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Abstract: The affine feedback connection of SISO nonlinear systems modeled by Chen–Fliess
series is shown to be a group action on the plant which is isomorphic to the semi-direct
product of shuffle and additive group of non-commutative formal power series. The additive and
multiplicative feedback loops in an affine feedback connection are thus proven to be structurally
non-commutative. A flip in the order of these loops results in a net additive feedback loop.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this paper is to quantify the structural non-
commutativity between the additive and multiplicative
feedback loops in an affine feedback connection of single-
input single-output(SISO) nonlinear systems modeled by
Chen–Fliess series. Chen–Fliess series is an weighted iter-
ated integral series that models the input–output behav-
ior of a (input-affine) nonlinear system. The prologue of
using input-output maps for analysis of systems is that
it is unique to the system (under analysis) and hence a
coordinate free approach. Thus any properties proven via
this paradigm is intrinsic while the state space realiza-
tions are co-ordinate dependent. The argument is akin to
significance of Laplace-domain transfer functions/ time-
domain input-output maps to state-space modeling in the
domain of linear time-invariant systems. Affine feedback
(as shown in Figure 1) is a pivotal interconnection in the
design of both static and dynamic feedback linearization of
nonlinear systems (Isidori, 1995; Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard,
2017).

Fig. 1. Affine Feedback Interconnection

The affine feedback interconnection of nonlinear systems
modeled by Chen–Fliess was first dealt in the work of Gray
& Ebrahimi-Fard (2017). The affine feedback group (trans-
formation group in the affine feedback interconnection)
was explicitly detailed there along with the Hopf algebra
of coordinate functions on formal power series which pro-
vides a computational framework to compute the group
product and the inverse. The work of Foissy (2018) has
defined a post-Lie algebra purely from the Hopf algebra of
coordinate functions corresponding to the affine feedback.

⋆ Supported by MASCOT project in UiT The Arctic Univeristy of
Tromsø.

Recently in the work of Ebrahimi-Fard et al. (2023), the
affine feedback group is proved to be theGrossman–Larson
or derived group of a post-group (post group is the image
of exponential map in the universal enveloping algebra of
the post-Lie algebra). The document will not delve into
post-groups and post-Lie algebras. For more details on
post-groups and post-Lie algebras, refer Al-Kaabi et al.
(2023).

The document shows firstly that affine feedback is a group
action on the plant, where the group is same as the group
in the definition of post-group (explained in Section 4).
The commutator of two subgroups, corresponding to the
multiplicative feedback loop and additive feedback loop
in Figure 1 quantifies the structural non-commutativity
between the loops viz., if one flips the order between
the inner(additive) and outer(multiplicative) loops, the
overall input–output map (v 7→ y) will not remain the
same. As such, proving the existence of structural non-
commutativity is not a difficult question but the contri-
bution of the paper stands out in quantifying it via the
commutator of subgroups corresponding to additive and
multiplicative feedback loops (in its Lie algebra at the
infinitesimal level).

The organization of the document is as follows: Section 2
introduces notations and defines the shuffle algebra of
formal power series. Section 3 gives a brief on Chen–Fliess
series. Section 4 defines the affine feedback transformation
group and recollects some of the material from the works
of Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard (2017) and Ebrahimi-Fard et al.
(2023). Further, this section leads up to the main results
of this document.

2. FORMAL POWER SERIES OVER R

The section recalls some preliminaries on non-commutative
formal power series and bialgebras. For more details re-
garding the latter, we refer to (Sweedler, 1969).

Let X = {x0, x1} denote an alphabet, i.e., a set of non-
commuting indeterminates.

(i) R〈X〉 is the R-algebra of non-commutative polyno-
mials with indeterminates in X . As a vector space, it
is spanned by the set of words, denoted by X∗, with
letters from X . The unit is the empty word, which we
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write 1, and the set of non-empty words is denoted
by X+ := X∗\{1}.

(ii) R〈X〉 is a cocommutative Hopf algebra, graded (by
the word length, |w| ≥ 0, w ∈ X∗) and connected,
with catenation product and counit ǫ such that
ǫ(w) = δ|w|,0 for any w ∈ X∗. The coproduct is
unshuffle ∆ ⊔⊔ for which the elements xi ∈ X are
primitive, i.e., ∆ ⊔⊔ (xi) = xi ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ xi. A few
examples of the unshuffle coproduct are given next.
For letters xi, xj ∈ X :

∆ ⊔⊔ xixj = xixj ⊗ 1+ xi ⊗ xj + xj ⊗ xi+

1⊗ xixj ,

∆ ⊔⊔ x2
i = x2

i ⊗ 1+ 2xi ⊗ xi + 1⊗ x2
i .

Remark: Traditionally, the counit of R〈X〉 is de-
noted by ∅ in the Chen–Fliess literature; for the
rest of the article the presentation also follows this
custom.

(iii) The convolution algebra of linear maps from the
counital coalgebra (R〈X〉,∆ ⊔⊔ ) to R, is given by the
space of formal power series denoted by R〈〈X〉〉. The
dual basis is given by {∅}∪X+, such that η (ξ) = 1 if
η = ξ in X+, and zero else. An element c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉
is represented by

c = c(1)∅+
∑

η∈X+

c(η)η.

In the following, ∅ is not explicitly written unless
needed. The convolution product on R〈〈X〉〉 is the

shuffle product, which is defined for all c, d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉
and p ∈ R〈X〉 by

(c ⊔⊔ d) (p) = mR ◦ (c⊗ d) ◦∆ ⊔⊔ (p).

Here, mR is the usual product in R and the unit
element is the counit ∅.

(iv) The maximal ideal ofR〈〈X〉〉 is denoted by Rp 〈〈X〉〉 :=
{c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 : c(1) = 0}. The unit group is denoted
by G ⊔⊔ := R〈〈X〉〉 \ Rp 〈〈X〉〉. The shuffle group
(M, ⊔⊔ ) is the normal subgroup of the unit group
of R〈〈X〉〉 where

M = {1∅+ c′ : c′ ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, c′ ∈ Rp 〈〈X〉〉}.

The group inverse in M is defined as:

c ⊔⊔ −1 =
∑

k≥0

(1− c) ⊔⊔ k.

(v) The additive group of formal power series, denoted
by G+ is defined on the set δ + R〈〈X〉〉, where the
group product ⋄ respectively inverse are defined by

(δ + c) ⋄ (δ + d) := δ + (c+ d),

(δ + c)⋄−1 := δ − c,

for c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉. The unit element is δ. The group G+

can be interpreted as translation of additive group of
formal power series (R〈〈X〉〉,+, 0) by the (fictitious)
element δ such that Fδ[u] = u. The context of δ
becomes more lucid with the document.

Looking ahead, we define for c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 the Chen–
Fliess series Fc[u](t) as a functional series such that the
basis (dual words) of R〈〈X〉〉 are identified with iterated
integrals of the function u, a control signal (detailed
in Section 3). In the context of a dynamical system, a
Chen–Fliess series expresses its input-output behavior and
provides a coordinate-independent framework to analyze
the intrinsic properties of the system.

Fig. 2. Composition of Chen–Fliess series

3. CHEN–FLIESS SERIES

The section acts as a review of Chen–Fliess series and the
affine feedback interconnection. Let u : [0, T ] −→ R be a
L1 measurable map over the compact interval [0, T ]. Define
the absolutely continuous function U : [0, T ] −→ R such
that U(0) = 0 as

U(t) =

∫ t

0

dτu(τ).

Define a monoid morphism F from the monoid of (dual)
words {∅} ∪ X+ to the monoid of time-ordered iterated
integrals of u (where unit is constant map 1) as

Fx1η[u](t) =

∫ t

0

dUi(τ)Fη [u](τ),

Fx0η[u](t) =

∫ t

0

dτFη [u](τ),

where η ∈ X+ ∪ {∅}. The monoid morphism implies
F∅[u](t) = 1. Given input u : [0, T ] −→ R and a non-
commutative formal power series c, the associated Chen–
Fliess series, denoted by Fc[u] is formal functional series
defined as:

Fc[u](t) = c(1) +
∑

η∈X+

c(η)Fη [u](t). (Fliess, 1981)

The map F : c 7→ Fc is an algebra homomorphism from
A ⊔⊔ to algebra of functions viz. (Fc.Fd)[u] = Fc[u]Fd[u] =
Fc ⊔⊔ d[u] for all c, d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 (Ree, 1958).

The composition of Chen–Fliess series Fc[u] ◦ Fd[u], as
illustrated in Figure 2, is a Chen–Fliess series Fc◦d[u]. The
formal power series c ◦ d is called the composition product
of c and d and is defined as

c ◦ d =
∑

η∈X∗

c (η) η ◦ d, (1)

where the composition product restricted to words is
inductively defined as (Ferfera, 1980):

∅ ◦ d = ∅,

x0η ◦ d = x0 (η ◦ d) , (2)

x1η ◦ d = x0 (d ⊔⊔ (η ◦ d)) ,

for all η ∈ X+ ∪ {∅}. The following theorem states that
composition product distributes over the shuffle product
on the left.
Theorem 3.1. (Ferfera, 1980) Let c, d and e ∈ R〈〈X〉〉,
then (c ⊔⊔ d) ◦ e = (c ◦ e) ⊔⊔ (d ◦ e).

Let Bp(R, T ) := {u ∈ Lp[0, T ] : ‖u‖p < R} where ‖ · ‖p is
the usual Lp-norm. A Chen–Fliess Fc is called convergent
if is a well-defined mapping from B1(R, T ) to B∞(R, T )
for R, T > 0 viz Fc[u] ∈ L∞([0, T ];R). For more details on
convergence of Chen–Fliess series see (Gray &Wang, 2002;
Thitsa & Gray, 2012; Venkatesh, 2021). If convergence
is guaranteed, a Chen–Fliess series Fc is called a Fliess
operator. A Fliess operator Fc can be realized by a state-
space realization if and only if its underlying formal power
series c has a finite Lie-rank (Fliess, 1981). Thus, Fliess
operators provide more general descriptors of an input-
output relation of the underlying system.



4. AFFINE FEEDBACK INTERCONNECTION OF
CHEN–FLIESS SERIES

The goal of this section is to review and refurbish certain
concepts of affine feedback in the context of Chen–Fliess
series, as illustrated in Figure 1, and defined in the work
of Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard (2017). Prior going to details of
how the closed-loop affine feedback product is defined, in
the context of Chen–Fliess series, it is necessary to review
the affine feedback group.

4.1 Affine Feedback Group

The affine feedback group is defined on a subset G of

two-dimensional vectors of formal power series, R〈〈X〉〉2,

expressed in the basis {e1, e2}. The set G ⊂ R〈〈X〉〉2 is
defined as

G := {c1e1 + c2e2 : c1(1) = 1},

whence G ∼= M × R〈〈X〉〉 as sets. The elements of G are
represented by bold-face font. Interchangeably, c = c1e1+
c2e2 ∈ G is represented as vector [c1 c2]

t, given the basis

of R〈〈X〉〉2 is fixed 1 . The series 1e1 +0e2 in G is denoted
by e.

If c = [c1 c2]
t ∈ G then we define

Fc[u] = uFc1 [u] + Fc2 [u].

The component of e1 is called multiplicative component (or
channel) while the component of e2 is termed as additive
component (or channel). The composition of two formal
power series, ◦ defined in Section 3 is extended, when its
right argument is in the set G.

Definition 4.1. Let d ∈ G, with d = [d1 d2]
t, and

c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, then the composition product of d and c.

d◦̄c = [d1 ◦ c d2 ◦ c]
t
.

Remark: Given d ∈ G and c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, it is to be noted
that the composition of Chen–Fliess series (Fd ◦ Fc) [u] 6=
Fd◦̄c[u]. The ◦̄ is merely extension of composition product,
◦, componentwise in G.
The composition of Chen–Fliess series Fc ◦ Fd where c ∈

R〈〈X〉〉 and d ∈ G (illustrated in Figure 3), is given by
the mixed composition product of c and d giving a formal
power series denoted by c ◦̃d.

Definition 4.2. (Definition 3.1; (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard,
2017)) Let c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 and d = [d1 d2]

t ∈ G, then the
mixed composition product c ◦̃d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 is defined as

c ◦̃d =
∑

η∈X∗

c(η)(η ◦̃d), (3)

where the mixed composition product (restricted to dual
words) is defined inductively as

∅ ◦̃d = ∅,

x0η ◦̃d = x0(η ◦̃d), (4)

x1η ◦̃d = x1(d1 ⊔⊔ (η ◦̃d)) + x0(d2 ⊔⊔ (η ◦̃d)),

for all η ∈ {∅} ∪X+.

The mixed composition product is linear in its left ar-
gument (by definition) and distributes over the shuffle
product, formally stated in the following theorem

1 Note that the basis vectors e1 and e2 are referred to as δ and 1 in
Section 2 as well as in the work of Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard (2017).

Fig. 3. Composition of Chen–Fliess series: Fc and uFd1
+

Fd2

Theorem 4.1. (Lemma 3.3, (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard, 2017))
Let c, d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 and z ∈ G, then

(c ⊔⊔ d) ◦̃ z = (c ◦̃ z) ⊔⊔ (d ◦̃ z) .

From (4), the following observations are evident and can
be proved by induction on the length of words:

(i) xk
0 ◦̃d = xk

0 for all k ≥ 0 and d ∈ G.
(ii) If d 6= e, n ≥ 1 and η = xi1xi2 · · ·xin such that

∃j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} with xij = x1, then η ◦̃d 6= η.
(iii) If for some d ∈ G, c ◦̃d = c for all c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, then

d = e.

Thus, if R〈〈X〉〉q := R〈〈X〉〉/ ∼, where the equivalence

relation ∼ on R〈〈X〉〉 is defined as:

c ∼ d ⇐⇒ c− d ∈ R[[x0]] ∀ c, d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉.

Lemma 4.1. If c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, then its corresponding coset
in R〈〈X〉〉q is denoted by [c]. Let d ∈ G, then define

[c] ◦̃d = [c ◦̃d]. The following statements are true:

(1) If h ∈ [c] then [h ◦̃d] = [c ◦̃d] (Mixed Composition
product is well-defined on R〈〈X〉〉q).

(2) If [c] 6= [0], then [c] ◦̃d = [c] if and only if d = e.

Lemma 4.1 states that if the Chen–Fliess series Fc in
Figure 3 is affected by the input u (having a least one word
containing x1 in the support of c), then y = Fc ◦̃d = Fc[u]
if and only if Fd[u] = u.

The following theorem asserts a sort of mixed associativity
of composition product ◦ and mixed composition product
◦̃ .
Theorem 4.2. (Ebrahimi-Fard et al., 2023)Let h, c ∈
R〈〈X〉〉 and d ∈ G, then h ◦ (c ◦̃d) = (h ◦ c) ◦̃d.

The definition of mixed composition product, ◦̃ , is ex-
tended as a set endomorphism of G by applying the prod-
uct componentwise. The extended product is denoted by
⊳ which is formally defined next.

Definition 4.3. Let c,d ∈ G with c = [c1 c2]
t, then

⊳ : G×G −→ G

(c,d) 7→ c ⊳ d := [c1 ◦̃d c2 ◦̃d]
t.

For Definition 4.3 to be valid, one needs to prove that
(c1 ◦̃d)(1) = 1 which is evident from (4). Both ⊳ and ◦̃
shall be addressed as mixed composition product in the
document with no loss of clarity as the domain of both
maps are not identical.

Remark: Given c,d ∈ G, it is to be noted that the com-
position of Chen–Fliess series (Fc ◦ Fd) [u] 6= Fc⊳d[u]. The
⊳ is merely extension of the mixed composition product,
◦̃ , componentwise in G. The product on G encoding the
composition (Fc ◦ Fd) [u] is in definition 4.4.



The following theorem asserts the interplay between the
extended composition product ◦̄ and modified composition
products ◦̃ and ⊳.

Theorem 4.3. Let d,y ∈ G, with d = [d1 d2]
t
, and

c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, then

d◦̄ (c ◦̃y) = (d◦̄c) ⊳ y.

Proof:

d◦̄ (c ◦̃y) =

[

d1 ◦ (c ◦̃y)
d2 ◦ (c ◦̃y)

]

.

Using Theorem 4.2 on each component,

d◦̄ (c ◦̃y) =

[

(d1 ◦ c) ◦̃y
(d2 ◦ c) ◦̃y

]

= (d◦̄c) ⊳ y.

The set G can be endowed with two different group
structures that are vital in affine feedback interconnection,
the first of which is explained next.

Theorem 4.4. (Ebrahimi-Fard et al., 2023) Let c,d ∈ G
with c = [c1 c2]

t and d = [d1 d2]
t. Define a binary

product ⊙ on G as 2

c⊙ d = [c1 ⊔⊔ d1 c2 + (d2 ⊔⊔ c1)]
t
, (5)

then (G,⊙) is a group with identity element being e :=
[1 0]t. The group inverse for c ∈ G is defined as

c⊙−1 =
[

c ⊔⊔ −1
1 −c ⊔⊔ −1

1 ⊔⊔ c2
]t
. (6)

The group (G,⊙) is isomorphic to the semi-direct product
of M and the additive group of formal power series.

(G,⊙) ∼= (M, ⊔⊔ )⋉ (R〈〈X〉〉,+), (7)

with the split exact sequence of groups given by

0 R〈〈X〉〉 G M 1 ,i π1 (8)

where the monomorphism i(c) = 1e1 + ce2 for all c ∈
R〈〈X〉〉 and π1 is the canonical projection onto the
first component. Observe that the additive group G+ =
(δ + R〈〈X〉〉, ⋄) defined in Section 2 is the embedding of
(R〈〈X〉〉,+) in G.

Theorem 4.5. (Ebrahimi-Fard et al., 2023) Let x,y, z in
G, then

(i) (x⊙ y) ⊳ d = (x ⊳ d)⊙ (y ⊳ d).
(ii) e ⊳ d = e,

where e is the identity element of (G,⊙).

Theorem 4.5 infers that ⊳ respects the group structure
(G,⊙) in its left argument. Identical to ⊳, the extended
composition product, ◦̄, respects the group structure in its
left argument and is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Let x,y be elements of the group (G,⊙) and
c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, then

(i) (x⊙ y) ◦̄c = (x◦̄0c)⊙ (y◦̄c),
(ii) e◦̄c = e,

where e is the identity element of the group (G,⊙).

Proof: (ii) is a straightforward verification from defini-
tion 4.1. (i) Suppose x = x1e1+x2e2 and y = y1e1+ y2e2,
then using (5) and definition 4.1,

2 In Ebrahimi-Fard et al. (2023), the notation is · instead of ⊙.

(x⊙ y) ◦̄c =
[

x1 ⊔⊔ y1
x2 + (y2 ⊔⊔ x1)

]

◦̄c

=

[

(x1 ⊔⊔ y1) ◦ c
(x2 + (y2 ⊔⊔ x1)) ◦ c

]

.

Using Theorem 3.1 and (5),

(x⊙ y) ◦̄c =

[

(x1 ◦ c) ⊔⊔ (y1 ◦ c)
(x2 ◦ c) + ((y2 ◦ c) + (x1 ◦ c))

]

=
[

x1 ◦ c
x2 ◦ c

]

⊙
[

y1 ◦ c
y2 ◦ c

]

= (x◦̄c)⊙ (y◦̄c) .

Remark:Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.6 infers that should
a composition product on formal power series R〈〈X〉〉 dis-
tribute over shuffle product on the left, then its component
extension to set G respects the group structure (G,⊙) in
the left argument.

The set G possess another group structure, called affine
feedback group and the group product is denoted by ⋆
whose definition as a binary product on the set G is
stated next. The definition for the product ⋆ stems 3 from
encoding the composition of two Chen–Fliess series whose
generating series are from the set G viz. (Fc ◦ Fd)[u] =
Fc⋆d[u].

Definition 4.4. Let c,d in G, with c ⋆ d, assuming c =
c1e1 + c2e2 and d = d1e1 + d2e2, then

⋆ : G×G −→ G

(c,d) 7→ (c ⊳ d)⊙ d.

Thus, the coordinates of the product are given as

c ⋆ d = [(c1 ◦̃d) ⊔⊔ d1 ((c1 ◦̃d) ⊔⊔ d2) + (c2 ◦̃d)]
t
. (9)

Theorem 4.7. (Theorem 3.8; (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard,
2017)) The tuple (G, ⋆, e) is a group where e := [1 0]t

is the identity element.

The group inverse of c ∈ (G, ⋆) is denoted by c⋆−1. Given
c, c⋆−1 can be computed by the antipode of Hopf algebra
of coordinate maps on R〈〈X〉〉 (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard,
2017; Foissy, 2018).

Theorem 4.8. (Theorem 3.9, (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard,
2017)) Let c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 and x,y ∈ (G, ⋆), then

(i) (c ◦̃x) ◦̃y = c ◦̃ (x ⋆ y),
(ii) c ◦̃ e = c.

Theorem 4.8 asserts that ◦̃ is a right action on the
set of formal power series R〈〈X〉〉 by the affine feedback
group (G, ⋆). An important but evidently straightforward
observation from Theorem 4.8 and Lemma 4.1 is the
following theorem.
Theorem 4.9. The following statements are true:

(1) ◦̃ is an effective but not a free right group action of
affine feedback group (G, ⋆) on the set R〈〈X〉〉.

(2) ◦̃ is a free right group action of feedback group (G, ⋆)
on the quotient set R〈〈X〉〉q \ [0].

Following Theorem 4.8, Theorem 4.5 and definition 4.3,
the following theorem is evident stating that mixed compo-
sition product , ⊳, is a right group action of affine feedback
group (G, ⋆) on the group (G,⊙).

3 In (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard, 2017), the notation for affine feedback
group product is ◦.



Fig. 4. Affine Feedback Interconnection of Fc with Fd

Theorem 4.10. (Ebrahimi-Fard et al., 2023) Let x in the
set G and y, z in the group (G, ⋆), then

(x ⊳ y) ⊳ z = x ⊳ (y ⋆ z)
x ⊳ e = x,

where e is the identity element of the group (G, ⋆).

Theorem 4.9 asserts that the group action ⊳ is effective
but not free on (G,⊙). A simple counterexample to the
freeness of the group action is the following: Let c = [1 +
x0 x0]

t ∈ (G,⊙). Then, c ⊳ d = c for all d ∈ (G, ⋆). The
stabilizer subgroup of c being the whole of (G, ⋆) implies
that the right action ⊳ is not free.

Remark:An interesting question would be to find a/the
(or prove the non-existence of) non-trivial normal sub-
group H of (G,⊙) such that ⊳ acts freely on the quotient
group (G/H,⊙) by the group (G, ⋆). However, the question
is deferred for the future work.

To summarize this section, the set G has the following
interacting double group structure : (G,⊙, ⋆, ⊳), where
(G,⊙) and (G, ⋆) are groups for which e = 1e1 + 0e2 is
the identity element for both the groups while ⊳ is a right
action on the group (G,⊙) by the group (G, ⋆).

Remark: (G,⊙, ⊳) actually forms a post-group with the
affine feedback group (G, ⋆) as its Grossman–Larson
group. For more on this, refer the work of Ebrahimi-Fard
et al. (2023).

4.2 Affine Feedback Interconnection

The affine feedback product describing the closed-loop
of the affine feedback interconnection (as illustrated in
Figure 4) is explained with the newer group structures
endowed with interaction (called post-group) (G,⊙, ⊳, ⋆).
The affine feedback is shown to be a group action on
plant and the structural non-commutativity between the
additive and multiplicative feedback loops is proven and
quantified.

Remark:The affine feedback product was first worked
out in (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard, 2017). However the group
action describing the closed-loop of the affine feedback and
the structural non-commutativity of feedback loops are not
evident from the cited work.

Theorem 4.11. Let c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 and d = d1e1 + d2e2 ∈
(G,⊙, ⊳, ⋆). The affine feedback interconnection of the
Chen–Fliess series Fc with the Chen–Fliess series Fd, as
in Figure 4, is represented by a Chen–Fliess series Fc@d,
where the affine feedback product c@d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 is defined
as

c@d = c ◦̃
((

d⊙−1
)

◦̄c
)⋆−1

. (10)

Proof: Taking the expression on the RHS and using
Theorem 4.6 and (6),

(

d⊙−1
)

◦̄c = (d◦̄c)⊙−1

=

[

(d1 ◦ c)
⊔⊔ −1

− (d1 ◦ c)
⊔⊔ −1

⊔⊔ (d2 ◦ c)

]

.

Thus,

c@d = c ◦̃
((

d⊙−1
)

◦̄c
)⋆−1

= c ◦̃

[

(d1 ◦ c)
⊔⊔ −1

− (d1 ◦ c)
⊔⊔ −1

⊔⊔ (d2 ◦ c)

]⋆−1

.

The expression on the RHS is exactly the affine feedback
product defined in (3.7) of (Gray & Ebrahimi-Fard, 2017).

The notion that feedback can described mathematically
as a transformation group acting on the plant is well es-
tablished in control theory (Brockett, 1978). The following
theorem asserts the group action in the context of affine
feedback as illustrated in Figure 4.

Theorem 4.12. Let c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉 and x,y ∈ (G,⊙, ⊳, ⋆),
then

(c@x)@y= c@(x⊙ y) ,

(c@e) = c, (11)

where e is the identity element of (G,⊙, ⊳, ⋆). The affine
feedback is thus a right action by the group (G,⊙) on the
set R〈〈X〉〉.

Proof: Using Theorem 4.11,

(c@x)@y =
(

(c@x) ◦̃ (y)
⊙−1 ◦̄ (c@x)

)⋆−1

=

[

c ◦̃
(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)⋆−1

]

◦̃

[

(y)⊙−1 ◦̄

(

c ◦̃
(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)⋆−1

)]⋆−1

.

Using Theorem 4.3,

(c@x)@y =

[

c ◦̃
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1
]

◦̃

[

(

(y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

⊳
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1
]⋆−1

.

Using Theorem 4.8 and using the fact a⋆−1 ⋆ b⋆−1 =

(b ⋆ a)
⋆−1

for all a,b ∈ (G, ⋆),

(c@x)@y = c ◦̃

[

(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1

⋆

[

(

(y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

⊳
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1
]⋆−1

]

= c ◦̃

[

(

(

(y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

⊳
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1
)

⋆

(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

]⋆−1

.

Using definition 4.4,



Fig. 5. Non-commutativity of Additive and Multiplicative
Feedback Loops.

(c@x)@y = c ◦̃

[

(

(

(

(y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

⊳
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)⋆−1
)

⊳
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

))

⊙
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

]⋆−1

.

Using Theorem 4.10,

(c@x)@y = c ◦̃

[

((

(y)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)

⊳

[

(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)⋆−1

⋆
(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)

]

)

⊙

(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)

]⋆−1

= c ◦̃

[

((

(y)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)

⊳ e
)

⊙

(

(x)⊙−1 ◦̄c
)

]⋆−1

,

where e is the identity element of group (G, ⋆). Using
Theorem 4.10 and Theorem 4.6,

(c@x)@y = c ◦̃
[(

(y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)

⊙
(

(x)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

)]⋆−1

= c ◦̃
[

(x⊙ y)
⊙−1 ◦̄c

]⋆−1

= c@(x⊙ y) .

The statement c@e = c can be verified straightforward
from the definition.

Thus, the affine feedback product is a right action by the
group (G,⊙) on the set of formal power series R〈〈X〉〉.

Remark:Additive feedback is an affine feedback whose
multiplicative component is 1, while multiplicative feed-
back is an affine feedback whose additive component is
0. Thus, by (8), additive feedback product is action on
the plant by the additive group of formal power series
(R〈〈X〉〉,+, 0) and respectively, the multiplicative feed-
back product is action on the plant by the shuffle group
(M, ⊔⊔ , 1∅). The assertions are in accordance with the
literature (Gray et al., 2014a; Venkatesh, 2022; Ebrahimi-
Fard & Venkatesh, 2023).

The additive and multiplicative feedback loops in the
affine feedback configuration do not commute in general.
This structural non-commutativity is illustrated via the
Figure 5. Let Fω[v] = y, then the closed-loop generating
series ω for the Figure 5 can be described as:

ω =
(((

c@
[

1
d2

])

@
[

d1
0

])

@
[

1
−d2

])

@

[

d ⊔⊔ −1
1
0

]

. (12)

If multiplicative and additive feedback loops did commute,
then the additive feedback loops would cancel other (since
d2 + (−d2) = 0) and multiplicative loops would negate
each other (since d1 ⊔⊔ d ⊔⊔ −1

1 = 1). Hence, if the loops
commuted, Figure 5 is equivalent to the following diagram.

However, using Theorem 4.12 on (12):

ω = c@

(

[

1
d2

]

⊙
[

d1
0

]

⊙
[

1
−d2

]

⊙

[

d ⊔⊔ −1
1
0

])

.

Using Theorem 4.4,

ω = c@

(

[

d1
d2

]

⊙

[

d ⊔⊔ −1
1
−d2

])

= c@
[

1
d2 ⊔⊔ (1− d1)

]

.

Hence, ω = c@ [1 d2 ⊔⊔ (1− d1)]
t
infers that the feedback

loops do not negate each other completely, and there is a
residual additive feedback loop (since multiplicative com-
ponent is 1) amounting to Fc being in additive feedback
with the Fd2 ⊔⊔ (1−d1). Hence, the diagram 5 is equivalent
to the Figure 6.

Fig. 6. Residual Additive Feedback Loop of Figure 5.

Let [x,y]⊙ denote the group commutator of x,y of (G,⊙)
viz.

[x,y]⊙ = x⊙ y ⊙ x⊙−1 ⊙ y⊙−1.

If A and B are two subgroups of (G,⊙), then

[A,B]⊙ := {x⊙ y ⊙ x⊙−1 ⊙ y⊙−1 : ∀x ∈ A,y ∈ B}.

The computation of ω in (12) asserts that [M,G+]⊙ ⊆ G+

and is formally proven in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.13. The commutator subgroup ̂[M,G+]⊙, de-
fined as the group generated by the commutators [M,G+]⊙,
is a normal subgroup of G+.

Proof: (i) Let x ∈ M and y ∈ G+, then

[x,y]⊙ = x⊙ y ⊙ x⊙−1 ⊙ y⊙−1.

Since G+ is a normal subgroup of G, this implies x⊙ y⊙
x⊙−1 ∈ G+. Thus,

[x,y]⊙ = {x⊙ y ⊙ x⊙−1} ⊙ y⊙−1 ∈ G+

Therefore, [M,G+]⊙ ⊆ G+ =⇒ ̂[M,G+]⊙ ⊳ G+ since a
subgroup of a normal subgroup is normal.



Let c ∈ M such that c = ce1 + 0e2. Let d ∈ G+ such that
d = 1e1 + de2. Then,

[b,d]⊙ =
[

b
0

]

⊙
[

1
d

]

⊙

[

b ⊔⊔ −1

0

]

⊙
[

1
−d

]

=
[

1
d ⊔⊔ (1− b)

]

.

Hence, as a definition

[M,G+]⊙ :=
{

1e1 + (d ⊔⊔ (1− b)) :d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉,

b ∈ M
}

. (13)

(G,⊙) isomorphic to the character group of the graded
connected combinatorial Hopf algebra of coordinate func-
tions as discussed in (Ebrahimi-Fard et al., 2023). (G,⊙) ∼=
M ⋉ (R〈〈X〉〉,+) is thus a formal Lie group. The formal
Lie algebra of G is denoted by (g, [·, ·]). The Lie algebras
of formal Lie subgroups M and G+ are denoted g ⊔⊔ and
g+ respectively.

Observe that g ⊔⊔ is isomorphic to the vector space of
Rp 〈〈X〉〉. If for some c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, e+ tce1 ∈ M for t ∈ R

implies

t−1 (((e+ tce1)− e) (1)) = 0 ⇔ c (1) = 0.

Thus c is a proper series. Similarly, g+ ∼= R〈〈X〉〉 as vector
spaces. If for some c ∈ R〈〈X〉〉, 1e1 + tce2 ∈ (G+, ⋄) for
t ∈ R implies

t−1 ((e+ tce2)− e) = 0e1 + ce2.

Therefore, g+ ∼= R〈〈X〉〉 as vector spaces.

The commutator in (13) is a map on the formal Lie groups
given by:

[·, ·]⊙ : M ×G+ −→ G+

(ce1 + 0e2, 1e1 + de2) 7→ 1e1 + (d ⊔⊔ (1− c)) e2,

where c ∈ M and d ∈ R〈〈X〉〉. Linearizing the group
commutator map at e, the identity of (G,⊙), gives the
Lie bracket between the Lie subalgebras g ⊔⊔ and g+. Let
d1e1 ∈ g ⊔⊔ and d2e2 ∈ g+, where d1 ∈ Rp 〈〈X〉〉, d2 ∈
R〈〈X〉〉. Then using (13),

[d1e1, d2e2] = ([(1 + d1)e1, d2e2]⊙ − [1e1, 0e2]⊙)

=
[

1
d2 ⊔⊔ d1

]

−
[

1
0

]

=
[

0
d1 ⊔⊔ d2

]

.

Therefore the formal Lie group (G,⊙) has a formal Lie
algebra g ∼= Rp 〈〈X〉〉 × R〈〈X〉〉 (as vector spaces), whose
Lie bracket is defined as the following

[d1e1, d2e2] = −[d2e2, d1e1] = (d1 ⊔⊔ d2)e2 (14)

[d1e1, f1e1] = [d2e2, f2e2] = 0,

where d1, f1 ∈ Rp 〈〈X〉〉 and d2, f2 ∈ R〈〈X〉〉. Note that
g ⊔⊔ and g+ are Abelian Lie algebras (as the corresponding
group products are commutative). Henceforth in (14),

[diei, fiei] = 0 for i = 1, 2.

Remark: The Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]) in (14) is the Lie
algebra which is a part of definition of the post-Lie algebra
that is obtained by linearizing the affine feedback post
group (G,⊙, ⊳), in Ebrahimi-Fard et al. (2023). The post-
Lie algebra was however first observed from the Hopf
algebra of coordinate functions corresponding to affine
feedback (Foissy, 2018).
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