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In this paper, we give a complete geometric characterization of systems locally static feedback equivalent
to a triangular form compatible with the chained form, for m = 1, respectively with the m-chained form,
for m > 2. They are z-flat systems. We provide a system of first order PDE’s to be solved in order to find
all z-flat outputs, for m = 1, respectively all minimal z-flat outputs, for m > 2. We illustrate our results
by examples, in particular by an application to a mechanical system: the coin rolling without slipping on
a moving table.

1. Introduction

The notion of flatness has been introduced in control theory in the 1990’s by (Fliess et al., 1992;
[Fliess et al., 1995)), see also (Isidori et al., 1986; |Jakubczyk, 1993; [Martin, 1992; [Pomet, 1995)),
and has attracted a lot of attention because of its multiple applications in the
problem of trajectory tracking, motion planning and constructive controllability (see,
e.g. (Fliess et al., 1999; |Lévine, 2009; Martin et al., 2003; |Pereira da Silva, 2001; [Pomet, 1997}
[Respondek, 2003}, [Schlacher and Schoeberl, 2007))).

The fundamental property of flat systems is that all their solutions may be parameterized by m
functions and their time-derivatives, m being the number of controls. More precisely, consider a
nonlinear control system

E: &= F(z,u)

where x is the state defined on an open subset X of R", u is the control taking values in an open
subset U of R (more generally, an n-dimensional manifold X and an m-dimensional manifold U,
respectively) and the dynamics F' are smooth (the word smooth will always mean C*°-smooth). The

system E is flat if we can find m functions, ¢;(z,u,... ,u(T)), for some r > 0, called flat outputs,
such that

z=7(p,.,¢¥) and u = 8(p,..., 1)), (1)
for a certain integer s and suitable maps v and 0, where ¢ = (¢1, ..., @m ). Therefore all state and

control variables can be determined from the flat outputs without integration and all trajectories
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of the system can be completely parameterized. In the particular case p; = @;(z), for 1 < i < m,
we will say that the system is z-flat. The minimal number of derivatives of components of a flat
output ¢, needed to express x and u, will be called the differential weight of ¢ (see Section [2] for
precise definitions).

The problem of flatness of driftless two-input control-linear systems of the form

Yiin : & = uogo(x) + uirg1(x),

defined on a open subset X of R"™, has been solved by (Martin and Rouchon, 1994) (see also
(Li and Respondek, 2012; Martin and Rouchon, 1993)) and a related result of (Cartan, 1914))). Ac-
cording to their result, on an open and dense subset X’ of X, the system X;, is flat if and only if,
its associated distribution G = span {go, g1} can be locally brought into the Goursat normal form,
or equivalently, the control system X;, is locally static feedback equivalent to the chained form:

Z0=1vp 21 = 220
Zg = 230
Ch .
Zk—1 = ZKVo
Z"k = V1

where n = k + 1.

The first who noticed the existence of singular points in the problem of transforming a distribution
of rank two into the Goursat normal form were (Giaro et al., 1978). (Murray, 1994) presented a
regularity condition that guarantees the feedback equivalence of Y, to the chained form Ch¥
around an arbitrary point z*. (Li and Respondek, 2012)) studied and solved the following problem:
can a driftless two-input system be locally flat at a singular point of G7 In other words, can Xy,
be flat without being locally equivalent to the chained form? Their result shows that a Goursat
structure is x-flat only at regular points of G. They also described all z-flat outputs and showed
that they are parametrized by an arbitrary function of three variables canonically defined up to a
diffemorphism.

In this paper we give a generalization of these results. Our goal is to characterize control-affine
systems that are static feedback equivalent to the following triangular form

Zo=v0%41 = fi(z0,21,22) + 2200
2o = falz0, 21, 22, 23) + 2300
k. .
TOR - :
Z—1 = fa(z0,- - ,2k) + ZK00
Zp =

compatible with the chained form. Indeed, notice that in the z-coordinates the distribution spanned
by the controlled vector fields is in the chained form (Goursat normal form) and the drift has a
triangular structure.

We will completely characterize control-affine systems that are static feedback equivalent to TC h]f
and show how their geometry differs and how it reminds that of control-linear systems feedback
equivalent to the chained form. Then, we will extend this result to the triangular form compatible
with the m-chained form, i.e., we will characterize control-affine systems with m + 1 inputs, where
m > 2, that are static feedback equivalent to a normal form obtained by replacing z;, in T ChF,

by the vector 2/ = (z{, e ,zﬁ;@), the smooth functions f; by f/ = (ff, e ,frjn) and the control vy
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by the control vector (vy,--- ,vp,). This form will be denoted by T C’hfn. Its associated distribu-
tion G = span{go,--- ,9gm}, where g;, for 0 < i < m, are the controlled vector fields, is called a
Cartan distribution (or a contact distribution) for curves, see (Bryant et al., 1991} [Olver, 1995}
Vinogradov et al., 1986)). The problem of characterizing control-linear systems that are locally
static feedback equivalent to the m-chained form (or equivalently, that of characterizing Cartan
distributions for curves) has been studied and solved ((Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001)), see
also (Mormul, 2004} Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2000} Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a}
Shibuya and Yamaguchi, 2009} [Yamaguchi, 1982))). It is immediate that systems locally feedback
equivalent to the m-chained form are flat and in (Respondek, 2003)), all their minimal flat outputs
(i.e., those whose differential weight is the lowest among all flat outputs of the system) have been
described.

It is easy to see that the normal form TCh} (respectively TChE)) is z-flat at any point of
X x R? (respectively X x R™*1) satisfying some regularity conditions and we describe all its z-flat
outputs (respectively all its minimal z-flat outputs). Their description reminds very much that
of control-linear systems feedback equivalent to the chained form, for m = 1, respectively to the
m-~chained form, for m > 2, although new phenomena appear related to singularities in the state
and control-space.

Since TCh'f andT'ChE are flat, the paper gives sufficient conditions for a system to be z-flat. We
will also show that these conditions are not necessary for xz-flatness of control-affine system whose
associated distribution spanned by the controlled vector fields G = span{gg,- -, gm} is feedback
equivalent to the m-chained form. Indeed, we show that there are z-flat control-affine systems for
which there exist local coordinates in which the distribution spanned by the controlled vector fields
has the m-chained structure but the drift is not triangular (see Example [5.1]).

The triangular form T'Ch% was considered in (Li et al., 2013)), where its flatness was observed
but its description was not addressed. A characterization of T Ch'f has been recently proven by
(Silveira, 2010)) and by (Silveira et al., 2013)), where a solution dual to ours (using an approach
based on differential forms and codistributions rather than distributions) is given. Our aim is to
treat in a homogeneous way the two-input case of T° C’h’f and the multi-input case of TChE, | using
the formalism of vector fields and distributions, as well as to describe all flat outputs and their
singularities (which are more natural to deal with in the language of vector fields).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall the definition of flatness and define the
notion of differential weight of a flat system. In Section Bl we give our main results: we characterize
control-affine systems static feedback equivalent to the triangular form T° C’h’f , for m =1, and to
TChE | for m > 2. We describe in Section @ all minimal flat outputs including their singularities
and we study also singular control values at which the system ceases to be flat. Moreover, we give
also in that section a system of first order PDE’s to be solved in order to find all z-flat outputs,
for m = 1, and all minimal z-flat outputs, for m > 2. We illustrate our results by two examples in
Section [Bl and provide proofs in Section [Gl

2. Flatness

Fix an integer [ > —1 and denote U' = U x R™ and @' = (u,1,... ,u(l)). For | = —1, the set U~}
is empty and @' is an empty sequence.

Definition 1: The system = : & = F(z,u) is flat at (z*,u*) € X x U!, for | > —1, if there exists a
neighborhood O of (z*,@*) and m smooth functions ¢; = o;(z,u, 1, ... ,u(l)), 1 < i < m, defined
in O!, having the following property: there exist an integer s and smooth functions 7;, 1 < i < n,
and d;, 1 < j < m, such that

v =%i(p, @, 0) and uj; = 6;(, @, ..., )
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along any trajectory z(t) given by a control u(t) that satisfy (z(t),u(t),...,u)(t)) € O!, where
©=(p1,...,m) and is called flat output.

When necessary to indicate the number of derivatives of u on which the flat outputs ¢; depend,
we will say that the system = is (z,u,--- ,u(r))—ﬂat if u(") is the highest derivative on which ¢;
depend and in the particular case p; = ¢;(x), we will say that the system is z-flat. In general, r
is smaller than the integer | needed to define the neighborhood O' which, in turn, is smaller than
the number of derivatives of ¢; that are involved. In our study, r is always equal to -1, i.e., the flat
outputs depend on z only, and [ is 0.

The minimal number of derivatives of components of a flat output ¢, needed to express x and u,
will be called the differential weight of that flat output and will be formalized as follows. By

definition, for any flat output ¢ of = there exist integers si, ..., Sy, such that

T = 7((1017(1.017' . 7@&81)7' . 7(10m7(1bm7 e 7(70£S«M))

u = 6(@17(?17' M 7@&81)7' A 7(pm7(lbm7' M 7(10£,"SLM))7
Moreover, we can choose (s1,...,S;,) such that (see (Respondek, 2003))) if for any other m-tuple
($1,...,8m) we have

x = ;}4/(()017 (pl? A 7(105_81)7 A 7(10777,7 (lbm7 MR (ID/S;?LW.L))

U = 5((1017 (1.017 cee 7@&81)7 <oy Pms Qbmm cee 7(10£5LM))7

then s; < §;, for 1 <7 < m.

We will call 77" (s; +1) =m+ 1", s; the differential weight of . A flat output of Z is called
minimal if its differential weight is the lowest among all flat outputs of =. We define the differential
weight of a flat system to be equal to the differential weight of a minimal flat output.

3. Main results: characterization of the triangular form

From now on, we will denote the number of controls by m + 1 (and not by m) since, as we will see
below, for all classes of systems that follow one control plays a particular role.
Consider the control-affine system

Sapp i = f(x) + Zuigi(ﬂf)7 (2)
=0

defined on an open subset X of R", where n = km + 1 (or an n-dimensional manifold X'), where f
and gg, - , gm are smooth vector fields on X and the number of controls is m + 1 > 2.

To ¥,f¢ we associate the following distribution G = span {go, - - , gm }. We define inductively the
derived flag of G by

G"=Gand G"" =G" +(G',G"],i > 0.

Let D be a non involutive distribution of rank d, defined on X and define its annihilator D+ =
{we AN X) :<w, f>=0,Yf € D}, where A'(X) stands for the collection of smooth differential
1-forms on X. A vector field ¢ € D is called characteristic for D if it satisfies [¢c, D] C D. The
characteristic distribution of D, denoted by C, is the distribution spanned by all its characteristic
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vector fields, i.e.,
C={ceD:[c,D] C D}

and can be computed as follows. Let wi,...,w,, where ¢ = n — d, be differential 1-forms locally
spanning the annihilator of D, that is D+ = span {wy, ... ,wq}. For any w € DL, we define W(w) =
{f € D: fadw € D*}, where  is the interior product. The characteristic distribution of D is given
by

q

C = W(wl)

i=1

It follows directly from the Jacobi identity that the characteristic distribution is always involutive.

Our main results describing control-affine systems locally static feedback equivalent to the tri-
angular form compatible to the chained form and to the m-chained form, are given by the two
following theorems corresponding to two-input control-affine systems, i.e., m = 1 (Theorem [I),
and to control-affine systems with m + 1 inputs, for m > 2 (Theorem (). Let us first consider the
case m = 1, which has also been solved, using the formalism of differential forms and codistribu-
tions, by (Silveira, 2010]) and by (Silveira et al., 2013]).

Theorem 1: Consider a two-input control-affine system Yq¢s, given by (2), for m =1, and fix
z* € X, an open subset of RFTL. The system ¥ is locally, around x*, static feedback equivalent to
the triangular form TC’hlf if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(Chi) GF1 =TX;
(Ch2) G*=3 is of constant rank k — 1 and, moreover, the characteristic distribution C*=2 of GF—2

is contained in GF=3 and has constant corank one in GF=3;
(Ch3) GO(z*) is not contained in CF=2(x*);

(Comp) [f,C] C G, for 1 <i <k — 2, where C' is the characteristic distribution of G'.

It was stated and proved in (Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001)) that items (Ch1)-(Ch3) char-
acterize, locally, the chained form (or equivalently the Goursat normal form). Therefore, they
are equivalent to the well known conditions describing the chained form (Murray, 1994) (see
also (Kumpera and Ruiz, 1982} [Martin and Rouchon, 1994} [Montgomery and Zhitomirskii, 2001}
Mormul, 2000; [Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001b))):

(Ch1)’ vkG' =i+2, for 0 <i<k—1,
(Ch2)’ vk G'(z*) = rk G;(x*) =i+ 2, for 0 < i < k— 1, where the distributions G; form the Lie flag
of G and are defined by Go = G and Gi11 = G; + [Go, Gil, i > 0,

and assure the existence of a change of coordinates z = ¢(x) and of an invertible static feedback
transformation of the form w = S, bringing the control vector fields gg and g; into the chained
form.

Item (Comp) takes into account the drift and gives the compatibility conditions for f to have
the desired triangular form in the right system of coordinates, i.e., in coordinates z in which the
controlled vector fields are in the chained form.

Since the distribution G, associated to X, satisfies (Chl)’, all characteristic distributions Ct
of G* are well defined, for 1 <1i < k — 2. Indeed, recall the following result due to (Cartan, 1914)):

Lemma 1: (E. Cartan) Consider a rank two distribution G defined on a manifold X of dimension
k+1, fork > 3. If G satisfies 1k G' = i+2, for 0 < i < k—1, everywhere on X, then each distribution
G, for 0 < i < k — 3, contains a unique involutive subdistribution C*t' that is characteristic for
G and has constant corank one in G'.
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The conditions of the above theorem are verifiable, i.e., given a two-input control-affine system
and an initial point z*, we can verify whether it is locally static feedback equivalent, around z*,
to TChY and verification (in terms of vector fields of the initial system) involves derivations and
algebraic operations only, without solving PDE’s.

Next, we consider the case m > 2 and extend the above result to a triangular form compatible
with the m-chained form. An (m+1)-input driftless control system X, : 2 =Y 1" v;g;(2), defined
on RF™*1 s said to be in the m-chained form if it is represented by

Z0 = Vo z"% = Z%UO z"rln = zfnvo
2 =z 22 =z3 v
Chfm : : :
z"f_l = szuo z"fn_l = zfnvo
L Z{“ =0v; - Zﬁl = Unm
Denote 7/ = (z%,---z,ln,z%, ez ,z{,---zﬁﬁ), for 2 < j < k. Our goal is to characterize the
following triangular normal form
=w 2 = fi(20,2%) +2v0 - Zyn = fn(20,27)  + 20
2 = f120,2%) + 23w 2, = [h(20,2°)  + zhw
TChE : :
P = R0, 2R) 2wy - 2B = (20, 2F) + 2K g
z"f = 2"51 = U

with m + 1 inputs, m > 2. Theorem [2] below gives necessary and sufficient conditions for a control
system to be locally static feedback equivalent to T C’hfn.

Theorem 2: Consider a control-affine system Xq5¢, given by (2),, on an open subset X of Rkm+1
form > 2, and fix x* € X. The system Xqyy is locally, around x*, static feedback equivalent to the
triangular form TChE, if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(m-Ch1) GF-1 =TX;
(m-Ch2) G¥=2 is of constant rank (k — 2)m + 1 and contains an involutive subdistribution L that

has constant corank one in Qk_2;
(m-Ch3) G°(x*) is not contained in L(x*);

(m-Comp) [f,C!] C G, for 1 <i <k —2, where C' is the characteristic distribution of G'.

In order to verify the conditions of Theorem [ we have to check whether the distribution GF~2
contains an involutive subdistribution £ of corank one. Checkable necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for the existence of such an involutive subdistribution, together with a construction, follow
from the work of (Bryant, 1979)) and are given explicitly in (Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a)).
We present in Appendix A the conditions for the existence and construction of £. In our case, if
such a distribution exists, it is always unique. As a consequence, all conditions of Theorem [2 are
verifiable, i.e., given a control-affine system and an initial point x*, we can verify whether it is
locally static feedback equivalent, around z*, to TChF, and verification involves derivations and
algebraic operations only, without solving PDE’s.

Conditions (m-Ch1)-(m-Ch3) characterize the m-chained form
(Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001)) (see also (Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2000}



December 17, 2021 International Journal of Control TRI-1JC

Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a))) and assure the existence of a change of coordinates
z = ¢(x) and of an invertible static feedback transformation of the form u = (u, bringing the
control vector fields g; into the m-chained form. We define the diffeomorphism ¢ and the feedback
transformation § in Appendix B. The diffemorphism ¢ defines also the coordinates in which the
system takes the triangular form TChE .

Item (m-Comp) takes into account the drift and gives the compatibility conditions for f to have
the desired triangular form in the right system of coordinates, i.e., in z-coordinates in which the
controlled vector fields are in the m-chained form. Formally it has the same form as (Comp) in the
case m = 1.

The characteristic distributions C?, for 1 < i < k — 2, are well defined and have corank one
in G'~1. Indeed, recall the following result stated in (Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001)):

Lemma 2: Assume that a distribution G defined on a manifold X of dimension km+1 satisfies the
conditions (m-Chl)-(m-Ch3) of Theorem[2. Then G* has constant rank (i+1)m+1, for0 <i < k—2,
and contains an involutive subdistribution L' of corank one in G'. Moreover L' is the unique corank
one subdistribution satisfying this property, for 0 < i < k—2, and it coincides with the characteristic
distribution C*t1 of G+, for 0 <i < k — 3.

It has been shown in (Respondek, 2001) (see also (Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001))) that
all information about the distribution G is encoded completely in the existence of the last involutive
subdistribution £¥=2 (being, actually, the involutive distribution £ of item (m-Ch2) of Theorem [])
which implies the existence of all involutive subdistributions £ = C**!, for 0 <i < k — 3.

The characterization of the chained form (conditions (Chl1)-(Ch3) of Theorem[I]) and that of the
m-chained form ((m-Ch1)-(C-mCh3) of Theorem [2]) are different, but compatibility conditions are
the same, compare (Comp) and (m-Comp). The involutive subdistribution £, which is crucial for
the m-chained form, is absent in the compatibility conditions, but plays a very important role in
calculating minimal flat outputs and in describing singularities (see Section [M).

4. Flatness and flat outputs description

In this section, firstly, we discuss flatness of control systems static feedback equivalent to T Ch'f,
respectively to T Chfn. Secondly, we answer the question whether a given pair (respectively an
(m+ 1)-tuple) of smooth functions on X is an z-flat output for a system static feedback equivalent
to TCh¥ (respectively a minimal z-flat output for a system static feedback equivalent to TChE,)
and, finally, provide a system of PDS’s to be solved in order to find all these flat outputs. In
particular, we will discuss their uniqueness, their singularities, and compare their description with
that of flat outputs for the chained form (respectively for the m-chained form).

4.1 Flatness of control systems static feedback equivalent to TCh’lc

Let us first consider the case m = 1. It is clear that TChY is z-flat, with ¢ = (20, 21) being a flat
output around any point (z*,v*) satisfying

ofi

0zt

(") +v5#0, for 1 <i<k-—1,

where v* = (v§, v}). Therefore control systems equivalent to T° C’h’f are z-flat and exhibit a sin-
gularity in the control space (depending on the state) which we will describe in an invariant way
as follows. For C!' ¢ C%? C --- C C*2, the sequence of characteristic distributions C* of G, for
1 <i<k—2,see Lemmal[ll choose vector fields c1,...,cp_o such that C* = span {c1,...,c;}. For
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each 0 <17 < k — 3, define
Uing(@) = {u' () = (), u ()T : [F + oo + uigr,C*] € 67}

The controls u’(z) exist, are smooth, and for any 0 < i < k — 3 define (for any fixed x € X)
a 1-dimensional affine subspace of U = R2. To see those three properties, notice that [f,c;i1],
[90, ci+1], and [g1, cit1] span a distribution of rank one modulo G¢ (since all three belong to G+
and corank(G’ C G"*1) = 1) and either [go, c;41] or [g1,cis1] (or both) does not vanish modulo G°.
To calculate U?, (x) explicitly, assume that we have chosen (gg,g1) such that g = c;. Then

sing

[91,cit1] = [c1,civ1] € G° and [f, civ1] = algo, civ1] mod G, for some smooth function a. We put
ul(z) = —a(z) and u} (z) arbitrary. It is clear that the definition of (uj(z), u!(z)) does not depend
on the choice of ¢1,...,cx—2 and is feedback invariant (independently of whether we have chosen
g1 = c1 or not). Indeed, if u’(x) € Ul (z), then for the feedback modified system & = f + g,

sing

where f = - [+ ga and g = g, it is the feedback modified control @' = B (—a +u’) that, clearly,
satisfies 4’ € U,

sing*
Let £ be any involutive distribution of corank two in T'X such that £ C G¥=2. Fix | € £ such
that | ¢ C*~2 and put

U2 (@) = {uh2(@) = (@), w2 @) [ + b %0 + b 2g0,0) € 62

L—sing
If G%(2*) ¢ L(x*), where z* is a nominal point around which we work, then the controls u*~2(z)
exist, are smooth, and (for any fixed z € X) form a 1-dimensional affine subset of U = R? because
GF=2 is of corank one in TX and either [go,!] or [g1,1] is not in GF2. If G%z*) C L(z*), then
under the assumption, which we will always assume, (dpg A dpi Adpg Adpy)(x*,u*) # 0, where the
functions g and ¢y are such that £+ = span {dyg, dp }, we have u* ¢ Ufjjng (*) and in X* x R?,
where A" is a sufficiently small neighborhood of x*, the set U szj(:n) consists of two connected
components that define, for each fixed value x € X*, x # z*, an affine subspace of U = R?.

Clearly U} k- 2W is feedback invariant and does not depend on the choice of [ € £ but it depends
on the dlstrlbutlon L. Define

Uk 2 _ k—2

szng L—sing

L

where the intersection is taken over all £ as above, that is, involutive distribution of corank two in
TX, satisfying £ C GF=2 . Define

k—2
52”9 U sing Uszng

and

k—2
[J sing U szng U U[,—sing

We will use both sets in Theorem [3] describing controls singular for flatness and in Proposition []
comparing flat outputs of the triangular form T'Ch¥ with those of the associated chained form Ch¥.

Theorem 3: Consider a two-input control-affine system Yqpr @ @ = f(x) + uogo(z) + uig1(x),
defined on an open subset X of RFTL where k + 1 > 4. Assume that Yars ts locally, around
z* € X, static feedback equivalent to TC’h’f. Then we have:
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(F1) Sqpy is x-flat at any (z*,u*) € X x R? such that u* &€ Ugipg(z*).
(F2) Let g, p1 be two smooth functions defined in a neighborhood X of x* and g be an arbitrary
vector field in G such that g(xz*) & C*=2(x*). Then the following conditions are equivalent
m X:
(i) The pair (po, 1) is an z-flat output of S.pp at (x*,u*) € X* x R2, where X* is a
neighborhood of x* ;
(i) The pair (po, 1) satisfies the following conditions:
(FO1) (dpo N dpy A dpg N dgr)(z*,u*) # 0, where ¢; = Lp,, @, for i = 0,1 and
Farp = f+uogo +uigi;
(FO2) Lepo = Lepr = 0 and (Lgo)(Lic,g901) — (Lg1)(Liegjp0) = 0, for any c € C*2;
(FO3) u* ¢ U, .. (z*), where L = (span {dyo,dp1})".
(iii) The pair (po,p1) satisfies the following conditions:
(FO1) (dpo N dp1 A dpg A dr)(x*,u*) # 0, where ¢; = Lp,,, @i, for i = 0,1, and
Fopy = f +wogo +uig1;
(FO2) L = (span {dpo,dp1})" C G52
(FO3) w ¢ U,_,,,(z%).

Notice that since ¥,y is locally, around z*, static feedback equivalent to T C’h’f, its associated
control-linear system Y, : & = uggo(z) + u1g1(x) is locally, around z*, static feedback equivalent
to the chained form C’h’f . The next result shows how the similarities and differences between two-
input control-linear systems and control-affine systems locally equivalent to T’ C’h’f are reflected by
their flatness. It turns out that flat outputs of X, are flat outputs of ¥,¢s (independently of the
choice of f although singular control values depend on f) and most of flat outputs of ¥,¢; are flat
outputs of the corresponding 3j;,, but not all, as the following proposition explains. Define

Uehar (@) = {u(@) = (o @), u1 (2) T : (wogo + wign) () € C'() .

Proposition 1: Consider a two-input control-affine system Yqrr : & = f(x) + uogo(x) + u1g1(x),
defined on an open subset X of RF* where k + 1 > 4, and its associated control-linear system
Yiin 1 & = uogo(x) +urg1(x). Assume that Xqy5 is locally, around x* € X, static feedback equivalent
to TChY. Then we have:

(F3) i is o-flat at any (z*,u*) € X x R? such that u* & Ugpar(z*).

(F4) A pair (vo, p1) of smooth functions defined in a neighborhood X of x* is an z-flat output
of Sn at (z*,u*) € X* x R? such that X* C X is an open neighborhood of x* and u* ¢
Uchar(x*) if and only if it satisfies the conditions (FO1)-(FO2) or, equivalently, (FO1)-
(FO2)’ of Theorem [3, where ¢;, for i = 0,1, is understood as ¢; = Lp,, , and F, =
upgo + U19g1;

(F5) If ((1007901) s a ﬂ(lt output Of Yiin at ($*7U*)) where u* ¢ Uchar(x*)) then ((1007(101) is a ﬂ(lt
output of Sqrs at(z*,a*), where a* ¢ U, _, (x*) with £ = (span {dpo,dp1})*.

(F6) Let g be an arbitrary vector field in G such that g(x*) & CF=2(x*). If (po,¢1) is a flat
output of Sqrs at (x*,0*), where 0* ¢ U, . (z*), with £ = (span {dpo, dp1})*, and satisfies
(Lgpo, Lgp1)(xz*) # (0,0), then (po,¢1) is a flat output of ¥y, at (x*,u*), where u* ¢
Uchar(x*)-

For a pair of functions (¢, ¢1), the conditions to be a flat output are, formally, the same for
Yaf¢ and the associated control-linear system ¥, and are given by (FO1)-(FO2) (or, equivalently,
by (FO1)’-(FO2)’). Notice, however, that the vector field along which we differentiate changes from
F, sy into Fy;;, and thus the conditions change as well. This implies that there is more flat outputs
for 3, s than for the associated X;,. Actually, the condition (FO1) applied to 3j;, implies that
(Lgo, Lgp1)(x*) # (0,0) (thus obtaining the same necessary and sufficient conditions as those
given in (Li and Respondek, 2012)) for two-input control-linear systems ), whereas (FO1) applied
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to Xgp s still admits systems for which (Lgpo, Lgp1)(x*) = (0,0) as the following example shows.

Example 1: Consider the control-affine system:

20 =0 731 = 20 + 2209
Zo = 2300

Zp—1 = ZKVo
Zk = U1

which is in the triangular form compatible with the chained form TCh%. We claim that it is z-flat
with (o, p1) = (21 — 2022, 22) as z-flat output around z* = 0, although (Lg¢po, Lep1)(0) = (0,0),
for any vector field in G such that g(z*) & Ck¥=2(2*), provided that v # 0 and (1 — zZvg) # 0, the
latter condition being always satisfied at z* = 0, but not in a neighborhood.

Indeed, we have ¢y = zp — 202300, Y1 = 23v0 and it follows that ¢y = 29(1 — ¢1), from which
we deduce zg = 1f—f’pl, provided that 1 — ¢1 = 1 — 23v;5 # 0. By differentiating that relation, we
get vo = 2 = 4 (155) = 6o(@F, ¢1), where @] = (¢4, B, - ,o?")). From ¢ = z3vg, we compute

= 2 = y3(@3, @?). Then, 23 gives z4 = 14(&5, @}) and so on. Finally we get 2, = (g6 ", @5 ")

and v; = 51(¢>§, cﬁ’f) Thus (¢, 1) = (21 — 2022, 22) is indeed an z-flat output of the system around
z* = 0 such that 2305 # 1.

Let us now consider the chained form Ch'f and take g = go. We compute Lgpg = —2z02300, Lgp1 =
z3vg and we clearly have (Lgpo, Lyp1)(0) = (0,0). Since the condition (Lgypg, Lgp1)(2*) # (0,0) is
necessary for (¢, 1) to be an z-flat output for the chained form, see (Li and Respondek, 2012)),
we deduce that (¢g,¢1) = (21 — 2029, z2) is not an x-flat output at z* = 0 for Ch¥. O

z3

For control-linear systems >, the choice of a flat output is not unique (different choices are
parameterized by an arbitrary function of three variables whose differentials annihilate C*¥=2, as
assures Proposition [2 below) but all flat outputs exhibit the same singularity in control space (see
item (F'4) of Proposition ), which is the control u., where u. € Uepqr such that ucogo+uc191 € C!
( for any x € X, it defines a one-dimensional linear subspace of U = R?). In the control-affine
case, the nature of singularities changes substantially: each choice of a flat output creates its own
singularities in the control space. More precisely, a flat output (¢g,¢1) ceases to be a flat output
for controls u* belonging to U, which is the union of Ufz_g’ U 2ing (universal for all choices of
(@0, 1) and consisting, for each fixed x € X, of the union of k—2 one-dimensional affine subspaces
of U = R?) and of U ffj_ng, which is a one-dimensional affine subspace of U = R? that depends on

—sing

(o, 1) since £ = (span {dyg, dp1})*. All those k — 1 affine subspaces are, in general, different
although some of them may coincide and, indeed, in the control-linear case all of them coincide
and reduce to the linear-space of U = R? containing the characteristic controls u. that correspond
to the characteristic distribution C', that is, the corresponding trajectories remain tangent to C!.
Moreover, if we apply an invertible feedback v = 4 (which always exists and can be explicitly
calculated) such that C' = span {j1} and G° = span {go, §1}, a control . is characteristic, that is,
singular for flatness of ¥, if and only if the feedback modified control is i, = S Du, = (0, teq)t.

Now it is clear that the control-affine system X, is flat if we avoid the universal singular set

Ufz_g’ U 2ing as well as the set singular for all choices of flat outputs (¢g, 1), that is the set (U ffj_ng

(the intersection taken over all £), which explains different statements for a fixed choice of (g, 1)
in item (F'2)(éi) and an arbitrary choice of (¢, ¢1) in item (F'1).

Notice that Theorem [3] is valid for any k& > 3 (thus for a system defined on a manifold X of
dimension at least 4). In fact, in item (i), we use the characteristic distribution C¥=2 of G*¥~2, but
if dim X = 3, i.e., k = 2, such a distribution does not exist and item (ii) does not apply to that
case. Item (i77), however, is well defined even for dim X = 3 and remains equivalent to (i) .

10
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As an immediate corollary of Theorem [3] we obtain a system of first order PDE’s, described
by Proposition [2] below, whose solutions give all z-flat outputs. Like for systems equivalent to the
chained form (see (Li and Respondek, 2012))), z-flat outputs for the systems feedback equivalent
to the triangular form TC’h’f are far from being unique: since the distribution C*~2 is involutive
and of corank three, there are as many functions g satisfying L.pg = 0, for any ¢ € C*~2, as
functions of three variables. Indeed, according to the following proposition, ¢y can be chosen as any
function of the three independent functions, whose differentials annihilate C*~2, and if moreover,
< dipg, G® > (*) # 0, then there exists a unique @1 (up to a diffeomorphism) completing it to an
z-flat output.

Proposition 2: Consider a two-input control-affine system Xqpr : & = f(x) + uogo(x) + ui1g1(z),
defined on a manifold X, of dimension k+ 1 > 4, that is locally, around x* € X, static feedback
equivalent to TC’h’f. Let C*=2 = span {cy,- -+ ,cr_o} be the characteristic distribution of GF~2 such
that cp_o(x*) & C*=3(x*) and g be an arbitrary vector field in G such that g(x*) & C*~2(x*). Then

(i) For any smooth function g such that
(Flat 1) Lewo=0,1<i<k—2, and < dpo,G" 2> (z*) #0,

the distribution £ = C*=2 + span {v} is involutive, where v = (Lyp0)[ck—2, 9] — (Lic,_5,9%0)9-

(i) A pair (o, p1) of smooth functions defined on a neighborhood of x* is an x-flat output at
(a*,u*) with u* & Ur_ging(x*), if and only if (after permuting po and 1, if necessary) o is
any function satisfying (Flat 1) and p1 satisfies

(dpo Adpr A dpo A digr)(x*,u*) # 0,
(Flat 2) L.,01=0, for1<i<k—2,
Lv‘Pl =0.

(i4) If in (Flat 1), we replace < dpg, G2 > (z%) # 0 by < dipo, G > (2*) # 0, then for any
function g satisfying Lepg = 0, for any ¢ € C*72, and < dipg, G° > (z*) # 0, there always
exists @1 such that the pair (@o, p1) is an x-flat output of Xury; given any such gq, the choice
of ¢1 is unique, up to a diffeomorphism, that is, if (po, P1) is another minimal x-flat output,
then there exists a smooth map h, smoothly invertible with respect to the second argument,
such that

&1 = h(po, 1)

Remark. Notice that for a function g satisfying < dpg, G¥~2 > (2*) # 0 (and not the stronger
condition < dypg,G° > (2*) # 0, or equivalently L,po(z*) # 0, see Proposition 2l(iii)), it can be
impossible to find, among all solutions of L.,1 = Lyp1 = 0,1 < i < k—2, a function ¢ satisfying
(dpo A dor A dpg A dpr)(x*,u*) # 0 and therefore item (7i7) does not hold, in general, under the
weaker condition < dyg,GF72 > (2*) # 0. This is, for example, the case of control-linear systems.

As expected, the system of PDE’s allowing us to compute all z-flat outputs of a system locally
static feedback equivalent to T' C’h’f does not depend on the drift f and it is the same as that provided
in (Li and Respondek, 2012)) for z-flat outputs in the case of control-linear ¥, feedback equivalent
to the chained form. For more details and the proof of Proposition 2in the case Lypo(z*) # 0, we
refer the reader to (Li and Respondek, 2012)).

Finally, it turns out that almost all z-flat outputs are compatible with the triangular form T'C’ h’f
(as are z-flat outputs of the chained form). In fact, for any given flat output (g, p1) of a system
Yas¢ feedback equivalent to TCRY, verifying (Lgo, Lgp1)(x*) # (0,0), we can bring ¥,f¢ into
T C’h’f for which g and ¢ serve as the two top variables, as the following proposition assures. The
following result is technical and will be useful in our proofs, but it has its own interest.

11
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Proposition 3: Assume that X5y is locally, around x*, static feedback equivalent to the triangular
form TChY and let (po, 1) be an z-flat output around (x*,u*), such that (Lgpo, Lye1)(x*) # (0,0),
where g is an arbitrary vector field in G such that g(z*) & C*=2(x*). Then we can bring Yaff to
TC’hlf around z* such that zg = o and z1 = @1 (after permuting @y and @1, if necessary).

Remark. The above proposition is valid around z* which is not necessary equal to 0. If we want
to map z* into z* = 0, then an affine transformation of flat outputs may be needed. More precisely,
we can bring Y, s to TCh’f around z* = 0 such that zy = ¢ and z1 = 1 + kopo (after permuting
o and ¢q), where kg € R.

4.2 Flatness of control systems static feedback equivalent to T(Z’h’;qb

We now turn to the case m > 2. It is clear that TChF, is z-flat, with ¢ = (29,21, , 2},) being
a flat output, at any point (z*,v*) € RF™+1 x R™+1 satisfying

rk Fl(z*v*) =m, for 1 <1 <k—1,

where F! = (ﬂlj), for 1 <1<k —1, is the m x m matrix given by

(fl H—l )

Fl; = al“ , for 1 <d,j <m.
i

Therefore, flat systems equivalent to T° Chfn exhibit singularities in the control space (depending
on the state) defined in an invariant way by

m szng U m— szng

where
Up—sing (@) = {u(z) € R? : vk (G' + [f + gu, LH])(x) < (i + 2)m + 1},

with £+ = ¢, for 0 < i < k — 3, where C**! is the characteristic distribution of G, and
L£F=1 = £, the involutive subdistribution of G¥=2 and gu = Yok, uigi- This singularity is excluded
by item (m-F1) of the next theorem describing all minimal a-flat outputs of control-affine systems
feedback equivalent to the triangular form TChE,.

Theorem 4: Consider a control-affine system o5 : @ = f(x) + > 2o wigi(z), with m > 2,
defined on an open subset X of R¥™ 1 where k > 2, that is locally, around z* € X, static feedback
equivalent to T Ch'ﬁn and its associated control-linear system Xy, 1 & = Z?lo u;gi(x).

(m-F1) Sapr is x-flat, of differential weight (k+ 1)(m + 1), at any (z*,u*) € X x R™! such that
w* & Up—sing(z¥).

(m-F2) If (@0, -+, m) is a minimal x-flat output of Loy s at (x*,u*), where u* € Up—sing(z*), then
there exists an open neighborhood X* of x* and coordinates (2o, z%, R R zf, e ,z%)
on X* in which Eaf ¢ 48 locally feedback equivalent to the triangular form T C’h , such that
o = 20 and @; = z , for 1 <@ < m, after permuting the components p; of the ﬂat output
©, if necessary.

(m-F3) Let pg, 1, , om be m~+1 smooth functions defined in a neighborhood of x*. The following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) The (m + 1)-tuple (wo, 1, ,m) s a minimal x-flat output of Xafp at (x*,u*),
where u* & Up—sing(T*);

12
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(i) The (m~+1)-tuple (vo, 1, ,Pm) is a minimal x-flat output of Xy, at (x*,0*), where
a* is such that Y o wrgi(z*) & Cl(z*), where C! is the characteristic distribution of
gl}.

(iii) The (m+1)-tuple (vo, @1, ,pm) satisfies the following conditions in a neighborhood
of z*:
(m-FO1) dpg A dpy A -+ Adom(x*) # 0;
(m-FO2) L = (span{dpg,de1,--- ,dpm})*", where L denotes the involutive subdis-
tribution of corank one in GF~2.
Moreover, the (m + 1)-tuple (po,p1, -+ ,om) 1S unique, up to a diffeomorphism, i.e., if

(G0, P1s " s Pm) s another minimal x-flat output, then there exist smooth maps h; such
that @; = hi(vo0, 1, ,m), 0 < i < m, and h = (ho,h1, - ,hp) is a local diffeomor-
phism.

Theorem [ indicates how flatness of control-affine systems locally equivalent to TC’hﬁ1 reminds,
but also how it differs from, that of control-linear systems locally equivalent to the m-chained form
Chk..

While Theorem [, associated to the case m = 1, allows us to compute all z-flat outputs of
TCh%, Theorem [ describes all minimal x-flat outputs of T’Ch% . Functions whose differentials
annihilate £ are clearly not the only z-flat outputs of TChE . They are, however, the only that
possess the minimality property, i.e., when determining, with their help, all state and control
variables, we use the minimal possible number of derivatives, which is (k4 1)(m+ 1), see the proof
of Theorem [l According to item (i), their description coincides with that of minimal z-flat outputs
of ¥jin. Indeed, conditions (m-FO1)-(m-FOZ2) are the same as those given in (Respondek, 2003)
for control-linear systems feedback equivalent to the m-chained form. The presence of the drift has
no influence on characterizing minimal z-flat outputs, but, analogously to the case m = 1, it plays
a role in describing singularities in the control space.

As for the characterization of the m-chained form and, consequently, of control-affine systems
static feedback equivalent to T'ChF , the involutive subdistribution £ of corank one in GF¥=2 is
crucial for minimal z-flat outputs computation. Indeed, all minimal z-flat outputs are determined
by L. In contrast with the case m = 1, where the choice of x-flat outputs is parameterized by a
function of three well chosen variables, minimal z-flat outputs of TChF, are unique (as they are for
the m-chained form). This is a consequence of the uniqueness of the involutive subdistribution £
of corank one in G*¥72, in the case m > 2, and multiple noncanonical choices of £, if m = 1.

For control-affine systems, it is the drift f, the characteristic distributions C?, for 1 <i <k — 2,
and the involutive subdistribution £ of corank one in Qk_z, that describe singularities in the
control space. Although £ is not involved in the compatibility conditions (see item (m-Comp) of
Theorem [2)), it plays an important role in determining the singular controls at which the system
ceases to be flat.

The description of the set of singular controls U,,_sing is also valid for driftless systems, i.e., for
f =0, but it is redundant. In fact, the set of singular controls u. for control-linear systems can be
described using the first characteristic distribution C' only: the singular controls . are such that
the corresponding trajectories are tangent to the characteristic distribution C!, that is, . verifying
S o tei(2)gi(z) € Cl(z). Clearly, they form, for any x € X, an m-dimensional linear subspace
of U = R™*!, If we apply an invertible feedback u = (3@ such that C' = span{gi, - ,Gm} and
G% = span {go} + C!, then the singular controls 4. are of the form . = (0, ¢ 1, ,Tem)-

Finally, it turns out that minimal z-flat outputs and the triangular form T° Ch'ﬁn are compatible:
in fact, for any m + 1 smooth functions g, @1, ,¢m that form a minimal z-flat output of a
system X,y feedback equivalent to TChE,, we can bring S,y into the form TChE, for which
©0, %1, ,em Dlay the role of the top variables, as item (m-F2) assures. An analogous result is

also valid for minimal z-flat outputs and the m-chained form, see (Li and Respondek, 2011)).

As an immediate corollary of Theorem [ we get the following system of PDE’s whose solutions

13
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give all minimal z-flat outputs for control-affine systems static feedback equivalent to T C’hfn.
Denote by v;, for 1 < j < (k — 1)m, the vector fields spanning the distribution £ (for their
computation see Appendix A).

Proposition 4: Consider a control-affine system Y55 : & = f(x) + > 7" uigi(x), with m > 2,
defined on an open subset X of R¥™ 1 where k > 2, that is locally, around z* € X, static feedback
equivalent to TChE,. Let £L = span{v;, 1< j < (k—1)m} be the involutive subdistribution of
corank one in G¥=2. Then smooth functions o, @1, ,Ym, defined in a neighborhood of x*, form
a minimal x-flat output at (x*,u*), u* & Up—sing(x*) if and only if

Lypi=0,1<j<(k—=1)m, 0<i<m,

and dog AN dpy A -+ A dpy () # 0.

5. Examples and applications

5.1 Example: TCh’l" ts not necessary for flatness

In the previous section we have seen that systems locally static feedback equivalent to the triangular
form to TChE,, m = 1 or m > 2, are z-flat and we have described all z-flat outputs. Therefore
being static feedback equivalent to TChE , m = 1 or m > 2 is sufficient for z-flatness. A natural
question arises: is static feedback equivalence to TChF, necessary for flatness, provided that the
control-linear subsystem is static feedback equivalent to the chained form? The next example gives
a negative answer to this question. Consider the following control-affine system whose control-
linear part is already in the chained form Ch$, but whose drift f does not satisfy the compatibility

condition (Comp) and thus the system cannot be transformed into T'Chj:

Z0=wg 21 = 23 + 2200
Zyg = —z4 + 2300
Zz3 = a(?g) + 2409
4=

where a is a smooth function depending on 2, 21, 22, z3. The pair (o, 1) = (20, 21) is an z-flat
output. Indeed, we have ¢y = zg implying ¢g = vy and ¢ = 21 implying

1 = 23 + 2909 = 23 + 220
¢1 = a(po, 1, 22, 23) + 2395 + 22%0-

These expressions allow us to calculate zo and z3 via the implicit function theorem as

29 = 72(@%7 @%)
z3 = ’73((1537 @%)7
for some functions 72, 73, where @ denotes (@, @, - - - ,go(l)). By differentiating z3, we deduce z4 =

Y4(@3, #3) which yields vy = 61(@5, #1). So we have expressed all state and control variables as
functions of pg and ¢; and their derivatives proving that (¢g,¢1) = (20,21) is, indeed, an z-flat
output.

14
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5.2 Application to mechanical systems: coin rolling without slipping on a moving
table

Consider a vertical coin of radius R rolling without slipping on a moving table, see Figure[ll Assume
that the surface of the table is on the xy-plane and denote by (x,y) the position of the contact
point of the coin with the table, and by € and ¢, respectively, the orientation of the vertical plane
containing the coin and the rotation angle of the coin. Then the configuration space for the system
is Q = SE(2) x S and is parameterized by the generalized coordinates ¢ = ((z,v,6), ¢).

Figure 1. The coin on a moving table

Assume that the table moves with respect to the inertial frame obeying the differential equations

iy = a(Tt, Yt)
Us = B(xt, yt)- 3)

for a smooth vector field (a, )T on R2.
Therefore the nonholonomic constraints of rolling without slipping can be represented by

Zsinf — gy cos =0 (4)
(# —a)cosb + (y— f)sinf = Ro,

which leads to the kinematic model of the coin on a moving table as

x cos B(ccos @ + Bsinf) 0 Rcosb
Y sinf(acosd + [Ssind 0 Rsinf

Yeom: | 4| = ( 0 Bsind) 1wt 0 ug. (5)
b 0 0 1

The system is control-affine because the nonholonomic constraints are affine (and not linear) as a
result of the motion of the table with respect to the inertial frame.

Remark 1: Assume that a = —wy;, 8 = wxy, that is, the motion equation of the table is
Ty = —wyy
yt = W,

meaning that the table rotates around its center point with the angular velocity w. Substituting

a = —wy, f =wz into (B, we obtain the model of the coin on a rotating table as
x wcosB(zsinh — ycosb) 0 Rcosf
] wsinf(zsinf — ycos b 0 Rsinf
) 0 0 1

15
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which coincides with the model given by (Kai, 20006]).

Proposition 5: The coin on a moving table X o, given by (4), is feedback equivalent to the
triangular form TCh3 if and only if the motion of the table is described by

Ty = cys+d
Y = —cr;+e

where ¢, d, e € R are constant.
Remark 2: Notice that introducing Z; = 2 — e/c and §; = y; + d/c, we obtain:

Ty = cyy
Yt = —Cxt.

The only motions of table that lead to the triangular form T'Ch$ are thus constant speed rotations
around a fixed point (e/c, —d/c).

Proof. The system Y.y, is feedback equivalent to the triangular form 7°C' h’f if and only if it satisfies
the conditions (Ch1)-(Ch3) and (Comp) of Theorem [2] or, equivalently, conditions (Ch1)’-(Ch2)’
and (Comp). Consider the associated distribution G and the drift f given by:

0 Rcosf cosB(acos @ + Fsinf)
G — span {g1, g2} — span (1) 7 RSSHH and f — s1n9(ozcos(()9—|—6sm9)
0 1 0
A straightforward calculation shows that
—Rsin6 —Rcosf
Rcosf —Rsin6
93 = g1, 92] = 0 , 914=91,93] = 0
0 0

Therefore G! = Gy = span {g1, g2, 93} and G?> = Gy = span {g1, g2, g3, 94} which gives that tk G! =
tkG; = 3 and 1kG? = rkGy = 4 and thus conditions (Ch1)’-(Ch2)’ hold. Moreover, it is easy to
see that C! = span {c} where ¢ = go and a direct computation gives

YR cos 6
Rsind
o =1fal=— 7" |
0

where

B foJe! ap . . Oa aB .
’y-cos@(ax cosf + o sm@) +Sm9<8y cosf + 3y sm@).

The condition (Comp) of Theorem B requires that [f,c] C G' implying that the vector fields [f, c]
and g3 are colinear and this is the case if and only if v = 0. We thus have to solve

da op . . O op . -
cos@<%cosﬁ+%8m0>—I—Sln0<8—ycos(9+a—ysm9>—0.
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Dividing the above equation by cos? 6 and denoting w = tan 6, we get

O <8a 85) op

2
- =0
ox + oy Oz U oy '

Ay
which implies that

%_78_?4_7

Oa B 804__%
0 0 oy Oz’

We get a = a(y), 8 = f(x) and then by the equality g—z = —g—g, we have

where ¢ € R is a constant. This gives

a=cy+d
B=—-cxr+e

where ¢, e, f € R are constants and the motion of the table is described by

it = CY¢ +d
Y = —cxy + €,

which proves the proposition. [l
6. Proofs

6.1 Proof of Theorem [l

Proof. Necessity. Consider a two-input control-affine system Y,r¢ : & = f(2) + uogo(x) + w191 ()
locally, around x*, static feedback equivalent to TC’h’f and bring it into the form TC’h’f, around z*.
By abuse of notation, we continue to denote by f, go and g1, the drift and the controlled vector
fields of TCh%. The distribution G = span {go, g1}, associated to TCh¥, is given by

— P 82k7 (92:0 2821 k(‘?zk_l '

By an induction argument, it is immediate to show that

; 0 o 0 0
g —gi—SPan{%f" 7a—%aa—%+22a—zl+"'+2k—zm}-

Thus gk_l = TX and the distribution G¥=3 is of constant rank k — 1. The characteristic distribu-
tion C* of G* is given by

0

)
0zp—it1

C' = span { ~-,%},1§i§k‘—2.

So it is immediate to see that C*~2 is contained in G*~3, this inclusion is of corank one and
GO(2*) ¢ C*=2(z*). This shows (Chi)-(Ch3).
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Moreover, we have

0 _ Ofg—1 0

9 4 1
[3%’ ] Ozp Ozp_1 €9
and
0 _ Oy O mod span { ? i}
Oz—ip1’ O0zk—iv1 02— P Ozp—iy1 Oz

which is clearly in G?, for any 2 < i < k — 2. It follows that [f,C!] C G, for 1 < i < k — 2,
which shows (Comp). The conditions (Chl) — (Ch3) involve the distribution G only, so they are
invariant under feedback of the form g — gB. Obviously, [g;,C!] € G' (since C' is characteristic
for G%), for 0 < j < 1,1 <4 < k — 2, and thus (Comp) is invariant under feedback of the form

f= f+ag+ogi

Sufficiency. Consider a two-input control-affine system X,/ : & = f(z) +
uogo(z) + wigi(z) satisfying the conditions (Ch1)-(Ch3) and (Comp). As proved in
(Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a)), the items (Chl)-(ChS3) assure the existence of an invert-

ible static feedback transformation u = fu and a change of coordinates z = ¢(z) bringing the
distribution G° into the chained form, which transform the system X,y into

ZQ = ao(Z) + ’LNL(] 21 = al(z) + ZQ’LNL(]

-1 = ap—1(2) + 200
ZE = ak(z) + U7

with a; smooth functions. Applying the invertible static feedback vy = ag(z) + g and v1 = ag(z) +
1, we obtain

Zo=vo21 = fi(z) + 2

Zp—1 = fr—1(2) + 210
Zy =

where f; = a; — z;11a¢. In these coordinates, we have

; 0 o 0 0
' = 7 — a4y v 4o a. —1 ) Sék_17
g g Span{azk_i azk (92:0 + 22 (92:1 + + 2k 82k—i—1} 0 !
and
- 0 0
cl = )} 1<i<k-2.
Span{azk_i_l’_l Y ) 8Zk }7 — ? =
From [f,C!] C G, for any 1 < i < k — 2, it follows immediately that
ofi : . .
=0, fori+2<j<kand1<i<k-—2
aZj
which gives the triangular normal form T'Ch}. O
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6.2 Proof of Theorem

Proof.  Necessity. Consider a control-affine system ¥ : & = f(x) 4+ Y_;", u;gi(x) locally, around z*,
static feedback equivalent to TChE, and bring it into the form TChE,, around z*. To simplify the
notation, we continue to write f and g;, 0 < i < m, for the drift and the controlled vector fields of
TChE, and we denote

Oy _span{2 ... 2
A E AR

}.

span {
The distribution G° = span {g;, 0 < i < m}, associated to TChF , is given by

0
G° = span {go, FRaE

By an induction argument, it is immediate that

0

W,“‘,@ago}a 0<i<k-1

G' = span {

It follows that GF—1 = TX , the distribution G*~2 has constant rank (k—1)m+ 1 and contains an
involutive subdistribution of constant corank one given by

0
et

L= Span{%,---
and Qo(z*) is not contained in £(z*). This shows (m-Ch1)-(m-Ch3). The characteristic distribution
of G is given by

,. ) ) .
C :Span{w,'u,w}, 1§2Sk—2,

and we have, for any k —i+ 1 <[l <kand1<j<m,

o o L op o
0z 8zl1_1 azé- Ozt

J

mod C°

0

which is clearly in G*. Thus [f,C] C G, for 1 < i < k — 2, which proves item (m — Comp).

Sufficiency. Consider the control-affine system X.¢;r : & = f(z) + Y ;" uigi(z) sat-
isfying the conditions (m-Chl)-(m-Ch3) and (m-Comp). According to Theorem 5.6 in
(Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a)), the items (m-Chl)-(m-Ch3) assure the existence of an
invertible static feedback transformation w = S@ and of a change of coordinates z = ¢(x) (see
Appendix B where we explain how to construct the diffeomorphism ¢ and the feedback transfor-
mation) bringing the distribution GY into the m-chained form and thus the system %, 7f into

Zo=ao(2) +ao 2{ =aj(2) +2{to - Zy = ay(2) + 2l
2 =add(2) + Zag 2 =a2,(2) + 231
A7 = af M) + 2o - = ahT(2) + 2
oo =di(x)+m 2 =ak (2) + g
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with a;'- smooth functions. Applying the invertible static feedback vy = ag(2)+iig and v; = a¥(2)+;,
for 1 <i < m, we get

N

S
I
<

S
N

with f;: = az- — sz'lao.. In the z-coordinates, we have

9 igg},OﬁiSk—l.

= gpan{——, -, )
g p {8zk_’ 0z

The characteristic distribution of G is given by

. ) 9 .
C :Span{W,"',w}, 1§2Sk—2,

and the corank one involutive subdistribution of G*¥—2 by
0
L= Span{@,--- , @}
We have, for 1 <i <k — 2,

) & ofs 0 ) )
[azf_z+l 9 f] - Z Z 82f_2+1 a—le IIlOd Span{azk_i R azk_l }

and since [#,f] € G, for any 1 < j < m, we obtain

kj_filurl:o, forany 1 <4l <m, 1<s<k—i—1.
z; !
It follows that f exhibits the desired trangular form T'ChE,. O

6.3 Proof of Theorem

Proof of (F1). Consider the two-input control-affine system ¥ : & = f(z) + uogo(z) + uigi(x)
locally, around z*, feedback equivalent to T° Ch'f and bring it into the form T° Ch'f , around z*. To
simplify notation, we continue to denote by f, respectively by go and g1, the drift, respectively the
controlled vector fields of TChY.

It is clear that TChY is z-flat, with ¢ = (29, 21) being a flat output, at any point (z*, v*) satisfying

ofi
0zi1

(") +v5 #0, for 1 <i<k-—1,

20
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where v* = (v§,v]). Recall that, in coordinates z, we have

0 o 0 0 0
= e = —_ ... o <i<k-
Gl = span{ak Z ’82k7820+z2821+ —i—zk_ZaZk_Z_l} for0<i<k-—1,
and
. 0 0
C span{aZk_iH, ,82k},1 1< k—2

Notice that for each 0 <i <k — 3, the only nontrivial condition for [f + udgo + u! gl,C”l] C G to
be satisfied for TCh¥ is [f + vigo + vig, az -] € G implying [f, 6;:7'] Oaz,fj,l € G' and hence

Ofk—i—1 ;
—_— =0.
azk—i (Z) + Vo
The latter is feedback invariant because [ f +uf)go+u’i g1,C"1] C G'is feedback invariant as explained

just after the definition of U ;mg in Section @l Another argument proving feedback invariance is that

we look for the vector field f(x)-+uo(z) go+u1(x)’g belonging to the affine distribution f(x)+G°(x)

which, obviously, is feedback invariant. To summarize, v* € Uk U slmg( z*) if and only if

O fr—i—1

Do (z)+v5=0,0<i<k-—3.

To analyze the condition [f +ub~2gy +ut2g1,1] € GF2, where | € £ and | ¢ C*~2, take | = 8%2'

Then
_ _ 0 5 0 _
[f‘Hfg 290+U1f 29171]:”78—22]_’”5 28—21€gk 2,
if and only if
of1 _
8—22(Z)+U§ 2—0

The definition of U fj2J is feedback invariant (for the some reasons as those giving invariance of
Ul 0<i<k-—23)and thus v* € Ufjjng if and only if afl( *) + vy = 0, where £ is such that

szng7
GO(z*) € L(z*). If L is such that G°(x*) € L(z*), we will show when proving the equivalence (i) <=
(1), that under the assumption, which we always assume, (dpg A dp1 A dgo A dpr) (2, u*) # 0,
where £1 = span{dy, dp1 }, we have u* ¢ Ufjjng (z*) and in X* x R?, where X* is a sufficiently
small neighborhood of x*, the set U fjing (x) consists of two connected components that define, for
each fixed value x € X*, x # x*, an affine subspace of U = R2.
Now observe that the set of the singular control values U fjfng (at which (¢g,¢1) ceases to be
a flat output for TC’h’f) is determined by £ which, in turn, is uniquely associated to the choice of
the flat output (@g, 1) by £+ = span{dyg, dp;}. Different choices of (g, 1) lead, in general, to
different distributions £ and, consequently, to different singular control values and the system is
not flat only at those that are singular for all choices of £. Hence

k—2
52”9 U sing Uszng
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where

k—2 __ k—2
Using - Uﬁfsing :

L

Proof of (F2). It was shown in (Li and Respondek, 2012)) that conditions (FO2) and (FO2)' are
equivalent (for control-linear systems Y, but notice that (FO2) and (FO2)" do not involve the
drift f). We deduce immediately that (ii) < (i7). We will now prove that (ii) = ().

First consider the case (Lgo, Lgp1)(z*) # (0,0). By (Li and Respondek, 2012)), a pair (¢o, ¢1)
satisfying (FO1) — (FO2) forms a flat output of the control-linear system ¥, and, also by
(Li and Respondek, 2012)), (v, 1) is compatible with the chained form so there exists a local static
feedback transformation bringing >, into the chained form with zg = g and z1 = 1 + koo,
ko € R, which thus transforms the control-affine system X,y into

0= fo(z) +vo 21 = fi(z) + 2w

Zo—1 = fr—1(2) + 2100
Z = fulz) +u

Replacing vy by vg — fo and v; by v1 — fi and using [f,C’] C D, we conclude (repeating the proof
of (F1)) that the system is in the triangular form and thus, flat at (z*,u*) such that u* ¢ U,_, ==
L.Jf:_()3 U;ing U Ufjs%ng’ where £ = (Span {d(po, d(pl})J—'

Now consider the case (Lgpo, Lgp1)(x*) = (0,0). Since X,5¢ : & = f(x) + uogo(z) + ui1g1(z) is
locally, around z*, feedback equivalent to T° C’h’f, we can assume that ¥, is in the triangular form
TChY around z* = 0:

Zo=wvo 21 = fi(zo,21,22) + 2919
Zo = fa(z0, 21,22,23) + 230
k
TCR: :
Zh—1 = fr—1(20," -+, zx) + 2100
Z, =1

The characteristic distribution C*~2 takes the form C*¥~2 = Span{a%, ceey 5%}’ and the con-

dition L.p; = 0, for any ¢ € C¥~2, given by (FO2) implies that ¢; = ¢;(20, 21, 22), for i = 0, 1.
Condition (FO1) implies that dpg A dp1(x*) # 0, that is equivalent to

9o 99 90

820 821 (92:2 _
Hl 0o 0p1 01 | OV =2
(92:0 821 82’2

Notice that the condition (Lgpo, Lgp1)(x*) = (0,0) implies that g—f{‘;(O) = g—f;(O) = 0 and thus we
get

90 90

821 82’2 —

821 82’2
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We assume ¢g(0) = ¢1(0) = 0 (if not, replace ¢g by po — ¢o(0) and ¢1 by @1 — ¢1(0)). We will
introduce new coordinates (21, 22) = (o, ¢1) in two steps. Assume that ‘gf; (0) # 0 (if not, permute
o and ¢1) and put Zo = ¢1(20, 21, 22). Then the two first components become

21 = fi(20, 21, %2) + a(20, 21, Z2)v0

Zo = fa(20, 21, Z2, 23) + b(20, 21, 22, 23)v0,

where fg = Lyp1, b= Lyyp1 and a = 29 = 4,01_1(20, 21, Z2) is the inverse of 1 with respect to zs.
Notice ‘that b= Lgp1 = g—f; + ?9—51122 + gﬁ; 23 is affine with respect to z3 and 2—2(0) # 0 so
Zi = L;;?’b, for 3 < i < k, is a valid local change of coordinates in which the system, under the

feedback 77 = LfL’;O_?’b + UOL’;O_% + vnglL’gfo_gb, takes the form

Zo=wo 1 = fi(z0,21,%) + a(20, 21, Z2)vo
Zo = fa(zo, 21, 22, 23) + Z3vp
"?k—l = fro—1(20, 21,22, -+ , Z) + Zxvo
Zr,  =1.

Now put 21 = (20, 21, 22). We get Z =1L 70 + voLg,po. Notice that Ly g is affine with respect

to z3 and Ly is, in general, nonlinear with respect to z3 since so is fo. Omitting “ ~ " we get
Zo=wo 21 = fi(20,21,22,23)  + (A+ Bz3)wo
Zp = fa(z0,21,22,23)  + 2300
: (8)
Zpo1 = fe—1(20, 21, , 2) + 2xv0
2k = vy,

where A and B depend on zg, 21, z only. Observe that for (8), we have ¢y = 21, 1 = 25 and CF~2 =
span{a%g, cey a%k}, therefore the condition (Lgipo)Lic g1 = (Lgp1)Lic,g 00 gives A + 23B = z3B
and thus A = 0 everywhere.

Notice that the function f2(zg, 21, 22, 23) can always be expressed as

fa(z0, 21, 22, 23) = fao(20, 21, 22) + 23 f21(20, 21, 22, 23)
for some smooth functions fop and fo; and thus
%y = fa(20, 21, 22, 23) + 2300 = fo0(20, 21, 22) + 23(f21(20, 21, 22, 23) + Vo).

Define the new control 0y = fa1(z0, 21, 22, 23) + vo and denote 17 = fs1, then (&) becomes

f9=To—n4 = fi(20,21,22,23) + 23B
2y = falzo,21,22)  + 2300
: 9)
G1 = Fre1(zo0, -+, 2k) + 2100
2k = U1,

where fo = foo and f; = f; — z3Bn, for i # 2.
Note that X,y is assumed to be locally, around z* € X, static feedback equivalent to T C’h’f,
hence the conditions [f,C’] C G* hold, for 1 < i < k — 2, and are invariant under change of
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coordinates and feedback. Clearly, for (@), C¥~2 = span{(%s, cel é%} and thus [f, CcF2?) c gk—2
implies [f, 8%3] € G*=2 and yields

_on

~ 0 0z3 1 0
|:f7 8—:| = % =« ZgB + 5 B )
z3 03 23 1

modulo C¥~2, for some smooth functions ¢, § which gives g—f; = 0. Therefore f; = fl(zo, 21, z9) and
thus (@) is, actually, in the following form

=T—n 4 =f02,2) +2Bl
Z9 fa(20, 21, 22) + 2300
: (10)
21 = feo1(z0, 5 2k) + 2k00
Zr =1,

with (o,¢1) = (21, 22). Define a new variable y = z30y. Notice that, although y = 237 is not a
valid control transformation (since z5 = 0), it is a system’s variable under the assumption that the
differentials dy = z3dtp+vpdz3 is nonzero at (2*, 7). Actually, ¢o and ¢ are functions of the system

variables zg, 21,29 and y. Recall that ¢y = 2; and ¢; = 29. The condition rk%(w Ju¥) =4

together with

8((107 (10) _ 8((107 (10) . a(Z(],Zl,ZQ,y)
Nz u)  9(z0,21,22,Y) O(w,u)

ka(%v%@l)

Do) (z*,v*) = 2. By the implicit function theorem, we can express

implies that r

20 = Co(®o, ¢1, $o, 1)
Yy = Cy(‘:DO,SDlaSbO,Sbl)

in a neighborhood of (2*,v*), for some smooth functions (g, (.

We have zg = 99 — 1 = vg and 2o = f2 + 2309 = f2 + z3(vo + 7). Recall that fg depends on
20, 21, z2 only. So knowing Zg = vg and 29, we can calculate z3 using the implicit functions theorem
if vg+n+4 235L az % 0. Then Z3 gives z4 if vg + 1+ az # 0 and so on, proving that indeed (g, 1)
is an z-flat output at (z*, u*).

To conclude the proof, we have to show the implication (i) = (i7). When proving Proposition [3]
we will show that any flat output (@o, 1) of a system X5y feedback equivalent to T Chk satisfies
(dpo A dpy A dpo A dpr)(x*,u*) # 0 and Lewo = Lepr = (Lgpo) Lic,gp1 — (Lg@1) Lie,gjp0 = 0, for
any ¢ € C*=2. If (Lypo0, Lgp1)(z*) # (0,0), we conclude in the same way as for item (F'1) that the
singular control values v* coincide with v* € Ug_ging(2").

Let us consider the case (Lgpo,Lgp1)(x*) = (0,0). Since the conditions L.py = Lepr =
(Lgo)Lic,gp1 — (Lgp1)Licgpo = 0 are valid everywhere on X, we repeat the proof of (ii) = (i)
and bring the system into the form (I0), around z* = 0, with (¢g,¢1) = (21, 22). Now we will
show that the singular control values v* at which the procedures of calculating zy and vy fail,
given by rk (%"pl)(z*,v*) < 1land vf = —(n+ zgg—;g)(z*), coincide with v* € US™% (%) and

—sing

vt e Ufmg’( *), respectively.

To this end, calculate U[]fjjng (2) = {v(2) = (vo,v1)" : [f + vogo + vig1,1] € GF2}. Since dpg =
dz; and dp; = dz, we have £ = (span {dipg, dp1})*" = span{aiz[),(%s, 6%4,...,6%} and GF2 =
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L + span {Baz + 75 91 Thus [f + vogo + v1g1,1] € GF2, for any | € L, holds (taking the only

nontrivial case | = 8i) if and only if [f, 8‘2 | + volgo, 62 | € € G¥=2 which is equivalent to [(g—i +
o] Of2 - 8 1 o) Ofs 0O o) o) :
UOZ?’@ZB;){)ZI + ago 822] c gk 2 and thus to [( oh —|—1)023aZBO)8Z1 + ago 822] A (Ba_zl + 8_,22) = 0. This
yields v* € Uk gmg( *) if and only if 8f1( ) — Bgf( *) + v§zs gf (z*) = 0 which coincides with
O(po,91)
rkm(z , U ) <1.

Notice that under the assumption (dpg A dpi A dgo A dor) (2", u*) # 0, we have %(z*) -
Bafz( *) # 0 and, since z* = 0, it follows that v & UF=2 (2*). Moreover since aB # 0 (otherwise

820 sing

1 £ TX), for each fixed value x # z* in X*, a sufficiently small neighborhood of z*, we get
Vg, V1) € 2 (27) with vg = ———=, where ¥ = (52-)(5=) ~, and v any. us 1n X ,
Uffs%ng ’ i h w(zo - 22) h w ggfl) gf) ! d Th i X* R2

Z3
the set UszJ(:E) consists of two connected components that define, for each fixed value x € X*,

x # ¥, an affine subspace of U = R?.

To analyze vy = —(n +23ﬂ)( *) notice that for (I0), C*~2 = span{a‘z oo ,az }and G"73 =
ch—2 4 Span{a%o + Z3Baz + Zga }. It follows that [f + @ogo + 01G1,C" 2] € g" 3 is equivalent
to [f+ Dogo + U191, 82 | A (az0 + ngaZ + 2382 ) = OmodCF~ 2, which yields — gL L+ ’00(32 +
zgé%) N~ 9 -+ Zg(Bai1 + Zgaz ))) = 0 implying 238 + 99 = Zgaz +n+wvy = 0. Thus indeed,
vy = (23877 +n)(z*) if and only if v* € Uzns’( ). O

6.4 Proof of Proposition [1]

Proof. In (Li and Respondek, 2012)), the equivalence of the following conditions has been proven
for any two-input system feedback equivalent to the chained form and for a pair of smooth functions

(®0,®1):

(i) The pair (¢o, 1) is an z-flat output of X, at (*,u*), where u* is such that uigo(z*) +

uigi(z*) & C'(a*);

(71) The pair (pg, ¢1) satisfies the following conditions:
(FOllm) dpg N d(pl( ) = 0;
(FO2;,) Lepo = Lepr = Le( 5“01) = 0, for any ¢ € C*¥=2, where the functions g, ¢ are

ordered such that Lgcpo( *) # 0, which is always possible due to item (FO3y;,);

(F03lm) (LgSDO(x*)y Lgﬁpl(x*)) 7& (07 O);

(7i1) The pair (o, ¢1) satisfies the following conditions:
(FOllm) d(po A\ d(pl( ) £ 0;
(F02l2n) (span {d(p()y dﬁPl}) gk—2;

(F03lm) gO( )§Z£( ")

In the view of the above, item (F'3) is obvious. So is (F6) because (FO1)’ yields (FO1y;,)’, the
condition (Lgpo(x*), Lep1(z*)) # (0, 0) implies (FO3;;,) , and (FO2)" and (FO2yy,)" coincide.

To show (F'5), notice that (FO2) and (FO2,)" coincide. To prove that (¢q, p1) satisfies (F01),
we can bring, see (Li and Respondek, 2012)), the control-linear system Y;, into the chained form
compatible with the flat output (g, 1) (which is assumed to be a flat output of X,), that
is, C’h’f with zg = ¢g and 21 = ¢1. In the z-coordinates, the drift takes the triangular form
for TCh¥. By a direct calculation, we can check that (dgg A dp1 A dpg A dpr)(2*,v*) # 0, where
v* € Ur—sing(2*) and £ = (span {dpy, dp1 })*. Hence (o, ¢1) is an z-flat output of Sypf at (z*, @)
where @* & Ur_ging(2™).

It remains to prove (F4). If (¢g,¢1) is a flat output of ¥, then the conditions (FO1y,) —
(FO3y;,) are satisfied and thus so are (FO1) — (FO2) because (FO2) and (FO2;,) coincide and
(@0, p1) being a flat output of Xy, satisfies (FO1) with ¢; = Lg,, ¢, i =0, 1.

To prove the converse, we have to show that condition (F01) (dpg Adp Adpo Adpy)(z*,u*) # 0,
where ¢;, for ¢ = 0,1 is understood as ¢; = Lp, ¢; and Fj;, = wuggo + u1g1, implies that
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(Lgpo, Lgp1)(@*) # (0,0).
Bring ¥j;, into the chained form C’hk around z* = 0 and let (pg, 1) be a flat output. Since

Lewo = Lepr = 0, for all ¢ € CF2 = Span{az R az , it follows ; = ;(20, 21, 22), for ¢ = 0, 1.
Assume (Lgpo, Lgp1)(0) = (0,0), otherwise the claim holds. Thus 8—20(0) =0, for i = 0,1, and

since (dpg A dep1)(0) # 0, we deduce rk %(0) = 2. Assume that %ﬁl (0) # 0 (if not, permute g

and 1) and put Z = ¢1. Notice that b = Ly, o1 = g—f; + gfllz + 850123 is affine with respect to z3
and 8“01( 0) #0so z; = L;;?’b, for 3 < ¢ < k, is a valid local change of coordinates in which the

system, under the feedback v, = U()L];O_2b + 1Ly, L’; 3p, takes the form

Zo=wvo &1 = al(z,21,%)00
52 = 53210
Zk—1 = ZkV0
Zr  =01.

where a = 29 = @] (20,21,%). The condition (Lgpo)Licgpr = (Lgp1)Licgpo yields 620 +

a%f" = 0. So omitting the tildes, we obtain ¢y = gf“ 2300 = 850"

> ¢1. Therefore the differentials

satisfy dyg = gbldgfs mod span {dp; } and since $1(0) = 0, we get (dgoo/\dgpl)( ) = 0, which contra-
dicts the independence of flat outputs and their differentials. Thus (Lg¢o, Lgp1)(0) # (0,0). Now it
is obvious that L.( gii) = 0 is equivalent to (Ly¢0) L g1 = (Lgw1)Licg1p0, Where Lypo(z*) # 0

(after permuting o and 1, if necessary). O

6.5 Proof of Proposition

Proof. For the proof of Proposition in the case Lgpo(z*) # 0, we refer the reader
o (Liand Respondek, 2012). Let us consider the case Lgpo(z*) = 0. Bring the system X,¢f
into the form TCRY, around z* = 0. The characteristic distribution C¥~2 takes the form C*=2 =

span{ PARERE 36_} and the condition L.py = 0, for any ¢ € C*~2, implies that wo = o(20, 21, 22).

From < dgg, G¥=2 > (0) # 0, we deduce gfo( ) # 0. Introducing the new coordinate Zs = g and
following exactly the proof of item (F'2) of Theorem Bl we get (omitting the tildes for 2)

2o = 0o — (20, 21,22, 23) 21 = f1(20,21,22,23) + a(z0, 21, 22)00
Z2 = fa(20,21,22) 4 2300
: (11)
Zp—1= fr—1(20," - 2K) + 2100
Zy =1,
with g = 2. The condition [f,C¥"2] € G¥=2 implies g—g = —a a" In these coordinates we have

v = (Lgpo)lck—2,9] — (Lic,_,,g%0)9 = 238%2 — (8%0 + aa‘zl + 23822)m0de_2. The distribution
L=CF24 span{a%0 + aa%l} is, indeed, involutive and of corank two in TX. Thus there exists
a smooth function ¥ = (2, 21, 22) such that ( ) # 0 and 6w + aaw = 0 and we put z2; = 9.
Then 7, = Ly + g_¢23@0 = fi(z0, 21, 20, 23) + 23B(zo,21,22)v0. From [f, CF2?) € GF2, it follows

Z2
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that fi = f1(z0, 21, 22). We have

=0 -nz = fi(2,21,22) + 23Bl
Z0 = fa(z0, 21, 22) + 230
Z—1 = fr—1(20," -, 2x) + 2Kl
Zy =1,

with ¢ = Z; and pp = 22. The pair~(cp0,w) = (29,21) is an a-flat output at (z*,v*), with v* ¢
Ur—sing(2*), if and only if (32 — BSL2)(0) # 0, i.e., (d A dip A dgg A dip)(0) # 0. O

6.6 Proof of Proposition

Proof. Consider X,r; static feedback equivalent to T C’h’f and let (¢g,¢1) be a flat output at
(x*,u*), such that (Lgpo, Lep1)(x*) # (0,0), where g is an arbitrary vector field in G such that
g(z*) ¢ C*2(z*). Form the decoupling matrix D = (D;;), where D;; = L, ¢;, 0 < i,j < 1. The
involutive closure G° of G is TX, so 1 < rk D(z) < 2. If rk D(z) = 2, then via a suitable feedback
transformation ¢; = 0, ¢ = 0,1, which contradicts flatness. Thus rk D(x) = 1 in a neighborhood of
x*, since (Lgpo, Lgp1)(x*) # (0,0). We have dyg A dp1(x) # 0 so put 29 = ¢o, 21 = @1 and, after
applying feedback, the first two components of the transformed system Z = f + vggg +v191 become
20 = v, 21 = a1(z) + b1(2)vg. The successive time-derivatives gpgl) of 1 = 21 cannot depend on v1,
for 0 <1 < k—1 (it would contradict flatness) and the k-th derivative depends explicitly on vy,
otherwise we would obtain a contradiction with the independence of flat outputs and their time-

derivatives at (z*,u*). Notice, however, that gpgl) is a polynomial of degree [, with respect to v,

with the leading coefficient being ngglbl. Since cpgl) does not depend on vy, for 1 <[ < k—1, it
follows that L, ngzlbl =0 for 1 <[ < k—2. We claim that the functions zg, z1, b1, ..., ngfo_le are
independent at any point of an open and dense X’ C X. If not, take g and its open neighborhood
V C X\X’ and let s be the largest integer such that zg, 21, b1, ..., L7 b1 are independent in V.

Assume s < k — 3. Introduce new coordinates z; = Lgfbl inV, for 2 <1i<s. We get:

2':() = 0 731 = al(z) + 2909
732 = ag(Z) + Z2300

Zs41 = as11(2) + Zsp2v0

7j8+2 = a;s-i—2(2) + b8+2(207 o 728+2)UO
z =f + govo +g101
where zZ = (2543,...,2,). Notice that the vector field [go, g1] is of the form Zf:erg a,-%, with o;

smooth functions. We deduce that Q_O,_ the involutive closure of G° = span {90, 91}, satisfies Go
span {go, aZLH, e ,aizk}. This yields G° # TX, which contradicts the fact that for X,y, static

feedback equivalent to TCh¥, we have G° = TX. Thus s = k — 2 and we put 2o = by,...,2, =
L'gfo_zbl, and replace v1 by LfL];O_2bl + UO(L'gfo_lbl) +v1(Lyg, L];O_2b1). We get

020" Mom 1oz N

Using exactly the same arguments as in sufficiency part of the proof of Theorem [ (the forms of G°
and of C* and the condition [f,C'] € G*) we conclude that on X', open and dense in X, the system
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is locally in the triangular form

Zo=wv0%4 = fi(z0,21,22) + 220
TChY o
Zh—1 = fr—1(20,--.,2k) + Zxvo
Z =

The flat output (¢o,p1) = (20, 21) satisfies
Lepo = Lepr = (LgQDO)L[c,g]QDI - (ngl)L[c,g}‘pO =0,

where ¢ € CF2 = Span{aizg, el é%} and g is any vector field such that G° = span {g,c;} where
c1 = é% is the characteristic vector field of G'. In order to prove that we can bring the system into

the triangular form T Ch'f , around any z* € X (and not only on X’), notice that the characteristic
distribution C*~2 is defined everywhere (not only on X’) so, by continuity, the conditions L.pg =
Lepr = (Lgpo)Lic,gp1 — (Lgp1)Licgpo = 0 hold everywhere on X implying that if we put the
control system ¥,¢r, around an arbitrary point z* € X, into the triangular form T Ch'f , then for
the flat output (¢, 1), we have ¢; = p;(20, 21, 22), 0 <7 < 1, on X’ and thus on X.

Since we have assumed that (Lgpo, Lgp1)(z*) # (0,0), we can apply the following change of
coordinates (permute g and (1, if necessary) zp = o, 21 = 1 and z; = Lgfw, for 2 < i <k,

where 1) = %, in which the control vector fields are in the chained form with (yg, 1) = (20, 21)-
90

The system X, s is assumed to be feedback equivalent to the triangular form T°C’ h’f, hence satisfies
the compatibility condition (Comp). Using the z-coordinates and applying the feedback f — f —
(Lpo)go — (L';_lq/))gl, we transform ¥,f¢ into the triangular form TChY with (¢o,¢1) = (20, 21)
around any x* € X.

Notice that we have proved, in particular, that any flat output (o, ¢1) of a system X, feedback
equivalent to TCh¥ satisfies (dwoAdp1 AdpoAdpy)(x* u*) # 0and Lepg = Loy = (Lgpo) Lic,gp1 —
(Lgp1)Lic,gp0 = 0, for any c € C*=2, that is, conditions (FO1) — (FO2) of Theorem [3

O

6.7 Proof of Theorem

Proof of (m-F1). Consider a control-affine system X : & = f(x) + Y ;" u;gi(z) locally, around z*,
static feedback equivalent to TChE,, and bring it into the form TChE , around z*. For simplicity
of notation, we continue to denote by f, respectively by g;, for 0 < i < m, the drift, respectively
the controlled vector fields of TChE,.

It is clear that TChF is a-flat, with ¢ = (20,2%,-++,2L) being a flat output, at any point
(z*,v*) € X x R™! satisfying

rk F!'(2*) =m, for 1 <1 <k—1,
where F!, for 1 <1<k — 1, is the m x m matrix given by

O(f!+ 2t up)

pye e , for 1 <id,5 <m.
i

I _
F =

Moreover, the differential weight of ¢ = (zq, 21, -+ ,z}) is (k+1)(m+ 1), since expressing z and v
involves gpl(-j), forl<i<mand 0<j<k.
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Recall that in coordinates z, using the notation Span{%} = span {a%{, cee %}, we have
- 0 0
‘=span{———,- -, =—,q0}, 0< 1 <k —1,
G" = span {57 590k 01 <
’ 0 0 .
CZ:Span{W,'“ ,w}, 1§Z§k—2,
and
0 0
L=span{—=, -, =—}
P {8732 E?zk}
We have C! = span{%,"' s B k} and thus

O+ [f+gv,Cl = g°+span{[f+gv, gl 1 <5 <m}

= 0+ span (M) 0 g SUa ) 0y < <),

az 82271 9 — —
m . . .
where gv = > " ) g;v;. By induction, we obtain

+[f +gv,CH] =

k—i—1 k—1 k—i—1 k—1
gi+span{8( 1 :?1 vg) 0 Ifpm "+ 2y 'vo) O
J

_ 4+ oo+ — <
025~ 927! 02y~ Oz !

Therefore for any 0 < i < k — 2, we have rk F*"(z* v*) = m if and only if rk(G' + [f +
gu, CHIN) (2%, v*) = (i +2)m + 1, for 0 <i < k — 3, and tk (GF~2 + [f + gv, £)(z*,v*) = km + 1. Tt
follows that the original system Y5y is z-flat at (z*, u*) such that u* & Up—ging(x*), of differential
weight at most (k+ 1)(m + 1).

As we have noticed, (o, ..,0m) = (20,21,...,2%) is an z-flat output of TChE, of differential

weight (k + 1)(m + 1) since expressing z and v involves gogj), for 0 < j <k

Now, we will show (which is interesting as an independent observation) that the differential
weight of any a-flat output of Xopp : & = f 4+ D" uigi, with m + 1 controls and km + 1 states,
is at least (k4 1)(m + 1). Let (¢o,...,¢m) be an a-flat output of X,¢¢. Define D = (D;;), where
D;; = Lg,¢; and put r(z) = rk D(z). Clearly, r(z) is constant on an open and dense subset X’
of X (so denote it r(x) = r) and choose zp € X'. By a suitable (local) change of coordinates and
static invertible feedback, we get

1 0

where dim2° = r, dimz! =m —r + 1, 20 ©Os vy By = Pr—1 andz}:gpr,..., Zpy = Pm-

Due to flatness we can express (with the help of the flat outputs ¢; and their time-derivatives)

mk + 1 components of z and m + 1 components of v, i.e., m(k + 1) + 2 functions. Using ¢; = 2}

and ¢; = v , 0< 4 < r—1, we express 2r system varlables The remaining m(k + 1) + 2 — 2r
system varlables (that is, the components of z!, 22 and the remaining components of v) depend on

derivatives of ¢;, r < i < m. Denote by s; the maximal order of the derivative gpgsi), r<i<m,

that is involved. Put s = max{s; : » < i < m}. By taking the time-derivatives of ¢; up to order
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s; < s, we can express at most (s + 1)(m — r + 1) functions. This number cannot thus be smaller
than the number of functions that remain to be expressed, that is, we need

(s+1)(m—r+1)>m(k+1)+2—2r,
which is equivalent to
m(s—k)>(r—1)(s—1).

Now, three cases are possible. It is clear that if s < k, then the left hand side is negative, so the
inequality is not satisfied. If s = k, then either » = 1 or s = 1. The latter is impossible since s > 2.
In the case 7 = 1, we have dim 2 = dimv? = 1 and in order to express all m(k -+ 1) 4 2 variables of
the system, we will use s = k derivatives v%, 09,49, ..., (vo)(s_l). Thus the differential weight of ¢
isat least m(k+1)+s+1=m(k+1)+k+1=(m+1)(k+1).

Finally, if s > k, then there exists ¢;, for some 7 +1 < j < m+1, that we differentiate s times so
it involves at least s — 1 time derivatives of ¢; = Ajl-(z) + le»(z)vo, where A;- is the j-th component
of Al and B} is the j-th row of B!. The involutive closure G° of the distribution GY is TX so B}

is nonzero. It implies that cpg-s) depends nontrivially on (at least one) component of (v°)(*~1). To

summarize, we use mk + 1 functions to express z, m + 1 functions to express v, and we also use
the s — 1 derivatives 9,97, ..., (v°)(*~1), which gives at least (k + 1)(m + 1) + 1 functions (since
s > k). Therefore the differential weight is higher than (k4 1)(m + 1) on X’ and thus on X.

It remains to prove that the differential weight of any flat output (not necessary an z-flat output)
cannot be smaller than (k + 1)(m + 1). Let (@o,...,om) be an (z, u, @, ...,u®)-flat output
of ¥,rs. Denote by s; the highest derivative of ¢;, for 0 < i < m, involved in expressing the
state x and the control wu, that is, by flatness, X + U4 C ®, where X = span{dzy,---,dz,},
U = span{duyg,- - ,du,} and & = span {dcpgji),O <1< m,0 < j < s;}. Let s« be the largest
among the integers s;. Either ¢;+ depends on u®, with I > 1 (but not on derivatives of v higher than
[) or p;« depends on u (but not on derivatives of u) or ¢;» depends on x only. Then the differentials
902(3) are independent modulo X + U, for 0 < j < s;- (in the first case), for 1 < j < s;+ (in the
second case) and for 2 < j < s;- (in the third case, since ;- depends on u because GO =Tx ). It
follows that X +U C ¥ = span {dgp,-*,dgb,-*,dgpl(-m,O <i<m,i#i%,0<j; <s;}

We claim that s;» > k. If not, then s; < s;+ < k— 1, for 0 < i < m (recall that s; = max{s; :
0 <14 < m}),which implies rk ¥ < mk+2 < m(k+1)+2 =rk (X +U), contradicting X +U C V.
Thus s;« > k.

We have X +U C & (by flatness) and dg;-, - - - , d(pgfi*) belong to ¢ and are independent modulo
X+U,sotk® >rk(X+U)+k—1=m(k+1)+2+k—1= (m+ 1)(k+ 1) proving that the
differential weight of ¢ is at least (m + 1)(k + 1). Notice that rk® = (m + 1)(k + 1) if and only
if 85« = 8; = k, for any 0 < i < m, implying that with ¢;, i # i*, we express mk system variables
and the remaining two variables are expressed with ;. We deduce immediately that, in this case,
all ¢; depend on z only.

Proof of (m-F2). Let (po,- -+ ,¢m) be a minimal z-flat output for ¥,7¢. When proving (m-F1)
we have shown that we can bring the system into the form

29 =g ' = AY(2) + B(2)0°
22 = A%(2) + B2(2)v

where zp = ¢y and 2% = ©1,...,2 = ¢, and dimzy = dimwvy = 1, being a consequence of the

L =
minimal differential weight (k + 1)(m + 1) of ¢. For i <1i < m, denote by k; the minimal integer
such that gpl(-ki) depends explicitly on at least one v;, for 1 < j < m. Since ¥,y is static feedback

equivalent to TChE . it follows that k; < k. In order to prove that k; = k, for 1 < j < m, suppose

mo
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that there exists k; < k and assume, for simplicity, that k1 < k. Denote cpgkl) = v (with vy
depending on vy, - - - fuékl_l)).

Like in the the proof of (m-F1), notice that due to flatness we can express (with the help of the
flat outputs ¢; and their time-derivatives) mk + 1 components of z and m + 1 components of v,
i.e., m(k+1)+2 functions. Using ¢y = zp and ¢ = z%, we can express 2+ k; +1 = k; + 3 variables

of the system. The remaining m(k + 1) + 2 — (k1 + 3) system variables depend on derivatives of ¢;,

2 < i < m. Denote by s; the maximal order of the derivative gpgsi), 2 < i < m, that is involved.
Put s = max{s; : 2 < i < m}. By taking the time-derivatives of y; up to order s; < s, we can
express at most (s + 1)(m — 1) functions. This number cannot thus be smaller than the number of
functions that remain to be expressed, that is, we need

(s+1)(m—=1)>m(k+1)+2— (k1 + 3),
which is equivalent to
m(s—k) > s— k.

We have k1 < k so the inequality can be satisfied only if s > k, but this give the differential weight
of p at least m(k+1)+2+s—1> (k+1)(m+1)+2, implying that ¢ is not a minimal flat output.
It follows that for all 1 <4 < m we must have k; = k (and the inequality is satisfied only in this
case). The distribution £ = (span {dpq,--- ,d@m,})* is involutive (as annihilator of exact 1-forms)
and satisfies £ C G2 (because all k; = k), as well as GO(2*) ¢ L(z*) (since go(z*) & L(z*)).
It follows that GY is in the m-chained form in z-coordinates, where zy = ¢y, zl = L} 1(pi, for
1 <i<m,1<j <k (see Appendix B). The compatibility condition (m-Comp) implies that 3, s
is in the triangular form.

Proof of (m-F3). We will prove the implications: (i) = (ii1) = (i7) = (i).

(i) = (iit). Assume that the system Xqpp: @ = f(z) + Y 1o wigi(z) is z-flat at (z*,u*), where
u* & Up—sing(2*), and let (g, -+, ¢m) be its minimal z-flat output defined in a neighborhood X*
of x*. It is well known that the differentials of flat outputs are independent at *, thus implying (m-
FO1). By item (m-F2), that we have just proven, we can bring 3., around any point x € X* into
the triangular form compatible with the chained form TChE, with (o, --- ,¢m) = (20,21, , 2})

and z* transformed into z* € R¥"+1 In coordinates z, the corank one involutive subdistribution
L of GF=2 is given by

because it is unique and we immediately have
£+ =span {dyg, - ,dom},
which gives (m-FO2) on X*.

(1i1) = (ii). Suppose that the (m + 1)-tuple (¢o, - ,¢n) fulfills conditions (m-FO1)-(m-
FO2). We apply the change of coordinates and the invertible feedback transformation pre-
sented in Appendix B (with ¢; replaced by ¢; and @ by v) that bring the control-linear system
Siin 1 & = >ty u;gi(x) into the m-chained form, with zy = ¢o and zil = ;, for 1 < ¢ < m. Thus
(00, yom) = (20,21,---,2L) is a minimal z-flat output of ChF, at any (z*,v*), with v* # 0.
It follows that (¢o, - ,@m) is a minimal z-flat output of ¥, at any (z*,a*), with @* such that

>oitoUigi(z*) & CHa*).

31



December 17, 2021 International Journal of Control TRI-1JC

(i) = (i). Assume that the system X, : @ = > ;" uwgi(z) is a-flat at (z*,@*), where
@* is such that Y, @fgi(z*) € C(x*), where C! is the characteristic distribution of G'. Let
(0, ,pm) be its minimal z-flat output defined in a neighborhood X of x*. It is known, see
(Li and Respondek, 2011)), that the minimal flat output satisfies £+ = span {dwg,--- ,d@m}. By
the construction given in Appendix B, bring the system into the m-chained form C’hﬁ1 such that

(00, »m) = (20,21, ,2L) and zg :Lg;21/1i, for 2<j<kand1<i<m, where ¢; = Lo P

rm LQ()SDU'
The system X,y is assumed to be feedback equivalent to the triangular form T ChE | hence sat-
isfies the compatibility condition (m-Comp). Using the z-coordinates and applying the feedback
fe=f- Z;io a;9;, where ag = Lypg and «; = L];c_ll/Ji, we transform ¥,¢; into the triangular

form TChE . We have proved, when showing (m-F1), that (g, -+ ,om) = (20,21, -+ ,2},) is an

’rm

a-flat output of Xorr at (2%, u*) such that u* & Uy,—ging(2™). O

Appendices

A. Involutive subdistribution of corank one

Consider a non involutive distribution G of rank d, defined on a manifold X of dimension n and
define its annihilator G+ = {w € AY(X) : < w, f >=0,Vf € G}. Let w1,...,ws, where s = n — d,
be differential 1-forms locally spanning the annihilator of G, that is G* = T = span {w1, ... ,ws}.
The Engel rank of G equals 1 at z if and only if (dw; A dw;)(x) = 0modZ, for any 1 < 4,5 < s.
For any w € T, we define W(w) = {f € G : fadw € G*}, where _ is the interior product. The
characteristic distribution C = {f € G : [f,G] C G} of G is given by

i=1

It follows directly from the Jacobi identity that the characteristic distribution is always involutive.
Let rk [G, G] = d+r. Choose the differential forms wy, ... ,wy,...,ws such that Z = span {w1,...,ws}
and 7' = span {w,11,...,ws}, where Z" is the annihilator of [G, G]. Define the distribution

B=Y W(w).
=1

We have the following result proved by (Bryant, 1979)), see also
(Pasillas-Lépine and Respondek, 2001a)).

Proposition 6: Consider a distribution G of rank d and let vk [G,G] =d + r.

(i) Assume r > 3. The distribution G contains an involutive subdistribution of corank one if and
only if it satisfies
(ISD1) The Engel rank of G equals one;

(ISD2) The characteristic distribution C of G has rank d —r — 1.
Moreover, that involutive subdistribution is unique and is given by B.

(ii) Assume r = 2. The distribution G contains a corank one subdistribution L satisfying
(L, L] C G if and only it verifies (ISD1)-(ISD2). In that case, B is the unique distribution
with the desired properties.

(iii) Assume r = 1. The distribution G contains an involutive subdistribution of corank one if and
only it satisfies the condition (ISD2). In the case r = 1, if an involutive subdistribution of
corank one exists, it is never unique.
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B. Constructing coordinates for the m-chained form

In (Respondek and Pasillas-Lépine, 2001)), the following characterization of the m-chained form
was stated and proved: An (m + 1)-input driftless control system X, : & = > " u;gi(x), with
m > 2, defined on a manifold X of dimension km+1, is locally static feedback equivalent, in a small
neighborhood of a point * € X, to the m-chained form if and only if its associated distribution
G =span{go,- - ,gm} satisfies conditions (m-Chl)-(m-ChS3) of Theorem 2l

The prove of this result provides a method to compute the diffeomorphism bringing any control
system, for which it is possible, to the m-chained form. Now, we will explain how to do it.

The involutive subdistribution £ is unique and can be explicitly calculated (see Appendix A).
Choose m + 1 independent functions ¢g, ¢1,--- , ¢. whose differentials annihilates £, that is

Span {d¢07d¢%7 T 7d¢%n} = (ﬁ)J_7

and a vector field g € G (which always exists due to condition (m — Ch3)) such that g(z*) &
L*=2(z*). Without loss of generality, we can assume g = go and L, ¢3(x*) # 0 (otherwise permute
the vector fields g; or the functions ¢}). Define the coordinates

Z0 = o

zi=¢;, 1<i<m,

Jo— i = La®l o< < i<
Zi_qbi Lgu(bo’]‘_Z m72 J k’

and the feedback

m

- ~ k .

Uy = uoLg,¢o and u; = g uiLg, @7, 1 <j<m.
i=0

In the above coordinates, the distribution G takes the form

B R LN i
gzspan{@7...7%7%+z Zj

and, equivalently, ¥;;,, takes the m-chained form.
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