arXiv:2405.18969v1 [eess.SY] 29 May 2024

Global and local observability of hypergraphs

Chencheng Zhang^1, Hao Yang^1, Senior Member, IEEE, Shaoxuan Cui^2, Bin Jiang^1, Fellow, IEEE, and Ming Cao^3, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract— This paper studies observability for non-uniform hypergraphs with inputs and outputs. To capture higherorder interactions, we define a canonical non-homogeneous dynamical system with nonlinear outputs on hypergraphs. We then construct algebraic necessary and sufficient conditions based on polynomial ideals and varieties for global observability at an initial state of hypergraphs. An example is given to illustrate the proposed criteria for observability. Further, necessary and sufficient conditions for local observability are derived based on rank conditions of observability matrices, which provide a framework to study local observability for nonuniform hypergraphs. Finally, the similarity of observability for hypergraphs is proposed using similarity of tensors, which reveals the relation of observability between two hypergraphs and helps to check the observability intuitively.

Index Terms— Observability, hypergraphs, higher-order interactions, algebraic approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades, the emergence and evolution of network science have helped unveil the underlying mechanisms of network systems with interdisciplinary applications including systems engineering, systems biology, genetics, and neuroscience [1]. Most research subjects focus on networks inherently depicted by only interactions between pairs of nodes [2], whereas, in reality, the interactions within many systems go beyond dyadic relationships. It has been shown that functional brain networks [3], protein interaction networks [4], and co-authorship graphs of publications [5] cannot be simply factorized by pairwise interactions. Instead, they involve group-wise, or so-called higher-order, interactions among the nodes in the network. To bridge this gap, hypergraphs, where hyperedges link multiple nodes, are a potentially more powerful modeling tool to represent such kind of interactions [6]. For example, hypergraphs can be utilized to model transportation systems where routes involve multiple locations or intersections, allowing a more realistic depiction of traffic flows [7]. Therefore, investigating the

The preprint is submitted to IEEE CDC 2024 on 20 March, 2024. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grants 62073165 and 62233009.

1 C. Zhang, H. Yang and B. Jiang are with the College of Automation Engineering, Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing, 211106, China. E-mail: zhangchencheng@nuaa.edu.cn; haoyang@nuaa.edu.cn; binjiang@nuaa.edu.cn. (Corresponding author: Hao Yang)

2 S. Cui is with the Bernoulli Institute for Mathematics, Computer Science and Artificial Intelligence, University of Groningen, Groningen, 9747 AG Netherlands. E-mail: s.cui@rug.nl

3 M. Cao is with the Engineering and Technology Institute Groningen, University of Groningen, Groningen, 9747 AG Netherlands. E-mail: m.cao@rug.nl performance of hypergraphs has emerged at the forefront of research in network dynamics.

As one of the most important properties of a dynamical system, observability is a measure that tells whether the trajectory temporal evolution of the internal states of the system can be reconstructed from the knowledge of inputs and outputs [8]. It can further indicate how to place sensors, as few as possible, to determine states [9]. As for network systems, it can help position sensors on nodes to observe the states of all nodes. Global and local observability of an initial state are defined according to whether the initial state is distinguishable from all the possible initial states or initial states in one of its neighborhood. Most existing theoretical analysis for general nonlinear systems rely on algebra and differential geometry. Usually, the resulting approaches propose sufficient conditions for observability by computing the dimension of the subspace spanned by the gradients of the Lie derivatives of the measurements [10] [11], which leads to the infinite number of Lie derivatives, especially for the global observability criterion for general nonlinear systems [12]. However, for polynomial systems, it has been proved that global observability can be characterized by a finite set of equations based on commutative algebra [13]. This can be further extended to analyze a class of nonlinear systems that can be transformed into polynomial expressions.

To the best of our knowledge, there are very little work focusing on the observability of hypergraphs. Ref. [14] investigates local observability of uniform hypergraphs. However, it does not consider global observability and non-uniform hypergraphs. In this paper, we define a tensor-based dynamics on non-uniform hypergraphs with inputs and outputs and analyze both global and local observability criteria. The main contributions of our work are as follows:

• A generalized model of network dynamics with inputs and outputs on non-uniform hypergraphs is proposed based on the tensor-vector multiplication property. Specifically, we investigate non-uniform hyperedges consisting of nodes both in system dynamics and outputs, which have not been considered in existing research.

• We represent a general non-homogeneous polynomial system in a tensor form, which can be further studied from a perspective of hypergraphs. Sufficient and necessary conditions for global observability at an initial state are derived based on properties of polynomial ideals and varieties. These conditions construct an effective tool to test the global observability of hypergraphs accurately within finite steps.

• To obtain observability criteria of hypergraphs based on the system characteristics, Kalman-rank-like conditions for local observability are proposed, which reveal connections between system parameters and observability.

• The similarity of observability for higher-order systems is proposed based on the similarity of tensors, which reveals the relationship between two similar higherorder systems from the perspective of observability, this helps to intuitively figure out the observability of more hypergraphs after checking just one.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II gives preliminaries. Section III constructs general hypergraph dynamics and analyzes global and local observability criteria for hypergraphs. Section IV gives conclusions.

II. PRELIMINARIES A. Tensors

A tensor is a multidimensional array. The order of a tensor is the number of its dimensions, and each dimension is called a mode. A k-th order tensor usually is denoted by T ∈ R^{n1 ×n2 ×···×nk} and it is called cubical if all modes have same size, i.e., n_1 = n_2 = · · · = n_k = n. A cubical tensor T is called super-symmetric if T_{j1 j2 ···jk} is invariant under any permutation of the indices.

Definition 1 [15]: The tensor vector multiplication T ×_p v along mode p for a vector v ∈ R^{nk} is defined as (T ×_p v)_{j1 j2···jp−1jp+1···jk} = n_p∑

j_p=1 T_{j1 j2 ···jp···jk} v_{jp} , (1) which can be extended to

T ×_1 v_1 ×_2 v_2 · · · ×_kv_k = Tv_1v_2 · · · v_k ∈ R (2)

where v_p ∈ R^{np} with p ∈ {1, ..., k}. For simplicity, we define Tv_1v_2 · · · v_k := Tv^k if v_1 = · · · = v_k = v.

B. Hypergraphs Definition 2 [16]: Let G = (V, E) be a hypergraph with n nodes and h hyperedges. Define e_{ki}, ki ∈ {1, · · · , h} as the i-th hyperedge with the cardinality k where i = 1, 2, · · · . Define the tensor A_k as follows

A_k(a_1...a_k) :=

{_1 k−1 , (a_1...a_k) ∈ ∪_{i=1,2,···}e_{ki}, 0, (a_1...a_k) /∈ ∪_{i=1,2,···}e_{ki}. C. Observability of nonlinear systems

Consider a nonlinear system in the following form

ẋ = F (x, u), x(0) = x_0, y = H(x, u). (3) where x ∈ R^n , u ∈ R^m , and y ∈ R^q denote state, input, output vectors. F : R^n → R^n and H : R^n → R^q are real analytic functions.

Let us recall some definitions of observability [17] [18]. Definition 3 : A pair of initial states (ξ, η) ∈ R^n × R^n of the system (3) is distinguishable if there exists an admissible piecewise constant input u and an instant t such that y(t; ξ, u) ≠ y(t; η, u).

Definition 4 : The system (3) is globally observable at an initial state ξ ∈ R^n if and only of for any η ∈ R^n \ {ξ}, the pair of (ξ, η) is distinguishable.

Definition 5: The system (3) is globally observable if and only if every pair of distinct initial states (ξ, η) ∈ R^n × R^n is distinguishable.

III. OBSERVABILITY CRITERIONS OF HYPERGRAPHS A. General hypergraph dynamics

Consider a hypergraph G = (V, E) with n nodes and h hyperedges. Let c be the maximum cardinality of the hyperedges. Define a general input-affine higher-order interacted system under hypergraph G, whose dynamics are as follows

ẋ = ∑_c k=2 A_kx^{k−1} + ∑_m j=1 ∑_c k=2 B_{k,j} x^{k−1}u_j y_i = ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^k + ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^ku_l, (4) where i = 1, · · · , q, x := (x_1, x_2, ..., x_n)^T , and x(0) = x_o. u_j and y_i are the j-th input and the i-th output where j = 1, · · · , m and i = 1, · · · , q. A_k, B_k, C_{i,k}, D_{i,k,l} ∈ R^{n×n×···×n} denote k-th order system, input, output and direct transmission tensors, respectively. Define e_{Akr}, e_{Bkjr} , e_{Cikr} and e_{Diklr} as the i-th hyperedge with k cardinality where r = 1, 2, · · · in coupled dynamics of subsystems corresponding to the system x, input u_j , output y_i and direct transmission u_l for output y_i, respectively. A_k, B_{k,j} , C_{i,k} and D_{i,k,l} are defined as follows

A_k(a_1 · · · a_k) :=

{_1 (k−1)! , (a1, · · · , ak) ∈ ∪i=1,2,··· ,e^{Akr} , 0, otherwise

B_{k,j} (b_1 · · · b_k) :=

{_1 (k−1)! , (b1, · · · , bk) ∈ ∪i=1,2,··· ,e^{Bkjr} , 0, otherwise

C_{i,k}(c_1 · · · c_k) :=

{_1 k! , (c_1, · · · , c_k) ∈ ∪_{i=1,2,··· ,eCikr} , 0, otherwise.

D_{i,k,l}(d_1 · · · d_k) :=

{_1 k! , (d_1, · · · , d_k) ∈ ∪_{i=1,2,··· ,eDiklr} , 0, otherwise.

Note that system (4) can be represented in its Kronecker form as

ẋ = ∑_c k=1 A_kx^{[k−1]} + ∑_m j=1 ∑_c k=1 B_{k,j} x^{[k−1]}u_j , y_i = ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} + ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]}u_l, (5) where i = 1, · · · , q and x(0) = x_o. A_k = A_k ∈ R^{n×nk−1} , B_{k,j} = B_{k,j} ∈ R^{n×nk−1} , C_{i,k} = C_{i,k} ∈ R^{1×nk} , and D_{i,k,l} = D_{i,k,l} ∈ R^{1×nk} are unfolding of A, B, C and D. Moreover, for simplicity of notation, the system (5) can be denoted as the following integrated form ẋ = f(x, u), x(0) = x_o y_i = h_i(x, u), i = 1, 2, · · · , q (6) where f(x, u) := g_0(x) + ∑_m j=1 g_j (x)u_j h_i := p_{i,0}(x) + ∑_{wi} l=1 p_{i,l}(x)u_l (7) with g_0(x) := ∑_c k=1 A_kx^{[k−1]}, g_j (x) := ∑_c k=1 B_{k,j} x^{[k−1]} for j = 1, · · · , m and p_{i,0}(x) := ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} and p_{i,l}(x) := ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]} for l = 1, · · · , w_i. Remark 1: The non-uniform hypergraph (4) is modeled by dividing it into several uniform hypergraphs described by tensors with different dimensions. For every k ∈ {1, · · · , c}, A_kx^{k−1} can be viewed as all the hyperedges with k nodes in the hypergraph. □

B. Global observability of hypergraphs Lemma 2 : A pair of initial states (ξ, η) is indistinguishable if and only if, for all τ_1, τ_2, · · · , τ_r ∈ {g_0, g_1, · · · g_m}, r = 0, 1, · · · and υ_c ∈ {p_{i,0}, p_{i,1}, · · · , p_{i,wi} }, i = 1, · · · , q, c = 0, · · · , ∑_q i=1(w_i + 1) − 1, it holds that

L_{τ1} L_{τ2} · · · L_{τr} υ_c(ξ) = L_{τ1} L_{τ2} · · · L_{τr} υ_c(η) (8)

where the Lie derivative L_τ v :=^{∂v}_{∂x} τ.

Proof : For system (4), consider the following piecewise constant input

u_k = u_{k1} t ∈ [0, t_1) u_{k2} t ∈ [t_1, t_1 + t_2) . . (9)

where t_1, t_2, · · · are assumed to be sufficiently small. Since h_1, h_2, · · · , h_q are real analytic functions of t, the output y_i at time t ∈ {t_1, t_1+t_2, · · · } can be computed in the following Taylor series form

y_i(t_1) = h_i(x_0, u_{k1}) + L_{f (x,uk1)}h_i(x, u_{c1})|_{x0} t_1 + · · · , y_i(t_1 + t_2) = h_i(x_0, u_{k1} ) + L_{f (x,uk1)}h_j (x, u_{k1})|x_0t_1 + L_{f (x,uk2)}h_j (x, u_{k2})|_{x0} t_2 + · · · , . . Since system (5) can be computed as a polynomial system, the functions f, h are real analytic. Therefore, a pair of initial states (ξ, η) is indistinguishable if and only of for all i = 1, · · · , q, it holds that

h_i(x, u_{k1})|_ξ = h_i(x, u_{k1})|_η, L_{f (x,uk1)}h_i(x, u_{c1})|_ξ = L_{f (x,uk1)}h_i(x, u_{c1})|_η , . . (10)

Since for any possible u, the above equations (10) should hold. It follows from (7) that equations (10) lead to p_{i,k}(ξ) = p_{i,k}(η), L_{gr} p_{i,k}(ξ) = L_{gr} p_{i,k}(η), . . (11)

with r = 0, 1, · · · , m and k = 0, 1, · · · , w_i, which can be incorporated as condition (8). □ According to Lemma 2, one can conclude that the set of initial states that satisfy condition (8) are not observable. However, it is difficult to determine how many Lie derivatives are sufficient to test the observability. To solve this problem, relying on Hilbert’s basis theorem, the following observability criteria can be obtained using a finite set of equations by using properties of polynomial systems [13].

From condition (8), if the initial state pair (ξ, η) is indistinguishable, it holds that

v_c(ξ) = v_c(η), L_{gj} v_c(ξ) = L_{gj} v_c(η), L_{gk} L_{gj} v_c(ξ) = L_{gk} L_{gj} v_c(η), . . where c = 1, · · · , ∑_q i=1(w_i + 1), j ∈ 1, · · · , m, and k ∈ 1, · · · , m. For i = 1, · · · , q and r = 0, 1, · · · , define the ideals J_{r,i} as J_{0,i} =< v_{i1} (ξ) − v_{ii} (η), · · · , v_{isi} (ξ) − v_{isi} (η) > J_{1,i} = J_{0,i}+ < L_{g1} v_{i1} (ξ) − L_{g1} v_{i1} (η), · · · , L_{gm} v_{isi} (ξ) − L_{gm} v_{isi} (η) > J_{2,i} = J_{1,i}+ < L_{g1} L_{g1} v_{ii} (ξ) − L_{g1} L_{g1} v_{i1} (η), · · · , L_{gm} L_{gm} v_{isi} (ξ) − L_{gm} L_{gm} v_{isi} (η) > . . J_{r,i} = J_{r−1,i}+ < L_{g1} · · · L_{g1} v_{ii} (ξ) − L_{g1} · · · L_{g1} v_{i1} (η), · · · , L_{gm} · · · L_{gm} v_{isi} (ξ) − L_{gm} · · · L_{gm} v_{isi} (η) > where i_1 := ∑_{i−1} c=1 w_c + i − 1 and i_{si} := ∑_i c=0 w_c + i − 1.

Further, define J_r := ∑_q i=1 J_{r,i}. It holds that J_0 ⊂ J_1 ⊂ J_2 ⊂ · · · . According to Hilbert’s basis theorem and the ascending chain condition [19], there exists a certain ideal satisfying

J_0 ⊂ J_1 ⊂ J_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ J_N = J_{N+1} = · · · = J (12)

for a certain number N. Define ϕ : R[ξ, η] → R[ξ] as the mapping that substitutes a known initial state vector σ into η. Denote the ideal J ⊂ R[ξ] as the image ϕ(J), which characterizes the set of initial states that are indistinguishable from σ. J is generated by a finite set of polynomials and its algebraic variety V(J ) consists of the common zeros of those finite polynomials.

To help test the observability of the initial state σ =: (σ_1, σ_2, · · · , σ_n)^T for the higher-order system (4), define the following ideal ℓ ⊂ R[ξ] as

ℓ =:< ξ_1 − σ_1, ξ_2 − σ_2, · · · , ξ_n − σ_n, > (13)

Note that its algebraic variety V(ℓ) = {σ}. Then the following theorem can be obtained.

Corollary 1 : The higher-order system (4) is globally observable at an initial state ξ ∈ R^n if and only if one of the following equivalent conditions holds

(a) V(J ) = V(ℓ) (b) V( √ J : ℓ) ⊂ V(ℓ)

Proof : For condition (a): Since V(ℓ) = {σ}, condition (a) is equivalent to V(J ) = {σ}. The variety V(J ) is the set of initial states that are indistinguishable from σ such that condition (a) is a necessary and sufficient condition for global observability of σ according to Definition 4.

For condition (b): Since for any two ideals J, I ⊂ R[ξ], the following properties hold [19] V( √ J : I) ⊂ V( √ J) (14) V( √ J) = V(J) (15) V( √ J) \ V(I) ⊂ V( √ J : I) (16)

Combining properties (14) and (15), one can deduce that V( √ J : ℓ) ⊂ V( √ J ) = V(J ). This means that condition (b) implies condition (a). Inversely, according to properties (15) and (16), it holds that

V(J ) \ V(ℓ) = V( √ J ) \ V(ℓ) ⊂ V( √ J : ℓ) If condition (b) holds, it yields that

V(J ) \ V(ℓ) ⊂ V(ℓ)

This leads to V(J ) = V(ℓ). Therefore, condition (b) implies condition (a) as well. This completes the proof. □ Example : Consider the higher-order system

ẋ = x_2x_3 + x_2 x_1x_3 + x_1

x_1x_2

(17)

y = x_1x_2x_3 + x_1x_2 (18)

where x := (x_1, x_2, x_3)^T . For the initial state pair (ξ, η), one can obtain that

J_0 =< ξ_1ξ_2(ξ_3 + 1) − η_1η_2(η_3 + 1) > J_1 = J_0+ < (ξ_2ξ_3 + ξ_2)^2 + (ξ_1ξ_3 + ξ_1)^2 + ξ^2_1 ξ^2 − ( (η_2η_3 + η_2)^2 + (η_1η_3 + η_1)^2 + η^2_1 η^2 ) > J_2 = J_1+ < 2ξ_1ξ_2 ( (ξ_3 + 1)^2 + ξ^2 ) (ξ_3 + 1) + 2ξ_1ξ_2 ( (ξ_3 + 1)^2 + ξ^2_1 ) (ξ_3 + 1) + ( 2(ξ_2ξ_3 + ξ_2)ξ_2 + 2(ξ_1ξ_3 + ξ_1)ξ_1 ) ξ_1ξ_2 + 2(ξ_3 + 1)ξ_1ξ_2(ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 ) − ( 2η_1η_2 ( (η_3 + 1)^2 + η^2 ) × (η_3 + 1) + 2η_1η_2 ( (η_3 + 1)^2 + η^2_1 ) (η_3 + 1) + (2(η_2η_3 + η_2)η_2 + 2(η_1η_3 + η_1)η_1) η_1η_2 + 2(η_3 + 1)η_1η_2(η^2_1 + η^2 ) ) > = J_1+ < ξ_1ξ_2(ξ_3 + 1) ( 4(ξ_3 + 1)^2 + 6ξ^2_1 + 6ξ^2 ) − ( η_1η_2(η_3 + 1) ( 4(η_3 + 1)^2 + 6η^2_1 + 6η^2 )) > Therefore, it holds that

J_0 ⊂ J_1 = J_2 = J (19)

For any fixed initial state η = σ, according to Corollary 1, it yields that

J = < ξ_1ξ_2(ξ_3 + 1) − σ_1σ_2(σ_3 + 1), (ξ_2ξ_3 + ξ_2)^2 + (ξ_1ξ_3 + ξ_1)^2 + ξ^2_1 ξ^2 − (σ_2σ_3 + σ_2)^2 − (σ_1σ_3 + σ_1)^2 − σ^2_1 σ^2 > (20)

Based on the theory of solutions for equations with multiple varieties, the set V(J ) has multiple different elements. This means that there always exists element ξ ≠ σ in set V(J ) such that V(J ) ≠ V(ℓ). Then according to Theorem 1, any initial state of the system (17)-(18) is undistinguished. □ Based on the Gröbner basis and Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz theories [19], the following sufficient conditions can be deduced by Corollary 1.

Corollary 2 : The higher-order system (4) is globally observable at an initial state ξ ∈ R^n if one of the following conditions holds

(a)V( √ J : ℓ) = ∅ (b)J = ℓ (c) √ J : ℓ = R[ξ] (d)1 ∈ √ J : ℓ □ Remark 2 : By transfer higher-order systems into polynomial forms, conditions (a)-(b) in Corollary 2 are necessary and sufficient conditions to test global observability of higher-order systems (4). The basic idea is to check the common zeros of a finite set of equations given by generators of ideal J or ( √ J : ℓ). By virtue of the properties of the polynomial ring and Hilbert’s basis theorem, the global observability criteria are testable in finite steps different from the condition in Lemma 2, which is difficult to determine how many Lie derivatives should be calculated. Conditions (a)-(d) in Corollary 2 are sufficient conditions for testing global observability of higher-order system (4), which is easier to verify comparing with those in Corollary 1. Conditions (c)-(d) can be verified using Grobner basis. □

C. Local observability

Consider the integrated form (6) of a higher-order interacted system (4). The local observability of the system (6) is determined by the dimension of the space spanned by gradients of the Lie derivatives

L := n∑ i=1 f_i ∂ ∂x_i + N−1∑ j=1 w_i∑

l=1 u^{(j+1)} l ∂ ∂u^{(j)}_l (21)

of its output function h_i(x, u).

Define the observable Jacobian matrix of system (6) as

J =

∂L^0_f h_1 ∂x_1 ∂L^0_f h_1 ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^0_f h_1 ∂x_n ∂L^0_f h_2 ∂x_1 ∂L^0_f h_2 ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^0_f h_2 ∂x_n . . . . . . . . ∂L^0_f h_q ∂x_1 ∂L^0_f h_q ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^0_f h_q ∂x_n ∂L^1_f h_1 ∂x_1 ∂L^1_f h_1 ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^1_f h_1 ∂x_n . . . . . . . . ∂L^1_f h_q ∂x_1 ∂L^1_f h_q ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^1_f h_q ∂x_n . . . . . . . . ∂L^{n−1}_f h_q ∂x_1 ∂L^{n−1}_f h_q ∂x_2 · · · ∂L^{n−1}_f h_q ∂x_n nq×n

(22)

The following local observability criterion can be directly obtained from the existing results of observability for nonlinear systems [20] [21] [22].

Lemma 3 (local observability) : The higher-order interacted system (4) is locally observable if and only of the Jacobian matrix J satisfies that rank(J) = n. □ First, consider the higher-order system (4) without input.

According to (5), the Kronecker form can be written as ẋ = ∑_c k=1 A_kx^{[k−1]}, x(0) = x_o y_i = ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]}, i = 1, · · · , q, where A and C are defined in (5).

According to the property of products of matrices that (A ⊗ B)(C ⊗ D) = (AB) ⊗ (CD), it holds that

L^0_f h_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]}

L^1_f h_i = d dt c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} d dt k times x ⊗ x ⊗ · · · ⊗ x

= c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} ( ẋ ⊗ · · · ⊗ x + · · · + x ⊗ · · · ⊗ ẋ )

= c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} (_c∑ m=2 A_mx^{[m−1]} ⊗ · · · ⊗ x + · · ·

+ x ⊗ · · · ⊗ c∑ m=2 A_mx^{[m−1]} )

= c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} k∑ j=1 x ⊗ · · · ⊗ c∑ m=2 A_mx^{[m−1]} j−th position ⊗ · · · ⊗ x

= c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} k∑ j=1 c∑ m=2 I ⊗ · · · ⊗ A_m j−th position ⊗ · · · ⊗ I × x^{[k+m−2]} . . L^n_f h_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}Ā_1Ā_2 · · · Ā_nx^{[k+n(m−2)]} where

Ā_n = k+(n−1)(m−2) ∑ j=1 c∑ m=2 k+(n−1)(m−2) times I ⊗ · · · ⊗ A_m j−th position ⊗ · · · ⊗ I (23)

Then, the observability matrix O(x) is

O(x) = ∇_x ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}Ā_1x^{[k+m−2]} . . ∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}Ā_1Ā_2 · · · Ā_nx^{[k+n(m−2)]}

(24)

Then, according to Lemma 3, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 1 : The higher-order system

ẋ = c∑ k=1 A_kx^{k−1},

y_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}x^k is locally observable if and only of rank(O(x)) = n. □ Now we consider the local observability of the higherorder interacted system (4) with input D. Based on (21) and the Kronecker form (5), it yields that

L^0_f h_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} + w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]}u_l

L^1_f h_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k} dx^{[k]} dt + w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l} dx^{[k]} dt u_l

+ w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]} du_l dt = (_c ∑ k=1 C_{i,k} + w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}u_l )_c ∑ m=2 k∑ j=1 I ⊗ · · · ⊗ A_m j−th position ⊗ · · · ⊗ I x^{[k+m−2]}

+ w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]} du_l dt . . L^n_f h_i =a_1 (_c ∑ k=1 C_{i,k} + w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}u_l ) Ā_1Ā_2 · · · Ā_nx^{[k+n(m−2)]}

+ a_2 w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}Ā_1 · · · Ā_{n−1}x^{[k+(n−1)(m−2)]} du dt + a_3 w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}Ā_1 · · · Ā_{n−2}x^{[k+(n−2)(m−2)]} d^2u dt + · · · + a_n w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}Ā_1x^{[k]} d^nu dt where Ā_n is defined in (23). a_1, a_2, · · · , a_n correspond to the terms in the n-th raw of the Yanghui triangle in turn. According to Yanghui triangle’s property, they are equal to the coefficients in the expansion of (a + b)^{n−1}.

Then, the observability matrix O_1(x) is written as

O1(x) = ∇x

∑_c k=1 C_{i,k}x^{[k]} + ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^{[k]}u_l (∑_c k=1 C_{i,k} + ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}u_l ) ∑_c m=2 ∑_k j=1 Ā_1x^{[k+m−2]} + ∑^wi_{l=1} ∑^c_{k=1} D_{i,k,l}x^{[k] du}l_{dt} . . (∑_c k=1 C_{i,k} + ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}u_l )¯ A1Ā2 · · · Ānx^{[k+n(m−2)]} + ∑_{n−1} p=1 ap+1 ∑_{wi} l=1 ∑_c k=1 D_{i,k,l}Ā1 · · · Ān−px^{[k+(n−p)(m−2)] dpu}_{dt}

Furthermore, according to Lemma 3, the following result holds.

Theorem 2 : The higher-order system

ẋ = c∑ k=1 A_kx^{k−1},

y_i = c∑ k=1 C_{i,k}x^k + w_i∑

l=1 c∑ k=1 D_{i,k,l}x^ku_l is locally observable if and only of rank(O_1(x)) = n. □

D. Similarity of observability

To figure out the relation of observability between two different hypergraphs, based on the similarity of tensors, we consider the similarity of observability for higher-order systems.

Towards this end, let us first introduce the concept of similarity of tensors.

Definition 6 (Similarity of tensor [23]) : Let A and B be two m-order n-dimension tensors. Tensors A and B are diagonal-similar if there exists some n-order invertible diagonal matrix D such that B = D^{−(m−1)}AD. Lemma 4 (Similarity of observability) : If the higher-order system ẋ = Ax^{k−1}, where A is an even-order tensor, with output y = g(x) is globally observable at x_0 = ε, then the higher-order system ż = Āz^{k−1}, where Ā = R^{1−m}AR and R ∈ R^n × R^n is a diagonal matrix satisfying R_{ii} = ±1, ∀i, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, with output y^′ = g(R^{−1}z) is globally observable at z_0 = Rε. Proof : Consider a higher-order system ẋ = Ax^{k−1} y = h(x) Under the coordinate transformation z = Rx, the system transfers into

ż = RA(R^{−1}z)^{k−1}

Component-wise, it holds that ż_i = R_{ii} n∑ i_2 ,i_3,·,i_k =1 A_{ii2 i3 ···ik} R^{−1}_{i2 i2} z_{i2} R^{−1}_{i3i3} z_{i3} · · · R^{−1}_{imim} z_{im}

= n∑ i_2 ,i_3,·,i_k =1 A_{ii2 i3 ···ik} R_{ii}R^{−1}_{i2 i2} R^{−1}_{i3 i3} · · · R^{−1}_{imim} z_{i2} z_{i3} · · · z_{im} Since m is even, compared with B = D^{−(m−1)}AD, we can directly use R as D to construct a similar tensor with the fact R_{ii} = R^{1−m}_{ii} .

Therefore, ż = Āz^{k−1}. Thus, L_{τ1} · · · L_{τr} v_i(x) = dL_{τj} v_i(z), i = 1, · · · , q, r = 0, 1, · · · where τ_1, · · · , τ_r ∈ {g_0, · · · , g_m} and v_i ∈ {p_{i,0}, p_{i,m}} Then according to Lemma 2, the observability of transformed system ż = Āz. □

IV. CONCLUSION In this paper, we consider both global and local observability of higher-order systems with both inputs and outputs by exploiting algebraic conditions and rank conditions, respectively. Based on the properties of polynomial ideals and varieties in commutative algebra, global observability criteria of hypergraphs are established. An example is provided to prove the effectiveness of the criteria. On the other hand, local observability criteria are obtained based on the rank condition of the observability matrix. Finally, to further simplify the testing times, the similarity of observability is proposed based on the similarity of tensors.

REFERENCES

[1] V. Latora, V. Nicosia, G. Russo, ”Complex Networks: Principles, Methods and Applications,” Cambridge University Press, 2017.

[2] G. Petri, M. Scolamiero, I. Donato, F. Vaccarino, ”Topological strata of weighted complex networks,” PLoS One. 8(6), e66506, 2013.

[3] H. Lee, H. Kang, M.K. Chung, B.-N. Kim, D.S. Lee, ”Persistent brain network homology from the perspective of dendrogram,” IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging. 31(12), 2267–2277, 2012.

[4] E. Estrada, G.J. Ross, ”Centralities in simplicial complexes. Applications to protein interaction networks,” Journal of Theoretical Biology. 438, 46–60, 2018.

[5] A. Patania, G. Petri, F. Vaccarino, ”The shape of collaborations,” EPJ Data Science. 6(1), 18, 2017.

[6] T. Carletti, D. Fanelli, S. Nicoletti, ”Dynamical systems on hypergraphs,” Journal of Physics Complex. 1, 035006, 2020.

[7] J. Huang, S. Zhang, F. Yang, et al., ”Hypergraph-Based Interference Avoidance Resource Management in Customer-Centric Communication for Intelligent Cyber-physical Transportation Systems,” IEEE Transactions on Consumer Electronics, 2023.

[8] R. Kalman, ”On the general theory of control systems,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control. 4(3), 110–110, 1959.

[9] G. Luenberger, ”Observers for multivariable systems,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control. I(2), 190–197, 1966.

[10] R. Hermann, A. Krener, ”Nonlinear controllability and observability,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control. 22(5), 728-740, 1977.

[11] Y. Kawano, T. Ohtsuka, ”PBH tests for nonlinear systems,” Automatica. 80, 135-142, 2017.

[12] J. Zabczyk, ”Mathematical control theory,” Springer International Publishing, 2020.

[13] Y. Kawano, T. Ohtsuka, ”Observability at an initial state for polynomial systems,” Automatica. 49(5), 1126-1136, 2013.

[14] J. Pickard, A. Surana, A. Bloch, et al. ”Observability of Hypergraphs”, arxiv preprint arXiv:2304.04883, 2023.

[15] T. Kolda and B. Bader, “Tensor decompositions and applications,” SIAM Review, 51(3), 455–500, 2009.

[16] C. Chen, A. Surana, A. M. Bloch, I. Rajapakse. ”Controllability of hypergraphs,” IEEE Transactions on Network Science and Engineering, 8(2), 1646-1657, 2021.

[17] R. Hermann, A. J. Krener, ”Nonlinear controllability and observability,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 22(5), 728–740, 1977.

[18] A. Isidori. ”Nonlinear control systems,” Springer-Verlag, 1995. [19] D. A. Cox, J. B. Little, and D. O’Shea.“Ideals, Varieties, and Algorithms”, Springer Verlag, New York. (1992).

[20] R. Hermann and A. Krener, “Nonlinear controllability and observability,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic control, 22, 5, 728–740, 1977.

[21] M. Zeitz, ”Observability canonical (phase-variable) form for nonlinear time-variable systems.” International journal of systems science 15(9), 949-958, 1984.

[22] Y. Y. Liu, J. J. Slotine, A. L. Barabási. ”Observability of complex systems,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 110(7), 2460-2465, 2013.

[23] J. Y. Shao. ”A general product of tensors with applications,” Linear Algebra and its applications 439(8), 2350-2366, 2013.