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ON TOPOLOGICALLY CONTROLLED MODEL REDUCTION
FOR DISCRETE-TIME SYSTEMS

FREDY VIDES

ABSTRACT. In this document the author proves that several problems in data-
driven numerical approximation of dynamical systems in C™, can be reduced to
the computation of a family of constrained matrix representations of elements
of the group algebra C[Z/m] in C™*™, factoring through the commutative
algebra Circ(m) of circulant matrices in C™*™, for some integers m < n.

The solvability of the previously described matrix representation problems
is studied. Some connections of the aforementioned results, with numerical
analysis of dynamical systems, are outlined, a prorotypical algorithm for the
computation of the matrix representations, and some numerical implementa-
tions of the algorithm, will be presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this document we will study discrete-time dynamical systems determined by
the pair (X,{0:}), with ¥ C C", and where {O|t € Z} is a family of continuous
functions from ¥ to X, such that ©; 0 O = O s and Oy = idy, for every pair of
integers t,s > 0.

We will prove that several important problems in numerical analysis and data-
driven discovery of discrete-time dynamical systems of the form (¥, {0;}) in C",
can be reduced to the computation of a family of discrete-time transition matri-
ces {F;}"50 € pm(C[Z/m]) € C™*™ of rank at most m with m < n, for some
matrix representation of the group algebra C[Z/m], together with two matrices
K ,T € C™ ™ of rank at most m, that are related to some evolution history data
{v1,...,um} € X C C", (approximately) generated by the dynamical (X, {6:}), by
the equations vy = KFTv, for1<t<m-—1.

We will also show that each variation of the problem corresponding to the com-
putation of the aforementioned transition matrices, can be reduced to solving a
constrained matrix representation problem of the group algebra C[Z/m] in C™*",
factoring through the commutative algebra Circ(m) of circulant matrices in C™*™,
for some integers m < n.

The motivation for the theoretical and computational machinery presented in
this document came from some questions raised by M. H. Freedman along the lines
of [2], concerning to the implications in linear algebra and matrix computations of
the so called Kirby Torus Trick, presented by R. Kirby in [3].
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We study the solvability of the previously described matrix representation prob-
lems. Some connections of the aforementioned results, with numerical analysis of
dynamical systems, are outlined, a prorotypical algorithm for the matrix represen-
tation computations, and some numerical implementations of the algorithm will be
presented.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Given two positive integers p, ¢ such that p > ¢, we will write p mod ¢ to denote
the integer 7, such that p = mq+r for some integer m. We will write Z to denote
the set {z € Z|z > 0}.

Given k € Zg, we will write Z/k to denote the (additive) cyclic group Z/kZ =
0,1,2,... k- 1}.

Given any matrix X € C™*", we will write X;; to denote the ij entry of X,
and we will write X* to denote its conjugate transpose X T = (f) e Ccrnxm,
We will identify elements in C™ with elements in C**!. As a consequence of this
identification, given x,y € C™, y*x € C will determine the Ecuclidean inner product
(z,y) in C", while zy* € C"*" will determine a rank-one matrix in C**".

In this document we write 1,, and 0,,,«,, to denote the identity and zero matrices
in C™*™ and C™*™, respectively. We will write 0,, to denote the zero matrix in
Can.

A set of m elements vy, ..., v, € C\{0} is said to be an orthogonal m-system if

(2.1) vivE = 8 kU] Uk,

for 1 <j,k<m.
From here on, we will write d; ; to denote the Kronecker delta defined by

_J L k=
(2.2) Ok,j = { 0, k+#j.
We say that the set of vectors vy,...,v,, € C\{0} is an orthonormal m-system

if the vectors v; satisfy (2.1) and in addition

(2.3) [vjllz = \/viv; =1,

for 1 <j<m.
We will write é;,, to denote the element in C"*! represented by the expression.

5T
2,5
(2.4) €jn = 5
[0n,; ]
Each é;,, can be interpreted as the j-column of 1,, = [é1,, 2, -+ €nnl.

A matrix B € C™*" is said to be normal if BB* = B*B, a matrix A € C"*"
is said to be Hermitian if X* = X, and a hermitian matrix P is said to be an
orthogonal projection or just a projection, if P? = P = P*.

A matrix X € C"*" is said to be unitary if X*X = XX* = 1,,. A matrix
A € C™*™ is said to be positive if there is a matrix B € C™*" such that A = B*B,
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we also write A > 0 to indicate that A is positive. We will denote by U(n) and
P(n), the sets of unitaries and positive matrices in C"*™, respectively.

Given a matrix W € C™*"™ we write Ad[W] to denote the linear map from C™*™
to C"™*™ defined by the operation Ad[W](X) = WXW* for any X € C**™,

We say that a matrix A € C"*™ is invertible if there is one matrix B € C"*"
such that AB = BA = 1,. We will write GL(n) to denote the set of invertible
matrices in C"*™. Given a matrix X € C"*", we will write o(X) to denote the
spectrum of X, that is the set {z € C|X — z1,, ¢ GL(n)}.

From here on we write || - ||2 to denote the Euclidean norm in C™ defined by the
operation ||z||s = Va*z for any x € C". In this document we will write || - || to

denote the spectral norm in C"*" defined by the opration || X|| = sup),,=1 [[Az||2,
for any A € C™**™.

Definition 2.1. A linear map ¢ : C**™ — C™*™ jg said to be a completely positive
(CP) linear map if ¢(A) > 0 for every positive A € C"*™  and if it has a Choi’s
representation of the form ¢ = Zle Ad[W;] for some matrices W; € C™*™,

We will write CP(n, m) to denote the set of completely positve linear maps from
C’ﬂXTL to mem'

Given any X € C™" and any p € C[z] determined by the formula p(z) =
ap + a1z + azz? + - -+ + a,2", we will write p(X) to denote the matrix defined by
the expression p(X) = agl, + a1 X + as X% + -+ +a, X™.

Given X € C™*", we will write C[X] to denote the commutative algebra deter-
mined by the set {p(X)|p € C[z]} = spanc{1,, X, X?,..., X" 1} with respect to
the usual addition and multiplication operations in C"*™. We have that in fact C[X]
is an algebra since, X™ € spanc{1,, X, X?,..., X" "1} for every integer m > n, as
a consequence of the Cayley-Hamilton Theorem, and that C[X] is commutative as
a consequence of the identity (aX*)(bX7) = abX* I = ba Xtk = bXJa X, that
holds for each a,b € C and for each pair of integers k,j > 1.

We will write Circ(k) to denote the commutative algebra of k x k Circulant
matrices that is defined by the expression:

(2.5) Circ(k) = C[Cy] = {p(Cy)p € Clz]}

where C}, is the cyclic permutation matrix defined as follows.

01x(k-1) 1
2.6 C =
(26) K 1x1 Op—1yx1

Given a matrix X € C™*", we write Z(X) to denote the commutant set of X
defined by the expression Z(X) ={Y € C"*"| XY =Y X}.

Given a finite group G, we will write C[G] to denote the group algebra over C.

For a finite group G In this document we will focus on group algebra represen-
tations of C[G] determined by algebra homomorphisms of the form p : C[G] —
Crxn, deG Cqg deG cgp(g), such that p|g is a group representation of G in
GL(n). We will say that an algebra representation p : C[G] — C™*" is unitary if
pla(G) € Un).

Given a discrete-time dynamical system (X,{0;}), if there is an integer 7' > 0
such that ©, 7 = O, for each every t € Z;, we say that (X, {©,}) is a discrete-time
T-periodic dynamical system.
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Given a discrete-time dynamical system (X2,{0;}), a set of vectors H[X, m] =
{v1,...,vm} C 3 will be called a m-system of history vectors for (X,{©.}), if they
satisfy the relations vg41 = ©1(vg) = O (v1) for 0 <k <m — 1.

Given ¢, > 0, we will say that a discrete-time dynamical system (%, {0,})
is (T, 0, e)-almost-periodic dynamical system, if there is a T-periodic discrete-time
dynamical system (3,{0,}) such that for each z € ¥ there is & € ¥ such that
|z — Z|| <, and [|©;(z) — ©4(%)|]2 < € for each t € ZJ and every (z,%) € ¥ x X
such that ||z — Z|| < 4.

3. ToPOLOGICAL CONTROL METHOD (TCM)

3.1. Switched Closed Loop Reduced Order Models SCL-ROM. In this
section we will stablish the notion of S' topological control considered for this
study.

Given a discrete-time dynamical system (£,{0;}) with ¥ C C"*", and a m-
system of history vectors H[X, m] = {v1,...,v,} for (2,{0:}), we say that (X
, {6:} , H[X,m]) is topologically controlled by a topological manifold M C C
or M-controlled, if there is a matrix Z € C"™*™ with o(Z) C M, an algebra
homomorphism ¢ : C[Z] — C"*", a family of polynomials { fo, ..., fin—1}, and two
projections K,T € C™*" such that ©y(vy1) = Ko(fr(Z))Tv1, for each k > 0. We
will call the 6-tuple (M, Z, K, T, ¢, { f1 }) a topological control for (X, {0}, H[X, m]).

Given € > 0 and manifold M C C, and a M-controlled discrete-time dynamical
system (X, {©;}) with ¥ C C™*" and a topological control (M, Z, K, T , ¢ , {ft})
for (X, {0}, H[X, m]), we say that (M, Z, K, T, ¢,{ft}) is a control of order k,
if there is an integer k > 0, together with maps Il € Cp(n,k), ® € CP(k,n),
such that ||©(v1) — Ko(fr(Z2))T0|| < € and ||o(X) — @ oIl (X)|| < e, for each fp,
each X € C[Z], and some ¥ € C". In this case we say that (X,{0;},H[Z,m]) is
(M, k, ) -controlled.

Given € > 0, a discrete-time dynamical system (3,{0;}) with ¥ C C"*™,
and a m-system of history vectors H[X, m] = {v,...,vn} for (X,{0:}), we say
that (X, {0}, H[X, m]) is e-approximately topologically controlled by 7Z/m or
(Z/m, €)-controlled, if there is a unitary representation p, : C[Z/m] — C™*™ an
algebra homomorphism ¢ : C™*™ — C"*" | a family of functions {fo,..., fm-1},
and two projections K, T € C™*" such that ||©(v1) — K@ o pm(fr(1)T9|| < ¢, for
each k > 0 and some ¥ € C", with 1 € Z/m.

For a given a discrete-time dynamical system (X, {©;}) with ¥ C C™*", and a
m-system of history vectors H[X, m] = {v1,..., v, } for (X, {0:}), we approach the
local controllability of (2, {©;}) by computing a switched closed loop control system
(i), {(:)t}) in the sense of [1, §4.2,Example 4.2], determined by the decomposition.

QA}l = OzT’Ul
(3.1) Yiq Opp1 = Fidy >0
Vg1 = BK V41

for some (o, B, K, {F,},T) € Cx CxC"™ x C"*" x C" ™ to be determined. Given
e > 0, the discrete-time system (3.1) is called a e-approximate swithed closed-loop
reduced order model (SCL-ROM) of (X,{0;}), if ||#; — ©4(v1)]2 < & for each
teZs.
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3.2. Some Connections with Dynamic Mode Decomposition. Given ¢ > 0,
an integer T' > 0, and a discrete-time system (X, {©;}) in C". Let us consider the
evolution history determined by the difference equations.

(3.2) 2 { ey = Oula) Zi
o=
for some x € X.

Given € > 0. The computation of a SCL-ROM local e-approximant 3. of 3, with
respect to some sampled-data history {x;} of 3, is related to the computations
of closed-loop matrix realizations H; € C**™ and triples (Pyg(t),Qu(t), Fu(t)) €
Cxm x C™*™ x C™*™ such that.
|(Pr () Fr(t) — HiPr(t)Qu ()] <,
| Pr(t)He — He P ()] = 0,
| Pr (t)ae — x| = 0,

Py(t)” = Pu(t) = Pu(t)*,
Qu(t)?* =Qu(t) = Qu(t)*,
Fr(t)"Fp(t) = Fu(t)Fu(t)

The matrices {H;} in (3.3) are determined by the connecting operator K for the
sampled-data history {z:}, in the sense of [6, §2] and [4, §2.2], that satisfies the
equations ;1 = Ky, 0 <t < T —1, In particular we will consider H; =K, t € Zar.
The objective of topological control methods is to compute matrix realizations
(Fu(t), K, T(t)) € C™™™ x C"*" x C"*™ such that:

| K Fa()T(t)a: — il <

(3.3) 0<t<T—1

for0<t<T-—1.

Given ¢ > 0, an integer T > 0, a family of vectors {xt}th_o1 in C" and matrices
H; € C™*" determined by the connecting operator K for {z;}. For any triples
(P (t),Qu(t), Fg(t)) € C"*™ x C™*™ x C™*™ that satisfy (3.3).

Let us consider the structured matrix equations in C?"*2" determined by:

Q)X (1) — X()Q(1))P(t) = O2n

(3-4) Q(t)* = Q(t)? 0<t<T—1
Q(t)* = ZQ(t) = (Q(1)*)*

where P(t) and Z have the form.

P(t)z[l’”—ofH(t) Qg?t)} 7 Z:[On (1)n]

If we set.

Ao | Op Py (t) S By 0,

Q0= iy 0] KO= 0" m)
It can be seen that (Q(t), X(t)) € (C>"*2")\{02,})? are e-approximate solvent
pairs for (3.4) in the sense that, |[(Q(H)X (t) — X()Q)P®#)| < &, Qt)* = Q(¢)?
and Q(t)? = ZQ(t) = (Q(t)*)* for 0 <t < T — 1.

Given a positive integer T', together with €, > 0. In this first paper on the sub-
ject of topological control of discrete-time systems, we focus on the computation
of transition mappings F (), avoiding an explicit computation of the connecting
operator K, instead we compute the family {Fp ()} by solving some constrained
representation problems for C[Z/T] for a given integer T' > 0, restricting our at-
tention to almost (T, ¢, §)-periodic discrete-time systems.
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3.3. Main Objectives. We prove the solvability of the problem of finding a e-
approximate SCL-ROM ¥ described by (3.1) for a discrete-time system (X, {O,})
with a m-system of history vectors H[3, m] = {v1,...,v,n} C 3, by computing
matrix representations of C[Z/T] such that the switching law of the family {F};}
is controlled by some family {f;} C C[Z/T] subject to almost time-perdiodic con-
straints on (3, {0;}). We will then design and implement a prototypical numerical
algorithm that numerically solves the aforementioned problems.

3.4. Topologically Controlled Model Order Reduction. Let us consider an

orthogonal m-system vy, -+ , v, € C"1\{0} with m < n. From here on, we will
write Clvy|vp,] to denote the matrix in C"*™ defined by the equation.

(3.5) Clv1|vm] =

U1’U + Z ’Uj+11} + 1, — Plv1|vm]

where Plv1|vy,] is the matrix in C™*™ defined by the equation.

m 1 .
(3.6) Plvi|vm] = Z v, V;V;
j=1"J
Lemma 3.1. Given an orthogonal m-system vy, -+ , v, € C™N\{0} with m <

n. The matriz Plvi|vy,] defined by (3.6) is an orthogonal projection such that
Plui|vp|v; = vj, 1 < j < m. Moreover, 1,, — Plvi|vy,] is an orthogonal projection
such that Plvi|vm](1, — Plvi|vm]) = (1, — Plvi|vm])Plvi|vm] = 0y,

Proof. Given an orthogonal m-system vy, -+, v, € C**1\{0} with m < n. For
each 1 < j < m, let us set

(3.7) Vj= %Uﬂ;v

it is clear that each V; satisfies the relation,

(3.8) Vi=V;,
and we will also have that,
1 1 O
(3.9) V= ——vvf—uvf = vt = —ouf =V
T vk, J T viv; 77 (viv;)? 77 viv; 77 J

By (3.8) and (3.9), we will have that V;* = V; = V?, and this implies that each V;

is projection, and by orthogonality ot the system vq,...,v,,, we have that
1 1 vivg 0 kUS U

(3.10) V;Vi = o VU] VRV, = J — VU, = 7i ]* Vv = 0k Vi Vi.
viv; VU, CHOTRY ViU UL

This implies that the projections Vi,...,V,, are mutually orthogonal projections,

and it can be seen that (3_, V;)* =32, V" = > . V;. Moreover,

(3.11)  Ploi|om]? ZVJ Z ViVi = ZV2 > Vj = Plorfon).
j=1 Jj=1

7,k=1
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We also have that.

(3.12) (Plvi|vm])* ZV :ZV]* :ZVJ = Plvi|vm].
j=1 j=1

By (3.6) and by orthogonality of the system vy, ..., v, we will have that for 1 <

A | . A | . 1 .
(Bh8)om]v; = > vion v (vivy) = ) oTor k(0,0 0) = =05 (Vjv5) = v
k=1 k=1 7
y (3.11) we will have that.
(1,, — Plvi|vm])? = 1, — 2P[vi|vm] + Plvi|vg)?
(3.14) = 1, — 2P[v1|vm] + Plv1|vm] = 1, — Plv1|vm]
As a consequence of (3.12) we will also have that.
(3.15) (1, — P[vi|vm])® = 1, — Plui|vm]” = 1, — Plog|vm]

By (3.11) we will have that,
(3.16)
(1, — Plv1|vm]) Plvi|vm] = Ploi|vm] — P[v1|vm]2 = Plv1|vm] — Plv1|vm] = 0,
and also that.
(3.17)

P[U1|Um](1n - P[U1|Um]) = P[U1|vm] - P[v1|vm]2 = P[Ul|vm} - P[Ul‘vm] =0,

This completes the proof. (I

Lemma 3.2. Given an orthogonal m-system vy, - -+ , vy, € C**N\{0} with m < n.
The matrices Clv1|vm] and Pluy|vy,] defined by (3.5) and (3.6), respectively, satisfy
the following conditions:

o Clvi|vm]v; =vj41, 1 <j<m—1,

o Clvr|vm]vm = vy,

o Clvi|vm]Pvi|vm] = Plvi|vm]C [Ullvm] = Plv1|vn]Clv1|vm] Plvr |[vm],
o Plui|vm|Cloi|vm] Plui|vp] = 5—vivy, —I—EJ 1 vlv V415,

o Clvi|vm](1n — Plor|vm]) = ( - P[Ullvm]) [01[0m] = L — Plox[v]-

Proof. Since Clvi|vy,] is defined by (3.5), by lemma 3.1, we will have that for
1< <m:

o Uk (vivs) + vj — Plotfom]v;

1
Clot|vm]v; = (55 +Z

vr, vm

O U5 vs 6k VFU;
»J “m ] E ] VkY)
UmUm j=1 Vi Vk

(3.18) = ] v+, 1sjsm—1,
’ U1, ]:m
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By lemma 3.1, and by (3.5) and (3.6), on one hand we will have that,

Plvy vy |Clvt|vm] = Plor|vm](—— o vlv + Z ’UJ+11] + 1, — Plv1|vm])
1 o1
= oo (Pvi|vm vy )vy, + 2 v, (Plv1lvm]vji1)v}

+ [Ul‘vm]( n — P[Ul|vm )

= ’Ul’U + Z /Uj+1’U +0

mm

(3.19) = Ul’U + Z ’U]+1U

on the other hand we will have that.

Clobonl Ploaton] = (= +Z s v+ = Plorfen] Pl

1
= U;knvmv (U Pvl‘vm + Z ’l)j+1 U P[vl\vm] )

+(1n - P[U1|Um]) [Ullvm]

m—1

= v*vm 01 (P[o1|[Vm]vm )™ —|—Z U]_H Plvy|vm]vi)* +

+( —P[vllvm}) [v1lvm]

= vlv —|—Z vJHv + 0,

(3.20) = vlv + Z lev

By combining (3.19) and (3.20) we have that

(3.21) Plv1|vpm]Clvr|vm] = Clv|vm] Plvr|vm]

Since Plv1|vp,] is an orthogonal projection, we will also have that.
(3.22)

Plor|om]Cloi|vm] = Ploiom] Plor[vm]Cloi[vm] = Ploivm]Clor[vm] Plor[vm]
By (3.22) and (3.19), it can be seen that Clv;|v,,] can be represented in the form.
(3.23) Clv1|vm] = Plv1|vm]Clut|vm] Plvi|vm] + 1n — Plut|vm]

By lemma 3.1, we will have that,
(1n = Plui|om])Clorlom] = (1n = Plor|vm]) Plor|vm]Clo1vm] Plo[vm]
+(1, = Ploifvp])?
= 0,C[v1|vm|Plv1|vm] + 1, — Plv1|vm]
(3.24) = 1, — Plvi|vy]
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and also that.
Clvilvm|(1, — Pluivm]) = Pluilvp]Clot|vp] Ploi|vm](1n — Ploi|vnm])
+(1, — P[Ul|va2

= Plv1|vm]Clv1|vm]0, + 1,, — Plur|vm]

(3.25) = 1, — Plv1|vm]

This completes the proof. ([
Lemma 3.3. Given an orthogonal m-system vy, -+ , vy, € C**N\{0} with m < n.
The matriz Clvi|vy] defined by (3.5) satisfies the equation

(3.26) Clor|om]™ = 1,.

Moreover, p(z) = 2™ — 1 is the minimal polynomial of Clvy|vy,].

Proof. Given an orthogonal m-system vy, -+ ,v,, € C"*'\{0} with m < n. By
(3.5), (3.6), and by iterating on lemma 3.2, we will have that.

Cloilvm]™ = Clorlom]™ ™ v:n —vivp, + Z 5, Py |vm]
1 m—1
= o (Cloalvn) ™oy, + ; = Uj Cloy|vm] ™ vj41)0]
+ Clorfon]™ ™ (10 —P[vllvm]

1
= o vm 1+1Um + Z V(j+1+(m—1)) mod mV + 1, - P[’Ul‘vm]
UmV vy ’U]

= UmU + Z 'UJU n - P[Ul‘vm]

*
’Um

m
= Z v 1, — Plv1|vm]
(3.27) = [v1|vm] +1,, — Plvi|vn] = 1.
By orthogonality properties we have that the system vq, ..., v,, is linearly indepen-

dent. This fact combined with (3.27) implies that p(z) = z™ — 1 is the minimal
polynomial of Clv;|v,,], since if Clv1|v,,]* = 1, for some k < m, we would have
that v; = vg, which contradicts the linear independence of the system. (I

Lemma 3.4. Given an orthonormal m-system {v1, ..., vy, } € C"\{0} withm <mn,
we will have that the corresponding matriz Clv|vy,] is unitary.

Proof. Given an orthonormal m-system {vi,...,v,,} € C"\{0}, since viv; = 1
for each 1 < j < m, by (3.5) we will have that the matrix Cfv1|vy,] satisfies the
equation,

m—1
(3.28) Clv1|vm] = v1vk, + Z V1] + 1y — Plo1|vy,]

j=1
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and also that the matrix Plvy, v,,] satisfies the equation.

(3.29) Plosfvm] = > vv}
j=1
By lemma 3.2 we will have that,
Clotvm]™(1n = Plorlom]) = ((1n = Plor|om])Clot|om])®
(330) = 1, - P[U1|'Um]

and also that.

Clotfom]" Ploifom] = (Ploi]om]Clor|vm])*
= (Plor|vm]Clor|vm] Plor|vm])*

m—1
(3.31) = vnvi + Y vl
j=1
Since
Clorlom]” = Clurfom]* (Plorfom] + 1n = Plor|vm])
= Clvi|vm]* Plvi|vm] + 1, — Plv1|vm)
and

Clvilvm] = (Plvilvm] 4+ 1n — Ploi|vm])Clor[vn]
= Plv1|vn]Clvr|vm] + 1 — Plor|vg],

by (3.28) and (3.29) we will have that.

Clorom]*Cloilvm] = Clvrlvm] Plorvm] Plvi|vm]Clot[vm] + (1 — Plot[vm])?
m—1 m—1
= | vpnv] + Z VUi v, + Z Vj41V;
j=1 j=1
+1, — Plov1|vy]
(3.32) = Plui|om] + 1, — Ploifoy] =1,

This implies that.
(3.33) Cloi|vm]Clvr|vm]* = (Clvr|vm]*Clot|vm])* = (1,)* =1,

This completes the proof. (I
Lemma 3.5. Given m vectors vy, ...,v, € C*"\{0} such that 2m < n, there is a
orthonormal m-system 01, ..., 0y, € C*, two scalars p, k = C, two projections K ,

T and a unitary Ulvi|vy] in C**™ such that:

Twvy, = piy,
Ulvi|vm]o; = 041,
U[Ull’l)m]’f)m = ’lA)l
K,‘{f}j = vy

(3.34)

foreach1<j<m-—1.
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Proof. Let us consider the matrix H[v;|v,,] € C**™ defined by the expression.

| |
(3.35) Hvi|vp] = [v1 va - g

By the singular value decomposition theorem, we have that H[v;|v,,] has a repre-
sentation of the form.

(3.36)
S1 0 0
| 1, . | |
Hlvi|vm]) = |Vi Vo oo Vi 2 Wy Wy o Wi
o | oL |
0 0 sm
Where V1,...,V,, and Wy,..., W, are orthonormal m-systems in C® and C™ re-

spectively, and with s1 > so > ---s,, > 0. Since 2m < n, by the Gram-Schmidt
orthonormalization theorem, we will have that there is an orthonormal m-system
Ui, ..., Upn € (spanc{Vi,..., Vi )+ Since {vy,...,v,} € C*"\{0} we will have
that for each 1 < j < m, s1 > s; > 0. Let us set t; = /1 —(s;/s1)%, for
1 < j < m. We will have that 0 <t; <1 and (sj/sl)Q—I—t? =1foreach 1 < j <m,
since s;/s1 < 1 for every 1 < j < m. Let us define the matrix CH[v;|v,,] by the
expression.

(3.37)
1 0 0
| Mo s L |
CH[vi|vm] = |Vi Vo -+ Vi 2o Wy W, Wi
. | 0 . |
0 0 Sm/sl
and
(3.38)
t1 0 0
| 1, L |
SH[v1 vy, = |Ur Us Un 2 Wi W Wi,
| | o0 L |
0 0 tn
Let us define the matrix V = [8; --- 9,,] € C"*™ by the expression.
(3.39) V = CH[v1 |vm] + SH[v1|vp]

Since (sj/sl)z—i—t? = 1foreach 1 < j < m, by (3.37) and (3.38) and by orthogonality
of the 2m-system V7 ,...,V,,, Uy, ..., U, we will have that V*V = 1,,. This implies
that o1, ..., 0, is an orthonormal m-system. By lemma 3.4 we have that C[01|0,]
is a unitary matrix that satisfies the constraints C[01|0,,]0; = 041, 1 < j <m—1,
and C[@ﬂ@m]’f}m = ’LA}l.
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Let us set.
K = 81
P = g(vlvl)
| | | 1
K = [Vi Vo oo Vol [Vi Vo v WV
| | | |
T = 01907
(3.40) Ulvilvm] = Clon|om]

Since V*V = 1,, we will have that K2 = V*VV*V = ¥*V and K* = (V*V)* =
VvV =K.

Since Uy, ..., Uy, € (spanc{Vi,..., V)t we will have that KV = CH[v;|v,,],
by (3.37) this implies that.

K:‘i@j = I{KVéjym = 81CH[U1|Um]éj7m = H[U1|Um]éj7m = ’Uj

We will first show that ofv; # 0, in fact, since Hv;|v,,] = $1CH[vq |vy,], and
SH{[v1 |vs]*CH[v1 |vy,] = 0y, by orthogonality of Vi,...,V,,, Uy, ..., Uy, we will have
that.

dfvr = (Vey ) Hvi|vm]é1.m
= &, V'Hv1|vm)érm

* 1 * ~
= el,mgH[Ul [vm ] H[v1 v ]€1,m

Ak

= geLmH[vl|vm]*IHI[vl|vm]él7m

1 . " A
= E(H[Ul [vm]é1,m) Hlv1|vm]é1,m

1
(3.41) = —ulv >0
S1
We will also have that T? = 6,070,097 = 0197 = T and T* = (0,07)* = 0,07 = T.
Since 07v; # 0, by (3.41) we have that Tvy = 01(0v1) = i(v}‘vl)ﬁl = p0;. This
completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.6. Given an orthonormal m-system ¥1, ..., 0, € C"\{0} with m < n.
There is V € C"*™ determined by 01,...,0m, such that the map I1,, = Ad[V*] €
CP(n,m) from Z(P[01|0m)) onto C™*™ preserves products in Z(P[01|0m]), with
P[01|0s) determined by (3.6). Moreover, we will have that 11, (P[01|0m]) = 1m,
and I, (X) = Iy, (P[01]0] X) for any X € C™*™.

Proof. Let us set.

(3.42) V=> &, = |0 b2 - Om
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Since v1,...,0, € C™ is an orthonormal m-system, we will have that VAV = 1,
by (3.6) we will have that.
(3.43) Pty |im] = zmjoj@; =%
j=1
Since V*V = 1,,, by (3.43) we will have that,
(3.44) I, (P[o1]0y]) = V' VV*V =12 =1,
we will also have that for any X € C™"*™,
I, (XY) = V*VIL,(X)
= VVVXV
V* Ploy || XV
(3.45) IL, (P[01]07] X)

By (3.43) and (3.45) we will have that for any two X, Y € Z(P[01|0,)).
I, (XY) = ILn(P[o1]im]XY)
= (X P[01]0n]Y)
= V*XPlor|ion]YV
= VXVV'YV
(3.46) = Iy (X)L (Y)

By (3.42) and by orthonormality of 01,...,0,, we will also have that for each
1<ik<m.

I, (0;0F) = V0,00V
= (Vo) (V*op)"
m m *
= (Do emoyvi | | D] éjmd;on
j=1 j=1

!
m m
= D émbii | | D éimdix
=1
(3.47) = Cimlim

By (3.47) we have that {€;mé], ,,}7%=1 C ILn(Z(P[01]0,])), since 11, = Ad[V*] €
CP(m,n) and C™*"™ = spanc{&€;,m€; ,, }i}—1, We have that II,, is surjective. This
completes proof. O

Definition 3.1. Given vy,...,v, € C"\{0} with n > 2m, the matriz Ulvy, vp]
whose existence is proved in lemma 3.5 will be called a circular shift factor (CSF)

forvy, ... v,

Lemma 3.7. Given vy,...,v, € C"\{0} with n > 2m, there is an algebra homo-
morphism m,, from C[U[v1|vy,]] onto Circ(m).

Proof. By lemma 3.5 we have that there is an orthornormal m-system o1, ..., 0y,
€ C™ together with a CSF Ulvi|vy] = C[01]0y]. By lemma 3.5 we have that
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C[01|0m] € Z(P[01|0s]) with P[01|0,,] determined by (3.6), this in turn implies
that C[U[v1|vs,]] = C[C[01]|0m]] C Z(P[01]01m])-

By lemma 3.6 there is V' € C"*™ such that II,, = Ad[V*] is C P map from C™*"
onto C™*" that preserves products in Z(P[01]0y,]). Let us set 7 = Iy e v o]
It is clear that m,, € CP(n,m).

By (3.45) and (3.47) we will have that.

T (Uvr|om]) = Iy (P[01]0]Cl01]0m])

(3.48) = Iy | 0105, + > 6110

(3.49) - [Omm—l) ! ] —C
The identity (3.45) also implies that.

(3.50) Ton(Ln) = (1) = T (Pl |0]) = 1o

Since II,,, preserves products in Z(P[d1|0,,]), for any two integers j, k > 1 we
will have that,

Wm(U[U1|Um]jU[UI|Um]k) = Hm(U[U1|Um]jU[U1‘Um]k)
= Hm(U[U1|Um]j)Hm(U[Ul‘vm]k)
(3.51) = T (Ur]om) )mm (Ulvr o))
and also that.
(3.52)

Wm(U[vlwm]j) = Hm(U[Ul‘vm]j) = Hm(U[”1|Um])j = 7TrrL(U[Ul|vaj = ng

By (3.50), (3.51) and (3.52), we will have that the map m,, € CP(n,m) determines
an algebra homomorphism from C[U[v;|v,,]] onto Cire(k). O

Definition 3.2. Given vy, ..., v, € C"\{0} with n > 2m, with corresponding CSF
Ulvy,vm] € U(n). The algebra homomorphism m, whose existence is warranteed
by lemma 3.7, will be called a Circulant representation (CR) for C[U[v1|vm]]

Theorem 3.1. Given vy,...,v, € C*"\{0} with n > 2m, there is a projection
P e C™*™ together two maps ¢ € CP(n,n) and ® € CP(m,n), such that the
following diagram commutes,

(3.53) Circ(m)

Tom !
/ I &
4

ClUs]vm]] —,— » Z(P)
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where T, is a CR of C[U[v1|vm]]. Moreover, ® preserves products on C™*™ and
PUv1|vm] = Ulv1|vm] P.

Proof. By 3.5 there is an orthonormal m-system ¥1,...,7,, € C™ together with
projection P[01|0,,] such that P[01|0m,]0; = 05 for each 1 < j < m. As a conse-
quence of the argument implemented in the proof of lemma 3.7, we have that by
lemma 3.6, there is a matrix V' € C"*™ such that m,, = Ad[V*]|c(v, v, and
Plon|im] = VV*.
Let us set.
P = Pl01|0p]

(3.54) so Ad[P]

]

Ad|
It is clear that ¢ € CP(n,n) and ® € CP(m,n). Given X € C™ ", we will have
that.

(3.55) (X)) = P[i1]0m] X Plo1|i] = VV*XVV* = VIL,(X)V* = &(I1,,, (X))
Since V*V = 1,, we will have that for any two X,Y € C™*™,
(3.56) B(XY)=VXYV  =VXV'VYV* = ®(X)B(Y)
Since P = P[01]0y,] is a projection, for any X € C™"*™, we will have that
Pp(X) = P2XP = PXP?=¢(X)P. This imples that o(C"*") C Z(P).
By (3.2) we have that PU[v1|vm] = P[01|0m]C[01|0m] = C[i1|0m]Pl01]0m] =

Ulv1|vm ] P.
By (3.55) we will have that ¢ has a representation of the form.

(3.57) p=®oll,

By (3.57) we will have that.

(3.58) Plewtoslon)) = @ © Ml o)) = 2 © Tm

This completes the proof. O

Given a discrete-time dynamical system (X,{0;}) with ¥ C C"*", and a m-
system of (history) vectors H[E,m] = {v1,...,vm} for (2,{0;}), the matrix ¥V e
C™*™ defined by the formula (3.39) for {vy,..., vy}, will be called the orthonormal
history factor (OHF) of H[X, m].

Theorem 3.2. Given ¢ > 0, an integer T' > 0, and a discrete-time T-periodic
dynamical system (2,{0}) with X C C™ ", then (X,{0:}, H[S,m]) is (S!,T,¢)-
controlled, for every e >0 and each m € Z such that 2T < 2m < n.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0, and any vector history H[X,m] = {v1,...,vn} C C™ for
(3,{6.}), since 2T < 2m < n, we can apply lemma 3.5 to compute an orthonor-
mal T-system {01,...,070} € C", scalars k,p, a CSF Ulvi|vp] € C"*™ and two
projections K, T € C™ ™, that satisfy (3.34).

By theorem 3.1 we will have that there are a projection P € C"*™, p € CP(n,n)
and a product preserver ® € CP(T,n) such that ¢ = ® oy and (C[U[v1|vr]]) C
Z(P).

Since 7 and @ are linear product preservers in C[U[v|vr]] and CT*T| respec-
tively, we will have that for any p € C|[z].
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(3.59)
ep(Ulvilvr])) = @(mn (p(Ulorlor]))) = p(@(m (Ulvr|vr]))) = p(e(Ulvr|vr]))

By theorem 3.1 we will have that,
(3.60) lp(X) =@ omp(p(Ulv|vr))l| =0 < e

for each X € C[U[v1|vr]].
By (3.54) we have that P = P[d1|0r], with P[01]07] defined by equation (3.6),
by lemma 3.1 we will have that.

(3.61) Py = Pliy[or]o1 =

Let pr(z) = %zk, 0 < k <m — 1, this impies that p; € C[z]. By lemma 3.5 and
by (3.61), for each 0 < k < m — 1 we will have that.

~ ~ ~ K N
Ko(pr(Ulvi|or])Tvr - = K;U[UHUT]kPPUl

=  KrUlvi|vr]*Piy

IA(HU[’UHUT]]C{M

(362) = K;‘ﬁ}ljpk = V41 = @k(vl)
By (3.60) and (3.62), we will have that (3, {©,}, H[X, m]) is (S, T, €)-controlled
by (Sl7U[U1|UTLKaT7 2 {pt}) U

Theorem 3.3. Given € > 0, an integer T > 0, and a discrete-time T-periodic
dynamical system (X,{0:}) with ¥ C C™*", then (£,{0.},H[X,m]) is (Z/T,¢)-
controlled, for every e >0 and each m € Z such that 2T < 2m < n.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0, by theorem 3.2, we will have that (%, {@t},H[i,m]) is (St, T
, &)-controlled by some control (S*, Ul |vp], K, T, ¢, {p¢}).

We have that theorem 3.2 also implies that there is an algebra homomorphism
O C™*™ — C™*" such that ||p(X) — @ omp(X)|| < e, for each X € C[U][vy|vr]].

Since Ulvi|vr] € U(n), we will have that Cp = 7, (Ulv1|vr]) € U(m) and also
that.

077: = WT(U[Ullvm])T = 71'T(U[U1|Um}T) =7r(l,) =1y

By universality of C[Z/T)] there is a representation pr : C[Z/T] — U(T), deter-
mined by the assignment 1 — Cp for 1 € Z]T.

Applying universality of C[Z/T] to wr(C[U[v|vr]]) we have that,

mr(p(Ulvr]or])) = pe(mr(Ulorlor))) = pe(Cr) = pe(pr(1)) = pr(p(1))
for each 0 <t < m — 1. This completes the proof. ([

Theorem 3.4. Given 0, > 0, every (T,0,¢)-almost-periodic dynamical system
(3,{6:}) with ¥ C C™ is (S, T, e)-controlled, whenever 2T < 2m < n.

Proof. Let x € ¥. Since (3,{©:}) is (T, 0, e)-almost-periodic, we will have that
there is a discrete-time T-periodic dynamical system (iét) such that there is
# € X such that ||z — || < 6, and ||©4(z) — ©4(Z)|]2 < € for each t € Z and every
(2,7) €D x 3.
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By theorem 3.2 we will have that (X, {0,},H[%,T)]) is (S',T,0)-controlled by
some control (SY,Ulvi|vr]|, K, T, ¢, {p:}), for some T-system of history vectors

H[,T] = {v1 , ..., vp} with v; = Z, this implies that for each 0 <t < T.
10¢(z) = Ko (Z)TE|2 < [104(2) = Ou(@)llz2 + 10:(Z) — Kp(pi(2))TE2
(3.63) < ©u(@) = Ou(@)]l2 < e

By (3.63) we have that (2,{0,}) is (S', T, e)-controlled by (S* , Ulvi|vr], K , T,
©,{p+}). This completes the proof.

Theorem 3.5. Given 0, > 0, every (T,0,¢)-almost-periodic dynamical system
(3,{06:}) with ¥ C C" is (Z/T,¢)-controlled, whenever 2T < n.

Proof. Let x € ¥. Since (3,{6:}) is (T, 0, e)-almost-periodic, we will have that
there is a discrete-time T-periodic dynamical system (X, ©,) such that there is
i € ¥ such that ||z — Z|| < J, and ||©;(z) — ©4(Z)||2 < € for each t € Z§ and every
(2,7) € ¥ x X,

By theorem 3.3 we will have that (3, {0,}, H[%, T]) is (Z/T,0)-controlled, this

implies that for some T-system of history vectors H[¥,T| = {v1 , ..., vp} with
v; = Z, there is a unitary representation pr : C[Z/T] — CT*T, an algebra ho-
momorphism ¢ : CT*T — C"*" a family of functions {fy,..., fr—1}, and two

projections K, T € C™" such that for 1 € Z)T and for each t > 0.

10:(z) = Koo pr(fu(D))TE2 < [[0u(x) — O4(&)]2
+H6:(&) — K o pr(fi(1)) T2
(3.64) < ||©u(z) — (@) ||z < €

By (3.63) we have that (3,{©.}) is (Z/T,e)-controlled. This completes the proof.
O

Given € > 0, from the definition in (3.1) of SCL-ROM approximants of a discrete-
time system (X, {0©,}) with ¥ C C", we have that by lemma 3.5 and theorem 3.4,
every discrete-time system (3, {0, }) that is (S!, £)-controlled by some control (S*, Z
, K, T,¢,{ft}), has a SCL-ROM approximant of the form (3.1) with F}; = ¢(f:(Z2))
for 0 <t <T —1, we say that such approximant is SCL-ROM is determined by the
control (SY,Z, K , T , ¢, {fi}). We can think of the evolution laws ;1 = F, o, for
0 <t <1in SCL-ROM the decomposition (3.1), as an embedding of the original
system in a manifold, where the evolution of the embedded system is controlled
by a unitary matrix determined the CSF of some vector history for the original
system.
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4. ALGORITHM

The techniques and compuations used to prove the previous results, can be
implemented to derive a prototypical algorithm described by the following block
diagram.

i’t+1 Tt . Tt
z! K —
Fy
Clz/m]

(4.1)

The proofs of lemma 3.5 and theorem 3.2 provide a computational procedure
that is sketched in algorithm 1, and can be used to compute the elements Fyr_'
in diagram (4.1), where each matrix F; has a reresentation F; = KH,T, for some
matrices K, Hy, T to be determined by algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Data-driven matrix approximation algorithm

Data: REAL NUMBER ¢ > 0, STATE HisTory H[X,m]: {z:}o<t<m<r, T € Z*
Result: APPROXIMATE MATRIX REALIZATIONS: (K, H;,T) € C"™ " x C**" x
Cm of (3,{0,})
(1) Compute state/output sampled-data history {v;}o<i<7r of (X,{6:})
(2) Compute the SVD VSW = [v1 -+ vp] of {v:}o<t<m<r
(3) Compute the OHF V= [01 -+ O] for {v}o<i<m<r
(4) Set K = VV*
(5) Set T' = o107
(6) For0<t<T-—1:

(a) Compute p; € C[z] such that:

(i) 1K Vp,(C )V Tor — Oy [vr]]| < &

(b) Set H, = Vp,(CL )V*

return {K, H,, T(t)}o<i<T

)
6

5. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

5.1. Materials and Methods. In order to solve the diagram (4.1), a prototypical
GNU Octave code that implements some of the core computations on which the
proofs of lemma 3.5 and theorem 3.2 are based, has been developed as part of this
project, using GNU Octave 4.4.1 on a five node Ubuntu Linux Beowulf Cluster, at
the Scientific Computing Innovation Center of UNAH-CU.
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5.2. Numerical Experiments. We will consider three numerical experiments in
this section. In §5.2.1 we will simulate 1D waves, in §5.2.2 we will simulate damped
waves on planar material sections, and in §5.2.3 we will simulate vorticity transport.

In §5.2.1 the periodicity appears naturally, while in §5.2.2 and §5.2.3, we will
think of the model as a movie, that is being streamed more than once. Each example
will be used to illustrate the potential applications of topological control to system
identification, and for extraction of (almost) periodic patterns from sampled-data
discrete-time industrial systems and plants.

5.2.1. 1D Waves. As a first application, let us consider a wave equation under
Dirichlet boundary conditions of the form:

02w — opxw = 0,

w(0,t) = w(L,t) =0,

w(z,0) = wo(x),

Oyw(xz,0) =0

for some suitable data of L, ¢, wy.

The simulation is computed using second order finite difference method combined
with second order Crank-Nicolson method. The computation is performed using
the following commands.
>> [x,t,data_wave,Cx,Sx]=CL_ROM_WaveDS([0 1],10);

(5.1)

The graphical output is shown in fig. 1.

5.2.2. Cantilever Elastic Plate. As a second application of algorithm 1, let us con-
sider a computational mechanics problem consisting on the description of the de-
formation a damped aluminium Cantilever Lamé beam model under planar dis-
placement hypotheses, whose deformation displacement vector v is described by a
Navier dynamical system of the form:

020 — N(\, p)v = u(t),
(5.2) { %IC(U) S0

where N (A, 1) is the Navier operator defined by the expression,
N p) = A+ p)VV - +uV?

where A, i are the Lamé’s coefficients for generic aluminium, and where BIC(v) = 0
is some system of equations that determines suitable boundary and initial conditions
for Cantilever Lamé beam deflection. We will have that the input u(t) is determined
by the expression u(t) = ¢(t)pdyv for some smooth time dependent coefficient c¢(t).

It is important to consider that the dimensions of the beam model have been
normalized, and that relative deformation displacement scale is exaggerated for
visualization purposes of the corresponding simulation.

In order to create the data corresponding to the beam deformation, we use an
Octave m-file function that computes a second order finite difference approximation
of the Navier dynamical system (5.2) for sample sizes 50, 30, 10 and 5, as follows.
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Original output history w|(x)

08

06

0.4

0.2

0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25
X

Approximate output history ‘P‘(x): supx‘Iw‘(x)-lllt(x)|$.8352e-14

25

FIGURE 1. ¥ and & output histories

>> [Bx,By,data_x,data_y,Yx,Yy]=CL_ROM_BeamDS(1,50,40,-5€9,-10,1);
>> [Bx,By,data_x,data_y,Yx,Yy]=CL_ROM_BeamDS(1,30,40,-5€9,-10,2);
>> [Bx,By,data_x,data_y,Yx,Yy]=CL_ROM_BeamDS(1,10,40,-5€9,-10,3);
>> [Bx,By,data_x,data_y,Yx,Yy]=CL_ROM_BeamDS(1,5,40,-5e9,-10,4);

properties =
scalar structure containing the fields:
Emod = 73100000000
properties =
scalar structure containing the fields:

Emod = 73100000000
Nu = 0.33000

Lx = 4
Ly = 0.40000
T = 40
M = 600

N = 36
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c2 = 0.35971
delta = -5000000000

m= 5

Elapsed time is 298.816 seconds.

Verification passed...

max{| |Kx Rx Usx"k Tx Ux0-Oxk|| | 1<=k<=m} = 2.7082e-27 <= eps
max{| |Ky Ry Usy"k Ty UyO-Oyk|| | 1<=k<=m} = 7.4542e-13 <= eps
For m = 121

For n = 13357

For eps = 7.4542e-13
Elapsed time is 20.7964 seconds.

This produces the original output history shown in Figure fig. 2.

Original Model Output History

F1GURE 2. Original model ¥ output history

21

The output histories of the corresponding SCL-ROM approximants are shown

in Figure 3.
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CL-ROM Output for 11 samples
CL-ROM Output for 21 samples

CL-ROM Output for 61 samples CL-ROM Output for 121 samples

FIGURE 3. Output histories for several SCL-ROM approximants
Yof ¥

5.2.3. Planar vorticity transport. As a third application of local S'-control, let us
consider the vorticity transport PDE system of the form.

Ow = —u0zw — vOyw + éAw
u = Oy,

v=— lw

AY = —w

BIC(W’ 1/}7 u’ 7‘)) = 0

For Reynolds number Re = 400 and suitable boundary and initial conditions rep-
resented by the system of algebraic differential equaitons BIC'

The simulation is computed using second order finite difference method combined
with fourth order Runge-Kuta method. The computation is performed using the
following commands.

>> [x,y,data,Cx,Sx]=CL_ROM_VortexDS(1,10,[0,0.15],[100,750],[1,3]);

max{| |[Kx Rx Ux"k Tx XO-Yk|| | 1<=k<=m} = 8.2096e-13 <= eps
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For n = 34501
For eps = 8.2096e-13
Elapsed time is 111.598 seconds.

The graphical output is shown in fig. 4.

Original output o, Approximate output Qo: Relative error=1.5825e-14

Original output 0, Approximate output 925: Relative error=1.0956e-13

Original output o Approximate output 951: Relative error=1.0022e-13

Original output o Approximate output 975: Relative error=2.7699e-13

FIGURE 4. ¥ and & output histories

6. DiscussioN

From a topological perspective, the notion of topological control that we propose
in this document can be seen as an extension of the Torus Trick presented by
R. Kirby in [3] to algebraic matrix sets in the sense of [7]. This extension and
the corresponding matrix computations, were partially inspired by some questions
raised by M. H. Freedman along the lines of [2].

In order to perform the previously mentioned computations, we start embedding
the vector history of a given discrete-time system under study into a manifold,
where we can then we use elementary tools from matrix analysis and representation
theory, to compute matrix analogies of the surgical cuts corresponding to Kirby’s
torus trick, these matrix surgical cuts have a direct effect on the spectrum of the
CSF corresponding to the vector history of the corresponding embedded system.

Once we perform the previously mentioned surgical cuts on the spectrum of
the unitary matrices that model the dynamical behaviour of the embedded system
under study, the computation of the transition matrices of the embedded system
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can be easily and efficiently computed in terms of the topologically pre-processed
matrices.

Another interesting effect of the aformentioned matrix surgical procedures, con-
sists on the reduction of the group action that determines the global behaviour
of the system, to a finite group action that can be efficiently computed using al-
gorithm 1, without aditional computational cost due to the additional liftings in
the original state (matrix realization) space, whose large dimension can make the
standard lifting impossible to compute. This approach was inspired by the work of
M. Rieffel in [5], and will be the subject of further study.

6.1. Forthcoming Research. We will further explore the numerical solvability of
(3.4) together with some additional contraints.

We will improve the computational implementation of the prototypical algo-
rithm 1, extending the topological control techniques presnted in this document to
higher dimensional compact manifolds like S! x S', S”, and so forth.

We will implement Al tools like TensorFlow to take advantage of the model
training capabilities predicted by the proofs of theorem 3.4 and theorem 3.5.

Besides setting the bases for algorithm 1, the family {fo, f2,...,fr} C C[Z]
whose existence and computability is guaranteed by theorem 3.5, provides a natural
way to compress the mean dynamical behaviour of a given discrete-time system
(B.400}).

The information compression property of { fo, f2, ..., fr} provides a natural con-
nection to video streaming, this connection will be the subject of further study and
experimentation. We will also explore further connections to classical and quantum
finite automata.

7. CONCLUSIONS

Given e,d > 0, and a state X; of of discrete time almost periodic system (X, {©;})
that is e-approximated by a SCL-ROM ¥ determined by a topological control
M, Z, K, T, ¢,{ft}) of (£,{0:}), the learning cost of a model update does not
exceed the solving cost of the problem:

arg mingecp {1 Xe — Kp(Z2)TXol| | deg(p) < k}

for some Xy € 3, where k is the control order. The application of this train-
ing technique to the extraction of (almost) periodic patterns from sampled-data
discrete-time industrial systems and plants, will be further explored.

The family {f1, f2,..., fr} C C|z] derived from the implementation of algo-
rithm 1 provides an effective way to compress the mean dynamical behaviour
of a given discrete-time sampled-data system X.
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