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Abstract

In control theory, researchers need to understand a system’s local and global behaviors
in relation to its initial conditions. When discussing observability, the main focus is on
the ability to analyze the system using an output space defined by an output map.

In this study, our objective was to establish conditions for characterizing the observ-
ability properties of linear control systems on Lie groups. We will focus on five classes of
solvable, non-nilpotent three-dimensional Lie groups, examining local and global perspec-
tives. This analysis explores the kernels of homomorphisms between the state space and
its simply connected subgroups, where the output is projected onto the quotient space.

1 Introduction

In the 1960s, Kalman significantly advanced in studying control systems within Euclidean
spaces. His research focused on essential topics such as controllability, observability, and sta-
bility, which are crucial to understanding the dynamics of control systems and their interrela-
tionships. These areas laid the foundation for modern control theory and opened the door to
advancements in various applications in engineering and technology.
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As a main example of this era, consider the linear control system

o t = Ax+ Bu,
Rn. y — Cx’

where A € RV B € R™™ (C € R™! with | < n, and U = L}, (Q), is the set of admissible
controls, that is; the family of locally integrable functions w : [0,T,] — © CR™. The set Q
is closed and 0 € int(Q2). If Q = R™, the system is called unrestricted. Otherwise, ¥ is
restricted, [15].

Starting with an initial condition zy, € R™ and a specific control v € U, we can fully describe
the solution to the system as follows:

u — tA ! —TAB d
op(xo) =e (x0+/0 e u(T) 7'),

which satisfies the Cauchy problem with initial value & = Ax + Bu, x(0) = 2. Thus,
o (zo) with ¢ € R describes a curve in R? such that starting from zy the elements on the curve
are reached from xzy forward and backward through the specific dynamics of the linear system
determined by the control.

Next, we introduce the concept of unobservability, which allows us to decompose the state
space into equivalence classes. These classes group elements that cannot be distinguished from
each other by the observation function h through the system dynamics.

Definition 1.1. Two states xq, v1€ R™ are indistinguishable by (Xgn), denoted by xolxy, if
x1 — 9 € ker(Ce'), vt > 0.

Remark 1.2. In fact, under the definition s condition the observation function h does not
differentiate between states xo and x1 across the system, resulting in identical outcomes for
each control uw € U and for any t > 0,

t t
C (etA(xo +/ G_TAB’LL(T)dT)) =C (etA(xl +/ G_TABU(T)dT)) :
0 0
It turns out that,

Proposition 1.3. Let us consider a linear control system on the Fuclidean space R™.
Therefore,

1. I is an equivalence relation

2. If I(x) denotes the equivalence class x by the relation I, then,

a) 1(0) = )2, ker(Ce™)
b) I(z) =z + I(0).

So, the system is said to be observable if the equivalence class of the origin is trivial.



From the previous analysis, the system (Xgn) is observable if and only if the matrix

O=(C cA cA> ... ca)",

has maximum rank. See, for example, [15].

This concept was extended to Lie groups in [2], see also [4]. The fundamental idea re-
mained unchanged, but these two papers’ findings were significantly more straightforward than
the original. Furthermore, they provide necessary and sufficient conditions, which makes the
reasoning even easier to follow. Currently, this concept is frequently applied in nonlinear ordi-
nary differential equation ODE systems [, control networks [§], dynamical systems [14], and
probabilistic systems [16].

Precisely, let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. A linear control system g on G is
determined by the family,

S 1 g(t) = X(9(t) + 2wy (9(0).9(0) € Gt € Rou U,

of ordinary differential equations parametrized by the class U = L}, (), as before.

The drift X is a linear vector field, meaning that its flow is a one-parameter group of
automorphisms of the group, exactly as in the Euclidean space. And, for any j, the control
vector Y7 € g, is considered as left-invariant vector field. We observe that any column vector
of the matrix B induces an invariant vector field on the Abelian Lie group R".

From the orbit theorem of Sussmann, [15], without lost of generality we assume Y satisfy

the Lie algebra rank condition (LARC'), which means: for any g € G,
Spanga {X,Y',...,Y"} (9) =T,G. (1)

Denote by (g, u,t) the solution of ¥ associated to the control w with initial condition g at
the time ¢. It turns out that, [3]

o(g,u,t) = X(g9)e(e, u,t). (2)

Thus, to compute the system’s solution on GG through an initial condition g, we need to translate
the solution through the identity element by the flow of the linear vector field acting on g.
Just observe the symmetry with the solution of a classical linear system on Euclidean spaces

é(z,u,t) = et <x + /0 "By (7) dT) . (3)

This symmetry helps us characterize the observability properties on the group G by applying
concepts from classical linear systems in R". However, it is necessary to introduce the notion
of local observability, defined by a distribution determined by the Lie algebra associated with
the indistinguishable class of the identity element e of the group.

In this work, we utilize the classification of non-nilpotent solvable Lie groups outlined in
[12] and the construction of linear systems on three-dimensional affine Lie groups described in
[3]. By applying the results from [2], we aim to list every simply connected subgroup of these
groups and develop a general expression for the homomorphisms between the groups and the
relevant sets. Finally, we establish the conditions under which the system is locally observable
and observable.



2 Preliminaries and Initial Results

Let G be a finite-dimensional Lie group with Lie algebra g. We use the results in [2] and [4]
to characterize observability in our context, i.e., on a general pair coming from the drift and a
projection onto a homogeneous space of GG. In the classical linear control system, observability
depends on the drift and the linear output map between finite dimensional vector spaces. We
start with the definition of the drift.

Definition 2.1. A vector field X in G is said to be linear if its flow (oy)ier i a 1—parameter
subgroup of Aut(G), the Lie group of automorphisms of G.

In addition, to every linear vector field X of G, there is a derivation D € Der(g), satisfying
_D(Y> = [Xv Y]?

for every Y € g. Recall that a derivation is a linear map that satisfies the Leibniz rule concerning
the Lie bracket. The relationship between ¢; and D is given by the formula

d(@t)e - etD-

Remark 2.2. By the general theory of Lie groups (see [13], for instance), any closed subgroup
K induces a well-defined homogeneous space G/K. Therefore, it is possible to consider a
canonical projection 7 : G — G/K as an output map.

We are willing to introduce the primary definition see [4].

Definition 2.3. A pair (X, 7x) in G is determined by a linear vector field X and by a closed
subgroup K of G.

The main focus of this paper is the observability properties on Lie groups.
Definition 2.4. A pair (X, k) is said to be:

1. observable at xq if for all x5 € G\ {1}, there exists at > 0 such that,
T (pi(21)) # TR (Pi(22))

2. locally observable at x if there exists a neighborhood of x1 such that the condition 1. is
satisfied for each x in the neighborhood.

3. observable (locally observable) if it is observable (locally observable) for every x € G.
In other words, two states g;, g2 € G are said to be indistinguishbles if:
Xi(g19; ') € K ¥t >0.
Furthermore,

I={g€eG:X(g) € K,Vt € R}

is a closed normal subgroup of GG, and the equivalence class of g is Ig.



Next, we establish the main results to apply in our context (see [4, Theorem 2.5]).

The pair (X, 7x) in G is observable if and only if, the Lie group [ is discrete and,
Fiz(p) N K = {e}.

Notice that the first condition indicates local observability, characterized by the trivialization
of the Lie algebra of I.
We conclude this section by proving a couple of propositions that will be useful later on.

Remark 2.5. Consider G a connected Lie group and Hy, Hy C G subgroups of G. Assume

that h; - G — H; for i = 1,2 are two homomorphisms whose respective kernels are given by

Ky and K. If Ky = K, then (X, 7k,) is observable if, and only if, (X, 7k,) is observable.
The reasoning behind showing this statement is direct. Since for i =1, 2,

I ={peG:ylp) € K;,Vt € R},
it turns out that I = I. And, Fiz(p) N K, = Fiz(p) N Ks.

Consider X and ) linear vector fields defined over a Lie group G with respective flows ¢
and . We say that X and ) are conjugated (or m—conjugated) if there is an automorphism

7w : G — G such that
m(pe(x) = u(r(x)),Vt ER 0
o Hz)) = 7' (¢y())),Vt € R,

The following proposition will be helpful for our purposes.

Proposition 2.6. Consider a m—conjugation between the linear vector fields X and Y on G
and h : G — G a homomorphism. If K = ker(h) and S = ker(h o 7Y, then (X,7g) is
observable if, and only if, (Y, ms) is observable.

Proof. As before, we denote the indistinguishable classes of the identity element
L ={x e G:y(r) € K,Vt € R}.

and

L ={y e G:iy) € SVt € R}

Taking = € I, we get Yy(z) € S, for all £ € R. Also, there is a y € G such that n(y) = z.
Therefore,

Ui(x) = thi(m(y)) = 7(ee(y)), VE € R,
with (h o 7 1) (¢y(x)) = e, for all t € R. Applying h o 7! in the equality above, we get
(hon™ ) (W(x)) = (hom™ ") (m(wu(y))) = Mpu(y)) = e.

which means that ¢;(y) € K, for all t € R, that is, y € I;. This shows that 7—'(I5) C I,.
On the other hand, if we consider z € I;, by the second expression in ({]), we obtain an
element w € G such that 77 (w) = z. Since p;(2) = (7 (w)) € K, we get:

or(mH(w)) = 7 (W (w)) € K, Vt € R.



Aplying h in the expression above, we obtain ¢;(w) € S, for all ¢ € R, which also give us
w € I5. This also proves that 7(I;) C I3, which allow us to conclude that 7(I;) = I.

Now, let us suppose that [; is discrete. If y € Iy, considering x € I such that w(z) =y
there is a neighborhood V' of x such that V N I; = {z}. Therefore

{r(2)} =7(V L) ==n(V)nr(l) ==(V)N 1= {y},

with 7(V') neighborhood of y. We can conclude that I is discrete if, and only if, I5 is discrete,
which proves the equivalence concerning local observability.
Conjugations preserve fixed points. As a matter of fact, if p;(g) = ¢ for all ¢ € R, then

m(wi(g)) = e(m(g)) = 7(g),Vt € R.

The same follows for the fixed points of 1 using the function 7.
Now, if Fiz(p) N K = {e}, take ¢ € Fiz(¢) N S. Therefore, 1,(q) = ¢, for all t € R. We obtain

T (Wi(q) = e (q)) =7 (q),Vt € R.

Thus, 7 1(q) € Fix(p). As (hor 1) (q) = e, we get 771(q) € K. Then 7 1(¢q) € KN
Fiz(y) = {e}, implying ¢ = e. The same reasoning can be applied using the function 7 at an
arbitrary point g € Fiz(p) N K. O

From the proof of Proposition 2.6, we can easily derive the following result.

Corollary 2.7. With the same hypothesis of the previous proposition, I is discrete if, and only
if, Iy is discrete. Also, Fiz(p) N K = {e} if, and only if, Fix(y) NS = {e}.

3 Affine 3-dimensional Lie group

In this section, we explore the observability properties of linear control systems within five
classes of solvable, non-nilpotent three-dimensional Lie groups, examining both local and global
perspectives. According to the classification provided by [12], the following list presents these
groups up to isomorphism:

0 0
- = 2 =
1 To RX@R,H |:0 1:|

11
2- tngXQRQ,QZ |:0 1:|

1 0

3- 'C37)\:RX9R2,9: |:0 A

} , with |A] € (0,1].
A —1

}, with A € R\ {0}.

bt

0 —1
_ 2 g _
Q—RXQR,H—{l 0}
All of these algebras can be described as a semi-direct product. The corresponding simply
connected Lie groups Ry, R3, R3 », Rg, y and £, are constructed through the semi-direct product
R x, R?, with p, = €.



3.1 Linear Vector Fields
We will begin by demonstrating some properties of the drift. For each s € R, define A, by

S 0
AS:[O 65—1]'

Consider a linear vector field X on G and D the associated derivation. By [3, Proposition
3.4], there is a linear transformation D* : R* — R? such that

D(0,v) = (0, D*v).
Moreover, if G is simply connected, the vector field X reads as
X(t,v) = (0,D*v + A&),
with (0,£) = D(1,0). By [3, Remark 3.2], the solution ¢ is defined through the formula,
ws(t,v) = (t, e v + FyA&), where

s (D*)i~t
F, = Z T

Jj=1

3.1.1 Fixed points of X

As mentioned in the second section, analyzing observability requires computing the fixed point
of the drift. Considering the matrix of D* described by parameters as follows,

R e

the the ordinary differential equations system generated by the vector field X reads as,

t =0
T = ar+by+t&
y = cx+dy+ (el —1)&,

with § = (£1,&2).

To find the fixed points of X', we have to solve the linear system

ar +by+t&H = 0
cx+dy+ (e —1)& = 0.

If D* is invertible, we get the solution:

o —tfld + (et — 1)§2b —a(et — 1)62 + tflc
(0, y0) = < ad — be ’ ad — be ' (6)
If D* is not invertible, ad = ¢b. And, when a # 0, we obtain:
—t& — by
rT=—7—"
a

the solution of ([H), for every y € R.



3.2 Subgroups of R,

The Lie algebra of dimension 1 is the real vector space R, and the corresponding Lie groups
are the simply connected real line R and the circle T.
According to [12, Chapter 7], the only real connected Lie groups of dimension 2 are

R? R x T, T? Aff(2,R),

where Aff(2,R) is the affine group, and T is the n—torus. The simply connected ones are R?
and Affy(R). On the other hand, the only two- dimensional Lie algebras are the Abelian R?
endowed with the null-bracket and ty(R), with the Lie bracket given by

[<t7 I‘), (87 y)] = (07 ty - S.T).
Let us begin with Ry, viewed as the semi-direct product R x ,R?, following the specific rules:
(t, (2,9) - (5, (z,0)) = (t + 5, (z + 2,y + 'w)). (7)

The 2-dimensional subgroups we will consider are the simply connected ones. The structures
that are isomorphic to R? or Affy(R), can be summarized in the following list:

G = Rx,Rx{0})~R?
Gy = Rx, ({0} x R) ~ Affy(R)
Gs = {0} XpR2 ~ R?

The simply connected 1-dimensional Lie subgroups are described as follows:

Gi = {0} x ({0} x R)
Gs = {0} x (Rx{0})
Gs = R x ({0} x {0}).

3.2.1 The Subgroup G; =R x (R x {0})

It is easy to show that G; = {R x (R x {0})} is a subgroup of R x,R?. Define a homomorphism
h:R x,R* — G determined by,

h(t, (z,y)) = (aat + aoz + azy, Bit + Box + B3y, 0).
Then, h must satisfy:
h(t, (x,y))h(s, (z,w)) = h(t + s, (x + 2,y + e'w)).
Using the expression provided above and referring to h, we get,

al(t+s) tag(z+2)+az(y+w) = ai(t+8)+ as(r+2) + as(y + e'w)
Br(t+5) + Pz + 2) + Ba(y +w) = Bt +5) + Bol + 2) + Bs(y + e'w)

which implies in a3 = 3 = 0. Therefore, h reads as:

h(t,(z,y)) = (a1t + asx, Bt + Pox, 0).

8



The kernel K of the function h is obtained by deriving the following equations,

ait+asr =0 (8)
ﬁlt + 5237 =0.

Counsider the flows: i
Y ps(t,v) = (t,e’P7v), (9)
Yo 1 )s(t,v) = (t, Pe’P" P~l),

where P € GLy(R) is a change of basis matrix. We claim that ¥; and Y, are m—conjugated in
the Lie subgroup {0} x, R?, with 7(¢,v) = (¢, Pv). First, we have;

m(ps(t,v)) = w(t,e’P v) = (t, Pe’Pv),

and,

Vs (m(t,v)) = 1bs(t, PesP" P71 (Pv)) = (4, PeSD*v).

Moreover, when ¢ = 0, it turns out that
7(0,v)7(0,w) = (0, Pv + Pw) = (0, P(v + w)) = w(0,v + w).
Then, 7 is a homomorphism in {0} x, R?. The equality,
prom b =n"toqy,
is consistent with the same arguments presented earlier, as well as the definition of
7 t,v) = (t, P1v)

aq

For an arbitrary matrix B = [ 3 %Q] , we can examine the following cases.
1 P2

3.2.2 Case 1: det B # 0.
The kernel h denoted by K is given by,

K={(t(z,y) e G:t=z=0}. (10)
Since t = 0, it follows that A; = 0. Therefore, we get
#s(0, (2,)) = (0,6 (z,y)).
According to [TI, Chapter 1], the dynamics of D* in R? are determined by the matrices:
b i o 5] m
Given two matrices A, B € gl,(R), let us consider the relationship:
A~B < PAP' =B,

for some P € GLy(R).



Proposition 3.1. The linear pair (X, 7k ) is locally observable if the associated matriz D*

determined by the drift, is conjugated to [Z _ab] with b # 0 or L})\ }\] :

Proof. 1f [D*] ~ diag{\, u}, we get

0s(0, (z,y)) = (0, ez, e*y).

If e**z = 0 for every s € R then z = 0. Therefore, I = K, which shows by the Proposition
[24), that (X, k) is not locally observable.

If [D*] ~ B ﬂ , we obtain:

(0, (z,9)) = (0, (z + sy), ey).

If e*(z + sy) = 0 for all s € R, it follows tha z =y = 0. Then I = {(0,0,0)}, which allows
us to conclude, using the Proposition ([26), that (X, 7x) is locally observable.

If [D*] ~ [“

b _ab} , the solution is given by:

0s(0, (z,y)) = (0,e*(cos (sb)z — sin (sb)y), e**(sin (sb)x + cos (sb)y)).

™

Assume e**(cos (sb)x — sin (sb)y) = 0 for every s € R, and b # 0. By choosing s = 5; and
s = 7 we obtain x = 0 and y = 0. Therefore I = {(0,0,0)} and by Proposition (2.]), the pair
(X, k) is locally observable. Now, if b = 0, we are in the diagonal case. Consequently, K = I,
showing that the system is not locally observable. O
3.2.3 Case 2: det B =0.

Assume that the first equation in the system (§]) is true. We have several options for the kernel:

K ={(t,(z,y)) € G:ajt = —asx}.

Precisely,
G a1 = Q9 :0,
{(t, (z,y)) € G:t =0} a; £ 0,0 =0,
K=19 {(t(z,y) € G:2=0} a1 =0,a #0,

{(t,(x,y)) GG:t:%x} ay # 0,00 # 0.

The case a3 = ay = 0 implies that K = G, and (X, 7 ) is not observable. The case s # 0
and a; = 0 will be discussed in the Remark (B3]). For the remaining possibilities, we present
the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. The pair (X, ) is not locally observable.

Proof. First, let us suppose that a; # 0 and as = 0. The kernel of h is given by
K ={(t,(z,y)) € G:t=0}.
So, any point in the form (0, (z,y)) belongs to K, and the solution
ws(0, (z,y)) = (0,6 (z,y))

10



as well, implying in I = K. As K is not discrete, (X, m) is not locally observable.
If ay # 0, we obtain

K:{(t,(x,y))eazt:_—o%}.

aq

This means that for every x € R,

oo ) = (2 ) 4 Fi €

ay aq a1

belongs to K. Again, the system in not locally observability. O

Remark 3.3. The case ay =0 and as # 0 is unpredictable. Let us discuss some cases. Here,
K={(t,z,y) € G:2=0}.

o)

sD* 1 O
© - [O eS|

Consider D* in the form

for some p # 0. Then

Hence,
S 0 t 0 ts 0
FSAt - |:O (6""51):| : |:0 et _ 1:| == [O (etl)(es“l)] .
0 1
Thus,

¢s<t7 O7 y) _ (t, tSél, es,uy + (Gt _ 1),265# — 1)§2> .

If & # 0, then t = 0, implies that ps(0,0,y) = (0,0, e’*y) still belongs to K and the set I is
not discrete. In both cases, I is not discrete.

If [D*] = {8 é] , we get
sD* 1 s
Sk

5° st (et —1)
= —D* — 2
FsAt (8[+ QD )At |:O s(et—]_):| .

And,

Therefore,

2
s
os(t,T,y) = (t,x + sy + st& + E(et — )&,y + s(e! — 1)&).

If (t,z,y) € K such that ps(t,z,y) € K for all s € R, then x = 0 and,

2
S
sy + st& + E(Gt — 1) =0.

Let £ # 0. Ift and y are non-zero and sg, s1 € R\ {0} with s; # sq, we get:

11



S S
Y+t + Eo(et - D& =y+t6 + El(et —1)& =0,

which must imply sqg = s1, an absurd. Thus, we conclude:
S
y+t& + §(€t —1)& =0,

ift =y =0, implying I = {(0,0,0)}. That is, the system is locally observable.

Considering the previous sections and the expression for the kernel described in (I{), assume
D* is invertible. The expression in ([G]) provides the fixed points of ¢.

Proposition 3.4. Let det B # 0 and D* is conjugated to [Z _ab} with b # 0 or [)\ 1} . The

0 A

associated linear pair (X, ) is observable.
Proof. The local observability was already proved in the Proposition (B.J)). By hypothesis

det B £ 0. If D" ~ P !

0 )\} , it follows that,

Fix(p) N K ={(0,0,0)},

Ift =0, we get o = yo = 0, which implies global observability.

On the other hand, if D* = [Z _ab} with b # 0, the intersection between the fixed point
of the drift with the kernel of the homomorphism is trivial. Implying by the Proposition (2.0)
that the system is observable. O

3.2.4 Subgroup G =R x, ({0} xR)
Next, we consider the subgroup G = R x, {0} x R. Let h : G — G5 given by
h(t,z,y) = (a1t + aoz + a3y, 0, fit + Box + B3y).
The homomorphism h must satisfy the following condition:
h(t,z,y)h(s, z,w) = h(t + s,z +y,y + e'w).
Therefore,

ar(t+s) +ag(z+2) +az(y+w) = ai(t+s)+ ae(r+2) + as(y + 'w)
Bit + Box + Bay + eM TN (Bys + oz + fyw) = Pt +5) + Ba(z +2) + Ba(y + e'w).

The first equality gives a3 = 0. If we choose h to be non-zero, the second equality gives
By =Py =0 and a; = 1, ay = 0. Therefore, h has the form:

h(ta Z, y) - (t7 Oa 63?/)7

with 3 # 0, for every (¢, x,y), (s, z,w) € G. The case 3 = 0 will be discussed in Remark (B.7).
The kernel of h reads as,

kerh ={(t,z,y) € G:y=1t=0}. (12)

With the previous analysis, we get the following result.

12



Proposition 3.5. Considering the conjugation in () and the possible forms of D*, the only
case for D* being locally observable is:

=5 .
with b # 0.
Proof. Let us suppose at first D* ~ diag{\, u}. Then

0s(0,2,0) = (0,e*z,0) € K,¥(s,z) € R?,
which shows that I is not discrete.
If [D*] ~ [g\ i\], the solution through (0, x,0) is given by
©s(0,2,0) = (0, e*z,0),

which remains in K, for every pair (s, z) € R% Thus, the system is not locally observable.

Now, if [D*] ~ [Z _ab], the solution in (0, z,0) is given by

©s(0,2,0) = (0, e cos (bs)x, e sin (bs)x).

To ensure that e*sin (bs)z = 0 for all s € R, we must consider to possibilities for b. If
b = 0, then we recover the diagonal case. If b # 0, sin (bs)x = 0 for all s € R if and only if
x = 0. Therefore, I = {(0,0,0)} if and only if b # 0, as claimed. O

Based on the earlier proposition, we can draw the following conclusion.
Proposition 3.6. In the same settings of the Proposition (31), the pair (X, mk) is observable.

Proof. Let us consider the expression in ([B). If ¢ = 0, we get (z9,y0) = (0,0). We can easily
conclude that Fiz(¢) N K = {(0,0,0)}. O

Remark 3.7. The case when 3 = 0 implies that
kerh = {(t,z,y) € G:t = 0}.
The solution is given by,
QPS(O’ x? y) = (0’ 68D (‘/'E’ y))'
In particular, I = K and consequently, the system can not be locally observable.
3.2.5 Subgroup G; = {0} x,R?
Let h : G — G3 be a homomorphism in the form,
h(t,z,y) = (0, a1t + aox + azy, Sit + Bax + Bay).

Since, h(t, z,y)h(s,z,w) = h(t + s,z + z,y + e'w), we get:

ar(t+s)+az(z+2)+az(y+w) = ai(t+s)+as(z+2)+ az(y + cw)

Bi(t+s) + Balw +2) + Bs(y +w) = Pt +5) + Bl + 2) + Bs(y + e'w).

13



As a consequence, we obtain ag = 3 = 0. Therefore,
h(t,z,y) = (0, nt + asx, 51t + Pox).
The kernel of h is given by the solutions of the linear system:
{ at+asr = 0
Git + Bex = 0.

If the matrix B = l ] , is invertible, the kernel of A is given by

Qo
b B
kerh={(t,z,y) € G:t =2 =0}.
If B is not invertible, o182 = asf;. Therefore
kerh = {(t,z,y) € G : ayt = —asx}.
Next, let us consider the following subcases:

G OzlezQ:O.
{(t,z,y) e G:x =0} a; =0,a9 #0.
{(t,z,y) e G:t =0} a; #0,a9 = 0.
{t2,y) €eGit="20) o #0# g,

Concerning to local observability, we can derive the following results.

ker h = (13)

Proposition 3.8. If B is invertible, (X, k) is locally observable when [D*] is conjugated to
Al a —b
[O )\} or [b a} ,b# 0.
. A0
Proof. 1f D* ~ [0 /J, we have

0s(0,0,y) = (0,0,e**y) € K,Vs € R,

which implies that [ is not discrete.

If [D*] ~ B i\], we obtain

s(0,0,y) = (0,e™sy,y).
If e*sy = 0 for all s € R, then y = 0. Therefore, I = {(0,0,0)} proving local observability.
If [D*] ~ [‘Z _ab] with b # 0, then

©s(0,0,9) = (0, —e* sin (sb)y, € cos (bs)y).

If 95(0,0,y) € K for all s € R, we get e*sin (sb)y = 0, for all s € R. That is, sin (sb)y = 0,
for all s € R. Choosing s = 7, we get y = 0. Therefore, I = {(0,0,0)}, and the system is
locally observable. If b = 0, we recover the diagonal case, which indicates that the system is

not locally observable. O
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Due to matrix B not being invertible, we can draw the following conclusion.

Proposition 3.9. Assume B is not invertible. In cases 1, 2 and 4 for ker h in (I3), the pair
(X, k) is not locally observable.

Proof. The case a1 = ap = 0 is trivial. Considering «; # 0 and as = 0, we have,
0s(0,2,9) = (0, (2,9)) € K,Vs € R.

Therefore, I = {0} x R?, which is not discrete. Finally, if a; # 0 and oy # 0, considering
the point <*a2:p,x, y) € K. It turns out,

aq

Ps (_—%x,%y) = (__0423:’ 63D*<xuy) + FSA<—a2 >§> S K,VS S R’
o 22

aq 1 o
which also implies I = K, ending the proof. U

The case ker h = {(t, (z,y)) € G : x = 0} is discussed in the Remark (3.3).
When B is invertible, we establish the following proposition.

Proposition 3.10. The pair (X, 7g) is observable if D* is conjugated to

Al a —b
[O )\} or [b a],b;«éO. (14)
Proof. As a matter of fact,
kerh = {(t,z,y) € G:t =2 =0}.

So, Fiz(¢) ={(0,0,0)} if t =0. And, K N Fiz(p) = {(0,0,0)} for both matrices in (Id). O

3.2.6 Other subgroups
Consider the group G4 = {0} x {0} x R. For the homomorphism & : G — G4, we get

h(t,z,y) = (0,0, at + Bz).

Therefore,

G a=p=0.
{t,z,y) eG:x2 =0}y a=0,8#0.
{(t,z,y) € G :t =0} a#0,5=0.
{(t,x,y)EG:tz%ﬁx} a#0#p.

The cases mentioned are the same as those in ([I3]). In particular, for the cases 1, 2, and 4
the corresponding pairs are not locally observable. The case 3 depends on the matrix D* (see
Remark (3.3])). It is not hard to conclude the same for the subgroups G5 = {0} x R x {0} and
Gg =R x {0} x {0}.

ker h = (15)
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3.3 Subgroups of Rj
Next we deal with Rj, which is the semi-direct product R x, R?, endowed with the product:
(t,2,y) - (s,2,w) = (t+ 5,2+ €e'(z +tw),y + e'w).
Using the same reasoning applied in R, the subgroups of R3 are as follows:

G = Rx,Rx{0}
Gy = {0} x,R?

Gs = {0} x,{0} xR
Gy = {0} x,Rx {0}
Gs = R x, {0}

We notice that G is isomorphic to Aff(2,R), Gy to R?, G3, G4 and G are isomorphic to R.

3.3.1 The Subgroup G,
Considering h : R3 — G a homomorphism in the form
h(t,x,y) = (out + aox + azy, Bit + Sax + B3y, 0),
by the expression
h(t,z,y)h(s, z,w) = h(t + s,z + ' (2 + tw), y + e'w),
we obtain a; = 1, a9 = az = 81 = P2 = 0. Therefore,
h(t,z,y) = (t, B3y, 0),
whose kernel is given by

_ {(tvl‘)y)eRfﬂt:y:O}) 63%0
kerh_{ {(t,{L‘,y)GRglt:O}, 63:0

The case B3 # 0 is explained in the Proposition ([B.1). The case f3 = 0 is analyzed in
Proposition (3.9).
3.3.2 The Subgroup G5
Consider h : R3 — (5, in the form

h(t,z,y) = (0, cqt + asx + agy, fit + Box + B3y).
Hence, as = a3 = 5 = 83 = 0. Thus,
h(t,z,y) = (0, cnt, frt). (16)
The kernel of h reads as

Rs, ap = p1 = 0.

ker h = { {(t,ﬂf, y) c R3 t = 0}, otherwise. (17)

which also leads to the Proposition (3.9]).
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3.3.3 The Subgroup G,
The homomorphisms between R3 and (3 are given by
h(t,z,y) = (0,0, at).

Here, the kernel is as in (IT). The same behavior observed with homomorphisms also applies
to the subgroups G4, G5 and Gg.

3.4 The Subgroups of R3 )
The Lie group Rj is the set R x, R? endowed with the semi-direct product
(t,,y) - (s,z,w) = (t + 5,2+ ez, y + eMw).
Let us consider the subgroups:

G1 = {0} xR?

Gy = RxRx{0}
Gs = Rx{0} xR
Gy = Rx{0}?

Gs = {0} xR x {0}
G¢ = {0} x{0} xR.

Obviously, G4, G5 and G are isomorphic to R. The subgroup G, is diffeomorphic to the set
Aff(2,R) and G is diffeomorphic to R?.
Finally, the subgroup G5 can also be considered as the plane R? endowed with the product,

(t,2) (s,y) = (t+ 5,2 +eMy).
If h: Aff(2,R) — G, is defined by:
h(t,x) = (\"'t,x),

it is not hard to prove that h is an isomorphism. Therefore, G5 is also isomorphic to Aff(2,R).
We conclude this section by examining the observability properties through the previously
listed subgroups.

3.4.1 The Subgroup G,

Considering the same pattern for the homomorphisms between the group and its subgroups,
the homomorphism h : Rs y — G is given by,

h(t, x,y) = (0, aat, But),

which is the same case for the homomorphism in (I8]).
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3.4.2 Subgroup G5
The homomorphisms between Rz and Gy are given by functions h : R3 x — G2 defined by
h(t,z,y) = (t, faz,0).

Therefore,
_ {(t,x,y)€R37A:t:x:O}, BZ?AO
kerh_{ {(t,2,y) € Ry : 1 =0}

The case By # 0 was explored in the expression ([[0) and the Proposition (B.]).

3.4.3 The Subgroup Gj;
The subgroup G is isomorphic to GG5. Hence, taking
h(t,z,y) = (\"'t, B, 0)

the cases for the kernel of A are the same as in the G5 case.

3.4.4 The Subgroup G4
The homomorphisms are given by the functions h : R3 y — G4 defined by,
h(t,z,y) = (a1t,0,0).

It turns out that,

ker h = { RB,M ap = 0.
{(t,ﬂ?,y) S R3,)\ = 0}, (&5} # 0.

This led to the cases we have previously discussed. It is easy to conclude that the subgroups
G5 and Gg share the same results.

3.5 The Subgroups of R;, and F

Here, we will deal only with Rg,)\, since F has the same structure with A = 0.
It is easy to confirm that the only existing subgroups are as follows:

Gl = {0} X R27
G2 = Rx {0}2

Just observe that {0} x R x {0} and {0} x {0} x R, are the same as G».

3.5.1 The Subgroup G,
The homomorphisms A : Ré«\ — G4
h(t,z,y) = (0, ait + aox + azy, Bit + Box + [3y),

reads as:
h(t7 €T, y) = (07 Oélta 62t>7
which follows the form outlined in equation (I6) and has already been studied.
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3.5.2 The Subgroup G,

For this case, the standard form is given by,
h(t,z,y) = (a1t + sz + a3y, 0,0).

By applying the product rule, we find as = a3 = 0, resulting in a scenario similar to (7).
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5 Conclusion

This paper examines the conditions for observability in non-nilpotent solvable three-dimensional
Lie groups. It focuses on the relationships between the group structure, the kernels of homo-
morphisms involving simply connected subgroups, and the dynamics of linear vector fields. By
combining the analysis of Lie group homomorphisms with the properties of the drift, we iden-
tified criteria that depend not only on the algebraic structure of the Lie group but also on the
specific characteristics of the linear vector field being considered.

We also explored the conditions under which observability is unattainable, providing specific
examples related to the corresponding derivation of the drift. This study proposes new avenues
for future research, such as investigating observability in higher-dimensional or more complex
Lie groups and developing computational methods to apply these criteria in practical scenarios.
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