket of X; and X; is given by
[Lx;, Lx;] = det(e;, e, ex) Lx, - (12)

It follow from (I12) that {LXI.}?:1 is a dist. set of vector fields.
We next let {¢/ }g o1 be analytic functions on SO(3) defined as follows:

¢"(g) = tr(gX;e"X), 1<ij<3.

We show below that {¢"/ }? 4= 18 codist. to {LXi}?:l’ By computation, we have that for any
g € SO(3) and any X € so(3),

dey (%) = tr(g[X;. X1gTX]) = tr([X;. X1gT X[ 9). (13)
The above expression has several implications:

(i) First, using the fact that for any matrices A, B, and C of appropriate dimensions,
tr([A, B]C) = tr(A[B, C]), we have

dol (eX) = tr(X[g X" g X;1).
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Since so(3) is simple, [s0(3),s0(3)] = so0(3). Also, note that both {X]-}?:1 and
{g7X"g}? | spans so(3). It follows that {Xij =[g7X. g, X;] §j=1 spans s0(3). Now,
we have - R

deg (gX) = tr(XX;)).

By the fact that tr(-, -) is negative definite on so(3), we have that {d¢;j ?J
T; SO(3) for all g € SO(3). Thus, the first item of Def. 4l is satisfied.

| spans

(ii) From (I3)), we have that for any Ly, and any ¢/,
(Lx¢7)(g) = doy (8X)) = tr(gl X, Xi]gTX]).
It then follows from (12) that
Lx,¢"/ = - det(e;, ej, e,
and hence the second item of Def. H]is satisfied.
(iii) Let g and g’ be such that ¢"/(g) = ¢"(g’) forall 1 < i, j < 3. Fix an j, we have
tr(gX;e ' X,") = tr(g’X;¢"7X,"), Vi=123.

Since {Xi}?zl spans s0(3) and tr(-, -) is negative definite on so(3), we have gX;g" =
g'X;g’T, or equivalently, X; = ¢"g’X;¢’"¢. Since this holds for all j = 1,2,3 and
{X]-}?:1 spans s0(3), we have that g'g’ belongs to the center of SO(3), which is
comprised only of the identity matrix. We thus conclude that g = g’, and hence the
third item of Def. dlis satisfied.

We have thus shown that {Ly,}? , and {¢" }i’j:l are jointly dist., and hence by Theo-
rem [3.1] the following ensemble system:

8o(t) = Lx, (g80(1)) + X, wi(t)o Ly, (g (1)),
yii(t) = / t1(ge()X;gX ()X )dor, 1 <i,j <3.
>

is approximately ensemble path-controllable and ensemble observable. [

3.3 Proof of approximate ensemble path-controllability

We prove here the first item of Theorem[3.1l To proceed, we first recall that for an arbitrary
single control-affine system

%= folx) + D uifi(x) (14)
i=1

the so-called (one-step) Lie extension of the system is a new control-affine system with
additional control vector fields and corresponding control inputs:

£= o) + Y whio+ Y uglh 160,
i=1

1<i<j<m
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where the control inputs u;;’s are independent of the existing u;’s. Moreover, one can
repeatedly apply Lie extensions to generate a family of control-affine systems with more
and more control vector fields, each of which is generated by a higher order Lie bracket of the
fi’s. Itis known that the original control-affine system is approximately path-controllable if
and only if any of its Lie extended system is. In fact, Sussmann and Liu showed in [23] [24]
how to construct control inputs u;(-) using sinusoidal signals to approximate a desired
trajectory generated by one of its Lie extended systems. The same technique has also been
used in [3]] for proving approximate ensemble controllability.

We now apply Lie extensions to system (I0). In this case, we have that for any system-o-,
the control vector fields are the o fi’s, and [0 fi, o f;] = a?[fi fi]. Thus, the one-step Lie
extension of (10} is given by

S = folte o)+ > we fili) + L ol [fi fi1(x0). (15)
i=1

1<i<j<m

Further, by repeatedly applying Lie extensions, we obtain that

S = folko, @)+ Y wio )+ D uyof (k)
i=1

1<i<j<m

+ 3 wiip Ui [ fill(xo) + -+ (16)
ik
where the k-th summation in (16) is over all Lie products of depth k in the P. Hall basis
generated by the f;’s (treated as free generators). The u;’s, u;;’s, and u;ji’s, etc, are all
independent control inputs.

Recall that any two sets of vector fields { fi}f:l and { fl.i}f.,’:l over M are equivalent, which
we denote by { f,~}f:1 ={f ll.,’:l, if for any f; there exist an f;, and a real number ¢ such that
fi=c fl.i, and vice versa.

In the case here, we have that { fi},-ni | is a dist. set of vector fields, and hence by the
second item of Def.[3]

{fitL =P =P2)=PB) ="

In particular, the Lie extended system (16) can be simplified as follows:
Xo(t) = folxe, o) + Z (ul[ll(t)cr + ulm(t)cr2 + ul[g](t)cr?’ +..- ) fi(xs(0)). (17)
i=1

The control inputs ul[k]’s in the above system are defined as follows: For k = 1, u

foralli=1,...,m. For kK > 1, we have
(] ._
u; = Z/lpup,
p

where the summation is over any p € P(k) such that p = A,,f;. Note that all the control
[£]

i

(1]

;T Ui

inputs u; *’s are independent of each other.
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Let x5[0, 7] € C?(X X [0,T], M) be the desired trajectory of profiles. Since {fi(x)}",
spans T, M for all x € M, there are smooth functions c;(t, 07)’s in both ¢ and o such that

B (t) _
ot

folxg, o) =

1

¢i(t, o) fi(xe (1)).

m
=1
Note, in particular, that the solution x(#) to the following differential equation:

k(1) = folxos @) + ) cilt, o) filko (1)), (18)
i=1

with the initial condition xx(0) = xx(0) is exactly xx(¢) for all r € [0, T].

On the other hand, by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, we know that each continuous
function ¢;(z, 0-) can be approximated by a finite number of monomials #”o- within arbitrary
error tolerance. Moreover, since 0 does not belong to ¥ = [a, b], each of the monomials
tPo? can be chosen such that g > 1. Thus, for a given but arbitrary €’ > 0, there exist a

positive integer N and a set of polynomials ul[k](t) int,fori =1,....mandk =1,...,N,
such that
N
ci(t,o) — Z ul[k](t)crk <€, VY(to)el|0,T]xZandi=1,...,m.
k=1

In other words, we can steer system (17)), via control inputs ul[k](t)’s which are polynomial
in 7, to approximate the solution of system (I8) uniformly and arbitrarily well. [

Remark 2. We see in the above proof that any o* f;, for k > 1, can be generated by a Lie
product of the o f;’s. Nevertheless, none of the f;’s can be generated in this way, which
in turn precludes the usage of monomials {tf};>1 in polynomial approximation of the
continuous functions ¢;(c-, 7)’s. On the other hand, if one modifies system (10) by adding
new control inputs #;’s as follows:

S (t) = folte, o) + D (i(t) + 1)) fi(xo (1)), o € Tand x, € M,
i=1
then the vector fields {f;}!", are now explicitly included, and hence the above system is
approximately ensemble path-controllable over any closed interval X = [a, b]. We will
generalize the fact later in Subsection §3.3 ]

3.4 Proof of ensemble observability

We now prove the second item of Theorem 3.1l Specifically, let x5(0) € C“(X, M) be
chosen such that it is indistinguishable from xx(0), i.e., for any time 7 > 0 and any control
law u[0,T], the two trajectories of profiles xz[0,7] and xz[0,T] give rise to the same
measurement outputs:

/(;Sj(xg(t))dO' = /qﬁj()f(r(t))doz j=1,...,1
) )
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We show below that if {¢/ }§'=1 is weakly codist. to {f;}!", then there is an open neighbor-
hood U of x3(0) in C¥(X, M) such that x5(0) = xz(0) is the only solution within U. Further,
if {¢/ }§'=1 is codist. to {£;}!,, then U can be chosen to be the entire profile space C“(Z, M).

For convenience, we will now write xy and xy instead of xx(0) and xx(0) by omitting
their arguments.

Recall that {e, . . ., e, } is the standard basis of R”*. We introduce the following notation
for a piecewise constant control input:

u(t) == d1e;, [to, t1)o2ei,[t1, 12) - - - Oej [tr-1,tx), 0 =1tg <ty <--- <ty < oo,

which is defined such that u(z) = ojei; witho; € Rforr € [tj-1,2;). Wealsolets; :=t;—1;_1.

Consider now a control law u = &1¢[tg,71] for i = 1,...,m. Recall that ¢/ x is the
solution of a differential equation x = f(x) at time ¢ with x the initial condition. Since xy
and Xy are indistinguishable, we have that for all #; > 0 and for all 6; € R,

/¢j(ell(510'ﬁ+fo)x(r)d0- — /¢j(et1(510'ﬁ+f0))fo-)d0', Vi=1,...,1.
z z

Taking derivative d/dt on both sides and evaluating at ; = 0, we obtain that

‘L ((510'fi + f0)¢1) (xo)do = /): ((510'fi + f0)¢J) (%, )do.

Further, taking derivative d/dd; on both side and evaluating at 6; = 0, we obtain that
[ arsrder = [ (o )rdo
) )

Since {¢/ }jzl is codist. to {f,-}l.”il, forany j = 1,..., [, there exist a vector field f;, a function

¢/, and a nonzero A such that fi¢/" = A¢/. It thus follows that
/¢j(xcr)0'd0' = /¢j(xg)0'd0', Vi=1,...1.
b b

We next consider control laws of type u = d1¢;, [to, t1)02¢i,[t1, t2] for it ia = 1,...,m.
For convenience, we let

fi; =00 fi; + fo. (19)

Since xy and Xy are indistinguishable, we have that for all s1, so > 0 and for all 61, 02 € R,
‘/qﬁj(e”ﬁ? 1 Xo)do = / ¢j(es2fi2 1 X )do,
) by

Taking the second order partial derivative 9°/as;as, on both sides of the above expression
and then evaluating at 51 = so = 0, we obtain that

/ (o fa )i )dor = / (Fi a (o)
> >
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Note that by (19), each f,-j depends on ¢;. Taking the second order partial derivative
9*/acy00, on both sides of the above expression and evaluating at §; = do = 0, we obtain
that

/ o fad/) 0 ) 2dor = / s fu ()0 2dor
> >

Again, using the fact that {¢j}j:1 is codist. to {f;}"",, we have that for any j = 1,...,1,

there exist a word W over the alphabet {1, ..., m} of length 2, a function ¢j ', and a nonzero
Asuch that fi,¢/" = A¢/. It thus follows that

/¢j(xa)0'2d0' = /qﬁj(fg)O'QdO', Vi=1,...,L
z x

In general, we consider a control law u = d1¢e;, [0, 1) - - - Okei, [tk—1, tx]. Since xz and Xy
are indistinguishable, for any nonnegative s;’s and any real numbers d;’s, we have

/¢j(eSkfik .. .631fi1 Xg)do = /(pj(eskfik .. .651ﬁ1 Xy )do.
z )

Taking the partial derivative /s, 5.9, --06, of the above expression and then evaluating
ats; =0; =0foralli =1,..., k, we obtain that

/ o fo ) dor = / o fiod)(Eo ) dor.
> >

Since {¢’ }j':l is codist. .to { ﬁ}?i 1» there exist a word w of length k, a function ¢/, and a
nonzero A such that f,¢/" = 1¢/, and hence

/qu(xcr)akda = /¢f(x0_)akda, Vi=1,...1. (20)
z z

We denote by L?(X) the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions on X (with respect
to the positive measure), i.e., it is the collection of functions ¢ such that /): p*(o)do < co.
The inner-product on L2(Z) is simply given by

(GoUe = /2 (W (0)dor.

It is known that the set of polynomials {o¥};>( form a basis of L?(X). Thus, if there is a
function ¢ € L2(Z) such that (¢, c*); > = 0 for all k > 0, then ¢ is zero almost everywhere
(more precisely, it differs from O over a set of measure zero). In the case here, we have

from (20) that
(¢ () — ¢/ (Xp) 0¥y 2 =0, Vk>0andVj=1,.. .1
Moreover, since x,-, X, are analytic in o and each ¢/(x) is analytic in x, we have that

¢ (xy) = ¢/ (%,), VoeZandVj=1,...,1. (21)
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Since {qﬁj};:l is codist. to {fi}!,, by the first item of Def. {d¢§c}§.=1 spans the
cotangent space 7, M for all x € M. It follows that for any x € M, there is an open ball
B(x)(x) centered at x with radius €(x) > 0 such that if X € B(,)(x) and ¢/(x) = ¢/(x) for
all j = 1,...,1, then x = x. Furthermore, since each ¢j is analytic, for a fix point x € M,
the radius e(x’) of the open ball B, (x") can be chosen to be locally continuous around x.

The above arguments then have the following implication: Since x, is analytic in o, for
each o € X, there is an open neighborhood V,; of ¢ in £ and a positive real number €, such
that for any o’ € V., if X, belongs to the open ball B, (x,) and ¢/ (xy) = ¢/ (%) for all
j=1,...,1,then Xo» = x,.

The collection of open sets {V, },cx is an open cover of X. Since X is compact,
there exists a finite cover {V,,}?Y. of . We then let € := min’Y €, and define an open

i=1 i=1
neighborhood U of x, in C¥(X, M) as follows:

U:={xg € C°C,M) | dy(xs, %) <€, VYo €X}.

We claim that if x5 intersects U, then xs = xs. To see this, we first let o € X be such that
dy(xs, Xs) < €. Then, by the above arguments, x, = X,. Now, let o’ be any other point
of . We need to show X, = x,-. Because X is path-connected, there is a continuous path
p :[0,1] — X with p(0) = o and p(1) = o”’. Note that for any s € [0, 1], either X5 = x,(,)
or dps(xp(s), Xp(s)) = €. Also, note that Xy is analytic in o and p(s) is continuous in s. Thus,
X,(s) is continuous in s. But then, since X,y = x,(), we conclude that X, = x,) for all
s € [0,1]. In particular, X,» = x,. This establishes the claim.

We have shown that if {¢/ }jzl is weakly codist. to {f;}!,, then system (€)) is weakly
ensemble observable. Further, if the third item of Def. 4| is satisfied, then we conclude
from @2I) that x, = X, for all o € X. In other words, the open neighborhood U can be
chosen as the entire profile space C“(X, M), and hence system (@) is ensemble observable.
This completes the proof. [ |

3.5 On general parametrization spaces

We consider in the subsection the general ensemble system (6)), and address controllability
and observability of it. For convenience, we reproduce the system below:

k(1) = folxe, o)+ X1y (Zhoq wiy(0)pi,(0)) fi(xs (1)), Xo € Mand o € %,

yi(t) = / ¢ (xs(t))do, y(t)eRandj=1,...,1. @2)
z

m

We assume in the sequel that {f;}", and {¢/ }ﬁ.:l are jointly distinguished.

Let P be the P. Hall basis with f;’s the generators (as if they were free). For a Lie
product p € P, we let ind(p) be the multi-index @ = (ay, . . ., ;) with each @; the number
of appearances of f; in p. Similarly, for a word w over the alphabet {1,...,m}, we let
ind(w) be the multi-index o’ = (@}, . . ., @;,) with each o/ being the number of appearances
of letter i in w. Since {f;}", and {¢/ }j.zl are jointly dist., any Lie product p is proportional
to some f;, and any Lie derivative f,,¢' is proportional to some ¢-.

We now introduce the following definition:
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Definition 6. Let F := {f;}!"| and @ := {¢/ }l._1 be jointly distinguished. Let P be the
= ]_
P. Hall basis with f;’s the generators. For eachi =1,...,m, let

A; :={ind(p) e N" | Ip € Ps.t. p=Af;, forsome A # 0}.
Foreach j =1,...,1, let
B/ = {ind(w) e N" | 3¢’ € D s.t. fd' = A/, for some A £ 0}.
We call {A;}!", the controllability indices and (B/ }§=1 the observability indices.

Remark 3. We note here that the controllability/observability indices can be computed by
recursion. Specifically, for controllability indices, we decompose A; = LI | A;(k) where
A;(k) is the collection of the a’s in A; with ||@||; = k. For the base case k = 1, we have that
a € A;(1)if and only if @ = ¢;. For the inductive step, we assume that A;(1), ..., A;(k—1)
are known for k > 2. Then, A;(k) is comprised of @ = @’ + a@” where o’ € A;/(k”) and
a” € A;»(k”) are such that [ f;, fi»] = Af; forsome A # 0 and k" + k" = k.

The computation for observability indices is slightly complicated. We first decompose
B as B/ = U, U, BI(i, k) where B/(i, k) is comprised of any ind(w) such that the
first letter of w is i and ||ind(w)||y = k. For the base case where k = 0, we simply
set B/(i,0) := {0} for all i = 1,...,m. For the inductive step, B/ (i, k) is comprised of
a = a’ +e; where o € B/ (i, k — 1) is such that f,¢/" = A¢/ for some nonzero A.

We also note that since { f;}!", is dist., each A;(k) is nonempty for k > 1; since {¢/ }ﬁ.:l
is codist. to {f;},, each Bi(k) := L B(i, k) is nonempty for k > 0. [

Given the controllability and observability indices and the analytic functions p;,’s in (22),
we define a collection of subsets of C“(X) as follows: For a giveni = 1,...,m, let ; be
the collection of all the “monomials” pfll e pl.kr" e C¥X) with kg > 0forall s = 1,...,r.
We set p¥ := 1y for any p € C¥(X). The degree of the monomial is simply 2o ks We
further decompose #; such that

P; = UrsoPi(k),

where each #;(k) is comprised of monomials of degree k.

Recall that if " and P” are two subsets of C“(X), then P’P” is the subset comprised
of p’p” for all p’ € P’ and p” € P”. Note that since C“(X) is commutative and associative,
one can write without any ambiguity a multiplication of an arbitrary number of subsets of
C“(Z). We now have the following definition:

Definition 7. Let F := {f;}!", and @ := {¢/ }ﬁ':l be jointly distinguished, and let {A;}!"
and {B’ }ﬁ':l be controllability indices and observability indices, respectively. For each

i=1,...,m, let

Ci := Ugea,P1(a1) - - - Prlam), (23)
and for each j = 1,...,1, let

O/ = UgegiP1(B1) - - Pun(Bm). 24)

We call {C;}!", the controllability monomials and ol }§=1 the observability monomials.
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With the above definitions, we now have the following fact:

Theorem 3.2. Let {f;}", and {¢/ }j‘:l be (weakly) jointly distinguished. If each C; (resp.
O/) contains a basis of L2(Z), then is approximately ensemble path-controllable (resp.
(weakly) ensemble observable).

We omit the proof as the analysis is similar to what has been done in the previous
subsections. One establishes the result by repeatedly using the fact that { f;}" | and {¢ }jzl
are jointly distinguished.

A special case we will address in the remainder of the subsection is that p; = p, for all
i =1,...,m. The ensemble system (22)) is thus simplified as follows:

(1) = folxe, o) + Ty (X5 i, (Dps(0) filxe (1)),

Y= [$ewndo. j=1.0 25)
>

In this case, the computation of C; or O/ is significantly simplified. Let P be the collection
of all the monomials ,o’l‘1 pf" with kg > O forall s = 1,...,r. Then, $; = P for all
i =1,...,m. Furthermore, we have the following fact:

Lemmad. If p; = ps foralli=1,...,m, then

{ Ci = Ugea, P(llall1) = Ur1P(k), (26)

0/ = UgeuiP(IIBII) = UrsoP (k) = P.
If the unit 15 belongs to {ps}:_,, then for each k > 0,
P(k) = Up, o PK).
In particular, each P (k) contains 1s, and hence C; = P.

Proof. For (26)), one uses the fact that A;(k) # @ for k > 0 and B/(k) # @ for k > 0, and
the fact that P (k)P (k2) = P(ky + ko) for any kq, ko > 0. The rest of the lemma follows
from definition and computation. [

Recall that a subset of C*(X) separate points if for any o € X, there exist two functions
p and p’ in the subset such that p(o) # p’(0). We call such subset a separating set. We
now have the following fact as a corollary to Theorem 3.2}

Corollary 3.3. Let {f;}", and {¢/ }§'=1 be (weakly) jointly distinguished. If {ps}._, sepa-
rates points and contains a nonzero constant function, then system (23) is approximately
ensemble path-controllable and (weakly) ensemble observable.

Proof. Tt directly follows from the Stone-Weierstrass theorem that if {ps}/_, separates
points and contains a nonzero constant function, then the algebra generated by the p;’s is
dense in C%(X), and hence in L2(X) as well. n
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One of the remaining problems is about how to find separating sets of functions {ps}!_;.
The existence of such set is guaranteed; indeed by the Nash embedding theorem [235] 26],
the manifold £ can be isometrically embedded into some Euclidean space RY. We write
o = (o1, ...,0n) as the coordinate of a point o € X. Now, let ps(0-) := o, fors =1,..., N,
be the standard coordinate functions (more precisely, the restrictions of the coordinate
functions of R" to ). We further let py,1 := 1 be the nonzero constant function. Then,
{ps é\:il satisfies the assumption of Cor. 3.3l Of course, depending on the type of the
parametrization space X, there exist other options for the separating set. For example, if
we let T = TV be the N-torus (i.e., the N-copy of S') and represents a point o € TV by
(o1, ...,0n) with oy € [0, 27), then it is natural to use the set of trigonometric functions

{cos(o),sin(ox) | k = 1,..., N}, plus the unit 17~, as a separating set.

3.6 Pre-distinguished ensemble system

We consider here a slightly more general case where F = {f;}!, (resp. d® = {d¢’ }jzl)
does not necessarily span TM (resp. T*M). To proceed, we first introduce a few notations.

Let Gen(F) be the subset of X(M) generated by F, i.e., it is the smallest subset of X(M)
which contains F and is closed under Lie bracket. Further, let F be a subset of ¥(M), which
is equivalent to Gen(F) (i.e., F = Gen(F)), and is minimal in the sense that removal of any
element of F will violate the equivalence relation.

Similarly, given the set of vector fields F, we let Geng(®) c C“(M) be comprised of
quﬁj for all j = 1,...,1 and for all words w over the alphabet {1, ..., m}, and 5F be a
minimal subset of C“(M) which is equivalent to Geng(®).

We now introduce the following definition:

Definition 8. A set of vector fields F := {f;}!", over M is pre-dist. if F is finite and is dist.
A set of functions ® = {¢/ }j.zl is (weakly) pre-codist. ro F if O is (weakly) codist. to F.

The two subsets F and ® are (weakly) jointly pre-dist. if F and ®p are (weakly) jointly
distinguished.

Note that if F is dist. and ® is codist. to F, then F = F and EF = ®@. In this case, it is
interesting to know whether there exist a proper subset F” of F' and a proper subset @’ of @,
with minimal cardinalities, such that F/ = F and ®’p» = .

Example 2. Let F = {Lx,}? | and ® = {¢"/ }1<; ;<3 be jointly dist. over SO(3) as defined
in Example [II For each i = 1,2,3, let F; := F — {Ly,}, and for each j = 1,2,3, let
@/ = {p1, ¢, ¢37}. Since we have

[Lx,, Lx;] = det(e;, ej, ex)Lx, and Lx,¢'7 = —det(es, ej, ex)d' ¥,

it follows that F; and @/ are jointly pre-distinguished for any i, j = 1,2,3. Moreover, the
two sets F; and @/ are minimal in cardinalities. [ |

Let F = {f;}"", and Of = {¢f}§=1 with 7 > m and [ > [. The same definition, Def. [6]

can be transposed to the case here so that controllability indices {ﬂi}zl and observability
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indices {8/ }§=1 are defined, respectively. We shall note that the P. Hall basis P used for

defining the controllability indices is still generated by { f;}" instead of { f,-}zl. Similarly,
the collection of the words used for defining the observability indices is still over the alphabet
{1,...,m} instead of {1, ..., m}.

Further, we define the set of controllability monomials {C,-}z]L and the set of observabil-
ity monomials {O/ }ﬁ.:l using and (24)), respectively. Then, similar to Theorem[3.2] we
have the following fact:

Theorem 3.4. Let {fi}", and {¢/ }j':l be (weakly) jointly pre-distinguished. If each C;
(resp. O7) contains a basis of L>(X), then @Q2)) is approximately ensemble path-controllable
(resp. (weakly) ensemble observable).

Now again, we assume that p; = p, for all i € {1,...,m} and consider ensemble
system (23). Then, similar to the statement of Cor. we have the following fact as a
corollary to the above theorem:

Corollary 3.5. Let {f;}", and {¢/ }j‘:l be (weakly) jointly pre-distinguished. If {ps}._,
separates points and contains a nonzero constant function, then system (23)) is approximately
ensemble path-controllable and (weakly) ensemble observable.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that the constant function is the unit 1y. We
show that C; = O/ = P. It suffices to show that each P(k), for k > 0, belongs to C; and O .
Since {f;}", and {¢/ }j‘:l are jointly pre-distinguished, for each k > 0, there exist @ € A;
and 8 € B/ such that ||a|l; > k and ||8]l; > k. Then, P(||al|1) belongs to C; and P(||B|l1)
belongs to O/. Further, since {ps}:_, contains the unit, it follows from Lemma 4 that if
k’ < k”,then P(k’) is a subset of P(k”). So, P (k) is a subset of both P(||||1) and P(||B]1)-
This completes the proof. [ |

4 Existence of distinguished ensemble systems on Lie groups
and their homogeneous spaces

We have shown in the previous section that (weakly) jointly dist. vector fields {f;}";
and functions {¢’/ }lA:1 are key components for an ensemble system to be approximately
ensemble path-controllable and (weakly) ensemble observable. It is then critical to address
the following existence problem:

Problem 1. Given a manifold M, are there (weakly) jointly distinguished vector fields and
functions?

We provide an affirmative answer to the above problem for the case where M is a
semi-simple Lie group G, and partially to its homogeneous space. Also, note that by
Lemmas[Iland 2] if M admits (weakly) jointly dist. vector fields and functions, then so does
a manifold N diffeomorphic to M.
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We note here that each Lie group G admits the structure of real analytic manifold in
a unique way such that multiplication and the inversion are real analytic. In this case the
exponential map is also real analytic (see [20, Prop. 1.117]).

Amongst other things, we establish in the section the following fact:

Theorem 4.1. For any connected semi-simple Lie group G, there exist weakly jointly dist.
vector fields { f;}!" | and functions {¢’ }§'=1 on G. Moreover, if G has a trivial center, then

{fiY, and {¢/ }ﬁ':l are jointly distinguished.

The proof of the above result is constructive. Specifically, we will show that there exist
a set of dist. left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields on G and a set of functions,
obtained as the matrix coefficients of the adjoint representation, which is codistinguished
to the set of left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields.

Organization of the section. We address in Subsection §4.1] the existence of dist. left-
invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields over G. Since the set of left-invariant vector fields
has been identified with the Lie algebra g, the existence problem can be naturally addressed
on the Lie algebra level, which has been solved in [1]. We state in the subsection the result
established there and provide a sketch of the proof.

We address in Subsections §4.2]and §4.3| the existence of (weakly) codist. functions to
left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields. Recall that if a set of functions ® := {¢/ }521
is codist. to a set of dist. vector fields F := {f;}",, then (f,¢) € F X ® > f¢ € Disa
finite dimensional Lie algebra representation of F' on ®. We start with this fact and provide
in Subsection §4.2] a constructive approach for generating a set of codist. functions via Lie
group representations.

Then, in Subsection §4.3] we focus on a special Lie group representation, namely the
adjoint representation, and prove that there indeed exists a set of matrix coeflicients which
is (weakly) codist. to a set of dist. left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields on G.
In the case where G is a matrix Lie group, then the set of codist. functions obtained by
the constructive approach takes the form {tr(gX;g~'X J')}sz:l’ which generalizes the set of
functions considered in Example[ll

Finally, in Subsection §4.4] we discuss about how to transpose dist. vector fields and
codist. functions on a Lie group G to any of its homogeneous spaces. For dist. vector fields,
we show that there is a canonical way of doing this. However, for the codist. functions, the
situation is more complicated; we provide a few preliminary results there. At the end of the
subsection, we combine the results together and investigate a simple example in which the
unit sphere S is considered as a homogeneous space of SO(3).

4.1 Distinguished sets of semi-simple real Lie algebras

Let G be a semi-simple Lie group, and g be its Lie algebra. We address in the subsection
the existence of dist. left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields over G. Recall that
[Lx, Ly] = Lixy) and [Rx, Ry] = —R|xy] for any X and Y of g. It thus suffices to investigate
the existence of a dist. set on the Lie algebra level. We now have the following definition:
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Definition 9 ([1]]). Let g be a semi-simple real Lie algebra. A finite subset {X;}!" | of g is
distinguished (or simply dist.) if it spans §. Moreover, for any X; and X;, there exists an
X and a real number A such that

[X:, X;] = AXk. (27)
conversely, for any X, there exist X;, X;, and a nonzero A such that (27) holds.

The existence of a dist. set of a semi-simple real Lie algebra has been investigated in [[1]].
Specifically, we established the following result:

Proposition 4.2. Every semi-simple real Lie algebra admits a dist. set, and hence every
semi-simple real Lie group admits a set of dist. (left-invariant) vector fields.

Since the above proposition will be of great use in the paper, we sketch below the
procedure for constructing a dist. set of g. A complete proof can be found in [1]. The proof
leverages the structure theory of semi-simple real Lie algebras. A reader not interested in
the constructive approach can skip the remainder of the subsection.

Sketch of proof. Recall that adx(-) := [-, X] is the adjoint representation. Denote by
B(X,Y) := tr(ady ady) the Killing form. Let b be a Cartan subalgebra of g, and g© (resp.
H*) be the complexification of g (resp. h). We let A(g%, H®) (or simply A) be the set of
roots. For each @ € A, we let h, € [ be such that a(H) = B(h,, H) for all H € ). Denote
by (@, 8) := B(hy, hg), which is an inner-product defined over the R-span of A. We denote
by |a| := +/{@, @) the length of a. Let H, := 2ha/|a|2. For a root @ € A, let g, be the
corresponding root space.

Suppose, for the moment, that one aims to obtain a dist. set for the semi-simple complex
Lie algebra g; then, with slight modification, such a set can be obtained via the Chevalley
basis [27, Chapter VII], which we recall below:

Lemma 5. There are X, € gg, for a € A, such that the following hold:
(i) Forany a € A, we have [ Xy, X_o]| = Hy, with B(Xy, X_o) = 2/ja|

(ii) For any two non-proportional roots a, 3, we let B + na, with —q < n < p, be the
a-string containing 5. Then,

_ Nw,ﬁXcHﬁ lfa' +ﬁ € A,
[ Xa» Xp] = { 0 otherwise.

where Nog € Z with Nog = —N_q _p and Nsﬁ = (g + 1)~

For any a, § € A, we have [H,, Xg| = 2@f)/|a|?Xp, with 2(@p)/|a|? € Z. It thus follows
from Lemma [3] that
A:={H,, X., X_o | @ € A}

is a dist. set of g©. The above arguments have the following implications:
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* A semi-simple complex Lie algebra can also be viewed as a Lie algebra over R. We
call any such real Lie algebra complex. In particular, if the real Lie algebra g is
complex, then the R-span of A U iA, with A defined above is g. Moreover, since
2Aap)/|a|? and N, g are integers (and hence real), the set A UiA is a dist. set of g.

* If g is the R-span of A (i.e., a split real form of g%), then A is a dist. set of g.

The difficulty of proving Prop. thus lies in the case where g is neither complex nor
a split real form of g©. We deal with such a case below.

First, recall that a Cartan involution § : ¢ — g is a Lie algebra automorphism, with
62 = id, and moreover, the symmetric bilinear form By, defined as

By(X,Y) := —B(X, 6Y),

is positive definite on g. One can extend 6 to g© by (X +1iY) = 6X +iAY.

Let the Cartan subalgebra [) be chosen such that it is 6-stable, i.e., () = ). Letg = t@®p,
where f (resp. p) is the +1-eigenspace (resp. —1-eigenspace) of 6. Their complexifications
will, respectively, be denoted by € and pC. We further decompose h =t @ a, where t and a
are subspaces of T and p, respectively. It is known that the roots in A are real on a @ it.

We say that §) is maximally compact when the dimension of t is as large as possible. Given
any 6-stable Cartan subalgebra ), one can obtain a maximally compact Cartan subalgebra
by subsequently applying the Cayley transformation [20, Sec. VI-7]. We assume in the
sequel that b is maximally compact. We say that a root is imaginary (resp. real) if it takes
imaginary (resp. real) value on b, and hence vanishes over a (resp. t). If a root is neither
real nor imaginary, then it is said to be complex. It is known [20, Proposition 6.70] that if h
is maximally compact, then there are no real roots and vice versa.

Note that if « is a root, then f« is also a root, defined as (6a)(H) := a(6H) for any
H € §°; indeed, if we let X,, € gg, then

[H,0X,] = 0[0H, X,] = a(0H)0X, = (0a)(H)0X,.

Since 6 is Lie algebra automorphism, B(X,Y) = B(6X,0Y) for all X,Y € g%. In particular,
fa(H) = B(H,,0H) = B(6H,, H), which implies that Hy, = 6H,. We also note that if
a is imaginary, then 6 = a. Thus, gg is @-stable. Since gg is one dimensional (over
©), it must be contained in either € or p©. An imaginary root a is said to be compact
(resp. non-compact) if gg c € (resp. gg c p©). It follows that if « is compact (resp.
non-compact), then X, = X, (resp. 6X, = —X,). Further, one can rescale the X,’s so that
Lemma 3 still holds and 68X, = Xy, for a a complex root.

For a subset S C g, we let Gen(S) be the subset of g generated by S, i.e., it is the smallest
subset of g which contains S and is closed under Lie bracket, and let S be a minimal subset
of g, which is equivalent to Gen(S) (i.e., S = Gen(S)). Similarly, we have the following
definition:

Definition 10 ([1])). A subset S C g is pre-distinguished if S is finite and is distinguished.

We now have the following fact:
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Proposition 4.3. Let g be a simple real Lie algebra. Suppose that g is neither complex nor
a split real form of o%; then, there are X, € gg, for a € A, such that the items of Lemma 3]
are satisfied and the following set

{Xog —0X_o, i(Xyg+6X_,)|aeA}
belongs to g and is pre-distinguished.

We refer the reader to [1] for a proof. Prop. 4.2 then follows from Prop. ]

Note that given a simple Lie algebra, there may exist different dist. subsets of g. More
precisely, we say that two subsets A and A" are of the same class if there is a Lie algebra
automorphism « : ¢ — g such that x(A) = A’. We provide below a simple example:

Example 3. Let g = s[(2,R) = {X € R®? | tr(X) = 0}. We consider two subsets A and A’

as follows:
1 0 01 00
A.—{H.—[O _1], x._[o 0], Y'_[l 0]}

eefoefs 8 eep 3 o8 )

One verifies that A and A’ are dist. subsets of sI(2, R):

and

ForA: [H,X]=2X, [HY]=-2Y, [X,Y]=H:
For A’ : [H’ X,] = 2Y,’ [H’ Y,] = 2X,’ [X,? Y,] = —-2H.

The above structure coefficients also imply that the two distinguished sets A and A” do not
belong to the same class. [

A problem we pose here and will pursue in the future is thus the following: Given a
simple Lie algebra g, classify all the classes of dist. subsets of g.

4.2 Matrix coefficients as codistinguished functions

Let {X;}!, be a dist. subset of g. We address in the subsection the existence of (weakly)
co-dist. functions to either the set of left-invariant vector fields {Lx,}!", or the set of
right-invariant vector fields {Ry, }!" ;. But because of the symmetry, we focus mostly on the
left-invariant vector fields.

To proceed, we first recall that the so-called right-regular representation of G on
C“(G), denoted by r : G x C¥(G) — C“(G), is defined by

(x, §) € G X C¥(G) = (r(x)¢)(g) = $(gx ™).

The corresponding Lie algebra representation r, is the negative of the directional derivative
along a left-invariant vector field, i.e.,

r(X)p = —Lx¢.



Ensemble controllability, observability, and duality 29

Moreover, by Lemma[3 if ® = {¢’ }ﬁ.:l is codist. to {Lx, }!" |, thenr.|e is a finite dimensional
representation of g on ®.

Thus, in order to find a set of codist. functions to {Ly,}!",, our strategy is comprised
of two steps: First, we construct a finite dimensional subspace ® of C“(G) closed under r
(so that r.|p will be a Lie algebra representation of g on ®@). Then, we find a finite subset
{¢j}j:1 of @ which is codist. to {Lx, }I",.

Our approach for the first step about constructing the subspace @ is to use Lie group
representations. Specifically, let 7 be an arbitrary analytic representation of G on a finite
dimensional inner-product space (V, (-, -)). Let {v; le be any subset that spans V. We
define a set of matrix coefficients as follows:

n'(g) = (v, n(g)vy) € CU(G), 1<ij<p, (28)
We then let -
@, := Span {7"/(g) | 1 <i,j < p}.
The following fact is well known; but for completeness, we provide a proof below:

Lemma 6. For any x € G and any ¢ € Oy, we have r(x)¢p € Oy, i.e., O, is closed under r.
Thus, r|o, (resp. r«|o,) is a representation of G (resp. g) on @.

Proof. The lemma directly follows from computation. For any x € G and any g € G, we
have

(r())(g) = 77 (gx™") = (m(gx™" vy i) = (m(@)m(x™ vy ).

Since {v1,..., vp} spans V, there exist real coefficients c;’s such that

P
ﬂ(x_l)vj = Z Ck <7T(X_1)Vj, Vi) Vk = Z et (x Mg

P
k=1 k=1
We thus have »
(r(r)(g) = Y (arti ) 24 e),
k=1
which implies that 7(x)7/ is a linear combination of 7% for k = 1, .. ., p. n
Remark 4. Let G be compact, and the representation 7 of G on V be irreducible and unitary.

Further, let {v,~}fj=1 be an orthonormal basis of V. Then, by the Peter-Weyl Theorem [20,
Sec. IV], the matrix coefficients {7’/ }l’.j o are linearly independent. [

To address the second step of our strategy about finding a subset {¢/ }ﬁ.zl of @, we first
introduce the following definition as a dual to Def. O

Definition 11. Let m be a finite dimensional representation of G on V, and n. be the
corresponding Lie algebra representation. A subset {v; }5.):1 of V is codistinguished (or
simply codist.) to a subset {X;}!" | of g if it spans V, and moreover,

(i) The one-forms {dﬂij szl spans T;G =~ g*.
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(ii) For any X; and v;, there is a v and a real number A such that
m(Xi)vj = Avg; (29)
conversely, for any vy, there exist X;, v;, and a nonzero A such that holds.
(iii) Forany g,h € G, if n'/(g) = n"(h) forall 1 < i,j < p, then g = h.
If only the first two conditions hold, then {v; }le is weakly codist. to {X;}",.

Note that the subset {X;}?", in the above definite is not necessarily a distinguished set
of g. With the definition above, we have the following fact:

Lemma 7. If {vj}j):1 is codist. to {X;}!",, then the set of matrix coefficients {Jrij}szl is
codist. to the left-invariant vector fields {Lx, }!" .

Proof. We first show that the first item of Def. 4l holds, i.e., for any g € G, the one-forms
{drg}} ;-1 spans T; G. We identify each dng with an element in g*, i.e.,

dr (X) = (n(g)n(X)vj,vi), VX €qg.

Then, the two subspaces Span{dnéj }f =1 and Span{dn;j }f o1 of g* are isomorphic; indeed,
we have that

n(g) (g™
D c(mOwjvi) == Y e (r(@m (v vi) = Y cij vy, i)
ij i ij
is the desired isomorphism.

We next show that the second item of Def. @ holds. It suffices to show that if .(X;)v; =
Avg, then Ly ) = —An?k for any ¢ = 1,..., p. This holds because

(Lx,7w¥)(g) = —(r(@)m(Xi)vjs vg) = —Ur(&)v, vg) = —An¥¥(g).
The third item of Def. 4| directly follows from the third item of Def. [

We further have the following remark about having a set of codist. functions, but to
right-invariant vector fields:

Remark 5. To construct a set of codist. functions to the right-invariant vector fields
{Rx, }!" |, we first note that the left-regular representation of G is given by

(x,¢) € G x C¥(G) = (l(x)p)(g) = $(xg),

and the corresponding Lie algebra representation is given by [.(X)¢ = Ry¢$. We next
modify (28)) as follows:

7(g) = (n(g vj,vi)y V1 <i,j<p, (30)

and let ®, := Span{#¥ }i<ij<p- Then, @, is closed under left-translation /(x) for all x € G.
Similarly, if {vj}]p=1 is codist. to {X;}!",, then {7?"1'};0].:1 is codist. to {Rx, }I";. [
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In summary, we have shown in the subsection that an analytic finite dimensional rep-
resentation 7 of G gives rise to a Lie algebra representation ry|e, (resp. L|g ), where @
(resp. @) is a finite dimensional subspace of C*(G) spanned by the matrix coefficients 7'/
defined in (28) (resp. &/ defined in (30)). We have further shown that if the subset {v j }le
is chosen such that it is codist. to a selected subset {X;}", of g, then the resulting matrix
coefficients {7/ }szl (resp. {"/ }szl) is codist. to {Lx,}, (resp. {Rx,}" ).

4.3 On adjoint representation

We follow the discussions in the previous subsection, and consider here the adjoint repre-
sentation, i.e., 7 = Ad and V = g. Recall that B(X,Y) = tr(ady ady) is the Killing form,
0 is a Cartan involution of g, and By(X,Y) = —B(X, 8Y) is an inner-product on g. From
Prop. 4.2, we can pick a dist. set {X;}", out of g. Following (28], we define the matrix
coefficients as follows

¢7(g) == Ad7(g) = Bo(Ad()X;, X)), 1<i,j<m. (31
To further illustrate (31)), we take the advantage of the following fact [20, Prop. 6.28]:

Lemma 8. Every semi-simple real Lie algebra g is isomorphic to a Lie algebra of real
matrices that is closed under transpose, with the Cartan involution 6 carried to negative
transpose, i.e., 0X = =X forall X € g.

So, for example, the +1-eigenspace f and the —1-eigenspace p of 6 (introduced in
Subsection §4.1)) correspond to the subspace of skew-symmetric matrices and the subspace
of symmetric matrices, respectively.

We note that for a given semi-simple Lie algebra g of real matrices, the Killing form
B(X,Y) is proportional to tr(XY), i.e., B(X,Y) = ctr(XY) for a real positive constant c.
Now, suppose that G is isomorphic to a matrix Lie group; then, it follows from Lemma [§]
that one can re-write (31)) as follows:

¢"(g) = ctr(gX;g ' X;). (32)

In particular, it generalizes the functions {¢" };<; <3 on SO(3) considered in Example [Ilto
functions on an arbitrary matrix semi-simple Lie group. However, we shall note that not
every semi-simple Lie group is a matrix Lie group. For example, the metaplectic group is
a double cover of the symplectic group, yet is not a matrix Lie group. Thus, one cannot
always write (31) in terms of (32).

We now have the following result:

Theorem 4.4. Let {X;}" | be a dist. set of . Then, the set of functions {¢ }:."jzl defined
in (31 is weakly codist. to {Lx,}!" |, and is codist. if and only if G has a trivial center.

Note that since g is semi-simple, the center Z(G) of G is discrete. If, further, G is
compact, then Z(G) is finite. Centers of (semi-)simple real Lie groups have been extensively
investigated. We first note that for each simple real Lie algebra g, there corresponds a unique
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(up to isomorphism) connected group G whose Lie algebra is g and has a trivial center. So,

for these Lie groups, {Ly,}"; and {p" }Z}:l are jointly distinguished. We also provide

below the centers of a few commonly seen connected matrix Lie groups:
* For G = SU(n) the special unitary group, Z(G) = {zI | 7" = 1,z € C}..

» For G = SL(n, R) the special linear group or G = SO(n) the special orthogonal group,
Z(G) = {1} if nis odd and Z(G) = {+I} if n is even.

* For G = Sp(2n, R) the symplectic group, Z(G) = {x1l>,}.
We further have the following remark:

Remark 6. If one aims to construct a set of functions codist. to the right-invariant vector
fields {Ry, }i”; 1> then, by Remark [3] one can set

¢ (g) := Bo(Ad(g™1)X}, X;), V1<i,j<m. (33)
If we replace ¢/ with ¢/ and Ly, with Ry,, then Theorem F4]still holds. |

Proof of Theorem By Lemma[7] the theorem will be established if we can show
that the subset {X;}"", is codist. to itself with respect to the adjoint representation. This
will be done via a sequence of lemmas, addressing the three items of Def. We first have
the following fact:

Lemma 9. The one-forms {d¢iej ;”j:l span the cotangent space T, G =~ g*.
Proof. It follows from computation that for any X € g,
de¢ (X) = Bo([X;. X). Xi) = ~B((X;. X}, 0X)).
Recall that the Killing form B(, -) is adjoint-invariant; specifically, for any X, Y, Z € g,
B([X,Y],Z) = B(X, [Y, Z)).
It then follows that
d; (X) = ~B([X;, X].6X;) = — B(X, [6X;, X;]) = Ba(X, [ X, 6X;1),

where the last equality holds because 6 is a Lie algebra automorphism with 62 = id.

Since g is semi-simple, [g, g] = g. Thus, if {X;}!, and {Yj};?’:1 are two subsets of g each
of which spans g, then the subset {[ X, Y] :."jzl spans g as well. We also note that the Cartan
involution 6 is a Lie algebra automorphism, and the dist. subset {X;}", spans g. It thus
follows that A

Span {Xij = [Xl', HX]]} =4d.
With the X; ; defined above, we have d¢2j (X) = By(X, X; ;). It now remains to show that
Span {By(-, Xij)} =g"

This holds because By is positive definite on g (and is, in particular, nondegenerate), and
any nondegenerate bilinear form induces a linear isomorphism between g and g*. [
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Lemma 9] then implies that the set {¢"/ }_, defined in satisfies item 1 of Def.
The second item holds because {X;}, is chosen to be a dist. subset of g. In fact, it is a
straightforward computation that if [X;, X;] = AX; for A € R, then

Lx ¢/ = -a¢"*, Vi'=1,....m;
indeed, we have for any g € G,
(Lx.¢"7)(g) = Bo(Ad(2)[X;, Xi], Xir) = —ABo(Ad(2) X, Xiv) = -6 ¥(g).

We have thus shown that {¢/}/"_, is weakly codist. to {Lx; }" .

Finally, to show that the set {¢ };Z.:l is codistinguished, it remains to check the last
item of Def. [l This is done in the following lemma:

Lemma 10. If ¢/ (g) = ¢'/(h) forall 1 < i,j < m, then g~'h € Z(G).
Proof. For the moment, we fix an i and
6(g) ~ ¢7(h) = By(Ad(g)X; ~ Ad(WXi X)) = 0, Vj=1....m.
Since By is positive definite, and {X; };.”:1 spans g, it follows that
Ad(g)X; — Ad(h)X; = 0.

The above expression then holds for all i = 1,...,m. Since {X,-}l."; | spans g, we have
Ad(g)X = Ad(h)X, and hence

Ad(g7'h)X =X, VX eaq.

Thus, g~ & belongs to the centralizer of the identity component of G. Since G is connected,
this holds if and only if g~'h € Z(G). [

We have thus established Theorem 4.4 [

Note that the adjoint representation is not the only one that can give rise to codist.
functions to left-invariant (or right-invariant) vector fields. Following Def.[I1] we pose here
another problem, which generalizes the problem at the end of Subsection §4.1k

* Given a simple Lie group G with g the Lie algebra, classify all the quadruples
(m, VAX Ay, }5;1) such that {v; };7:1 is codist. to {X;}", with respect to 7.

To further illustrate the above problem, we consider below an example where G = SO(n) is
a matrix Lie group, and r is the standard representation of G on R". We equip with R" the
standard inner-product, i.e., (v, v;) = vl.Tv ; for all v, v; € R™.

Example 4. Let G = SO(n) with g = so(n) = {X € R | XT + X = 0}. We define

T_

T . .
i —eje, 1<i<j<n.

Xij = e;e

Then, we claim that the standard basis {e;}!; of R" is codist. to {X;;}1<i<j<n With respect
to the standard representation of SO(n) on R”. To see this, first note that

(@) = e/ @e;, VYO € SO(n),
which is simply the ij-th entry of @. We check below the items of Def. [L 1k
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(i) For X € so(n), dnjj(X) = e/ Xe; . It should be clear that {dﬂ;j }ijl spans g*.
(ii) Let 6;; be the Kronecker delta. Then, X;;je; = djre; — dixe;.

(iii) If e/ @e; = e @’¢e; for all 1 < i,j < n, then all of the entries of ® and @’ are the
same, and hence ® = @’.

This establishes the claim. [ ]

We further note that the standard representation also works for many other matrix Lie
groups including SU(n), SL(n,R), Sp(2n,R), etc. We defer the discussions to another
occasion.

4.4 On homogeneous spaces

Let G act on a manifold M. We say that the group action is transitive if for any x,y € M,
there exists a g € G such that gx = y. In any such case, we say that M is a homogeneous
space of G. A homogeneous space can be identified with the space G/H of left cosets gH
for H a closed Lie subgroup of G. Specifically, we pick an arbitrary point x € M, and let
H be the subgroup of G which leaves x fixed (i.e., H is the stabilizer of x € M). Then,
M is diffeomorphic to G/H. The group action can be thus understood by sending a pair
(g,¢’H) to gg’H. We also note that the homogeneous space M can be equipped with a
unique analytic structure (see [28, Thm. 4.2]).

We address in the subsection the existence of dist. vector fields and codist. functions.

1. On distinguished vector fields. There is a natural extension of a dist. set in the
Lie algebra g to a dist. set of vector fields over a homogeneous space of G. Precisely, we
define a map 7 : ¢ — X(M) as follows: Let exp : ¢ — G be the exponential map. For
a given X € g, we defined a vector field 7(X) € X(M) such that for any ¢ € C“(M), the
following hold:

 HexD(X)n) — ¢()

T(X)p)(x) := }1 : " Vxe M. (34)

If M is embedded in R", then the above definition can be simplified as follows:

exp(tX)x — x

(r(X)9)() = lim T

Let X; and X; be in g. It is known (see, for example, Chapter 2.3 of [28]]) that
[7(Xi), 7(Xj)] = —7([Xi, X;]), (35)
which leads to the following result:

Proposition 4.5. Let G be a semi-simple Lie group with g the Lie algebra, and M be a
homogeneous space of G. If {X;}! | is a dist. set of g, then {T(X;)}!" | is a dist. set of vector
fields over M.
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Proof. It suffices to show that {7(X;)(x)}!" | spans the tangent space T, M for all x € M. Let
H be the stabilizer of x, and b be the corresponding Lie algebra of H. Since {X;}", spans
g, there must exist a subset of {X;}!",, say {X,-}l.”:l, such that if we let m := Span{X,-}l.’Z'l,
then g = m @ h. Moreover, the following map:

m/

Z a,-X,-

i=1

(at,...,aw) €R" > exp XEM

is locally a diffeomorphism around 0 € R™ to an open neighborhood of x € M. This, in
particular, implies that {T(X,-)(x)}l.";']L is a basis of the tangent space of 7M. [

We provide below an example for illustration:

Example 5. Let SO(n) be the special orthogonal group acting on $”~! ¢ R”, which sends
a pair (©, x), with ® € SO(n) and x € S"~!, to ®x. The group action is transitive. The map
7 : so(n) — X(S"!) defined in (34) sends a skew-symmetric matrix X to the vector field
7(X)(x) = Xx. We choose {X;j}1<i<j<n to be a dist. set of so(n) as defined in Example 4]
Then, by computation, one obtains that 7(X;;)(x) = x;e; — x;e; where x;’s are the coordinates
of x. By Prop. {7(Xij)}1<i<j<n is a set of dist. vector fields over snt [

2. On codistinguished functions. We now discuss how to transpose a set of codist.
functions on a Lie group G to a set of codist. functions on its homogeneous space M ~ G/H.
We consider below for the case where the closed subgroup H is compact.

We say that a function ¢ € C“(G) is H-invariant if for any g € G and h € H, we
have ¢(gh) = ¢(g). In particular, if ¢ is H-invariant, then one can simply define a function
W on M by y(gH) := ¢(g). This is well defined because if gH = g’H, then g 'g’ belongs
to H, and hence ¢(g) = ¢(gg~'g’) = #(g’). Thus, for simplicity but without causing any
ambiguity, we say that ¢ is a function on M as well.

If a function ¢ is not H-invariant, then one can construct an H-invariant function by

averaging ¢ over the subgroup H. Since H is compact, we equip H with the normalized
Haar measure [20, Ch. VIII], i.e., /H 1xdh = 1. We then define a function on G as follows:

a(g) = /H o(gh)dh.

It should be clear that ¢ is H-invariant; indeed for any 4’ € H,

Bgh') = /H o(gh' h)dh = /H o(gh)d(H 1) = /H o(gh)dh = ¢(s).

Note that if ¢ is H-invariant, then ¢ = ¢. We also note the following fact:

Lemma 11. If Ry.¢/ = A¢* for some A € R, then Rx.¢/ = A¢*. In particular, if we treat
& and ¢* as functions on G/H, then t(X;)¢/ = A¢*.

Proof. The lemma directly follows from computation:
(R d)e) = [ (Roeran =2 [ o (ghrah = 18" (g),
H H

which holds for all g € G. |
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Thus, if {¢’/ }ﬁ.:l is (weakly) codist. to {Rx,}",, then by Lemma L] the second item
of Def. @ holds for {¢’/ }ﬁ.:l with respect to the induced vector fields {7(X;)}", on M.
Nevertheless, it does mean that {¢/ }§'=1 is (weakly) codist. to {7(X;)}!", because {do'. §'=1
may not span 7; M. We defer the discussions to another occasion.

We provide at the end of the subsection a concrete example on S? as a homogeneous
space of SO(3).

3. An example on the unit sphere S%. Let G = SO(3), H = SO(2), and M = G/H ~ §°.
We identify the subgroup SO(2) as follows:

1 0 0
H=:h0):=1]0 cos(@) sin(@)| |06 €]0,2r)
0 —sin(@) cos(0)

so that H is the stabilizer of e; € S%. Let {X;}? | and {¢"/}1<; j<3 be defined in Example[T]
which we reproduce below:

X; = eje;- - eke;.r, det(e;, €j, ex) =1,
¢"(g) = tr(gX;e"XT), 1<ij<3.

We note that by (32), ¢/ (g) is, up to scaling, equal to By(Ad(g)X;, X;). We also note that
by (33), we have, up to the same scaling, that

$"(g) = Bo(Ad(g™)X), Xi) = tr(gTX;gX,") = tr(gXig " X]") = ¢/'(g).

Thus, {¢"}1<ij<3 = {#"”}1<ij<3. and hence by Remark [0, {¢"/}1<; j<3 is codist. to both
{LXi },?;1 and {RXi}?zl-

We now compute explicitly the induced vector fields {T(X,-)}f;]L and the averaged H-
invariant functions {¢" }1<; j<3. For the induced vector fields {T(X,')}?zl, we have

0 —X3 X2
TX)(x) = x3 |, TXo)x)=] 0|, 7(Xz)(x)=|-x1].
—X9 X1 0

By Prop. 43| they from a dist. set of vector fields over S2:
[7(Xi), T(X;)] = —det(e;, ej, ex)T(Xk).

We next compute the averaged H-invariant functions {¢" }1<;, j<3- Note that the subgroup
H is isomorphic to ', and the Haar measure is simply given by dh = d6/2z. By computation,

we have )
1 d T | X1 ifj=1,
/HAd(h)X,-dh = 5/0 h(@)th(H) do = { 0 otherwise.

Thus, the nonzero ¢ ’s are given by

¢'(g) =4 (g) = tr(gX1g" X;"), i=1,23.
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Now, let x = (x1,x2, x3) = ge1 € S2, which is simply the first column of g. We re-write
each ¢'(g) using only the variable x. First, note that by computation,

0 €31 €21
.
gXig =|-cz1 0 cuf,
—co1 —c11 O

where [c;;] is the cofactor matrix of g € SO(3). Since g is an orthogonal matrix, gg' = 1,
and hence g = [¢;;]. In particular, (c11, ¢21, ¢31) is simply the first column of g, and hence

0 X3 X2
gXig'=|-x3 0 xf.
-x9 —x1 0

So, the functions {¢' }?:1 can be simplified as follows:
§(x)=2x Vi=123

i.e., the qﬁ"’s are twice the standard coordinate functions.

The set of functions {¢/ };’zl is codist. to the set of vector fields {T(X,-)}?zl. It should be
clear that {¢/ };’zl satisfies the first item and the third item of Def. 4l For the second item,
we have 7(X;)¢/ = det(e;, e}, ex )P~ n

5 Conclusions

We introduced in the paper an innovative structure for system (), namely a dist. ensemble
system, which is comprised of two key components—one is a set of dist. vector fields and
the other is a set of codist. functions. We established sufficient conditions in Section §3] for
approximate ensemble path-controllability and (weakly) ensemble observability for a dist.
ensemble system.

We posed in Section §4lthe following open problem:

* Given a manifold M, are there (weakly) jointly distinguished vector fields and func-
tions?

We addressed the problem for the case where M is a connected, semi-simple Lie group G.
Specifically, we showed that every such Lie group admits a set of dist. left-invariant (right-
invariant) vector fields, together with a set of functions (weakly) codist. to these vector
fields. For dist. vector fields, we leveraged the result established in [[1]] where we showed
that every semi-simple real Lie algebra admits a dist. set. For codist. functions, we showed
that a set of matrix coefficients associated with a group representation can be potentially
a valid candidate. In the case of adjoint representation, we constructed explicitly a set of
matrix coefficients {Bo(Ad(g)X;, X,-)}Z’j:1 which is codist. to the left-invariant vector fields
{Lx, }",. Furthermore, along the presentation, we posed another open problem:
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* Given a semi-simple Lie group G with g the Lie algebra, classify all the quadruples
(m, VAXI Ay, }5;1) such that {v; }le is codist. to {X;}", with respect to 7.

Finally, in Subsection §4.4] we discussed how to transpose dist. vector fields and codist.
functions on a Lie group to its homogeneous space. We showed how to induce a set of
dist. vector fields on the homogeneous space using a dist. set in the Lie algebra g. We
proposed an averaging method to generate H-invariant functions which can form a set of
codist. functions on the homogeneous space provided that the exact one-forms {d¢’ }ﬁ.:l
span the cotangent bundle 7M.
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