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Abstract

The present paper shows that the closure of the bounded control set of a linear control system contains
all the bounded orbits of the system. As a consequence, we prove that the closure of this control set is the
continuous image of the cartesian product of the set of control functions by the central subgroup associated
with the drift of the system.
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1 Introduction

Let X,Y! ....Y™ be smooth vector fields on a connected finite dimensional differentiable manifold M. A
control system >, on M is determined by a family of controlled differential equations

B(t) = X(2(t) + Y u ()Y ((1)), (Xn)
j=1
which allows changing the behavior of X according to the control vectors Y!, Y7 .., Y™ and the set U of
admissible control functions

U={u:R—R™ : uis measurable with u(t) € Q a.e.},

where 2 C R™ is a closed and convex set with 0 € int 2.

The controllability notion of 3,; is one of the most relevant properties of the system. It allows connecting
any two points of M through a concatenation of integral curves of X, in positive time. For instance, a
necessary condition to solve any optimization problem between two states, like a time optimal or minimum
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energy trajectory, is the existence of a control u € U such that the corresponding solution connects these two
states. Despite the existence of nice examples of controllable systems, this global property is hard to be satisfied
in general. A well known example is the class of linear control system on Euclidean spaces Ygn, where X = A
is a matrix of order n, and Y7 = b/ € R™ are constant vector fields. In this context, the Kalman rank condition
characterizes controllability. However, to obtain that, you need to consider {2 = R™, which is far from real life.
A more realistic approach considers the case when 2 C R™ is a compact subset, and the notion of control sets
for X7, which are roughly speaking maximal subsets of M where controllability holds. Recently, several papers
are focused on studing the controllability and the existence, uniqueness and topological properties of the control
sets of linear control systems on connected Lie groups. For this case, the drift X is a linear vector field in the
sense that its flow {¢¢}+er is a 1-parameter group of automorphisms of G, and the control vectors are elements
of the Lie algebra. It turns out that many properties of the system depend strongly of the dynamical behavior
of X. In fact, the flow of X induce connected subgroups, called unstable, central and stable, which have a nice
relationship with the set of the reachable points of the system and hence with its controllability and control

sets (see [1 2] [ [6] [8 []).

Our aim here is to study the structural properties of the control set of a linear control system that contains the
identity of the group. If such control set is bounded and contains the identity element in its interior, our main
result shows that all bounded orbits of ¥ are contained in its closure. As a consequence, such closure is the
continuous image of the cartesian product of U by the central subgroup.

The article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we introduce the decompositions induced by automorphisms
and the notion of linear control systems and state the main results relating both notions. We finish the section
with some new results needed in the prove of our main results. Section 3 is used to introduce and prove our
main result. We prove here several properties concerning bounded orbits and the central subgroup of X which
implies the main result. Moreover, such properties also allows us to create a continuous function from the
cartesian of U by the central subgroup in the closure of the control set, showing that under our hypothesis the
control set is the continuous image of this cartesian.

Notations

In the present paper, all the Lie groups and algebras considered are real and finite dimensional. Let G be a
connected Lie group. A subgroup H C G i said to be trivial if H = {e}, where e € G stands for the identity
element of G. By L, and R, we denote, respectively, the left and right-translations by g. The conjugation of
g is the map Cy := Ly o R,-1. The center Z(G) of G is the set of elements in G that satisfy Cy = idg. If
f: G — H is a differentiable map between Lie groups, the differential of f at x is denoted by (df)..

2 Preliminaries

This section is devoted to present the background needed in order to establish our main results. We introduce
here the decompositions induced on Lie groups and algebras by their automorphisms and also the notion of
LCS and their control sets. The main results needed are also stated here. In the end of the section we prove
some new results that will be necessary at Section 3.

2.1 Decomposition by automorphisms

Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra and p € Aut(g) an automorphism. For any eigenvalue o € C of p, the
real generalized eigenspaces of p associated with a are given by

go={X€g:(p—al)"X =0 forsomen >1}, if a€R and

0o = span{Re(v),Im(v); v € gs}, if ae€C

where g = g + ig is the complexification of g and g, the generalized eigenspace of p = p + ip, the extension of
p to g.



We define the unstable, central and stable p-invariant subspaces of g, respectively, by

o= P e, '= P o and o= P s

o |af>1 a: |al=1 a: |la|<1

Following [3] the fact that [ga, §5] C §ap When af is an eigenvalue of p and zero otherwise implies that g™, g%, g~
are in fact p-invariant Lie subalgebras with g™, g~ nilpotent ones. Moreover, g is decomposed as g = gT®g’®g~.

At the group level, let G be a connected Lie group with Lie algebra g. For any automorphism ¢ € Aut(G)
the dynamical subgroups of G induced by v are the Lie subgroups defined as follows: Since (di)). is an
automorphism of g it induces subalgebras g+, g~ and g° of g defined as previously. We can consider then
connected subgroup G*,G~ and G° with the Lie algebras g™, g~ and g%, respectively. As previously, the
subgroups G, G° and G~ are called the unstable, central and stable subgroups of G, respectively.

Also, we denote by GT° and G0 the connected subgroups of G with Lie algebras given by gt? := g+ @ ¢°
and g—0 := g~ @ g°, respectively, and by G~ the product Gt~ = GtG~.

We say that G is decomposable by ¢ if
G=G"G =¢'G" =G G".

If G° = {e} we say that v is hyperbolic. In particular, if ¢ is hyperbolic, G = Gt~ := GG~ is decomposable.

The next proposition summarizes the main properties of the previous subgroups. Its proof can be found in [3]
Proposition 3.4].

2.1 Proposition: For the dynamical subgroups of an automorphism 1 of G, it holds:

1. If G is solvable or if GV is a compact subgroup, then G is decomposable;

2. If+ is hyperbolic, then G is a nilpotent Lie group.

The previous decompositions for single automorphisms of G' can be extended to flows of automorphisms as
follows: Let {¢:}ier be a l-parameter flow of automorphisms on G. By derivation, {(dp¢)e,t € R} is a 1-
parameter subgroup of Aut(g) and hence, there exists a derivation D of g such that (dy;). = P for any t € R.
In particular, the subalgebras induced by (dp;). coincide, for any ¢ € R with the sum of the generalized real
eigenspaces of D associated to eigenvalues with positive, zero and negative real parts. Therefore, we can define
the dinamical subgroups of {¢}+cr to be the dinamical subgroups of ¢, for some (and hence any) 7 € R. The
properties of these subgroups where studied in previous works ([2] [6l [4]) and their topological properties are
much nicer than the ones associated with single automorphisms as the next result shows.

2.2 Proposition: Let G*,G° and G~ be the dynamical subgroups of the 1-parameter flow of automorphisms
{@t}ter. It holds:

1. G*,G° and G~ are closed and have trivial intersection;
2. G and G~ are simply connected nilpotent Lie subgroups;

3. Let N be the nilradical of G and assume that G° is a compact subgroup. Then
2.1. GH~ C N;

2.2. N = NNG° is a compact, connected normal subgroup of G.

The next example shows that the dynamical subgroups associated with single automorphisms does not need to
be closed.

2.3 Example: Let us consider T? = R?/Z? the 2-dimensional torus. As a general result, the group of auto-
morphisms Aut(T?) is given by
Aut(T?) = {A € GI(R?); AZ? =77}



In particular,

Y= < ; 1 ) € Aut(T?), with g* :R(l,\/ﬁ) and g~ :R(L_ﬁ).

Moreover, both G+ and G~ are images of the well known irrational flows on T?, and are henceforth not closed
in T2.

2.2 Linear control systems

Let G be a connected Lie group with Lie algebra g identified with the set right-invariant vector fields of G. A
linear control system (LCS) on G is given by a family of ordinary differential equations

g(t) = X(g(t) + Y ui (Y7 (g(1)), (e
j=1

where the drift X is a linear vector field, that is, its associated flow {¢;}icr is a 1-parameter group of auto-
morphisms, Y!, ..., Y™ € g and u = (uy,...,uy) € U. The set U of admissible control functions is given
by

U={u:R—R™ : uis measurable with u(t) € Q a.e.},

where  is a compact and convex subset of R™ with 0 € int{). Endowed with the weak*-topology of
L>®(R,R™) = L (R,R™)* the set U is a compact metrizable space and the shift flow

0:RxU—-U, (t,u)— Owuw=u(-+1),
is a continuous dynamical system (see [Bl Section 4.2]). By Uper we denote the set of periodic points of 6 in U,
that is, u € Upe, if there exists 7 > 0 such that ;v = u. By [0, Lemma 4.2.2] it holds that Upe, is dense in U.

For any g € G and u € U, the solution ¢t — ¢(t, g,u) of X is defined for the whole real line and satisfies the
cocycle property
(b(t —"_ 87 g7 u) = ¢(t7 ¢(S7 g7 u)7 95’“’)

for all t,s € R, g € G, u € U. The control flow of the system is the skew-product flow
O RxUXxG—-UXG, (tyu,x)— Pu,z) = (Opu, p(t,z,u)).

We also write ¢, : G — G for the map g — ¢(t,g,u). In the particular case of LCS, the intrinsic relations
between the vector fields involved and the group structure implies the following relation

¢‘r,u o Rq = R«pr(g) © ¢T,ua for any T € R?Q € G7 (1)

where {¢;}ier is the flow of X. We define the set of points reachable from g € G at time 7 > 0 and the
reachable set of g, respectively, by

Ar(9) = A{brulg), weU} and Alg):= ] A-(9).
7>0

We denote by A%(g) and A*(g) the respective reachable sets in negative time.

Next we define control sets for a LCS.

2.4 Definition: A nonempty subset C C G is said to be a control set of X if it is maximal (w.r.t. set
inclusion) satisfying

(i) For each g € C there exists u € U such that ¢(R™, g,u) C C;

(ii) For any g € C it holds that C C A(g).



Since the identity e € G is a singularity of X and 0 € int (2, there exists a control set C of ¥ containing the
identity. Moreover, e € int C if and only if A(e) (or equivalently A*(e)) is open. In this case, it holds that

C = Ae) N A*(e).

The next result relates the dinamics of a LCS with the dinamical subgroups associated with the flow of X (see
[6, Lemma 3.1] and [2, Theorem 3.8]).

2.5 Theorem: For a LCS X, it holds:

1. If p¢(g) € Ale) for all t € R then A(e)g C A(e);
2. If p(g) € A*(e) for all t € R then A*(e)g C A*(e);

3. If A(e) is open, then
3.1. Gt0 c A(e) and G—° C A*(e);
3.2. If G is decomposable, C is the only control set with nonempty interior of ¥g;

3.3. G° is a compact subgroup if and only if C is bounded.

2.3 Some results

In this section, we obtain some results related to the dynamical subgroups of automorphisms that will be
necessary in the proof of the main result.

2.6 Proposition: If ¢ € Aut(G) is hyperbolic, the map

fo: 9€Grgb(g)eC

is an onto local diffeomorphism. Furthermore, fy is injective if and only if the only fixed point of 1) is the
identity element of G.

Proof: The differentiability of f, follows directly from its definition. Moreover, for any G it holds that

fy(hg) = hg((hg)™") = h (g0(g™")) ¥(h™Y) = hfy(g)(h™") = fyoLn=LnoRyn-1yo fy, (2)

and since left and right translations are diffeomorphims we get in particular that f;, has constant rank. On the
other hand,

_ 4
~ dt|i=o

d

d
etX"/J (eitx) = ((dLe“X)w(etX)Ew(etX) + (de(e*‘X))etX _etX)| =X —(dy).X
t=0

(dfy)eX g7

and since ¢ is hyperbolic, we have that (di). does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. Therefore, (dfy).(g) = g and
hence fy is a local diffeomorphism.

The surjectiveness of fy, is proved by induction on the dimension of G. If G is an abelian group, for any g, h € G,
we get from equation (2] that

fo(gh) = fu(9)fy(h)

showing that fy is an homomorphism. Being fy a local diffeomorphism we must have that f,(G) is a subgroup
with nonempty interior in G and hence fy;(G) = G. In particular, the result is true when dim G = 1.

Assume now that the result is true for any Lie group G with dim G < n and consider G to be a nonabelian
Lie group of dimension n and ¥ € Aut(G) to be hyperbolic. Since G is a nilpotent Lie group, the connected
component Z(G)g of its center is a closed, connected, nontrivial, normal subgroup of G' and so G = G/Z(G)o
is a connected Lie group satisfying dim G = dim G — dim Z(G)o < n. Let then 1& € Aut(é') such that

z/AJ omx=mo1, where 7w:G — G is the canonical projection.



A simple calculation shows that the associated map

fr:0€G (g ed

also verifies f; om = 7o fy. Since n(G*7) = Gt~ and 7(G°) = GO it holds that 1) is hyperbolic and by the
inductive hypothesis R R

T(fp(@) = f4(7(G)) = [4(G) = G = 7(G). 3)
On the other hand, since dim Z(G)o < n and ¢|z(q), € Aut(Z(G)o) is hyperbolic, by the abelian case we get

waZ(G)O = fylz(@), Is surjective.

Therefore, for any g € G there are by ([B) elements € G and h € Z(G)o such that g = fy(2)h. Since fy|zq),
is surjective it holds that h = fy(y) for some y € Z(G)y and so

9= fp@)h = fyu(@)fy(y) = fp(zy),

where for the last equality we used (2) and the fact that y € Z(G)o. Therefore, fy is surjective as stated.

For the last assertion, note that

folg) = fy(h) <= gv(g™") =hp(h™Y) <= v(g~'h)=g'h
and consequently fy is injective if and only e € G is only fixed point of 1 as stated. O
The next result shows that for the dynamical subgroups associated with a flow of automorphisms, there is a

diffeomorphism between the sum of the stable and unstable subalgebras and their respective subgroups that
conjugates the flow and its differential.

2.7 Proposition: For any 1-parameter flow of autormorphisms {y;}1cgr, the map
frgt@g - GT, X4V —e¥eY,

is a diffeomorphism and
VteR, fol(dpt)e =0 f. (4)

Proof: The differentiability of f comes direct from its definition. Moreover, by Proposition 22 the Lie
subgroups GT and G~ associated with {¢;};er are simply connected and hence the exponential map restricted
to both g™ and g~ are diffemorphisms. Let X € gt and define the isomorphism

Ty gt =gt T¥ :=(dLe-x)ex o (dexp|g+)x.

For Z € g™, the curve
iR =g, (s) = exp ) (eXeST;Z) ,
is well defined, differentiable and satisfies 7(0) = X. Moreover,

d d
(dexpg+)x'(0) = = & e = (dLex). T 2,

and hence 7/(0) = Z. Analogously, for Y, W € g~ we construct a curve 8 : R — g~ satisfying
A =Ty WeY - 5(0)=Y and F(0)=W.
Therefore,

@i (Z+W) =5 FOl)+66) = 3 e



d

arH X Tx 2Ty WeY = (d(Lox o Rev)), (TXZ + Ty W),
S |s=0

which shows that f is a local diffeomorphism.
For the injectivity, let X, Z € g* and Y, W € g~. Then,

fX+Y)=f(Z+W) <<= efe¥ =Y «— GroeZe¥=eVe ¥ cG.

Since GT and G~ are associated with a 1-parameter group of automorphisms, it holds that GT NG~ = {e} and
hence eX = e? and e¥ = e" implying that X = Z and Y = W and showing the injectiveness of f.

For the last assertion, the fact that g™ and g~ are (di;)-invariant implies
F(de)e(X +Y)) = [ ((dpe)e X + (dpy)Y) = eldee)eXeldpdeY
= eu)pi(e") = pi(e¥e) = (X +Y)),

ending the proof. 0

The previous proposition implies the following lemma.

2.8 Lemma: Let {¢t}+er be a 1-parameter group of automorphisms. For any compact subset K C G and any
x € Gt~ with z # e there exists tg € R such that p.(z) ¢ K for t > t.

Proof: By Proposition 27 any x € GT~ can be written as 2 = f(X +Y), where X € g7 and Y € g~.
Moreover,

er(z) = o (f(X +Y)) = f((dpr)e) (X +Y),

and since f is a diffeomorphism, it is enough to show the equivalent assertion for (dy;). restricted to g™ .
Following [7], there exists ¢, u > 0 such that

|(dpr)ev| > cett|v], t>0,v€gt and  |(dgt)ev| > cett|v|, t<0,v€ g,

which implies the assertion. |

3 The main result and its consequences

Throughout the whole section, we will assume that
9(t) = X(g(1) + Y uy (DY (g(2)), (Xa)
j=1

is a LCS such that the subgroup G° associated with X is a compact subgroup. Moreover, we will assume that
the control set C containing the identity element of G satisfies e € int C.

Our aim here is to study the structural properties of C under the previous hypothesis.

3.1 The main result

From here on let us denote by ¢ a left-invariant metric of G compatible with the topology. The next result
characterizes bounded orbits of LCS.

3.1 Proposition: For any u € U there exists at most one x € G~ such that

{ptn(z), t € R} is bounded.



Proof: In fact, if x1,z2 € G~ are such that {¢; ,(z;), ¢ € R} is bounded for i = 1,2 then

0 (Beul(@1), drul(@2)) = 0 (0e(w1), pr(x2)) = 0(e (w3 1), €)

is bounded, which by Lemma 2§ implies necessarely x5 Yy =eor zy = xo. O

Next we show that any element of U, is associated with a bounded orbit.

3.2 Proposition: With the previous assumptions, for any u € Upe, there exists a unique x(u) € GT~ such
brru((u)) € 2(w)G?, for all n € Z.

In particular, the orbit {¢¢ ,(x(u)), t € R} is bounded.

Proof: Assume first that G~ is a subgroup of G.

Let u € Uper be a T-periodic control function and decompose ¢, ,,(€) = zy with z € G~ and y € G°. Since
GY normalizes G™~ we have that 1 := C 0 p,|g+.- is an automorphism of G ~. Moreover, the compactness
of GV implies that G* and G~ are the unstable and stable subgroups of ¥ and hence 1 is hyperbolic. Also, a
simple calculation shows that

D" (@) = (yor () - nr (1) ity (@) (yor () - Pnr(y)

implying that
()= <= (o ())nen is bounded.

However, as a consequence of Lemma 28 the only point 2 € G™~ such that (¢, (2))nen is bounded is the
identity e € G.

By Proposition 2.6, the map
fo: geGH — gz/J(g_l) € G™~  is a diffeomorphism.

Let then x(u) € G~ be the unique element satisfying x = fy(2(u)). It holds that

v = fy(a(n) = 2(u)p(e(w) ™) = 2(W)Cy(pr (@(u) ™)) = (u)yer (z(u) ")y~

and hence
Oru(@(1) = dru(e)pr(z(u) = zyp- (x(u)) = z(u)y € z(u)G".
Also, if ¢pro(z(u)) € 2(u)GY then

¢(n+1)7,u(x(u)) = ¢T,U(¢nr,u($(u)) € Oru (‘T(U)GO) = ¢T7u(x(u)) : (PT(GO) € :L'(u)GO,

where for the last equality we used equation (). Let n € ZT and g € G° such that Gnru(x(u)) = z(u)g. Since
L =¢_;0,u=¢_r. we have that

r(u) = d—nru (Prru (z(u))) = ¢—n7,u(x(u)g) =O-nru (z(u))p—nr(9)

= dnru(@(w) = 2(W)p_nr(97") € 2(u)G°

and hence
Gnru(z(u)) € 2(w)G°, for all n € Z.

For the general case, let us consider the induced LCS ¥4 on the Lie group G= G/NY, where N is the subgroup
defined in Proposition 2] given by the intersection of G° with the nilradical N of G. Since G° is compact, we
have by the same proposition that GT~ C N and hence GT~ = 7(Gt~) = 7(GT~N°) = 7(N) implying that
G*~ is a subgroup. By the previous case, for any u € Uper there exists a unique Z(u) € Gt~ such that

(lgn‘r,u(j(u)) S j(u)éo, n € 7.



Since G is decomposable, there exists a unique z(u) € G~ such that 7(x(u)) = #(u). Moreover,

7 (Gnru(2(1)) = Gpru(d(u)) € E(u)G0 = 7(x(u)GO)
= Ppru(z(u)) € 71 (ﬂ'(a:(u)GO)) = 2(u)G N = 2(u)G°

and hence
Gnru(z(u)) € 2(w)G°, for all n € Z.

For the boundedness of the whole orbit {¢: ,(x(u)), t € R}, let us consider ¢t € R and write it as t = n7 +r
with n € Z and |r| € [0,7). Then,

(bt,u(x(u)) = Qbr,u((bm-,u(x(u)) € Oru (I(UJ)GO) = (br,u(x(u)) : GO,

showing that
{bru(z(w), t€R} C A (2(u)G” U A (2(u)G",

and consequently that {¢¢ ,(x(u)), t € R} is bounded. O

The next lemma shows that the orbits associated with Uper are contained in C.
3.3 Lemma: For any u € Upe it holds that ¢y, (a:(u)GO) cC, for any t € R.

Proof: Let us first prove that 2(u)G® C C. By Proposition 3.2 we have that,
Gnru(z(u)) € 2(w)G°, for all n € Z,
where 7 > 0 is the period of u. Decomposing z(u) = gh with g € GT and h € G~ gives us that

0(bnru(x(w)); Prru(9)) = 0(Pnrwu(g)Pnr (), dnrul(g)) = 0(nr(h),e) =0 as n— +oo.

In particular, ¢,,.(g9) — x(u)g; for some g1 € GY. However, the fact that GT° C A(e) implies by invariance

that ¢nr.(g) € A(e) and hence z(u)g1 € Ale). Let then go € G° arbitrary. By Theorem 2 it holds that

z(u)g2 = 2(u)g1(g; ' g2) € Ale)gy 'g2 = Ale)gy 'g2 C Ale) =  z(u)G° C Ale).

Consider now the decomposition z(u) = h/g’ with i’ € G~ and ¢’ € G*. By the same arguments as previously,
we have that ¢_,, . (h') — z(u)hy, for some hy € GY. Using that G—° C A*(e) gives us that x(u)h; € A*(e)
and again by Theorem 5 we get, for any ho € G, that

z(u)hy = x(u)hi(hy *he) € A*(e)hy 'ha = A*(e)hy tha C A*(e) = x(u)G® C A*(e).
Therefore, B
z(u)G® C A(e) N A*(e) C C.

Consider now ¢ > 0. By invariance in positive time we already have that ¢; ,(z(u)G°) C A(e). On the other
hand, for any n € Z we have that

¢t,u(x(u)) = (bt,u (¢—n7,u (¢n7,u(x(u)))) = (bt—m',u ((bn‘r,u (‘T(u))) € ¢t—n‘r,u (:L'(u)GO) )

where for the last equality we used the cocycle property and the fact that w is 7-periodic.

Since x(u)G® C C C A*(e), if we take n € Z such that t — n7 < 0, the invariance in negative time of A*(e)
implies that

Ql)t,u(.f(u)) € ¢t7ﬂ7’,u(~’4* (6)) C A* (6)
and hence, for any g € G, we get that

Graul((u)g) = dru(z(u))ei(g) € A*(e)pi(g) = Ale)p(g) C A*(e) = drula(u)G®) C A*(e),




and consequently
bru(r(w)GY) C C, forall t>0.

By arguing analogously, we get that ¢; ,(z(u)G°) C C for all t < 0 and so
Gru(z(w)GY) C C, forall teR,
concluding the proof. 0

The previous lemma allows us to construct a continuous function from the set of control functions U to G+~
as follows:

Let w € U arbitrary. Since Uper is dense in U there exists up € Uper with up — w. Denote by zp = x(ug)
the unique point in G~ given by Proposition B2l By Lemma B3] the sequence (xy)ken is contained in C and
hence is bounded. Moreover, if z € G~ is such that zy, — z, Lemma [3.3] also implies that

Gru(x) = lm ¢y, (z1,) €C, forall teR.

n—-+oo

Consequently, {¢; (), t € R} C C is a bounded orbit and by Proposition Bl the point * € G*~ is the
unique point with such property. Therefore, the sequence (xj)ren is bounded and has only one adherent point
implying that (zx)ren converges to a point z(u) € Gt~

We can now state and prove the main result of this paper.

3.4 Theorem: If a LCS ¥ admits a bounded control set C with e € intC then all the bounded orbits of ¥
are contained in C.

Proof: Let h € G and decompose it as h = xg with 2 € G~ and g € G°. If for some u € U we have that
{¢tu(h), t € R} is bounded, then

¢t,u($) = ¢t,u(hg_1) = (bt,u(h)(pt(g_l) S {¢t,u(h)7 te R}Goa

showing that {¢; ,(h), t € R} is also bounded. Since z € G™~ we have by Proposition 3] that # = z(u) which
by Lemma and the previous discussion imply that

{tu(h), t € R} = {¢ru(z(u)g), t e R} CC,

as stated. ]

3.2 Consequences of the main result
Let us define the lift of the control set C as the set
L(C) :=={(u,9) €U x G; ¢(R,g,u) CC}.

In this section we show that the lift of the bounded control set of a LCS is the continuous image of U x G°.

By the main result, the map (u,g) € U X G — =z(u)g is continuous and the orbit {¢; ., (z(u)g), t € R} is
contained in C. Therefore,
H:UxG = LC), (ug) (uz(u)g),

is a well defined continuos map. Moreover,
(u,r) € L(C) <= éR,z,u) CC <+= {¢ru(z), t€R} isbounded <= (u,z)€ H(U x G°).

Hence H(U x GY) = L(C) and, since U x G° is compact and H is continuous, H is a closed map and hence a
homeomorphism between U x G° and L(C).
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Let us assume that G~ is a subgroup of G. Since G is decomposable, it holds that G~ is a normal subgroup
of G and hence the canonical projection m : G — G/G™~ induces a LCS on G/G"~. Moreover, the fact that
G°NGT~ = {e} implies that 7| o is a group isomorphism and hence we can assume w.l.o.g. that G/GT~ = G°.
Let us denote by Yo the LCS induced by 7 on G° and by ®° its control flow. The next result shows that
under the extra assumption that G~ is a subgroup the dynamics of ®;| L(c) is basically the same as the one
from the @Y.

3.5 Theorem: If G~ is a subgroup, then H conjugates |1y and Y.

Proof: By the cocycle property,
¢t+s,u($(u)) = ¢t,95u (¢S,U(x(u))) :

Hence,
{bt,0.u (Psu(x(w))), t € R} is a bounded orbit.

In particular, we have that ¢, ,(z(u)) = z(6su)h for an unique h € GY. Furthermore, under the previous
identification, it holds that

h=m(h) = (h(h™ z(0su)h)) = m(@(Osu)h) = 7(¢su(2(w))) = T(¢su(e)) = &2 u(e),

showing that
Vs € R, ¢51U(I(u)) = z(0su) g,u(e)-

Therefore,
H (90(u, 9)) = H (0su, ¢, (9)) = (0su, 2(0s0) ;. , (€)05(9))
= (Osu, ¢s.u(@(u))@s(9)) = (Osu, ¢su(2(u)g)) = Cs(H (u, g)),
showing that H conjugates ®|7c) and Y as stated. O

3.6 Remark: In [I0, Theorem 3.4] the author shows that, under a hyperbolicity assumption, L(C) is the
graph of a continuous function whose domain is the set of control functions Y. In the context of LCS’s, such
an assumption is equivalent to G° = {e}. Therefore our previous result shows that when the system is not
necessarily hyperbolic but has compact central manifold (that is G° is a compact subgroup) we still have a
characterization of L(C) in terms of the central manifold and the set .
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