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On a notion of entropy for reachability properties

Mahendra Singh Tomar and Majid Zamani

Abstract— In this work, we introduce a notion of reachability
entropy to characterize the smallest data rate which is sufficient
enough to enforce reach-while-stay specification. We also define
data rates of coder-controllers that can enforce this specification
in finite time. Then, we establish the data-rate theorem which
states that the reachability entropy is a tight lower bound
of the data rates that allow satisfaction of the reach-while-
stay specification. For a system which is related to another
system under feedback refinement relation, we show that the
entropy of the former will not be larger than that of the
latter. We also provide a procedure to numerically compute
an upper bound of the reachability entropy for discrete-time
control systems by leveraging their finite abstractions. Finally,
we present some examples to demonstrate the effectiveness of
the proposed results.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the advancement in technology and production, sen-

sors and actuators are becoming smaller and less expensive.

This promotes their extensive deployment in many real-

life applications. Spatially distributed components including

plants, sensors, controllers, and actuators often exchange

information over a communication network, and they all

together constitute networked control systems (NCS). Com-

pared to classical control systems that involve point-to-point

wiring between the sensors and the controllers and direct

connection between them, NCS offer many advantages such

as reduced wiring, cost efficiency, greater system flexibility

and ease of modification. NCS find applications in many

areas such as traffic networks, power grids, manufacturing

plants, automobiles and transportation networks.

Unfortunately, the use of communication networks in

feedback control loops makes the analysis and design of NCS

much more complex. In NCS, the use of digital channels for

data transfer from the sensors to controllers, limit the amount

of information that can be transferred per unit of time,

due to the finite data rate of the channel. This introduces

quantization errors that can adversely affect the control

performance. The problem of control and state estimation

over a digital communication channel with a limited bit-rate

has attracted a lot of attention in the last two decades; see

for example [1], [2], [3, and references therein]. A survey of

results on data-rate-limited control can be found in [4].

For efficient utilization of the network resources, it be-

comes increasingly important that our feedback loops operate

at the smallest permissible data rates. A tight lower bound
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on the data rate of a digital channel between the coder and

controller, to achieve some control task like stabilization or

invariance, can be characterized in terms of some notions

of entropy which is described as an intrinsic property of

the system and is independent of the choice of the coder-

controller.

In [5], the authors introduced a notion of topological feed-

back entropy as a measure of the rate at which a discrete-time

control system generates information, with states confined

in a given compact set. They established that the entropy

is equal to the smallest average bit rate that allows to

enforce invariance of a subset of the state space, and thus the

channel must transfer information at a rate faster than the rate

of information generation. They defined the entropy based

on open covers, with each cover element assigned a finite

length open loop control sequence. Later, the results in [6]

introduced a notion of invariance entropy for continuous-time

control systems based on the minimum cardinality amongst

all sets of control functions that can make the desired set

invariant. For networks of control subsystems, the results

in [7] introduced a notion of subsystem invariance entropy

to characterize the smallest data rate, from a centralized

controller to the subsystems, needed to make a subset of

the state space invariant.

For discrete-time dynamical systems, the results in [8]

established that the channel data rate not less than the topo-

logical entropy is needed for state observation. The notion

of estimation entropy was introduced in [9] to describe the

critical data rate for state estimation with a given exponential

convergence rate. For networked systems, the results in [10]

related the topological entropy with the minimal data rates

for observation of the network’s state. Restoration entropy

was introduced in [11] to describe the minimal data rate

for state estimation above which the estimation quality can

also be exponentially improved. The results in [12] extended

the notion of estimation entropy to the case of switched

nonlinear dynamical systems and related it to the minimal

data rate needed for state estimation with an error that

decays exponentially but only after a specified period of time

after each switch. For switched linear systems, the relation

between the topological entropy as defined in [13] and global

exponential stability wass analyzed in [14]. For switched

linear systems with arbitrary switching, the work in [15]

introduced a notion of worst-case topological entropy to

describe the minimal data rate required for state observation

with exponentially decreasing estimation error.

In this work, we focus on the setting depicted in Fig-

ure 1, in which the state is encoded at the sensor side and

transmitted over a noiseless digital channel to the controller
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Fig. 1. Coder-controller feedback loop.

located near the actuator. We are interested in characterizing

the minimal data rate of the digital channel in the feedback

loop that permits the satisfaction of a desired control task.

Given sets T ⊂ Q ⊂ X and any initial state in Q, the task is

to reach T without ever leaving Q. Here, for the first time, we

describe the (Q, T )-reachability entropy and the associated

definitions. Our definition of the reachability entropy is

inspired from the proposed framework in [16] and is based

on the set of sequences of cover elements. We present the

definition of the coder-controllers of interest and their data

rates. We show that the smallest data rate amongst the coder-

controllers that can enforce the reachability specification is

given by the (Q, T )-reachability entropy. In addition, we

relate the entropies of two systems related under a feedback

refinement relation introduced in [17]. In particular, given

a continuous-space control system and its finite abstraction,

if the two systems are related under a feedback refinement

relation, then an upper bound of the entropy of the original

system can be computed using that of its finite abstraction.

We describe a procedure to numerically compute an upper

bound of the reachability entropy through construction of a

graph, the details of which are provided in the description of

Example 3. Finally, we elaborate on the results using three

case studies.

Notation. For a set A, we use #A to denote its cardinality.

By [k1; k2] we refer to the set of integers {j | k1 ≤ j ≤ k2}.

We use f : A ⇒ B to denote a set-valued map from A to

B. If f is set-valued, then f is strict if for every a ∈ A we

have f(a) 6= ∅. The restriction of f to a subset M ⊆ A is

denoted by f |M . We use BA to denote the set of all functions

f : A → B. For a relation R ⊆ A × B and D ⊆ A,

we define R(D) := ∪d∈DR(d). The concatenation of two

functions x : [0; a) → X and y : [0; b) → X with a, b ∈ N

is denoted by xy and defined as xy(t) := x(t) for t ∈ [0; a)
and xy(t) := y(t− a) for t ∈ [a; a+ b). A cover A of a set

B, is a set of subsets of B such that B = ∪A∈AA.

II. REACHABILITY ENTROPY

We define a system as a triple

Σ := (X,U, F ), (1)

where X and U are nonempty sets and F : X × U ⇒ X is

the transition function.

Given sets T and Q, with T ⊂ Q ⊂ X , we are interested

in coder-controllers that can steer any state in Q to the set T

in finite time. If this objective can be achieved, we say that

(Q, T )-reachability is satisfiable for the system.

Definition 1 ((Q, T )-reachability): (Q, T )-reachability is

said to be satisfiable for Σ, if every state in Q can be taken

to the set T in finite time using a finite set of control inputs,

while never leaving Q.

Next we describe reach-spanning sets which are defined

in terms of the sequences of cover elements. Consider a

tuple (A, G) where A is a finite cover of Q\T , and a

map G : ∪t∈Z≥0
A[0;t] → U . Further consider a set R =

{α1, . . . , αN} where N ∈ N and αi is a sequence of length

τi ∈ N in the power set of Q.

Definition 2 ((Q, T )-reach-spanning set): A set R =
{α1, . . . , αN} is called (Q, T )-reach-spanning in (A, G) if

it satisfies the following three conditions:

1) {αi(0) | αi ∈ R} covers Q, i.e., Q = ∪i∈[1;N ]αi(0),
2) only the last element of every sequence is equal to

T while all other elements of the sequence do not

intersect the target set, i.e., αi|[0;τi−2] ∈ A[0;τi−2],

αi(τi − 1) = T ,

3) for every sequence αi and t ∈ [0; τi − 2], the following

holds

F (αi(t), G(αi|[0;t])) ⊆ ∪A∈PR(αi|[0;t])A,

where

PR(αi|[0;t]) := {A ∈ A ∪ {T } |

∃αk∈Rαk|[0;t] = αi|[0;t] ∧ A = αk(t+ 1)}.
Consider a trivial case of the (Q, T )-reachability satisfac-

tion with a single control value. For A1 := {A}, A := Q\T
and a fixed u1 ∈ U , consider a map G1(α) := u1 for all

α ∈ ∪t∈Z≥0
A

[0;t]
1 . We also call a set R := {T } to be

(Q, T )-reach-spanning in (A1, G1) if every state in Q\T
can be taken to T with the control input u1 in finite time,

more precisely, for any x ∈ Q\T for any trajectory1 ξx there

exists nξx ∈ N such that ξx(nξx) ∈ T and ξx(t) ∈ Q\T , for

t ∈ [0;nξx − 1].
Note that, for α ∈ R, PR(α|[0;t]) gives the set of the

successors of the sequence α|[0;t] in the set R. Similar to

PR, we also define P̂R which gives the set of the successors

excluding the target set, i.e.,

P̂R(αi|[0;t]) := PR(αi|[0;t])\T.

The following lemma relates the satisfaction of (Q, T )-
reachability with the existence of a (Q, T )-reach-spanning

set.

Lemma 1: For a system Σ, (Q, T )-reachability is satisfi-

able if and only if there exists a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set

R in some (A, G), where A is a finite cover of Q\T and

G : ∪t∈Z≥0
A[0;t] → U is a map.

Proof: From Definition 1, the satisfaction of (Q, T )-
reachability implies that there exists a finite subset Ũ of U

such that every state in Q can be taken to T within some

finite time τm. The finiteness of Ũ and τm clearly implies

existence of a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set R in some (A, G).
Now, consider a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set R, #R > 1 in

some (A, G). By the definition of R, for every x0 ∈ Q there

exists an α ∈ R such that x ∈ α(0). From condition 3 in

1By trajectory ξx, we refer to any sequence of states such that ξx(0) = x

and ξx(t) ∈ F (ξx(t− 1), u1) ∀t ≥ 1.



Definition 2, we have that the next state x1 under the control

input G(α(0)) lies in one of the successor cover element of

α(0), i.e., x1 ∈ A for some A ∈ PR(α|[0;0]). From the

condition 2 in Definition 2 we have that the last element of

α equals T . Since every α ∈ R is of finite length, the state

will eventually reach T in finite time, without ever leaving

Q.

We define R0 := {α(0) | α ∈ R, α(0) 6= T } to denote the

set of first elements of the members of the set R excluding

the target set T . For αi ∈ R and τi = length(αi), let

B(αi) :=
1

τi − 1

[

τi−3
∑

t=0

log2 #P̂R(αi|[0;t]) + log2 #R0

]

, (2)

when τi > 1 while B(αi) := 0 for τi = 1.

We use N (R) to denote the largest value assigned by B
to any α ∈ R, i.e.

N (R) := max
α∈R

B(α). (3)

Note that, if there exists αk ∈ R with length τk = 2 then

B(αk) = log2 #R0.

For any αi ∈ R, B(αi) can be larger than log2 #R0 if
#P̂R(αi|[0;t]) > #R0 for some t ∈ [0; τi − 3]. If this is

not the case, i.e., for every αi ∈ R, t ∈ [0; τi − 3] we have
#P̂R(αi|[0;t]) < #R0, and if there exists an αk ∈ R with

τk = 2, then N (R) = log2 #R0.

Let us define:

r(A, G,Q, T ) := min{N (R) | R is

(Q, T )-reach-spanning set in (A, G)}.

Then the (Q, T )-reachability entropy is defined as

h(Q, T ) := inf
(A,G)

r(A, G,Q, T ).

If (Q, T )-reachability is satisfiable for Σ then h(Q, T ) is

finite, otherwise it is defined to be infinite.

III. ADMISSIBLE CODER-CONTROLLER

For a given system Σ, we focus on the set H(Q, T ) of

all coder-controllers that can take every state in Q to T in

finite time, without ever leaving Q. We consider the setup

shown in Figure 1 where a coder, located at the sensor side,

encodes the current state of the system using the finite coding

alphabet S̄ = S ∪ {s∅}. It transmits a symbol st ∈ S via

a digital noiseless channel to the controller. The transmitted

symbol st might depend on all past states and is determined

by the coder function

γ :
⋃

t∈Z≥0
Q[0;t] → S̄.

For ξ ∈ Q[0;t], t ∈ Z≥0, if ξ(k) ∈ T then γ(ξ|[0;t̂]) := s∅,

for all k ≤ t̂ ≤ t. When coder generates s∅, then no symbol

is transmitted over the channel.

Let Z denote the set of all possible finite-length symbol se-

quences generated in the closed loop by the coder-controller

for initial states in Q. At time t ∈ Z≥0, the controller

received t+1 symbols s0 . . . st, which are used to determine

the control input given by the controller function

δ : Z → U.

When no symbol transmitted over the channel, a fixed input

is applied by the controller to the system.

A (Q, T ) admissible coder-controller for (1) is a triple

H := (S̄, γ, δ), where H ∈ H(Q, T ), S̄ is a coding alphabet,

and γ and δ are compatible coder and controller function,

respectively.

Let Ẑ := {ωs∅ | ω ∈ Z}, i.e., elements of Ẑ are

constructed by concatenation of the symbol s∅ with the

elements of the set Z . For ζ ∈ Ẑ, if τ is the length of ζ, then

for all j ∈ [0; τ − 2], we have ζ(j) ∈ S and ζ(τ − 1) = s∅.

Note that s∅ is not transmitted over the channel, and is

considered only to mark the end of a symbol sequence.

Given a symbol sequence ζ ∈ Ẑ , by Z(ζ|[0;t]) we denote

the set of the possible successor coder symbols s ∈ S of

the symbol sequence ζ|[0;t] in the closed loop. For ζ ∈ Ẑ of

length τ and t ∈ [0; τ − 2], Z(ζ|[0;t]) := {s ∈ S | ζ|[0;t]s ∈

Ẑ}.

For notational convenience, let us use the convention

Z(∅) := {ζ(0) | ζ ∈ Z}, to account for Z(ζ|[0;0)) for

any sequence ζ in Ẑ .

We define the transmission data rate of a coder-controller

H ∈ H(Q, T ) by

R(H) := max
ζ∈Ẑ,τ>1

1

τ − 1

τ−2
∑

t=0

log2 #Z(ζ|[0;t)), (4)

where τ is the length of the symbol sequence ζ. For the

trivial coder-controller H ∈ H(Q, T ) that does not involve

any symbol transmission (Ẑ = {s∅}), we define R(H) = 0.

Theorem 1 (data-rate theorem): The (Q, T )-reachability

entropy equals the smallest average data rate amongst the

coder-controllers that can take every state in Q to T , while

never leaving Q, in finite time, i.e.,

h(Q, T ) = inf
H∈H(Q,T )

R(H). (5)

Proof: Showing h(Q, T ) ≤ infH∈H(Q,T ) R(H): for a

fixed ε > 0 we pick a coder-controller H = (S̄, γ, δ) ∈
H(Q, T ) such that R(H) ≤ infH̃∈H(Q,T ) R(H̃) + ε. We

assume H to be non-trivial, i.e., R(H) > 0. First we

construct a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set from H . Consider

Z , the set of all possible finite-length symbol sequences

generated in the closed loop, for initial states in Q. From

Z we construct a finite cover of Q\T . For ζ ∈ Z of length

τ and j ∈ [0; τ − 1], we define the set

A(ζ|[0;j]) := {xj ∈ Q\T | ∃xi ∈ A(ζ|[0;i])

for all i ∈ [0; j − 1] ∧ γ((xi)
j
i=0) = ζ(j)} (6)

and assign G((A(ζ|[0;i]))
j
i=0) := δ(ζ|[0;j]). Let A :=

{A(ζ|[0;j]) | ζ ∈ Z, τ = length(ζ), j ∈ [0; τ − 1]}. Note

that A is a cover of Q\T . Now we define a set of sequences

in A. Let R̄ := {(A(ζ|[0;j]))
τ−1
j=0 | ζ ∈ Z ∧ τ = length(ζ)}.

Then the set R := {αT | α ∈ R̄} ∪ {T }, which is



formed by concatenation of T at the end of the elements

in R̄, satisfies all the three conditions in Definition 2

and is a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set in (A, G). Note that
#Z(∅) = #R0 where R0 := {α(0) | α ∈ R, α(0) 6= T }.

Let Ẑ := {ws∅ | w ∈ Z}, then for any ζ ∈ Ẑ of

length τ , a cover sequence α|[0;τ−2] = (A(ζ|[0;j]))
τ−2
j=0 with

α(τ − 1) = T , we have #P̂R(α|[0;t]) ≤ #Z(ζ|[0;t]) for

all t ∈ [0; τ − 2]. Thus N (R) ≤ R(H) which leads to

h(Q, T ) ≤ R(H)≤ infH̃∈H(Q,T ) R(H̃) + ε. Since ε > 0 is

arbitrary, we get h(Q, T ) ≤ infH̃∈H(Q,T ) R(H̃).

Showing h(Q, T ) ≥ infH∈H(Q,T ) R(H): let h(Q, T ) be

finite. This implies (Q, T )-reachability is satisfiable, thus

from Lemma 1 we have the existence of a (Q, T )-reach-

spanning set R in some (A, G) with h(Q, T ) + ε ≥ N (R)
for some fixed ε > 0. We assume R to be non-trivial, i.e.,
#R > 1. From R we iteratively construct a coder-controller

H = (S̄, γ, δ) that will also be an element of H(Q, T ).

Let at time t = 0 the state of the system be x0 ∈ Q.

If x0 ∈ T , then γ(x0) := s∅. For x0 ∈ Q\T , we define

s0 = γ(x0) := A0 and δ(s0) := G(A0) where A0 ∋ x0

is an element of R0 (if multiple such A0, then randomly

select one of them). The controller applies the control input

G(A0) to the system. Let x1 denote the next state at time

t = 1. From condition 3 in Definition 2 we know that x1 ∈
A1 for some A1 ∈ PR(A0). We define s1 = γ(x0x1) :=
A1 and δ(s0s1) := G(A0A1) where A1 ∋ x1 and A1 ∈
PR(A0) (select one, if more than one such A1 ). In this

manner, we iteratively define the coder and the controller

map γ and δ, respectively. Following this scheme, let at time

t the state be xt and let α ∈ R be such that xj ∈ α(j) for

all j ∈ [0; t]. By definition, every element αi in R is of

some finite length τi, and αi(τi − 1) = T and αi(k) ∩ T =
∅, for all t ∈ [0; τ − 2]. Then xτ−1 ∈ T and we define

γ(x0x1 . . . xτ−1) := s∅. No symbol is transmitted at time

τ − 1. Here, the symbol alphabet is S̄ = S ∪ {s∅} with

S = {α(t) | α ∈ R}. This completely defines the coder

and the controller map γ and δ, respectively. Clearly the

coder-controller H is a member of the set H(Q, T ), and it

enforces (Q, T )-reachability for Σ. Let Z denote the set of

all possible finite-length symbol sequences generated in the

closed loop by the coder-controller H for initial states in

Q and define Ẑ := {ωs∅ | ω ∈ Z}. Then Ẑ ⊆ R, with

s∅ := T . Here Z(∅) ⊆ R0 and for any ζ ∈ Ẑ of length

τ , Z(ζ|[0;t]) ⊆ P̂R(ζ|[0;t]), for all t ∈ [0; τ − 2]. This gives

the data rate R(H) ≤ N (R)≤ h(Q, T ) + ε. Since ε > 0 is

arbitrary, we get h(Q, T ) ≥ infH̃∈H(Q,T ) R(H̃).

Next, we present the relationship between entropies of

two systems related with a feedback refinement relation.

The result is utilized in the section that follows, on numer-

ical overapproximation to compute an upper bound of the

reachability entropy of a continuous-space control system

by leveraging its finite abstraction. Particularly, given a

continuous-space control system Σ1 which is related under

a feedback refinement relation to its finite abstraction Σ2,

then from Theorem 2 (presented below) we get that an upper

bound for the entropy of the abstract system will also be an

upper bound for the entropy of the original system.

A. Related systems under feedback refinement relation

Let us first define the notion of feedback refinement

relation introduced in [17].

Definition 3: Let Σ1 and Σ2 be two systems of the form

Σi = (Xi, Ui, Fi) with i ∈ {1, 2}. (7)

A strict relation R ⊆ X1 × X2 is a feedback refinement

relation from Σ1 to Σ2 if there exists a map r : U2 → U1 so

that the following inclusion holds for all (x1, x2) ∈ R and

u ∈ U2

R(F1(x1, r(u))) ⊆ F2(x2, u). (8)

Now, we present the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2: Consider two systems Σi, i ∈ {1, 2} of the

form (7). Let T1 ⊆ Q1 ⊆ X1 and T2 ⊆ Q2 ⊆ X2 be

nonempty sets. Suppose, that R is a feedback refinement

relation from Σ1 to Σ2, Q1 = R−1(Q2), T1 = R−1(T2),
#R(x1) = 1 for all x1 ∈ X1 and R−1(x2) 6= ∅ for all

x2 ∈ Q2. Then

h1(Q1, T1) ≤ h2(Q2, T2) (9)

holds.

Proof: Let (Q2, T2)-reachability be satisfiable for Σ2,

then h2(Q2, T2) is finite and from Lemma 1 we have the

existence of a (Q2, T2)-reach-spanning set R2 in some

(A2, G2) such that N (R2) ≤ h2(Q2, T2) + ε for some

fixed ε > 0. We assume R2 to be non-trivial. Since T1 =
R−1(T2), #R(x1) = 1 for all x1 ∈ X1 and R−1(x2) 6= ∅

for all x2 ∈ Q2, we have R(T1) = T2. Thus for any

A2 ⊆ Q2\T2 we have R−1(A2) ⊆ Q1\T1. Let A1 :=
{A1 ⊆ Q1\T1 | ∃A2∈A2R

−1(A2) = A1}, and for α2 ∈ R2

with α1 = (R−1(α2(j)))
τ−1
j=0 we define G1(α1|[0;i]) :=

r(G2(α2|[0;i])) for all i ∈ [0; τ − 1] with τ = length(α2).
Now we show that the set R1 := {(R−1(α(j)))τ−1

j=0 |
α ∈ R2 ∧ τ = length(α)} is (Q1, T1)-reach-spanning

in (A1, G1). Since R−1(Q2) = Q1, and R−1(Q2\T2) ⊆
Q1\T1, we have R−1(Q2\T2) = Q1\T1, and therefore

R−1(Q2\T2) = R−1(∪A2∈A2A2) = ∪A2∈A2R
−1(A2) =

∪A1∈A1A1 = Q1\T1, thus A1 is a cover of Q1\T1. Since

R−1(T2) = T1 and R−1(Q2\T2) ⊆ Q1\T1 we conclude that

the condition 2 in Definition 2 holds for R1. Equation (8)

leads to F1(x1, r(u)) ⊆ R−1(F2(x2, u)) for all (x1, x2) ∈ R

and u ∈ U2. For α2 ∈ R2 and α1 ∈ R1 such that

α1 = (R−1(α2(j)))
τ−1
j=0 , τ = length(α2), we observe

F1(α1(t), G1(α1|[0;t])) = F1(R
−1(α2(t)), r(G2(α2|[0;t])))

⊆ R−1(F2(α2(t), G2(α2|[0;t])))

⊆ R−1
(

∪A2∈PR2 (α2|[0;t])A2

)

(10)

= ∪A2∈PR2(α2|[0;t])R
−1(A2)

= ∪A1∈PR1(α1|[0;t])(A1).

The second set inclusion in equation (10) holds because R2

is a (Q2, T2)-reach-spanning set. Thus R1 satisfies all the

conditions in Definition 2, and is a (Q1, T1)-reach-spanning

set in (A1, G1). Since #R(x1) = 1 for all x1 ∈ X1 and



R−1(x2) 6= ∅ for all x2 ∈ Q2, we have R−1(A2) 6=
R−1(Ã2) for A2 6= Ã2 ∈ A2. Thus, for α2 ∈ R2

and α1 ∈ R1 such that α1 = (R−1(α2(j)))
τ−1
j=0 , τ =

length(α2), we have #P̂R2(α2|[0;t]) = #P̂R1(α1|[0;t]) for

every t ∈ [0; τ − 2]. We also have #R1,0 = #R2,0 where

Ri,0 := {αi(0) | αi ∈ Ri, αi(0) 6= T }, i ∈ {1, 2}.

Therefore, N (R1) = N (R2)≤ h2(Q2, T2) + ε and since

ε > 0 is arbitrary, we get h1(Q1, T1) ≤ h2(Q2, T2). Note

that for the trivial case R2 = {T2}, we can use arguments

similar to above to show that R1 = {T1} will also be a

trivially (Q1, T1)-reach-spanning set.

Remark 1: Note that assumptions #R(x1) = 1 ∀x1 ∈ X1

and R−1(x2) 6= ∅ ∀x2 ∈ Q2 in Theorem 2 are not restrictive

at all and one can always construct finite abstractions as in

[17] satisfying these two conditions.

IV. NUMERICAL OVERAPPROXIMATION

In this section we describe a procedure for the numerical

estimation of h(Q, T ) for discrete-time control systems using

their finite abstractions. Consider a system Σ = (X,U, F )
of the form (1) and sets T ⊆ Q ⊆ X ⊆ R

n and U ⊆ R
m

such that (Q, T )-reachability is satisfiable for Σ. We use

SCOTS [18] to obtain a controller C : A → U for (Q, T )-
reachability. SCOTS is a software tool, written in C++, for

automated controller synthesis for nonlinear control systems

based on finite abstractions. Let Q\T = ∪A∈AA, then the

domain A of the controller is a partition of Q\T . Now we

describe the construction of a set R̄ = {α1, . . . , αN} where

N ∈ N, αi is a sequence of length τi, αi|[0;τ−2] ∈ A[0;τi−2],

τi ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and αi(τ − 1) = T . For this, we first

define a set-valued map D : A ⇒ A∪{T } so that, for each

A ∈ A, the set D(A) gives all those elements of A ∪ {T }
that have a nonempty intersection with the image of A with

C(A) as the control input under the transition function F ,

i.e., D(A) := {A ∈ A ∪ {T } | A ∩ F (A, C(A)) 6= ∅}. Let

α1(0) := A1 ∈ A, α1(1) := A2 ∈ D(α1(0)) and so on.

The sequence α1 terminates when α1(j) = T and τ1 :=
length(α1) = j−1. The set R̄ is defined to be the collection

of all such sequences, i.e., R̄ := {(αi(j))
τi−1
j=0 | αi(0) ∈

A, αi(k) ∈ D(αi(k − 1)), 1 ≤ k ≤ τi − 1, αi(τi − 1) = T }.

Let R := R̄ ∪{T }. Note that by construction, the controller

C is such that every state in Q\T will eventually reach T

in finite time, while never leaving Q. Thus, every αi ∈ R
will have the last element as T . Next, we define the map

G : ∪t∈Z≥0
A[0;t] → U . For t ∈ Z≥0, α ∈ A[0;t], define

G(α) := C(α(t)), if α(t) ∈ A, and G(α) := u, for some

fixed u ∈ U when α(t) = T . Note that R satisfies all

the three conditions in Definition 2, thus it is a (Q, T )-
reach-spanning set, and thus h(Q, T ) ≤ N (R). We describe

the procedure to compute N (R) in the next section via

Example 3.

V. EXAMPLES

In this section we present three examples. For the system

with discrete X and U in Example 1, we compute the value

of the reachability entropy and also a (Q, T )-admissible

coder-controller with data rate equal to the entropy. For the

scalar linear system in Example 2 with a stable eigenvalue,

we show that a non-zero bit rate is required for (Q, T )-
reachability. Finally, for the case of room temperature control

in a circular building in Example 3, we elaborate on the

numerical procedure to compute an upper bound of the

reachability entropy.

Example 1: Consider an instance of (1) with U = {a, b},

X = {0, 1, 2, 3} and F illustrated by the following state

diagram.

0 1 2

3

a b

b a

Let Q = {0, 1, 2} and T = {1}. The transitions that lead

outside Q and the states that are outside Q are marked by

dashed lines.

First, we compute h(Q, T ) through construction of a

(Q, T )-reach-spanning set. Consider a cover A := {A1 =
{0}, A2 = {2}} of Q\T and for t ∈ Z≥0, α ∈ A[0;t], we

define a map G as G(α) := G(α(t)), G(A1) := a and

G(A2) := b. Further consider the sets R := {A1T,A2T, T }
and R0 := {A1, A2}. The set R satisfies all the conditions in

Definition 2 and thus it is (Q, T )-reach-spanning in (A, G).
From equations (2) and (3) we get B(A1T ) = B(A2T ) = 1,

B(T ) = 0 and N (R) = 1. Since R is the only (Q, T )-
reach-spanning set in (A, G) and there does not exist any

other values of the tuple (A, G) with a different (Q, T )-
reach-spanning set, we obtain h(Q, T ) = 1.

Next, we construct a coder-controller H = (S̄, γ, δ) ∈
H(Q, T ). Let S̄ = S∪{s∅}, S = {0, 2}, γ(0) := 0, δ(0) :=
a, γ(2) := 2, δ(2) := b, γ(1) := s∅, Z := {0, 2}, Z(∅) =
Z , and Ẑ := {0s∅, 2s∅}. The coder-controller H is (Q, T )-
admissible. Then, from (4) we obtain R(H) = 1.

Example 2: Consider an instance of (1) with X = R, U =
{−0.5, 0.75} and F (x, u) = 0.5x+ u, with a safe set Q =
[0, 1.4] ∪ [2, 6], and a target set T = [0, 1.4]. There is no

single value of control input u ∈ U that can enforce the

(Q, T )-reachability. The set Q\T needs a cover with at least

two members, each of which is assigned a distinct control

input. For example, consider a cover A = {A1, A2} where

A1 = [3.75, 6] is assigned the control input u1 = 0.75, and

A2 = [2, 3.75] is assigned the control u2 = −0.5. Then at

time t = 0 the coder must transmit one bit to distinguish

between A1 and A2. Thus a nonzero bit rate is required to

enforce (Q, T )-reachability.

Next, we numerically compute an upper bound of the

reachability entropy for the problem of temperature regu-

lation in a circular building consisting of 3 rooms, each

equipped with a heater.

Example 3: The temperature Ti of the room i ∈ {1, 2, 3}
is described by the following difference equation borrowed

from [19]

Fi(T , ui) = Ti + α(Ti+1 + Ti−1 − 2Ti)

+ β(Te − Ti) + γ(Th − Ti)ui,

where Ti+1 and Ti−1 are the temperature of the neighbour



rooms (with T0 = T3 and T4 = T1), Te = −1oC is the

outside temperature, Th = 50oC is the heater temperature,

ui ∈ [0, 0.6] is the control input for room i and the

conduction factors are given by α = 0.45, β = 0.045, and

γ = 0.09. The temperature is desired to be taken into the set

T = [22, 24]3, while never leaving Q = [17.4, 24]3.

With ηs = [1.2 1.2 1.2]T and ηi =
[0.01 0.01 0.01]T as the state and input grid parameters,

respectively, for tool SCOTS, we compute a controller

C : B → U for (Q, T )-reachability, i.e., it forces the

closed-loop system to reach T in finite time from any

state in Q, while never leaving Q. The domain B of the

controller is a set containing 215 state grid cells. To obtain

a smaller upper bound, it is desirable that the partition has

lower cardinality. We use dtControl [20] to group cells

together, which have identical control inputs assigned to

them under the map C. dtControl is a software tool,

written in Python, for transforming memoryless symbolic

controllers into various compact and more interpretable

representations. The use of dtControl gives a coarse

partition A with 72 elements, and a map C̄ : A → U . Note

that for B ∈ B and A ∈ A with B ⊂ A, the sets B and A

have the same controls assigned to them, i.e., C(B) = C̄(A).
To obtain a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set, we now construct

a directed weighted graph G, with A ∪ {T } as the set of

nodes. For A1, A2 ∈ A, there is an edge from A1 to A2

if F (A1, C̄(A1)) ∩ A2 6= ∅. All the outgoing edges for

any node are assigned the same edge weight equal to the

base-2 logarithm of the number of outgoing edges for the

node. The set of sequences in A, generated by traversing

paths in the graph that start from any node and terminate

at T , gives a set R as described in Section IV. The set R
is a (Q, T )-reach-spanning set. For each path α (of length

τ ) that terminate at T , we compute B(α) which is defined

in (2) by

B(α) =
1

τ − 1
[

τ−3
∑

t=0

w(α(t), α(t + 1)) + log2 #A],

where w(α(t), α(t + 1)) is the weight of the edge from the

node α(t) to the node α(t + 1). Here, we obtain N (R) =
maxα∈R B(α) = 6.1699 ≥ h(Q, T ).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduced for the first time a new notion

of reachability entropy defined in terms of the sequences

of cover elements. The entropy is shown to be equal to

the minimum data rate amongst coder-controllers that can

enforce the rechability specification. We also described the

relation between entropies of two systems related under a

feedback refinement relation. Further, we provided a graph

based numerical procedure for the estimation of the reacha-

bility entropy. Finally we illustrated the effectiveness of the

results via three examples.
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and M. Zamani, “dtControl: Decision tree learning algorithms for
controller representation,” in Proceedings of the 23rd International

Conference on Hybrid Systems: Computation and control. ACM,
2020. [Online]. Available: https://pypi.org/project/dtcontrol/

https://www.hyconsys.com/software/scots/
https://pypi.org/project/dtcontrol/

	I INTRODUCTION
	II Reachability Entropy
	III Admissible Coder-Controller
	III-A Related systems under feedback refinement relation

	IV Numerical Overapproximation
	V Examples
	VI Conclusion
	References

