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Abstract— Many physical systems do not come with
a natural input/output partition of the system vari-
ables: we call them acausal systems. There are advan-
tages in studying acausal systems using approaches
that do not need a partition of the system variables
into inputs and outputs. It is also well-acknowledged
that viewing subsystems as input/output blocks helps
in our understanding of such systems. In view of this,
it is helpful to count the number of input/output
partitions that one can assign in a ‘consistent’ way such
that acausal systems can be analyzed and simulated
using input/output approaches/tools. We introduce a
notion of ‘consistent’ input/output partitioning and
provide a count for various networks made up of
simple 2-terminal electrical blocks (resistors, induc-
tors and capacitors) with one source. We relate the
count for the ladder networks to the Fibonacci series.
When the 2-terminal building blocks impose their
own natural input/output partition, depending on the
properness of the transfer function, then this count
reduces suitably. This paper formulates and answers
such enumeration questions for various common elec-
trical networks. We use techniques from graph theory:
of the type used in KCL/KVL/electrical-networks
and matching theory in bipartite graphs. Using these
techniques we convert a circuit topology into signal
flow graphs (SFG) familiar in systems and control
theory.

Keywords: causal models, consistency, perfect
matchings, permanent, bipartite graph

1. Introduction
Many physical complex systems are comprised of sim-

pler subsystems, and the interconnection is not neces-
sarily through an apriori distinction of the shared vari-
ables into inputs and outputs amongst the subsystems.
A simple example is that of a resistor, where there is
no apriori need to classify the variables (voltage and
current) into inputs and outputs. We call such systems
‘acausal’ systems. There are advantages of studying a
system without partitioning system variables into inputs
and outputs: see the behavioral approach in [Wil97],
[PW98] for example. The extensive benefits of the bond-
graph way of modelling complex systems is well-known
too: see [Kar92] for example. On the other hand, the
insight into understanding systems due to viewing them
as ‘signal-processors’, namely, input/output systems is
also beyond debate. This paper focusses on obtaining a
count on the number of input/output partitions that one
can obtain from an acausal system. In order to study this,
we propose a notion of ‘consistency’ of an input/output
partitioning of the variables. This notion of consistency
formalizes that when studying variables shared across
multiple subsystems, each given variable can be an output
of only one subsystem, but can be input to several other
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subsystems. Definition 2.3 below makes this precise. We
motivate the need to enlist all consistent input/output
partitions in acausal systems below.
The transfer function and state space approach view

the system as a ‘signal-processor’ that takes in an input
(the cause), processes the input accordingly, and gives an
output (the effect). This type of model is used in causal
modelling simulators such as Matlab-Simulink, Scilab-
Xcos Scicos etc. By ‘causal’ we mean that the model
has blocks with a clear cause-and-effect, i.e. input-and-
output demarcation. The cause/input goes into the block
in a causal model and the effects/outputs come out of the
block. In a causal modelling paradigm one effect/output
cannot come from two different independent blocks.
A causal approach is both elegant and explicitly de-

scribed and as a result such an approach is easy to
understand and has helped in development of control the-
ory. We can formulate transfer function of the dynamical
system from such a model pretty easily, which can be
further used in system analysis using Bode plot, filter
designing and controller design.
I/O approach, although very useful, is a very restrictive

one. Most physical systems cannot be reduced into such
form as they do not have a clear input or output sepa-
ration and the variable might be shared. Such systems
do not have a preferred direction of signal flow. The
behavioral approach to the study of dynamical systems
builds on this and see [Wil97], [PW98] for more discussion
on this. In this paper we find all the possible ways in
which signal flows and convert an acausal model to a
causal form. We call these different possible directions
as consistent assignments. When simulating/solving a
network, the flexibility of choosing the input/output par-
tition from any of the consistent assignments can be used,
for example, to get faster solutions and/or more accurate
solutions, in particular when certain i/o partitions result
in ill-conditioned problems.
The number of consistent i/o assignments possible for

a system is the number of ways that the network can be
solved for the system-variables using the system equa-
tions. For a simple electrical network we have different
ways to find the potential and the currents entering
a node for each node. One uses mesh (loop) analysis,
nodal analysis or KCL-KVL directly to solve the network.
The choice of method to solve gives one the number
of variables the system has, for example, mesh analysis
would have mesh currents as variables which may reduce
the number of variables compared to KCL-KVL.
In order to develop a model for such a network which

defines cause and effect for each device (resistance, ca-
pacitance etc.) one needs the device equation, i.e. the
relation between the current flowing through the device
and the voltage across it. For two terminal devices such
as resistor, the relations are VR = IRR, for capacitor
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IC = C d
dtVC , for inductor VL = L d

dtIL.
For a resistance device, the voltage across can be

cause, and the current flowing through it is the effect or
vice-versa: one can assign whichever causal relationship
as required. However, when the same device is part
of a larger network this freedom is not always there
since there could be an inconsistent assignment elsewhere
where one variable ends up being an output of two or
more subsystems. Further for capacitive and inductive
networks, we do not have a choice as we had in purely
resistance networks, capacitors and inductors have their
own natural causal direction. A capacitor transfer func-
tion is proper when the current is input and voltage is
output, inductor transfer function is proper when the
voltage is input and current is output. In this paper we
discuss electrical networks but the same results hold for
mechanical systems too.
The following types of graphs and the relevant graph
theory play a key role in this paper.

• The circuit topology, allowing KCL/KVL related
graph theoretic techniques.

• Bipartite graph (equation and variables separated),
allowing matching theory techniques.

• Undirected bipartite graph (signal flow version) as
shown in Figure 5 for example.

• Consistent directed graph (signal flow graph (SFG))
as shown in Figure 6, bridging matching theory and
signal digraph literature in control theory.

Further, many of the graphs use the following symbols for
easier separation of nodes into variables and equations,
with equation nodes marked as below.

R device eq. node C device eq. node Correspondence eq. node

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains pre-
liminaries and introduces the nodes and edge terminology
for the bipartite graph representation of system. Terms
such as consistent directed graph, consistent number and
rules for consistency are also defined in this section.
Section 3 contains our main results where we prove that
the number of consistent assignments of input/output
partition for a resistance ladder network is the Fibonacci
series (using the number of rungs in the index). This is
proved by induction and also pursued in a few examples.
Section 4 studies how the number of consistent assign-
ments falls when one of the resistors in the ladder is
replaced by a capacitor. Section 5 contains concluding
remarks and directions for further work.

2. Preliminaries and ‘consistency’
This section contains some graph theoretic prelimi-

naries and we introduce the notion of a consistent in-
put/output partition of variables.
A. Nodes and edges
We use two different types of nodes.

• Equation nodes:, which can be algebraic equa-
tion, differential/integral equation with multiple
variables,

• Variable nodes:, which as the name suggests are
variables of the system.

var1

DE

var2

var3

DE-1

var

E-1

E-2

Figure 1: Variable and equation nodes

No two nodes of the same type are connected directly to
each other, so we have a bipartite graph with the node
set as equation nodes and variable nodes.

Definition 2.1: A graph is called bipartite if its set of
vertices can be written as a disjoint union of two sets,
say U and V , such that no two graph vertices within the
same set are adjacent. We use G(U,V,E) to denote the
bipartite graph with E being the set of edges. In this
paper, the bipartite graph is constructed as follows. U is
the set of equation nodes, V is the set of variable node
and E is the set of edges between these two sets of nodes:
edge e in E between ui and vj means that the variable
vj occurs in the equation ui.
One such bipartite graph for resistance network can be

seen in Figure 4. In our work we show a device equation
node as a rectangular/diamond block and variable node
as a point as shown in figure 1.
Equation nodes are of two types,
• Device equation (DE): This is the relation between

the variables of a device: cause and effect could be
defined for each device.For a directed graph, when a
variable node has an edge directed towards a device
equation node then the variable is cause for that
device and variable node that has an edge directed
towards it from a device equation node are effect of
that device.

• Correspondence equation (CE): This is the rela-
tion between variables due to the interconnection of
devices. In electrical networks, these are nodal or
mesh/loop equations and they comprise of circuit
topology equations.

This brings us to the definition of a consistent in-
put/output partition: this captures the requirement that
when the system is solvable then in any consistent i/o
partition each system variable is an output of only one
subsystem and can be input to many subsystems. This
notion is defined using the bipartite graph.
An assignment of edges in a bipartite graph is called
consistent if:
1) Only one edge is directed into a variable node.
2) Only one edge is directed out of an equation node.
This can be seen in Figure 1 where device equation node
is shown in red and correspondence equation node is
shown in blue color. It is not hard to see that when the
bipartite graph has a perfect matching, there is a one-
to-one correspondence between perfect matchings and
consistent assignments.

Definition 2.2: Source nodes are variable nodes
which are not dependent on the system and therefore all
the edges from such a node are directed away from the
source node.
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Definition 2.3: Consistent directed graph is a di-
rected bipartite graph G(U,V,E) where U is the set of
equation nodes, V is the set of variable nodes and Vs

is the set of source node, such that |U | = |V | − |Vs|.
Assignment of arrows of each edge is called consistent
if the following conditions are satisfied.
a) For each variable node, v ∈ V , there is exactly one

incoming edge.
b) For each equation node, u ∈ U , there is exactly one

outgoing edge.
In this paper we consider |Vs| = 1, the result can be

pursued for multiple source nodes. In Definition 2.3 it
is also possible to consider the source also in the set of
equation nodes U and this gives |U | = |V |, the results
discussed in the following sections will be unaffected.

V1

V2

V3 V1

V2

V3 V1

V2

V3

Figure 2: Consistent directed graph for ladder bipartite
graph, there are three possible direction assignments that

are consistent with the rules. Consistent number: 3

Definition 2.4: Consistent number CN of a dy-
namical system is the total number of consistent directed
graph G(U,V,E) that can be constructed for a system.
Figure 2 shows an example for consistent directed

graph for a ladder type bipartite graph. By assigning
direction as per the rules we see that 3 such consistent
graphs can be drawn, thus the consistent number for such
a graph is CN = 3.

3. Resistance ladder network
First we discuss the case of purely resistive circuits with

single voltage source and 2n resistors. In purely resistive
ladder network as shown in Figure 3 we are free to assign
the direction to the device as per the rule discussed in
Section 2.

Example 3.1: We consider a resistance ladder circuit
with 3-rungs with a voltage source and construct its
consistent directed graph and compute its consistent
number CN .

1
i1

3
i3

5
i5

+
−

E 2

i2

4

i4

6

V1 V2 V3 V4

Figure 3: Resistance ladder 3-rung

Figure 3 is the resistance ladder with 3-rungs. We
perform nodal analysis to solve the network. There
are four node voltages V1, V2, V3, V4 and five current
variables i1, i2, i3, i4, i5 flowing through each resistor.
In order to solve for this network and get value of each
variable we need eight equations for nine variables, where
V1 is source. There are six resistors (devices) which gives
us six device equations.

V1 −V2 = i1R1 (DE-1) V2 = i2R2 (DE-2)
V2 −V3 = i3R3 (DE-3) V3 = i4R4 (DE-4)
V3 −V4 = i5R5 (DE-5) V4 = i5R6 (DE-6)

KCL equations: i1 = i2 + i3 (KCL-1) and i3 = i4 + i5
(KCL-2), source variable/equation V1 = E, and node
equations:

V2 −V1
R1

+ V2 −V3
R3

+ V2
R2

= 0 (Node-2)

V3 −V2
R3

+ V3 −V4
R5

+ V3
R4

= 0 (Node-3)
The corresponding separated bipartite graph for this

network is as in Figure 4.

DE-1

DE-2

DE-3

DE-4

DE-5

DE-6

KCL-1

KCL-2

V2

V1 = E

V3

V4

i1

i2

i3

i4

i5

Figure 4: Separated bipartite graph (equation-variable
separated)

One can solve the network for all its variable using the
equations above. A bipartite graph, Figure 4, is made
with DE-1 to DE-6 and KCL-1, KCL-2 on one side as
equation nodes and the nine variable nodes on the other
side.
Device equation nodes have edges connecting variable

nodes of current and voltage type for each device, whereas
correspondence equation node have edges connected to
variable nodes of either only currents or only voltages
but not both.
By restructuring the bipartite graph in Figure 4, we get

the ladder network in Figure 5. In both graphs, variable
node V1 is a source node and the edge is directed away
from the node.

V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

Figure 5: Undirected bipartite ladder graph

A. Assigning direction
We use this example to show how to assign direction

according to the rules specified in Definition 2.3 and
shown in Figure 1. Start from the source node, i.e. V1
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in Figure 5, assign an arbitrary direction to the edges
connected to node DE-1. If we take the direction as
shown in Figure 6, i.e. (I1) −→ (DE-1) −→ (V2), then
this orientation sets I1 as cause and V2 as the effect for
device-1 (R1). As V2 variable is an effect of DE-1, the
only possible direction for other edges connected to V2 is
away from V2:
(DE-3) ←− (V2) −→ (DE-2). This is shown in Figure 6.

V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

Figure 6: Consistent directed graph (signal flow graph
(SFG)) for Example. 3.1: nodal analysis

Then assign direction to edge connected to I1 and
so on. Keep doing until all the edges have directions
assigned to them and they follow the rules specified in
Definition 2.3. One such complete graph is shown in
Figure 6, it is consistent with the rules hence is called
a consistent directed graph.
Any variable node other than the source has a directed

path connected to every other node. The variable node
V3 is connected to every other variable node and there is
a directed cycle loops back to itself, this gives a feedback
path for every node. The total number of such consistent
directed graphs possible for a ladder network with 3-rungs
is 13, i.e. consistent number CN = 13.
B. Mesh analysis

Example 3.1 (contd) 1: Another way to solve the same
network is by mesh/loop analysis. Consider the circuit
shown in Figure 7, there are 3 current variable and 4
voltage variables.

1 3 5

+
− E 2 4 6

V1 V2 V3 V4

i1 i2 i3

Figure 7: Resistance ladder 3-rung: mesh analysis

The consistent directed graph for mesh analysis is
shown in Figure 8, the structure of graph is similar to
that of Figure 6 and the consistent number is also the
same: CN = 13.
C. Consistent number
The symmetric structure in the undirected bipartite

graphs corresponding to the ladder networks play a key
role in our results. Notice from Figure 9a, for example,
that each rung in the ladder network adds 2 resistors into
the network.

V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I2

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I3

V4

DE-6

Figure 8: Consistent directed graph for mesh analysis of
3-rung resistance ladder of Example 3.1

i1 i3 i5

+
− E

i2 i4 i6

i7
V1 V2 V3 V4 V5

(a)
V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

I6

DE-7

I7KCL-3

V5

DE-8

(b)

Figure 9: (a) Resistance ladder 4-rung, (b) Consistent
directed graph 4-Rung

Figure 9a and Figure 10a show resistance ladder for 3
and 4 rungs, while Figure 9b and Figure 10b show the
corresponding directed consistent graph. The consistent
number (CN ) is 34 for Figure 9b and 89 for Figure 10b.
We see from the structure in the graphs that each addi-
tion of a rung into the ladder network adds 2 rungs in the
graph for nodal analysis and mesh analysis graph. This
brings us to the main result of this paper: a count on
the number of input/output consistent assignments in a
ladder network and the link with Fibonacci series.

i1 i3 i5

+
− E

i2 i4 i6

i7

i8

i9
V1 V2 V3 V4 V5 V6

(a)
V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

I6

DE-7

I7KCL-3

V5

DE-8

I8

DE-9

I9KCL-3

V6

DE-10

(b)

Figure 10: (a) Resistance ladder 5-rung, (b) Directed
consistent graph 5-Rung
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Theorem 3.2: For a resistance ladder network with 1
source, m inner-loops and 2m resistors.
a) The consistent number CN is same for both nodal

analysis and mesh analysis.
b) Let Fm be the Fibonacci series, with F1 := 1, F2 :=

1 and Fm+1 := Fm +Fm−1. Then CN , the number
of consistent directed bipartite graphs for resistance
ladder, satisfies

CN (m) = F2m+1
Of course, Statement (a) of the theorem is not unex-
pected. We prove both claims below, in which claim (b)
is proved by induction on the number of rungs.
Proof of Theorem 3.2: Notice that although the number
of variables are different in mesh analysis and nodal
analysis, the structure of the graph is same. Figures 6
and 8 reveal a general structure between nodal and mesh
analysis that the extra nodes are always each of degree 2
and do not change the consistent number. Hence each
degree 2 node with its two adjacent edges can be all
replaced by one edge making the directed graphs the
same. Though this proof used a specific example’s figure,
this argument helps deduce claim (a).
We prove claim (b) of the theorem by induction. We use

mesh analysis as the number of variables in mesh analysis
is same as the number of devices. We denote the graph
as a matrix with rows denoting the device equations
and columns for variables, for example we can denote
the bipartite graph for 3-rung ladder network shown in
figure 7 by matrix A.

A =

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎣

I1 V2 I2 V3 I3 V4
DE1 1 1 0 0 0 0
DE2 1 1 1 0 0 0
DE3 0 1 1 1 0 0
DE4 0 0 1 1 0 0
DE5 0 0 0 1 1 1
DE6 0 0 0 0 1 1

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎦

The consistent number for the ladder network is equal to
the permanent of the matrix A.

CN = Permanent(A) = 13
We can see that there is a pattern in the matrix A
as rungs are added in a ladder network. For each rung
added 2 nos. of devices are added (2 DE and 2 Variable).
The individual matrices for each rung is as denoted by
partitions.

A =

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

A is a tridiagonal matrix with order 2m, where m is the
number of rungs in the resistance ladder network with 2m
resistors. The tridiagonal matrices are well studied and
permanent of such matrix can be given by the Fibonacci
numbers [JP92]. Permanent of order k tridiagonal matrix
A is given by:

Permanent(Ak) = Fk+1

Therefore, the consistent number of m−rung resistance
ladder network with 2m− resistors can be given as:
CN (m) = Permanent(A2m) = F2m+1 �

The proof is illustrated in Figure 11. The following
section considers the case when one resistor is replaced by
a capacitor, i.e. a nonstatic device which brings a natural
i/o partition with it. This expectedly reduces the total
number of consistent i/o partitions.

Figure 11: For k + 1 loops in ladder graph, when the right
most rung is directed anticlockwise we have k undirected
loops with CN = Fk+2, when it is clockwise we have k − 1

undirected loops with CN = Fk+1

4. Resistance ladders with one capacitor
In purely resistance circuits we were able to assign

directions with ample choice: this section studies the case
with one capacitor in a resistance ladder network.

Example 4.1: Resistance ladder with capacitance

i1 i3 i5

+
− E

i2 i4 i6

i7
V1 V2 V3 V4 V5

(a)

i1 i3 i5

+
− E

i2 i4 i6

i7
V1 V2 V3 V4 V5

(b)

Figure 12: (a) A 5-rung resistance ladder with capacitor in
parallel, (b) the capacitor in series.

In the case of a capacitor, by imposing an i/o partition
such that the transfer function is proper, we obtain that
the current variable is an input and the voltage is the
output. Capacitive device node is depicted by a red
diamond node as shown in Figure 13.

V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

I6

DE-7

I7KCL-3

V5

DE-8

Figure 13: Directed consistent graph for Example 4.1: the
capacitor divides the graph into two parts. The left block
has CN = F4 = 3 and right block has CN = F5 = 5, for the

complete graph CN = 3 × 5 = 15

We summarize the steps involved in assigning direc-
tions in the presence of devices like capacitors which have
a natural i/o partition.
Steps to assign direction in presence of nonstatic devices
(like capacitors):
a) Start at the source end, i.e. V1 in Figure 13, till we

reach the first nonstatic device.
b) Assign the natural direction of cause and effect to

each such device.
d) Assign direction to rest of the devices.
One such consistent directed graph is shown in Figure 13.
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Adding a capacitor in parallel divides the network
into two parts and consistent number is the product
of consistent number of the two parts. For circuit in
Figure 13, the right part has 4 rungs with consistent
number CN = F5 = 5 the left part has 3 rungs with
consistent number CN = F4 = 3. Then the consistent
number for complete graph is CN = 3×5 = 15.

V1

DE-1

I1

V2

DE-2

DE-3

I3

I2

KCL-1

V3

DE-4

DE-5

I5

I4

KCL-2

V4

DE-6

I6

DE-7

I7KCL-3

V5

DE-8

Figure 14: Directed consistent graph Example 4.1, capacitor
in series removes one rung. The left block has CN = F5 = 5
and right block has CN = F4 = 3, for the complete graph

CN = F4 × F4 + F5 × F3 = 19, where Fn is Fibonacci series.

Adding a capacitor in series removes a rung from the
graph. For a n rung ladder graph consistent number is
CN = Fn+1, for capacitor in series with n rungs in right
and m rung in left then the consistent number of complete
graph is CN = (Fn × Fm+1) + (Fn+1 × Fm). For circuit
in Figure 14, the left part has 4 rungs with consistent
number CN = F5 = 5 the right part has 3 rungs with
consistent number CN = F4 = 3. Then for the complete
graph CN = F4 ×F4+F5 ×F3 = 19.

5. Concluding remarks and future directions
In this paper we introduced the notion of consistent

partitioning of shared system variables into inputs and
outputs and also obtained explicit formulae for the consis-
tent number (CN ) count. We showed that for the resistor
ladder network with a voltage source, the consistent
number is exactly the Fibonacci series. Resistors being
acausal in the full sense, i.e. no natural i/o restriction due
to a static relation between the system relation, causes a
high CN . When some resistors are replaced by capacitors
or inductors, the count decreases and we considered some
examples. Due to space constraints, we skipped proving
that for the case of an LC network, the consistent number
is 1, i.e. the consistent i/o partition is unique. While this
is expected, it is interesting to obtain this using bipartite
graph matching techniques.
The methods used in our work crucially used the graph

topology of the circuit, and proceeded to construct an
equation/variable undirected bipartite graph, and then
an undirected signal-flow version of bipartite graph, and
finally the consistent directed graph (closest to the signal-
flow digraph studied in the theory of systems and con-
trol). The equations comprised of the KCL/KVL ‘cor-
respondence’ equations and the device equations, while
the variables comprised of the voltage across each device
and the current through each device. Thus our analysis
holds for 2-terminal mechanical/flow devices too, and
perhaps more generally to devices whose variables come
in pairs of the type: through/flow type variable and an

across/potential-drop type of variable. A matter of future
research is to analyze the case of 3-terminal devices like
transistors and higher terminal devices (like op-amps and
transformers). A topological model of such a network has
been studied in [CDK87], for example.
An important independent area of research is the

notion of ‘permanent’ of a square matrix: this notion is
related closely to that of perfect matchings in a bipartite
graph. Exploring further links between this area and
that of consistency number proposed in Definition 2.2 is
important for further research.

References
[AV73] B.D.O. Anderson and S. Vongpanitlerd, Network Analysis

and Synthesis, Prentice-Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ, 1973.
[Bod45] H.W. Bode, Network Analysis and Feedback Amplifier

Design, NJ, Princeton:Van Nostrand, 1945.
[BRZ91] P.C. Breedveld, R.C. Rosenberg and T. Zhou, Bibliog-

raphy of bond graph theory and application, Journal of the
Franklin Institute, vol. 328, no. 5-6, pages 1067-1109, 1991.

[BF08] D. Broman and P. Fritzson, Higher-order acausal models,
In: Proceedings of the 2nd International Workshop on Equation-
Based Object-Oriented Languages and Tools, July 8, Paphos,
Cyprus, 2008.

[BF09] D. Broman and P. Fritzson, Higher-order acausal models,
Simulation News Europe, vol. 19, no. 1, pages 5-16, 2009.

[CSMB] R.U. Chavan, V.P. Samuel, K. Mallick and M.N. Belur,
Optimal charging/discharging and commutativity properties of
ARE solutions for RLC circuits, In: Proceedings of the 21st
International Symposium on Mathematical Theory of Networks
and Systems (MTNS), Groningen, the Netherlands, 7-11 July,
2014.

[CDK87] L.O. Chua, C.A. Desoer and E.S. Kuh, Linear and Non-
linear Circuits, McGraw-Hill, New York, 1987.

[CG76] L.O. Chua and D.N. Green, Graph-theoretic properties of
dynamic nonlinear networks, IEEE Transactions on Circuits
and Systems, vol. 23, no. 5, pages 292-312, 1976.

[FALNPSB05] P. Fritzson, P. Aronsson, H. Lundvall, K. Nyström,
A. Pop, L. Saldamli and D. Broman, The OpenModelica
modeling, simulation, and software development environment,
Simulation News Europe, vol. 44, no. 45, pages 8-16, 2005.

[FALNPSB06] P. Fritzson, P. Aronsson, H. Lundvall, K. Nyström,
A. Pop, L. Saldamli and D. Broman, OpenModelica: a free
open-source environment for system modeling, simulation and
teaching, In: Proceedings of the IEEE International Sympo-
sium on Computer-Aided Control Systems Design (CACSD),
Munchen, Germany, pages 1588-1595, 2006.

[JP92] J. Jina and P. Trojovsky, On permanents of some tridiago-
nal matrices connected with Fibonacci numbers, International
Journal of Pure and Applied Mathematics,Vol. 97, no. 1, pages
79-87, 2014.

[Kar92] D. Karnopp, An approach to derivative causality in bond
graph models of mechanical systems, Journal of the Franklin
Institute, vol. 329, no. 1, pages 65-75, 1992.

[MEO98] S.E. Mattsson, H. Elmqvist and M. Otter, Physical sys-
tem modeling with Modelica, Control Engineering Practice,
vol. 6, no. 4, pages 501-510, 1998.

[MSDH16] A. Mukbil, P. Stroganov, U. Durak and S. Hartmann,
Towards a distributed simulation toolbox for Scilab. Proceed-
ings of ASIM-Treffen STS/GMMS (51), pages 148-154, 2016.

[Nar87] H. Narayanan, Topological transformations of electrical
networks, International Journal of Circuit Theory and its Ap-
plications, vol. 15, pages 211-233, 1987.

[OM17] OpenModelica, An Introduction to OpenModelica,
https://openmodelica.org, Accessed: 30.05.2017.

[PW98] J.W. Polderman and J.C. Willems, Introduction to Math-
ematical Systems Theory: a Behavioral Approach, Springer-
Verlag, New York, 1998.

[Tho15] J.U. Thoma, Introduction to Bond Graphs and their Ap-
plications, Elsevier, 2016.

[UCMU06] A.C. Umarikar, T. Mishra and L. Umanand, Bond
graph simulation and symbolic extraction toolbox in Mat-
lab/Simulink, Journal of the Indian Institute of Science, vol. 86,
pages 45-68, 2006.

[Wil97] J. C. Willems, On interconnections, control and feedback,
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 42(3):326-339, 1997.

82



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /Impact
    /Kartika
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MVBoli
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 200
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 200
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Required"  settings for PDF Specification 4.01)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


