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Abstract: In this paper, the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems is investigated.
Since state dimensions of dimension-bounded linear systems vary with time, the expression of state
dimension at each time is provided. A method for judging the reachability of a given vector space
V, is proposed. In addition, this paper proves that the 7-step reachable subset is a linear space, and
gives a computing method. The #-step reachability of a given state is verified via a rank condition.
Furthermore, annihilator polynomials are discussed and employed to illustrate the relationship between
the invariant space and the reachable subset after the invariant time point #*. The inclusion relation
between reachable subsets at times t* + i and ¢* + j is shown via an example.
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1. Introduction

Cross-dimensional systems are also called dimension-varying systems or dimension free
systems [1]. Some mathematical models with different dimensions can be described as
cross-dimensional systems, such as biological systems [2], electric power generators [3] and vehicle
clutch systems [4]. Four phenomena appearing in a spacecraft formation [5], docking, undocking,
departure and participation, are also practical examples of cross-dimensional systems. Take
participation as an example. Some new spacecrafts join in the formation, or departed spacecrafts
come back. In these cases, their states are treated as new ones and considered in the next mode. Thus,
state dimensions increase in the next mode. For simulating the whole flying process of a spacecraft
formation, a switched system approach was used to handle dimension-varying systems [6]. In the
spacecraft formation, it is important to guarantee a smooth transition from one mode to another,
which requires that the system is continuous at the mode conversion time. However, the continuity of
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switched systems at the switching time cannot be determined. Hence, it is necessary to find more
ideal models for modeling spacecraft formation.

Hybrid systems, reflecting the interaction of continuous- and discrete-time dynamics [7], can also
be applied to study dimension-varying systems. From the evolution of hybrid systems, there are at
least two subsystems in a hybrid system. When an event occurs, the hybrid system switches from the
current discrete mode to a new discrete mode. The switching rule is provided via a given reset map [8].
Consider a discrete dynamic model generating a sequence of modes as a switching signal defined in a
switched system. Hybrid systems can be viewed as switched systems [9]. Thus, the most basic way to
deal with dimension-varying systems is to switch. Thus, the continuity at the dimension change time is
also not determined via the hybrid system method. To solve this problem, a unified form model should
be established for dimension-varying systems. Motivated by this, cross-dimensional linear systems
were presented by Cheng [10].

The difficulty of giving a unified form model for dimension-varying systems is how to connect
spaces with different dimensions together. Thanks to Cheng operations, this difficulty was solved, and
cross-dimensional linear systems were established. The Cheng operations include semi-tensor
product of matrices, M-addition of matrices, V-addition of vectors and V-product of matrices and
vectors [11]. Using these operations, cross-dimensional linear systems can go a cross spaces with
different dimensions [10]. The next problem is how to apply cross-dimension systems to handle the
dynamics of the transient process of practical examples, most of which have invariant dimensions
except the transient period. In the light of the proposed projection among spaces with different
dimensions [12], the dynamic of the transient process was modeled, and the control of the transient
dynamic of clutch systems was discussed [4]. Thus, the problem of how to determine the continuity at
the dimension change time is solved preliminarily.

The reachability analysis of a dynamical system refers to computing a reachable set, which
contains the entire state trajectories of the system starting from uncertain initial conditions and driven
by uncertain inputs. Up to now, there are many references concerning the reachability analysis of
dynamical systems, such as linear systems [13—-15], switched systems [16—18], logical control
networks [19-21] and other systems [22-24]. An event-triggered impulsive control problem was
investigated in [25, 26]. In [27], several reachability analysis techniques, used in the tools
SpaceEx [28], Flow* [29] and CORA [30], were summarized. These reachability analysis techniques
relied on ellipsoids [31], intervals [32], polytopes [33], zonotopes [14, 34, 35], support functions [36]
and so on. Notably, [37, 38] analyzed the observability and optimal control problems via the
reachability approach. In addition, the reachability shows its strong applicability in studying formal
and compositional analysis of power systems [35], fault diagnosis system verification [39] and safety
verification [40]. Since the reachability of dynamical systems occupies a significant position in both
theoretical developments and practical applications, it is meaningful to study the reachability of
cross-dimensional linear systems.

Because state dimensions of cross-dimensional linear systems vary with time, the first step of taking
the reachability into account is to discuss state dimensions of the system. [10] pointed out that cross-
dimensional linear systems are classified into two cases: dimension-unbounded linear systems and
dimension-bounded linear ones. For the former one, after a certain time, state dimensions not only
increase with time but also go to infinity [10]. Thus, state dimensions of dimension-unbounded linear
systems were studied in [41]. For the latter one, state dimensions are invariant after a certain time ¢,
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which is called the invariant time point. This means that the trajectory of the system enters an invariant
space. A recursive formula was proposed to compute the dimension of state at each time [10]. However,
using this recursive formula, the dimension of a state at time 7 is obtained when all dimensions of states
before time ¢ are calculated. Hence, giving an approach to computing state dimensions directly draws
our attention. The expression of state dimension after time * was provided by [42]. However, the
invariant time point ¢* and state dimensions before time ¢* are not researched. Furthermore, to the best
of our knowledge, there is no result on reachable subsets of dimension-bounded linear systems.

Although switched systems and hybrid systems can be used to model some dynamics with
different dimensions, the continuity at the dimension change time cannot be determined. Thus, this
paper focuses on a unified form model for dimension-varying linear systems. Since the method for
analyzing the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems can be employed to handle
dimension-unbounded linear systems, this paper only discusses the reachability of
dimension-bounded linear systems. Because state dimensions of dimension-bounded linear systems
vary with time before the invariant time point ¢*, this paper studies state dimensions first, and then
computes the #-step reachable subset. The main contributions of this paper are as follows.

e For a given dimension-bounded linear system, the expression of state dimension at each time
is provided. Compared with the recursive formula proposed by [10], it is easier to determine
whether a given integer is a reachable dimension. It also reveals the dimension variation law of
dimension-bounded linear systems clearly.

e By proving that the 7-step reachable subset is a linear space, this paper concludes that the 7-step
reachable subset equals the span of a list of specific vectors. A rank condition is presented to
verify the #-step reachability of a given state. It is worth noting that these results also hold for
dimension-unbounded linear systems.

e To illustrate the relationship between the invariant space and the reachable subset after the
invariant time point #*, annihilator polynomials are discussed. The obtained results show that an
A-annihilator of vector space YV, is the generalization of a conventional annihilator polynomial,
where A is a given matrix.

e An example is studied to explain the inclusion relation between reachable subsets at times * + i
and ¢* + j. This example makes the discussion of reachable subsets more perfect.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Preliminaries and the problem formulation are
provided in Sections 2 and 3, respectively. Section 4 gives the main results of this paper, including the

discussion of state dimension and the analysis of reachable subsets. Section 5 gives some concluding
remarks.

2. Preliminaries

This section reviews some necessary preliminaries, and it proposes some results about annihilator
polynomials.

2.1. Notations

In this subsection, we provide a list of notations and some results about V-product and V-addition.
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e M, is the set of all m X n real matrices. Define M := | (J M.

m=1 n=1

e V, is the set of all n real column vectors. Define V := | V,.
n=1
N is the set of all non-negative integers.

R is the set of all real numbers.

lem(m, n) represents the least common multiple of m and n.
a | b means that integer a is a divisor of integer b.

0 is a null matrix.

&' is the ith column of identity matrix /,.

® Lyw = [Ly -+ 1] € My, where 1, := 3 5,

i=1
span{ay, @, ..., a5} = tkiay + khay + - - + kyagla; € V,, Vk e Ri=1,2,..., s}
For two given matrices P € M,,», and Q € M,,, the semi-tensor product of P and Q is defined

as
PxQ:=P&L;)(Q®I1L,,),

where t = lem(n, p), ® is the Kronecker product.
As main tools for addressing cross-dimensional linear systems, definitions of V-product and V-
addition are reviewed.

Definition 2.1. [1] (1) Let A € M, x,, x € V, and s = lcm(n, r). The V-product of A and x, denoted
by &, is defined as
ARx = (A® I,)(x®15),).

(2)Letx € V,,y € V,and s = lcm(n, r). The V-addition of x and y, denoted by i, is defined as
Xy = (x® 1)+ 0 ®1,).

If n = r, then ARx = Ax, and xfy = x + y. That is, V-addition and V-product are generalizations
of conventional vector addition and conventional vector product, respectively. The following lemmas
were proven in [1].

Lemma 2.2. [1] Consider V-product £ : M xV — V. It is linear with respect to the second variable;
precisely,
AR(ax¥by) = aARXFbARY, a,b € R.

Lemma 2.3. [1] For any two matrices A, B € M and any vector x € V, it holds that
(A =< B)Rx = AR(BRx).

Moreover, we have
ARy = (A - < A)Rx = AR(AR - - - R(ARX)).

The definition of invariant space is given in the following.

Definition 2.4. [1] For a given matrix A € M,x,, vector space V, is called an A-invariant space if
AXx € V, for any x € V..
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2.2. Annihilator polynomial

For the purpose of investigating the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems, this
subsection discusses annihilator polynomials. To begin with, the definition of annihilator polynomial
is provided.

Definition 2.5. [1] Given a matrix A € M, a vector x € V and a polynomial
q@) ="+ o7+ 1z + o, 2.1)
(1) g(z) is called an A-annihilator of x if
g(A)Rx 1= A"Rxtfe, | A" R XF - - - el ARxiFeox = 0.

(2) If g(z) 1s the A-annihilator of x with minimum degree, then ¢(z) is called the minimum A-annihilator
of x.

Remark 1. Consider polynomial (2.1). The positive integer n is called the degree of polynomial (2.1).
For a given matrix A € M and a vector x € V, if ¢(z) is the A-annihilator of x with minimum degree,
then ¢(z) is an A-annihilator of x, and each polynomial with degree less than 7 is not an A-annihilator
of x.

For a given matrix A € M, and each vector x € V, Corollary 256 of [1] pointed out that there
exists at least one A-annihilator of x. Based on Example 260 of [1], we present a constructive proof of
this result, which is shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Given a matrix A € M., for each vector x € V, there exists an integer i € N and a
set of coefficients ¢y, ¢, ..., ci—; such that polynomial ¢(z) = ' + ¢;_12"~ + - - + €12+ ¢ is the minimal
A-annihilator of x.

Proof. If x = 0, then the minimal A-annihilator of x is g(z) = 1. Otherwise, the minimal A-annihilator
of x is obtained by the following steps.

Let xo = x € V,, and x; = ARxy € V,,. Then, we calculate yo = xy® 1;,,,, and y; = x; ® 1,
where 7, = lem(rg, ). If there exist ¢, ¢| € R and ¢| # 0 such that c’lAb?xol?—cE)xo = c’lxllicéxo =
ciy1 + ciyo = 0, then the minimal A-annihilator of xj is g(z) = z + cg, where ¢o = f—‘]) Otherwise, repeat
this process until coefficients ¢}, ¢}, ..., ¢/, ¢} # 0 satisfying c;A"b?xO@clfflA"‘l»?’xol? . -lzc’lAb?’xolic(’)xo =
0 are derived. Since [1] proved that xo, ARx,...,A'Rx, enter an A-invariant space at finite steps,
{c},¢]s- .., ci}is a finite set. Therefore, the minimal A-annihilator of x, is g(z) = e -+

clz+c0,wherecj:%,j:O,l,...,i—l. O
From the proof of Proposition 2.6, for any x,y € V satisfying x # y, the annihilator polynomials of

x and y may be different. Thus, we define the annihilator polynomial of subset U C V, which is the

generalization of a conventional annihilator polynomial.

Definition 2.7. Given a matrix A € M,,xm, a subset U C V and a polynomial

q@) ="+ ¢+ a1z + co,

(1) g(z) is called an A-annihilator of U, if ¢(z) is an A-annihilator of each vector x € U.
(2) If g(z) is the A-annihilator of U with minimum degree, then g(z) is called the minimum A-
annihilator of U.
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Given a matrix A € M,y,, if g(z) is an A-annihilator of V,, then ¢(z) is an A-annihilator of
o, i =12,...,n i€, qA) =0, i = 1,2,...,n. ¢(z) is a conventional annihilator polynomial
because 0 = [g(A)S! q(A)6? - q(A)S"] = q(A)l, = q(A). This implies that an A-annihilator of V, is
the generalization of a conventional annihilator polynomial. The following proposition proposes an
approach to computing the minimal annihilator polynomial of V,,.

Proposition 2.8. Given a matrix A € M, if ¢i(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of &', i = 1,2,...,n,
then g(z) = lem(q(2), ¢2(2), . . . , ¢.(2)) is the minimum A-annihilator of V,,.

Proof. Obviously, ¢(z) is an A-annihilator of 6,i = 1,2,..., n. For each x € V,, define x = k6! +
ky62 + - -+ + k,0". Then, g(A)Rx = q(A)R(k(S) + ky6? + - -+ + k,0") = k1q(A)RS) + koq(A)RS? + - +
k,q(A)R6: = 0. Hence, ¢(z) is an A-annihilator of x. Due to the arbitrariness of x, ¢(z) is an A-
annihilator of V.

Assume f(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of V,. It is obvious that f(z) | g(z). Since ¢;(z) is the
minimum A-annihilator of 52, i=1,2,...,n,0onesees qi(z) | f(z), i =1,2,...,n. Thatis, f(z)is a
common multiple of ¢;(z), i = 1,2,...,n. Thus, we have ¢g(z) | f(z), which means f(z) = aq(z),a €
R, a # 0. From the proof above, we find that ¢(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of V. O

Remark 2. For linear space U = span{xi, x,, ..., x,}, if ¢;(z) is the minimal A-annihilator of x;,i =
1,2,...,n, then g(z) = lem(q;(2), ..., g,(2)) is the minimal A-annihilator of U.

3. Problem formulation

Consider a cross-dimensional linear system
x(t+ 1) = ARx(t), x(0) = xo, 3.1
where A € M,,x,. According to Definition 2.1, system (3.1) can be rewritten as
x(t+ 1) = (A® L) (x(t) ® Lyy/rr)), X(0) = xo,

where r(f) is the dimension of state x(7), s(f) = lem(n,r(¢)). It is a linear difference equation. If
m = n = r(0), then system (3.1) is a conventional linear system. It is seen that r(¢) varies with time. If
there exists a time #* and a dimension r* such that r(¢) = r* holds for ¢ > ¢*, then system (3.1) becomes
a dimension-bounded linear system, which is defined as follows.

Definition 3.1. [10] Consider system (3.1). A is called a dimension-bounded operator, if for any
x(0) = xp € V,, there exists a t* > 0 and an r* such that x(t) € V,- holds for any ¢ > ¢*, where V,-
is called the invariant space of system (3.1). Additionally, system (3.1) is called a dimension-bounded
linear system.

In this paper, system (3.1) is a dimension-bounded linear system unless otherwise specified.
According to Lemma 3.2, it is reasonable to assume A € M,xm-

Lemma 3.2. [1] A € M,«, is dimension-bounded if and only if m | n.
To analyze the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems, the following definition is

introduced.
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Definition 3.3. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V,,.

(1) A state x is said to be r-step reachable, if there exists an initial value x(0) € V, such that the
trajectory of the system reaches x from x(0) at time .

(2) x 1s said to be reachable, if there exists an integer ¢ such that x is #-step reachable.

(3) R c V is called a reachable subset, if each state x € R is reachable.

(4) r is called a reachable dimension of system (3.1), if there exists a state x € V, such that it is
reachable.

Obviously, there is a difference in the definition of reachability between dimension-bounded linear
systems and conventional linear systems. That is, the reachable dimension is defined for dimension-
bounded linear systems, but needs not to be considered in conventional linear systems. It is necessary to
compute the reachable dimension when studying the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems.
For example, consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space Vg, where

1011
A‘[0101]'

1) How to determine the reachability of a given state x = [23 12 1]7?
By computing directly, one sees

x(1) = ARx(0) = (A ® L)x(0) € V,,
x(2) = ARx(1) € Vs,
X(1) = ARx(t — 1) = A(x(t — ) ® 1) € Vs, 1 > 3.

Thus, x is not a reachable state. This means that discussing the reachable dimension is helpful
in excluding some unreachable states. Although the reachable dimension can be obtained via the
recursive approach [10], the difficulty is providing formulas for computing the reachable dimension
directly.

2) How to determine the reachability of a given state x = [6 4]7?

It is obvious that the dimension of x is reachable. Taking x(0) = [1 00000 0 1]7 and calculating
step by step, one concludes that x is 3-step reachable. However, there is a difficulty, i.e., how to
determine the corresponding initial state x(0). In fact, it is not necessary to find the corresponding
initial state x(0). The purpose for determining the reachability of a given state can be achieved if
the reachable set of dimension-bounded linear systems is obtained. Thus, this paper focuses on the
computation of the reachable set. Delicate differences between the V-product and the conventional
matrix product increase the difficulty in determining the reachable set.

Based on the analysis above, this paper investigates the reachability of dimension-bounded linear
systems via the following two steps. The first one is to compute all possible reachable dimensions. The
second one is to determine the reachable set.

4. Reachability analysis
This section studies the reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems from four aspects: state
dimension at each time, the #-step reachable subset, the relationship between the invariant space and the

reachable subset after the invariant time point #* and the inclusion relation between reachable subsets
at times t* + i and " + j.
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4.1. The discussion of state dimension

This subsection proposes a method for determining whether a given integer is a reachable
dimension. To this end, an example is provided to show the relationship between reachable
dimensions and dimensions of system matrix A and initial space V.

Example 4.1. Consider a dimension-bounded linear system x(¢ + 1) = AXx(f) with A € M, and
initial value x(0) € V,. Denote the dimension of state x(r) by r(¢). According to Definition 2.1,
rit+1) = % can be obtained via x(t + 1) = (A ® Lium)(X(?) ® Lyy/rr) € Vi, Where s(t) =
lem(km, r(t)). Taking three different values of k, m, p, the change of r(¢) is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. The change of state dimension r(z).

m =10 m=6 m=48
state dimension k=6 k=20 k=1715

p = 68040 p =30 p = 18900
r(0) 2% 3P x5%x7 2x3x%x5 22x 33 x5 %7
r(1) 22x3*x5%x7 2x3 24 %x3¥%x5
r(2) 2x33x5x7 2x3 24 x 33
r(3) 2x32x5x%7 2x3 24 % 33
r(4) 2X3%x5x%7 2x3 24 % 33
r(5) 2x5x%x7 2x3 24 x 33
r(6) 2xX5x%x7 2x3 24 %x 33

r(7) 2x5x%x7 2x3 24 % 33

From Table 1, the following conclusions are derived.

(1) State dimensions before the invariant time point ¢* decrease with time.

(2) One obtains m | r(1).

(3) There may be a factor m; of m such that mm, | r(¢) holds.

(4) Comparing r(t) with r(r—1),¢ < ¢*, it is easy to see that r(r—1) = kylr(t), where k; | k,l € N, # 0.

(5) If k%, | r(¢), where ky | k,ky ¥ m,a € N, then kK 'k; | r(t + 1),....k; | r(t + @),k 1 r(t + a), k; 1
r(t+a+1).

Example 4.1 shows the necessity of factorizing dimensions of system matrix A and initial space
YV, before computing state dimensions of system (3.1). Assume k = k{'k5 - - - ki’ ,m = m]'
where k;,m;,i = 1,2,...,@,j = 1,2,...,w are prime numbers. p is factorized according to the
following steps.

(1) Write p in the form of p = k*p’, where k 1 p’.

(2) Write p’ in the form of p’ = k[f‘kgz e k’;“p”, where k; ¥ p”,i=1,...,w. Dueto k { p’, there is
at least one positive integer / such that 5; < y; holds.

V) v,
m2 [ mw“"

(3) Write p” in the form of p” = m?‘mgz . --mf,‘”pl, where m; 1 p1,i = 1,...,w. If k; = m;, then
. 0; .
0;=0,1e., mj’ = 1. Hence, we assume (m;, k) =1,i=1,...,w.
To give the expression of state dimension r(¢) better, some assumptions are presented.
Assumption 1. Assume k = K'K? -k, m = m'm}?--- myy, where ki,m;, i = 1,2,...,w,j =
1,2,...,w are prime numbers. Write p in form of p = k“kf‘kgz - -kf;”m(f‘mgz ---m% py, where
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O<d<w, Bi<u,i<d,

,8,':‘1',',[1,'4-77,', ni < M, i>d, T[STJ', l<],
O<I<w; vi>06, i<, v;<0,, i>1

(p1,km) =1, (m,k)y=1,i=1,2,...,w;
wi,vj,a,p;,0,,i=1,2,...,@,j=1,2,...,w} CN.

Theorem 4.2. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V,. Under
Assumption 1, state dimension r(#) can be computed directly.
(1) If < a, then state dimension r(¢) is

r(t) = mk*™ ﬁ K ﬁ mi‘f_vjpl.

i=1 j=l

@) Lett;=0.Ifa+1, <t<a+T1n,k=d,d+1,..., @ — 1, then state dimension r(?) is

w w
r(t) =m | | e u | |mj’ “p1.

i=k+1 j=l

(3)Ift > a + 7 + 1, then state dimension r(t) is
r(t) =m l—[ mij_vjpl.
j=I

Proof. According to Definition 2.1, r(t + 1) = % can be obtained via x(tr + 1) =

(A ® Ly jm)(x(1) @ Lp/r(r) € Visiiyx» Where s(t) = lem(km, r(2)). Due to r(0) = p = k* Hl k,ﬁi Hlmijpl,
= J:

“ i e 0i—v; —1 @ ; et Qj—Vj .
one sees s(0) = mk® ka’ Hmjf 'p1. Thus, r(1) = mk® Hk’f’ m; 'py. It is easy to see that
=1 =l =1 " j=I

s(t) = mk*™!

w
i=1

KT mj’.-"”' p1 holds for ¢ < @ — 1, which means r(t + 1) = mk*' [Tk [] mf.f‘”f’ DI
=l j=I

~—

~

w w
.. =D\ .-y
Similarly, we have s(f) = km [] kl(.T’m Opi [Tm] pifora+ T <t < a+ Tk =dd+ 1,

i=k+1 =l
w w
St Dy 0y, .
..,@— 1. Hence, r(t + 1) = m_]Z[lkET’m =Dy f[lmj’ "'p, holds. When t > « + 7, it is seen that
i=k+ j=
w 0.—y; w 0.—y:
s(t):kamj’ "py andr(t+l):mﬂmj’ "y O
joi =i

Remark 3. It is worth noting that the number of multiplication operations of state dimension r(¢) is not
more than @ + @l + wy + 3, where f = max{B,..., By} and y = max{0; — vy,...,0, — v, }.

Consider system (3.1) with A € M,ys. when x(0) € Vs, the invariant time point of system (3.1) is
t* = 1. The invariant time point of system (3.1) is * = 2 if x(0) € V5. This shows that the invariant
time point #* of system (3.1) depends on the dimension of the initial value. Hence, we denote the
invariant time point ¢* as t*(p) with p being the dimension of the initial value.

Remark 4. From Theorem 4.2, the invariant time point ¢* of system (3.1) can be calculated via the
formula r*(p) = a + 74 + 1.
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Based on Theorem 4.2, a method is given to determine whether r is a reachable dimension of system
(3.1).

Corollary 4.3. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V,. For a given
vector space V,, r is a reachable dimension of system (3.1), if one of the following conditions holds.

(OHhr=r= mnmij_vjpl.
j=i
2) L=k Tk 1< e
i=1

w
B) L= ] KM g rr<t<a+tmnk=dd+1,...,@-1,
i=k+1

4.2. Reachable subsets

Reachable subsets are computed in this subsection. Since V-product is linear with respect to the
second variable, it is easy to prove that the 7-step reachable subset is a linear space.

Theorem 4.4. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V,. The t-step
reachable subset of the system is a linear space. Moreover, the z-step reachable subset is called the
t-step reachable subspace and calculated via

R, = span{A'Rs), AR5, ... A'RSD).

Remark 5. For a given time ¢, to derive the 7-step reachable subspace of dimension-bounded linear
systems, up to pt matrix multiplications are required according to Theorem 4.4. For each matrix
multiplication, the number of multiplication operations is not more than max{2m>k*"!, 3k—“,2}, where
a = lem(k'm, p). Thus, the computational complexity of obtaining the z-step reachable subspace is
o(p*tm’k*).

On the basis of Theorem 4.4, a necessary and sufficient condition about x € R, is provided.

Theorem 4.5. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V,. A state x is
t-step reachable if and only if

rank(x, A'R5,, A'R67, ..., A'Rsh) = dimR,,
where dim R, is the dimension of the 7-step reachable subspace.

Remark 6. For a dimension-unbounded linear system, results about the #-step reachable subspace also
hold.

Suppose system (3.1) reaches the invariant space V- at the invariant time point #*. Then, -, R; C
“V,- is the reachable subset of system (3.1) after time #*. Our concern is whether ;.- R, equals V..
Annihilator polynomials are used to answer this question. To this end, an approach to obtaining the
minimum A-annihilator of |5~ R; is given.

Theorem 4.6. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V). If gi(z) is the
minimum A-annihilator of Af*b?éi,, i = 1,2,...,p, then g(z) = lem(q(2),q2(2),...,q,(2)) is the
minimum A-annihilator of |- R;.
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Proof. The proof is obvious according to Proposition 2.8. O

Remark 7. q;(z) in Proposition 2.8 stands for the minimum annihilator of &', while ¢;(z) in Theorem
4.6 represents the minimum annihilator of A” 96;. It is easy to see V, = span{s!,...,d"}. However,
Usse Re = span{A” %5, ..., A"R6}} does not hold. Assume g;(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of
A’*Qéi,, i = 1,2,...,p. Using Proposition 2.8, one sees that g(z) = lem(q;(2),...,q,(z)) is the
minimum A-annihilator of R". However, the conclusion that g(z) = lem(qi(2),...,q,(2) is the
minimum A-annihilator of | J,.,- R* cannot be obtained according to Proposition 2.8. Thus, Theorem
4.6 is presented to show that g(z) = lem(qy, . .., g,(2)) is the minimum A-annihilator of ( J,.,- R'. Since
the proof of Theorem 4.6 is similar to Proposition 2.8, it is omitted.

According to the definition of annihilator polynomial of a given subset, a sufficient condition of
UIZI* R, # V, is proposed.

Theorem 4.7. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1). Suppose g(z) is the minimum A-
annihilator of (s, R;. If g(2) is not the minimum A-annihilator of V,-, then s, R, # V.

Proof. Since ¢(z) is not the minimum A-annihilator of V., there exists an x € V,. such that ¢(z) is
not an A-annihilator of x. Thus, x ¢ J,- R; because g(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of (.- R,.
Therefore, we conclude | R, # V. O

From Theorem 4.7, a necessary condition of x € (.- R, is presented.

Corollary 4.8. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1). Suppose g(z) is the minimum A-
annihilator of (.- R,. If state x is reachable after time ¢*, then ¢(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of
X.

Remark 8. Based on the obtained results, a procedure is given to compute the reachable set of
dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) and determine whether a given state is reachable. Consider
dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V.

1) Compute all possible reachable dimensions according to Theorem 4.2. Denote these reachable
dimensions by ® = {ry, ..., r~}, where ¢* is the invariant time point.

2) Compute the t-step reachable subspace via R, = span{A’ Qé;}, A’Qéf,, LA Qdﬁ}. Then, the reachable

setis | R,.
t=0

3) Compute the minimum A-annihilator of | ., R; according to Theorem 4.6, denoted by ¢(z).

4) For a given state x € V,, if r ¢ O, then r is not a reachable dimension. Thus, x is not a reachable
state of system (3.1). Otherwise, go to the next step.

5) If r = r,t < t*, then compute rank(x, Atb?cS},,A’Qéf,, .., A'RS). I rank(x, A’Qég,,A’Qch,, e
A'R67) = dim R,, then x is a t-step reachable state. Otherwise, x is not a r-step reachable state.

6) If r = r;+, then compute the minimum A-annihilator of x, denoted by ¢,(2). If ¢.(z) # ¢(z), then x is
not a reachable state. Otherwise, go to the next step.

7) For t > t*, compute rank(x, A’ Qéé,A’Qéi, ..., A'R). If a time 7 satisfying rank(x, Atﬁéll,,A’Qdf,,
LA Qéﬁ) = dim R, can be found, then x is a reachable state. Otherwise, x is not a reachable state.
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Before ending this subsection, an example is employed to show how to use the minimum annihilator
polynomial to discuss reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems. In addition, this example
also illustrates that there is not an inclusion relation between reachable subspaces at times ¢* + i and
t* + j, i # j. Furthermore, the intersection of R,,; and R;-,; may not be an empty set.

Example 4.9. Consider dimension-bounded linear system (3.1) with initial space V3, where

101 1
A‘[0101]l

From subsection 4.1, one sees that the system reaches the invariant space V¢ after the invariant time
point t* = 1.

(1) We calculate the minimum A-annihilator of (J.; R,. To begin with, A/%8;,i = 1,2,3,
j = 1,2,3,4,5, can be computed. Because rank(A=§3, A*%63, A’R63) = 3, and rank(ARS,, A*=6S,
AR, AYRSL) = 4, i = 1,3, one obtains

A3 = 2A%%6) + 2436} — 2A%%6) — ARSL,
AYRSS = APRSS + 3APRST + ARGS,
ASRS3 = 2A%R53 + 243685 — 2APR53 — ARG,

Denote the minimum A-annihilator of A>‘<’6; by gi(z), i = 1,2,3. Itis easy to see that

gi1(2) =24 =22 =222 + 22+ 1,
@) =27 -3z7-1,
g3 =t =272 -222 +2z+ 1.

According to Theorem 4.6, the minimum A-annihilator of | - R; is

q(2) = lem(q1(2), 2(2), 3(2)) = 2* = 22° = 22% + 2z + 1.

(2) From Proposition 2.8, we derive that the minimum A-annihilator of Vg is f(z) = z° —22° — 2z* +
27% + 2. Because f(2) = 7°q(z), we have s R, # V.

(3) Take a subset U = span{Ab?éé, A>'<’6§}. The minimum A-annihilator of U is ¢(z). In addition, g(z)
is also the minimum A-annihilator of A%63. Since rank(AR§}, AR63, ARS3) = 3 > dim U, one knows
Ab?dg ¢ U, which implies that the condition that g(z) is the minimum A-annihilator of A>‘<’6§ is not a
sufficient condition of A6} € U. Furthermore, for any x € Vs, the condition that g(z) is the minimum
A-annihilator of x is a necessary but not sufficient condition of x € |5 R;.

(4) Take y; = [2232 1 1]". y; = A*%63 implies y; € R,. In addition, one has y; = AR} + ARS3,
which means y; € R;. Thus, we conclude R, NR, # 0. Take y, =[333233]7andy; =[0011 -1 —
117. Because y, = A*%6; and y; = ARS; — ARS3, one sees y, € R, and y; € R;. In addition, y, ¢ R; and
y3 € R> hold because rank(y,, A6}, A3, AX63) = 4 and rank(ys;, A*%63, A*%63, A*R63) = 4. Based on
the analysis above, we conclude R; ¢ R, and R, ¢ R;.

5. Conclusions

The reachability of dimension-bounded linear systems has been studied in this paper. Based on the
expression of state dimension at each time, a method for judging the reachability of a given vector space
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“V, has been proposed. Since the #-step reachable subset is a linear space, the z-step reachable subset has
been calculated via the span of vectors A’»?é‘ll,, LA Qdﬁ, where A is a system matrix. A rank condition
has been given to verify the 7-step reachability of a given state. To illustrate the relationship between
the invariant space and the reachable subset after the invariant time point ¢*, annihilator polynomials
have been discussed. The obtained results have shown that A-annihilator of vector space V, is the
generalization of conventional annihilator polynomial, where A is a given matrix. This paper has
provided an example to explain the inclusion relation between reachable subsets at times ¢* + i and
4.

There is no evidence to prove that the existing reachability analysis techniques are not suitable for
dimension-bounded linear systems. It is worth noting that dimension-bounded linear systems are
modelled via one of the Cheng operations, i.e., V-product, while the existing techniques are based on
the conventional matrix product. Thus, the effectiveness of the existing reachability analysis
techniques in studying dimension-bounded linear systems should be studied further. This is one of our
future works. In addition, reachability and controllability of dimension-varying control systems will
be focused on. A dimension-varying control system is described as

x(t + 1) = ARx(OFBRu(?), x(0) = xq, 5.1

where A € M,,», and B € M,,,. Due to the influence of control input, it is not clear that the results
about the reachability of system (5.1) are the same as dimension-bounded linear systems. Thus, the
reachability of a dimension-varying control system needs to be investigated. Based on the existing
results, the reachability of dimension-varying control systems is summarized into two problems. For
a given vector space V,, are there a time ¢ and control inputs such that state dimension r(¢) of system
(5.1) 1s ? For a given state x € V,, are there a time ¢ and control inputs such that the trajectory of
system (5.1) can reach x(¢) = 0 from x(0) = x?
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