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Consensus of Multi-agent Systems Under

State-dependent Information Transmission

Gangshan Jing , Yuanshi Zheng, and Long Wang

Abstract

In this paper, we study the consensus problem for contintimes and discrete-time multi-agent
systems in state-dependent switching networks. In eaah easfirst consider the networks with fixed
connectivity, in which the communication between adja@ge@nts always exists but the influence could
possibly become negligible if the transmission distandeng enough. It is obtained that consensus can
be reached under a restriction of either the decaying rateeofransmission weight or the initial states
of the agents. After then we investigate the networks witltestiependent connectivity, in which the
information transmission between adjacent agents grhduahishes if their distance exceeds a fixed
range. In such networks, we prove that the realization obensus requires the validity of some initial
conditions. Finally, the conclusions are applied to modeith the transmission law of C-S model,

opinion dynamics and the rendezvous problem, the correpgrsimulations are also presented.

Index Terms

Multi-agent systems, state-dependent, switching netsyaskinion dynamics, rendezvous.

|. INTRODUCTION

Distributed cooperative control of systems with multiplgeats has attracted attention from

different research communities in recent several years. I thesems, all the agents interact
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with each other via a communication topology and only locdbimation can be employed.
Therefore, in order to drive them to accomplish tasks, aidiged control law is required. A

multi-agent system has a wide range of applications sincantperform a variety of collective

behaviors. For instance, formation of unmanned aerialckehi1], attitude adjustment of space-
crafts [2], flocking of multiple robots [3] and so on. Duringese challenging topics, reaching
consensus is a crucial problem that we have to deal with. M@me many collective behaviors
can be performed based on strategies to reach consensus.

So far, there have been numerous references related to tisersus problem. More specif-
ically, [4] considered the consensus of continuous-tim&esys in which agents are of single
integrator dynamics, the authors found the connectivityhef network plays an important role
in reaching consensus. On this basis, the static and dynangensus protocols for continuous-
time systems with double integrator dynamics are studid8]iand [6], respectively. In[7], 18],
the authors investigated the consensus of a heterogengstesiswhich consists of a number of
agents with single and double integrator dynamics simatiasly. For discrete-time systemns, [9]
investigated the first-order multi-agent systems and obtha necessary andfBaient condition
for consensus. All these works also considered the casmetdiependent switching networks. It
was shown that by employing their protocols, if the commatian topology switches in a finite
number of connected graphs, the conclusion for consendiusoétis. Moreover, some literatures
also have studied consensus in time-dependent networkspitin ¢LO], [11], [12], [13], [14].

In fact, there exist many systems running in switching neksavhich are closely related to
the states of agents. As an example, in Vicsek’s madel [1blha agents keep the same speed
but different headings, the key to realize swarming is making eaemtagpdate its heading
by averaging the headings of agents who are close to it. Femetlsystems, the information
transmission weight varies when the agents change thdasstand thus there may exist an
infinite number of communication graphs to be employed. farmore, with the evolution of
the system, the connectivity of the communication topologg be possibly broken, which will
lead to the failure of consensus. Therefore, such systenes ey diferent properties and are
worth exploring. A few investigations have been carried ontthis issue. Cucker and Smale
proposed a flocking model(C-S model) via a transmission kieigpendent on state distance in
[16], [17]. The communication weight is designed like gtgvi.e., as the distance between two

agents increases, the information they receive from ealstr @radually weakens but always



exists. This implies that the communication topology isata a complete graph. The authors’
research shows that convergence can be achieved underieticeson the initial states, which
is really diferent with the previous results of systems in time-dependeftching networks.
Besides, the model of opinion dynamics introduced by Hegaeh and Krause in [18] is also
an interesting topic. It describes the evolution of a nundferpinions in a group of agents who
can interact with their neighbors. flerent from C-S model, H-K(Hegselmann-Krause) model
includes a bounded confidence constraint, so that each agandnly interact with the agents
who keep opinions within the confidence bound of its opinibdmerefore, H-K model allows both
the addition and loss of links in communication topologyd dhus the connectivity cannot be
always kept. Several literatures related to opinion dywcarhave been conducted [19], [20], [21],
[22]. In [23], the author obtained a ficient condition for consensus of continuous-time opinion
model by maintaining the distance between any two agent;a@asing. Similar to opinion
dynamics, the rendezvous problem of multi-agent systests ialvolves the the uncertainty of
the network’s connectivity [24]] [25]. In order to realizendezvous, [26] proposed an algorithm
by employing a potential function to preserve the netwoddsnectivity. Also the information
transmitted between agents in [27] and![28] is influencedhayagents’ states.

Out of the above-mentioned situation, we consider the cmwse problem of multi-agent
systems with a general state-dependent information tresgmn weight. Two kinds of state-
dependent switching networks are considered. In the firsg,cawitching has nofkects on the
connectivity of the communication topology. fBarent from [[28], we mainly explore systems
with damping information transmission weight without cbaog extra nonlinear gains, and the
communication between agents is onfjeated by their relative states. That is, the transmission
mode in our study contains the one of C-S model as a special taghe second case, the
communication graph is fully dependent on the states ofhal dgents. The connectivity of
the communication topology can be varying as the systemvesolHence it can apply to
opinion dynamics and the rendezvous problem. In this paperalways assume the influence
between agents decays as their distance increases. This@gm can be takenfibin several
circumstances, we will state it in the text.

In this paper, we investigate the consensus problem ofrmomtis-time and discrete-time multi-
agent systems respectively. For each kind of the systerastawith first-order and second-order

dynamics are separately considered. The correspondirtgoote are proposed by employing



protocols in the previous literatures with state-depehd®mmunication weight instead. By
using Lyapunov method and reduction to absurdity, ficgant condition to consensus for each
protocol is obtained. We find that for a part of systems with finst kind of weight, consensus
can be reached under a restriction of initial states. And firaall the systems with the second
kind of weight, we always require the agents’ initial statessatisfy a condition for reaching
consensus. Finally, we apply our results to C-S model, opidynamics and the rendezvous
problem. Some simulations are performed to illustrate thecgveness of the theoretical results.
Notation: Throughout this paper, we denote the set of real numberg, e set of pos-
itive real numbers byR.o, and the set of nonnegative real numbersiy. Let R" be the
n—dimensional Euclidean spacg; || be the Euclidean normX™ stands for the transpose of
matrix X, |V| is the cardinality of sed’. Hy(A) denotes the eigenspace of matdixorresponding
to zero.my(X) denote the orthogonal projection @fonto spaceM. dim(M) is the dimension
of spaceM. ® represents the kronecker product. For a ma#ix R™", 1;(A) denotes theth
eigenvalue ofA, i.e, 4;(A) < --- < A,(A). | X] is the largest integer not greater thamnd[Xx] is

the smallest integer not less than

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. Preliminaries of Graph Theory

We use a graply = (V, &, A) to denote the communication relationship between agénts.
is a set consisting of some vertices, each vertex correspandn agent in the systeid.is the
set of edges, each edge is denoted by a pair of ageats(i, j). In this paper, we propose a
matrix G = [G;;] € R™" to show the distribution of communication links in the netkoThat
is, Gj; = 11if (i, ]) € & andG;; = 0 otherwise. The set of neighbors of agens denoted by
N =1{j1Gj=1. A= [a] € R™ is a matrix describing the weight of information flow
between agents, in which; denotes the information transmission weight between ageartd
j. Throughout this paper, we always assume that undirected, which implies that bot and
A are symmetric matrices. We use a diagonal matrix [A;;] with A; = 3y &; to show the
degree of each agent, the Laplacian matrix of grgpk defined byL = A — A. By Gerschgorin
Theorem, it can be easily proved thiatis a positive semi-definite matrix. In our work, the
communications between agents may be always changing asgts’ states evolve. Hence

we useL to denote the Laplacian matrix according to stat®r continuous-time systems, and



L; to denote the Laplacian matrix at stefor discrete-time systems. A path betwdeand j in
graphgG is a sequence of distinct edges of the forim i), (i, i3), ---, (ii_1,ik), wherei; =i,

ik =], and (,i41) €eEforre{l,--- ,k—1}. A graph is said to be connected if there exists a
path between any two distinct vertices of the graph.

The connectivity of graplg is written by «(G), which is the minimum size of a vertex set
S such thatg — S is disconnected or has only one vertex. Therefe(€) can be confirmed
only by G. Furthermore, it is straightforward to see th&y) > O if and only if G is connected.
Giveni, j € V(G), a setS C V(G) - {i, j} is ani, j—cut if G — S has no paths betweearand j.

B. Systems and Consensus

For continuous-time systems, we consider agents with batflesintegrator dynamics

X=u, 1€V (2)
and double integrator dynamics
X = Vi,
2)
Vi = U, ieV.

For discrete-time systems, agents with both first-orderadyins

X(t+1)=x{)+u(), ieV 3
and second-order dynamics

X(t+ 1) = x(t) + kawi(t),

Vit+ 1D =vit) +u), eV

(4)

are considered.

In this paper, we suppode > 0, V = {1,---,n}, X, Vi, U € R™, wherem is a positive
integer. LetE = R™, thenx = (xI,---,x)T, v=(VI,---,v)T € E". In the following, a matrix
in R™™ may act onE". That is,AXx = (A® I)Xx for A € R™", x € E". We say the consensus
problem is solved ifx gradually evolves intVM = span{1,®r | r € E} ast — oo. Specifically, if

M = {1,® £ 3.y X%(0)}, the average consensus is said to be solvedel ét=1,---,m be the



standard orthogonal basis B, i.e,, = (0j-1), 1, Om-i))". Thenf; = %L,@e., i=1---,mare

the standard orthogonal basis M. Therefore, the orthogonal projection »fonto M is

For convenience of the proofs, we et X — my(X) andq = v — (V). Hence, consensus is

reached if and only ifp —» 0 andg — 0 ast — .

C. Useful Lemmas

For convenience in the proofs of the main results, sevenairlas associated with graphs and
matrices are listed below.

Lemma 1: If graph G = (V,E,A) with V = {1,---,n} is connected, thety(L ® I, =
span{l,®r | r € E} = M, wherelL is the Laplacian matrix o&.

Lemma 2: ([30]) Given a positive semi-definitd x d matrix A, we havex' Ax > A,(A)||X —
T (M1, for any x € R,

Lemma 3: ([17]) For all xe E", L € R" is the Laplacian matrix of a graph, we have:

(0) I = xll = lIpi = pjll < V2lIpli;

(2) 2—1n DI = il = 2—1n D2 e = pil? = lipl;

eV jev eV jev
(3) X'Lx = (X, LX) = %; J_EZV(%,-(X)IIM - x|l > 0.
Lemma 4: Suppose that the connectivity of graghis «(G) = k* > 0, then there exist at least
k* disjoint paths between anyftkrent vertices.
Lemma 5: If graph G is not connected, then there exist at least1 pairs of disconnected
nodes in the graph.

The relevant proofs will be stated in Section 7.

I1l. Consensus OF CONTINUOUS-TIME M ULTI-AGENT SYSTEMS

The consensus problem of continuous-time multi-agentesysthas been studied in many

previous works. In this section, we employ the consensusopots widely used before and



assume the information transmission between the agentamascstate-dependent. It will be

shown that a very dierent result emerges due to this change.

A. Continuous Sate-dependent Transmission Weight

We consider two classes of systems with state-dependesrimation transmission. The first
case is of fixed connectivity in communication topology, @hiimplies thatG and x(G) are
invariant. The communication weight between agengd j is set asa; = Gija(lIx — X,
wherea(s) is a positive function which decays as the increasing. dftherefore, for agent the
information that it receives from agefitcan be denoted b@;;a(|[x — XjlI?)(x% — X;). We have
the following assumption on().

Assumption 1. a(-) : Ryo = R, is continuous and nonincreasing(0) < co.

In the second case, the connectivity of communication grgpk (V, &, A) is entirely
dependent on the states of all the agents. More specifithycommunication weight between
i and j is aj = Gjje(lIx — XilI?) = a(Ix% — Xj|I?), because5;; = 1 if and only if a(||x — x;|[%) # 0.
a(:) is under the following assumption.

Assumption 2: a(-) : Ry — Ry is continuous and nonincreasing(0) < oo, a(s) > O if
s< R? a(s) =0 if s> R?, whereRe R, is a constant.

For simplicity, we denotex(||x — X;|[) by ij(X) in the rest of the paper.

We study continuous-time systems in this section. Asswnpli and Assumption 2 will be
performed respectively. It is shown that when the nonlingarght is coupled with the state

difference, a number of characteristics of these systems wétganm

B. Consensus with Fixed Connectivity of Networks

In the case of fixed connectivity, a very long distance betwaegair of agents may cause their
information transmission becoming slight and cannot wdtkatively. For reaching consensus,
we hope to obtain a bound of the distance between any agentise Iresults, we will see that
the boundedness diip|| is the key to solve the consensus problem. Ojfgis guaranteed to
be bounded, the following lemma shows that the algebraimectivity of the communication
graph, written bya,(L), has a nonzero lower bound. The corresponding proof isepted in

Section 7.



Lemma 6: Under Assumption 1. For anty> O, if ||p(t)|| is upper bounded, and the commu-
nication topology is connected, thaa(L,) has a nonzero lower bound.

Consider a group of agents with dynamiCs (1), the protocd#jris studied:

U= Gijei ()0 — X). (5)
ji=1

Theorem 1. Consider a system consistingrfgents with dynamic§{(1). Under Assumption 1,
protocol [5) globally asymptotically solves the averagasemsus problem if the communication
topology is connected.

Proof: It is easy to see thai satisfies the sameftierential function ax does. Consider the
Lyapunov functionV(p) = %||p||2, the positive definiteness &(p) obviously holds. Since graph
G is connected, together with Lemrph 1, it follows th#f(L« ® |,) = M. According to Lemma
2, we haveV = —p'Lyp < —Aa(Lyx ® In)lIp — 7am(P)IZ = —Aa(L)IIpI. Thus, V(p(t)) < V(p(0))
for anyt > 0, implying that||p|| is bounded by|p(0)||. From Lemmd B, there exists a constant
¢ > 0, such thatl,(L,) > c. ConsequentlyV < —c||p|[2. That is,V is negative definite. Together
with the radial unboundedness ¥f p globally asymptotically converge to 0. Due to the fact
that graphg is undirected, we have the symmetrylgf then} ;.4 X(t) = O for t > 0. Therefore,
tILr?o X(t) = %Zieq, x(0) for anyi € V. That is, all the agents globally asymptotically achieve th
average consensus. [

For agents with dynamic§l(2), we first study the static comgeprotocol in[[5]:

n
U = —kvi + )" Gijari (090X — X), (6)
j=1
wherek > 0 is the feedback gain of agent

Theorem 2: Consider a system consistingrfgents with dynamic§{2). Under Assumption 1,
protocol [6) globally asymptotically solves the consenmablem if the communication topology
is connected. Specifically, if the sum of the initial velgcdf each agent is zero, the average
consensus problem is solved.

Proof. Consider the following Lyapunov function candidate.

lI% =112
Vo) = kv + VP + > fo aij(9)ds, (7)

eV jev



wherea;j(s) = Gija(9). Let [|X||* + [V[> — o0, one hasvV(x,V) > [lkx + V]|, and vV (X, V) > ||VII.
Then 3VW(x, V) > ||kx|| — IVl + 2[[M| = [[kx]| + [IVi], it follows that

1 1 .
V(x) 2 5kl + IvI)? > 5 min{k?, L}([IX1 + [IVI?) — oo.

Then the radial unboundedness\ii, v) follows. The derivative o/ (x, v) along the trajectories
of the agents is given by
V = 2(kx + V)T (kv — kv — LyX) + 2v" (=kx — LX)
+23° 3" Gijai(0(% - X)) (% - v))
ieV jev
= —2kx"Lyx — 2kvTv < 0.

Therefore,Q(x,v) = {x,v | V(x(t),v(t)) < V(x(0),v(0))} is positively invariant. SinceV is
continuous,V~1[0, V(x(0), v(0))] is closed. Together with the radial unboundedness/pt2
is bounded and thus is compact. By employing LaSalle’s iamae principle)VV — 0 ast — oo,
and since grapl® is connected, together with Lemrha 4 will evolve into M, andv — 0 as
t — oo. That is, the position states of all the agents globally gsptically reach consensus and
the velocity of them vanish to zero in the end.

Moreover, letJ(X,V) = Yicqy Vi+K Xicy Xi. ThenU = ~K Yicy V+ Ziey 2jev(Xj—X)+K Yieqy V =

0. That is,U(x*,v") = U(x(0),v(0)), wherex* is the consensus position state of each agent.
Zieﬂ/ Vi (O) + kZieﬂ/ Xl(o)

nk '
If >y Vi(0) = 0, it is easy to obtainx* = %Zieq, X, which implies that the average consensus

Therefore, it can be obtained thgt =

is achieved. [ ]

Now we consider the dynamic consensus protocol proposeg]in [
n n
U= Giei(0)(v; = W) + ) Gijerj(09(% — X). ®8)
j=1 j=1

Protocol [6) makes the velocity of each agent graduallysrate zero for arbitrary initial value,
and thus always keeps the distance between any two agerdgtobin the steady state even if
consensus is not reached. Hence, the compactne@scah be unconditionally guaranteed, and
note that||p|| is also bounded. However, each agent applying protd¢ol @) abtain a nonzero
velocity in the steady state, the distance between agenysbeainbounded||p|| will also be

unbounded). To achieve global convergence, a conditiaw(-fis required to be appended.
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Theorem 3. Consider a system consisting ofagents with dynamic${2). Under Assumption
1, supposefooo a(s)ds = ~, protocol [8) globally asymptotically solves the consenpuoblem
if the communication topology is connected.
Proof: It is clear thatx andv in system[(R) with[(B) can be replaced pyandq. Consider
the following energy-like function
"
V(p,q) = llal* + % > f”p' " aj(9)ds. ©)
iev jev O
DifferentiatingV(p, ) along the trajectories of agents, one has
V(p.a) = 20" (-Lp - L@ + Y > Gijasj(p)(pi - )T (G - ay)
ieV jev
=-29'L,g<0.
Then the se®© = {p, qV(p, g) < V(p(0), q(0))} is positively invariant. Before employing LaSalle’s
invariance principle, it is necessary to prove the compesgnofQ. It is clear that||q(t)|| is
bounded byV(p(0),q(0)) for anyt > 0. Supposd|p(t)] — « ast — t*, t* > 0 (t* can be
infinite). From Lemma3, there exist a pair of agensd j, such that|x — xj|| = o ast — t*.
Since the communication graph is connected, there existdha(pii), ..., (is, j) between and j.
Note that||x — x;l| < [I% — X, || + - - - + X, — Xjll. Therefore, there exists a const&d {1,-- -, s},
such that]|x — X,,Il = co. This yields
lIpi—pjl2 (1%, =%y, 12
> f Gije(s)ds > f a(9)ds — o,
iev jev V0 0
ast — t*, which conflicts withV(p,q) < V(p(0),q(0)) for all t > 0. Thus,||p(t)|| is always
bounded. Together withigl|> < V(p,q) < V(p(0),q(0)), it follows the radial unboundedness
of V(p,q) and the compactness 6f. Therefore, all the solutions of systei (2) with protocol
@) globally asymptotically converge into the largest inaat set in{V(p,q) = 0}. From the
connectivity of the communication graph and Lemmha 1, botnd g will evolve into M. That
is, pi—p;j — 0,0 —q; — 0, ast — oo for anyi, j € V. Note that}i.y, pi = Yicy G = O, therefore,
p—0,q— 0, ast - oo. That is, all the agents globally asymptotically achievesamsus. &
The restriction ofa(-) is actually for the decaying rate of the communicationslitiear that
the fastera(-) damps, the more flicult the condition is satisfied. Wheﬁo a(s)ds = « is false,
protocol [6) solves the consensus problem if the initialestaf all the agents are restricted. The

following corollary states it in detail.
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Corollary 1: Consider a system consisting mfagents with dynamic${2). Under Assumption
1, supposdooo a(s)ds < oo, the communication grapd is connected and the following inequality
holds.

1 19 (0)-p O e
o+ 53> [ Gya(9ds <k’ [ a(9ds (10)

i€V jev
where k* is the connectivity of graphz. Then protocol [(B) solves the consensus problem
asymptotically.
Proof: We still consider the energy-like functidn (9), the nexpsieto show the compactness
of Q = {p,qV(p,q) < V(p(0),q(0))}. Supposd|pll — o, then there exist a pair of agentand
j, such that|p; — pjll = c. By Lemmal4, there exidt* disjoint paths betweenand j. As the
analysis in the proof of Theorem 3, in each path, there exikdast one pair of adjacent agents

ik andiy.1, such that|p;, — pi..,Il = . Employing inequality[(10), we have

lIpi (0)-p; (0)I2
V(pO). ) = 1@+ 5 > | Gio(9ds

ieV jev
<k’ fo ) a(s)ds
g %Z Z f0||pi—pj||2 Gia(9ds
i€V jev
<V(p. ),
a contradiction. Thug|pl| is bounded for alt > 0. We now proceed as in the proof of Theorem
3. ]

Remark 1: All the results above can be extended to general cases. Mefisally, a;ij(-)
can be various for dierent pairs of agents. Eaehj(s) is a continuous function o§ and is
unnecessary to be nonincreasing. In this case, the comditiax(-) in Theoreni B is replaced by
the condition that there exists a spanning tree \#itlas its set of edges, anﬁq @jj(s)ds = oo
for any (, j) € €. If this is not true, the initial states of all the agents aquired to satisfy the
following inequality,

i(0)—x; (0)12 ~
IMO)IP + %ZWZW fo T ajatgds <@ i, fo @i(9)ds
where & is the set of edges associated with a spanning tree. The wamilar to that of
TheorenB and Corollaryl 1, we omit it here.
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C. Consensus with State-dependent Connectivity of Networks

In this subsection, the connectivity of the communicatioapdp is possibly broken due to the
evolution of the agents. For realizing consensus, we alwaye that the connectivity can be
maintained. In the following ,we will use the Lyapunov medhio search a specific condition
for the initial states to guarantee the invariance of thenegativity. It is shown that under an
intensive distribution of the agents’ initial states, cemsus can be finally reached.

Suppose Assumption 2 is satisfied. For agents with dynariigsti{e following consensus

protocol is considered,

U= ) (90X = X). (11)

jev
We present a dficient condition for consensus by restricting the initi@tes of the agents. See
the follows:
Theorem 4: Consider a system consisting ofagents with dynamic${1). Under Assumption

2, suppose the following inequality holds.
1% (0)-x; (O)I R?
a(s)ds< (n— 1)[0 a(9)ds. 12)
Then protocol[(Il1) solves the average consensus asyngiiyntic
Proof: Consider the Lyapunov functiovi(x) = %||x||2, thenV(x) = —X"Lyx < 0. Thus||X|| <

IX(0)]]. It follows the compactness dik| V(X) < V(x(0))}. By employing LaSalle’s invariance
principle, we havd_,x — 0 ast — 0. That is, for any dterenti and j, x; = x; or [|x — x|l > R
at the steady state.

Lett — oo, suppose consensus is not achieved, it is obvious that tmencaication graph
G(t) is disconnected. By employing Lemrmh 5, there exist at Ieast pairs of agents satisfying

that the distance between any two agents in a pair is larger ¢in equal toR. Thus it holds

that
1 1% ;12 R?
5 Z Z fo a(9ds> (n-1) fo a(9)ds. (13)

i€V jevV
We now consider the following function:

Vi(X) = %Z > fo e a(9)ds. (14)

i€V jev
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DifferentiatingV;(x), yields
Vi) = D > e (0906 = X)) (U — uj)
i€V jev

= 2x"L4u (15)

= -2x"L2x < 0.
ConsequentlyV;(X) < Vi(x(0)) for all t > 0. Together with[(I13), we have
- (O)—x:(OY2
-0 ["awas< 33 [ aoas
0 iev jev O
which is in contradiction with[{12). Therefore, consenssuschieved asymptotically. Since the
communication graph is undirected, we ha¥g, % = 0 for t > 0. Let x* be the steady state
of each agent, thenx* = };.4 X(0). Therefore, the consensus state is the average of tha ini
states. [
For agents with dynamic§l(2), the following static consensontrol law is considered.

U = —kvi + ) aij(x)(X; = %). (16)

jevV

Theorem 5: Consider a system consisting ofagents with dynamic${2). Under Assumption
2, suppose the following inequality holds:
(O)=x: (OV2 2
IVO)I[2 + %Z Z f e a(s)ds < (n— 1) f ) a(s)ds. (17)
iev jev O 0

Then protocol[(16) solves the consensus problem asymaligtic

Proof: Consider the Lyapunov functiom](9) by replacimgand q with x and v. As the
same way in the proof of Theorel 3, we obtain thk, v) = -k X Ivi|[> < 0. By employing
the function [(¥), we know thax andv are both bounded. Thenleitq/follows the compactness of
{X, VIV(x,Vv) < V(x(0),v(0))}. From LaSalle’s invariance principle, if— oo, one hasy — 0 for
anyi € V. That is,vi — 0, implying that||x — X;|| = 0 or [, — X;l| > R at the steady state.
Suppose consensus is not achieved in the steady state. enomdl 5, fort — oo, the following

holds. ‘ "
IV[2 + % Z > fo a(s)ds > (n—1) fo a(s)ds.
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Together withV(x,v) < V(x(0), v(0)), we have
1 1% (0)-x; (O)| R
MOIE+5 Y Y [ a(9ds> (-1 [ a(9ds
eV jev 0 0

a contradiction with[(12). Therefore, all the agents achieonsensus asymptotically. [ ]

IV. CoNSeENsUS OF DISCRETE-TIME M ULTI-AGENT SYSTEMS

In this section, the consensus problem of discrete-timéiragent systems with state-dependent
information transmission laws is considered fiBient from the case of continuous-time, the

discontinuity of the control input can be adopted.

A. Discontinuous State-dependent Transmission Weight

Similar to the one of continuous-time systems, we use a immei(-) to interpret the rela-
tionship between the transmission weight and the relatifferénce between agents’ states. The
previous assumptions are modified as follows by relaxingcth@inuity of a(-).

Assumption 3: a(:) : Ryo — R.g is nonincreasingg(0) < oo.

Assumption 4: a(-) : Rsg — Rsg is nonincreasingg(0) < oo, a(s) > 0 if s< R?, a(s) = 0 if

s> R?, whereR e R, is a constant.

B. A Lyapunov-like Function

Before entering into our results, we introduce a funcigp) : R.o — R.o which will be used

to construct the Lyapunov function.

a(r)z O<z<r,
w(2) =1 L&

2 a(s)r + o[ £1r)(z - LE]r), z>r,

s=1

wherea(z) is nonincreasing df, r is a positive constant. For better understandu@), we present
an example withr = 1 to express the relationship betwesfl) anda(-). The area of the shaded
part of Fig.[1 is equal tav(3.5), while the area of the shaded part of Kig. 2 is equakt@5).
For simplicity, we definex;(t) = x(t) — x;(t), Wi;(t) = w(lIx;; (D)%), W(t) = %%}J_E%Gijwij(t).

The following Proposition shows some propertiesgfwhich will be important for the main
results. The corresponding proof is shown in Section 7.

Proposition 1: For anyz > 0, the following hold.
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Fig. 1. w(2) withr =1, z=3.5. Fig. 2. w(2) withr =1, z=0.5.

(1). Suppose that the communication graphs connected. ThelV(t) > 0, W(t) = 0 if and
only if x; = x; for anyi, j € V.

(2). For a fixedr, w(z) is increasing ofz.

(3). For allt > 0,

W 1) W0 < 5 3 G RO+ P - 54 0 (18)

(4). imw(2) = 5 a(9)ds for 0< z < co.

Remark 2: We can see thaw(z) is the approximation oﬂoza(s)ds in some sense. And that
with the decreasing of, w(z) is more closer to a(s)ds. Actually, when we lew(z) = [ a(s)ds,
(1), (2) and (3) in Propositionl 9 also hold. The correspogdgiroof is similar. In the rest of this
paper, we admiwv(z) = foza(s)ds forr = 0.

C. Consensus with Fixed Connectivity of Networks

For agents with dynamic§l(3), the consensus protocol isngdye
n
ui(t) = h Z Gijaij (x(1)) (% (t) — x(t)), (19)
j=1
whereh > 0 is the control gain.
Theorem 6: Consider a system consistingmagents with dynamic§(3). Under Assumption 3,
protocol [19) globally asymptotically solves the averagesensus problem if the communication

topology is connected anal < m whered.x is the maximum degree of all the agents.
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Proof: ConsiderV(t) = ||p(t)|> as a Lyapunov function. It is obvious th&t is positive

definite. And
V(t+1)- V() = p ()1 - hLy)?p(t) - P’ ()p(t)
= p' (-=2hL; + hL?)p.

Let Z = —2hL; + h?L?, the eigenvalues oE; are denoted by = —2ha(L;) + h2A3(L) =
hai(Ly)(hA;(Ly) — 2), and it is straightforward to see that the eigenspacg, abrresponding td;
is similar to the one ot corresponding tali(L;) for anyi € V. From Gerschgorin Theorem,
Ai(Ly) < max{2 Z a,,(x) } < 2dmex(0). Thereforehai(Ly) -2 < g a(o) - 2dmax(0) — 2 = 0. Thus,
V(it+1)- V(t) = p'Ep < 0. That is,=; is negative definite. Since graghis connected, together
with Lemma[l and Lemmil 2, one hb(E; ® I,,) = Ho(Lt ® I) = M, and

V(t+1) = V(1) < —22(=E)IIp - THycelm (P
= —(-E)llp — 7m(P)IIP

= —L(-E)lpI” <0,
whereA,(-E;) is the smallest nonzero eigenvalue—d;. Then||pl| is bounded by|p(0)||. From
Lemmal®,1,(L;) is lower bounded, which implies that all the nonzero eigémes have lower
bounded. Together with;i(L;) < 2dy.xa(0), there exists a constant> 0 such thatai(Ly)| < c.
Hence, there exists & < 0 such that-1,(-%;) < ¢’. ThenV(t + 1) — V(t) is negative definite.
From Lyapunov’s Theorenp — 0 ast — co. Note that};. Xi(t+1) = Xy X (t) in every step,
which results intligbq(t) = %Zig(vxi(O). That is, the average consensus is achieved. Together
with the radial unboundedness ¥f the conclusion is global. [ |
For agents with dynamic§l(4), the following protocol is ddesed,

Ui(t) = —kaVi(t) + ks Z Gijanj (X(1)) (%) (1) — xi(1)), (20)
=1

whereky, ks >0,i=1,---,n
Theorem 7: Consider a system consisting mwfagents with dynamic$4). Under Assumption
3, protocol [[20) globally asymptotically solves the cormenproblem if the communication

graph is connected, and the following conditions kerk,, ks are satisfied,

k2 <mi n{2, kl + 1}, (21)

ka(2 — ko) ko

ks < min{ 20hx@ () (Ky — Ko + 1) Jrax(0) (kg + 1)

(22)
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Specifically, if the sum of the initial velocity of each agéntero, the average consensus problem
is solved.
Proof. Consider the following function as a Lyapunov function calate,
1
V(O = llkox + kvl + kM + Skalks + 1= ke) ) > GijWh1). (23)
eV jeV
Employing Propositionll, we have
V(t+ 1) = V(1) < [[koX(t + 1) + KyV(t + 1)|J? — [[kaX(t) + kaW(t)[?
+ kalIv(t + DIZ = kel V(DI

+ K2ka(ky + 1 — ko)v' Lv
(24)
+ 2k1k3(k1 +1- kg)XT Lyv

= V' [keka(ko — 2)I + K2ka(ky + 1 — ko)L ]V
+ X' [~2kiKokal + (K2 + h)K3LZ] .
LetEy = klkg(k2—2)| +k§k3(k1+1—k2)|_t andEzt = —2k1k2k3|_t+(k%+h)k§|_t2. ThenV(t+1)—V(t) <

0 if vTZv+XTExX < 0. To achieve this, we just require the following inequestfor anyi € V.
klkz(kz - 2) + k%kg(kl +1- kz)/li <0, (25)
— 2kykoks + (K2 + )K2A; < O, (26)

By Gerschgorin Theorem, it holds that < rir;gjﬂszZM @ij(X)} < 2dmax(0). Hence, conditions
(21) and [(2R) lead td (25) and _(26). Consequentlft,+ 1) — V(t) < O.

Sincek; < ki + 1, together with the nonnegativity a%; and the definition oV in (23), one
has VV > [lkox + kyvI| > [[keX]| — [lkeVil, and YV > VgVl Then VW + 2vKkV > [lkoX]| + kel[VII.
Therefore, if||x||? + ||V|]]Z — oo, we have

o Minfko, ka}(IIX + [IVIF)

(1+2vk)?

It follows the radial unboundedness ¥fand the compactness of the invariant et {V(t) <

V(0)}. Invoking LaSalles’s invariance principle]Z,v + X'ZxXx — 0 ast — oo. Note that
VIEZwv = 0 if and only if v = 0, while X"2xx = 0 if and only if x € Ho(Ex). From the
connectivity of graphg and LemmallHy(Ex) = Ho(L;) = M. Consequently, the position states
of the agents globally asymptotically achieve consensnd,the velocity states of the agents

globally asymptotically converge to the origin.
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Now we explore the consensus state for the group of agentssiarU(t) = %Ziw vi(t) +

le3 e X|(t) One has
Ut+1)-U() = - Zv. + 2 2, G = %) + Sy -0
|e‘V i€V jev ey

Therefore, letx* denote the consensus state, it follows tbidk(0), v(0)) = U(x*, 0). We finally

. _ kiks
havex* = nk2U(O).

Moreover, if 3.y Vi(0) = 0, it is clear thatx' = £ 3.y, x(0). |

Remark 3: «;j(-) in this subsection can be multiple forfldirent pairs of agents and each one
satisfies Assumption 3. If this change happensagk(0) = ir’rj)ez%;(cy(O), the condition ofh in
Theoreni becomes to he< g——7
the corresponding proofs are the same. For Thedrem 7, thergasiousw;; due to diferent

instead. The rest of the conclusions are undisturbed and

aij(-), thenW(t) = 2 2 Gijwij(II%j(t)II%). By the similar approach, we can obtain the same
result as Theoreml 7 except for replacia) in (22) with @max(0).

D. Consensus with State-dependent Connectivity of Networks

For agents with dynamic§l(3), the consensus protocol isngbye
u() = h > @ ()4 - % (), (27)
=1

whereh > 0 is the control gain.
Theorem 8: Consider a system consisting ofagents with dynamic${3). Under Assumption

4, supposé < and there exists ane [0, R?), such that

(n-1)a(0) 1) )’

W(0) < (n — Lw(R?). (28)

Then protocol[(2]7) asymptotically solves the average ausise problem.

Proof: Suppose[(28) holds. Consid¥(t) = ||x(t)||> as a Lyapunov function candidate, one
hasV(t + 1) — V(t) = x"(=2hL; + h?L?)x. Let & = —2hL; + h?L?, the eigenvalues OE; are
& = ha(L)(ha(Ly) - 2) < hai(z5(0) - 20mex(0) - 2) < 0, i € V. ThenQ = {x | [IX|| < |Ix(O)|I} is
positively invariant and compact. Consequen¥ft + 1) — V(t) — 0 ast — co. That is, X = X;
or [Ix — xjll > Rwhent — co. Suppose consensus is not reached. Employing Lelmhma 5, vee hav
W(t) > (n— 1)w(R?) ast — oo.
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For W(t), from PropositioriLIL, the following holds,
W(t + 1) - W(t) < u"Lu+ 2x"Lu
= WX L3x — 2hx"L2x.

Sinceh?A3(L;) — 2ha%(Ly) = 4(L)& < 0, we haves(n — 1)w(R?) < W(t) < W(0), which conflicts

with (28). We then obtain the conclusion. [ |
For agents with dynamic§l(4), the following protocol is ddesed:
n
Ui(t) = —koVi(t) + ks ) e ()0 (1) = % (D)), (29)
j=1
wherek,, ks >0,i=1,---,n.

Theorem 9: Consider a system consisting ofagents with dynamic${4). Under Assumption
4, suppose thalt;, k, andks; satisfy [21) and

( ka(2 - ko) K |
2(n— 1)(O)ka(ks — ko + 1)” (N — 1a(0)(ky + 1)

And there exists am € [0, R?), such that

ks <min

(30)

IkeX(O)II? + 2kskoX(0)V(0) + (K + ko) IV(O)II*+
% Z Z(kl + 1 — ka)ksWi (0) < (kg + 1 — ko)ka(n — W(R?). (31)
i€V jev
Then protocol[(29) asymptotically solves the consensubleno.

Proof: Suppose conditiorf (31) holds. L&;; = 1 for anyi, j € V, (Z3) is considered as
the Lyapunov function candidate. From the radial unboundssd ofV, we get the compactness
of {x,v| V(t) < V(0)}. Due to the fact that (21) and (22) are satisfied, togethen {@#), one
hasV(t+1)-V(t) <0, andV(t + 1) - V(t) = 0 if and only if vVTZ4v+ x"Zxx = 0. By invoking
LaSalle’s invariance principle, we hawézyv + X'ZxX — 0 whent — oo. That is,v; — 0,
IXi — Xjll = 0 or||x — x|l > R, for t — co. Suppose consensus is not achieved. By employing
LemmalD, it follows that

VOV 25 3 3k + 1= kWi ()
eV jev
> 2k + 1 ko)ka(n — IW(RD),

ast — oo. This contradicts with[(31). Therefore consensus is aehieasymptotically. [ |
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60 80 100 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Time Time

Fig. 3. Agents with dynamic§]1) and protocp] (5). Fig. 4. Agents with dynamic$13) and protocbl(19).

Remark 4. Under Assumption 4, note th&¥(R?)=0 if r = R2. Then [28) and{31) will never
be satisfied. Therefore,< R? is necessary in Theoreim 8 and Theofdm 9. Moreover, whisn
changed, the validy of (28) or (B1) may also be changed. Alghcsmaller makeW(R?) larger,
but it does not mean that smalleirs more possible to satisfy the conditions, becaVge) will

also become larger. The examples in Section 5.2 will showhissin detalil.

V. APPLICATIONS AND SIMULATIONS
A. Applications to the Transmission Law of C-S Model

In C-S model [[16], the communication weight between any tgerds is set as
H
@ I - X IPP
whereH > 0 andg > 0 are system parameters. Thatd$s) = ﬁ, G is a complete graph.

(32)

a;j

We now solve the consensus problem for a group of mobile agapplying [(32) as the
information transmission weight.

For agents with single integrator dynamics and protdcql F).[3 describes the evolution of
the agents, which consists of 30 agents with random initaks. Fig[ 4 gives the simulation of
the system[(3) with protocol (19).

For agents with double integrator dynamics (2), we considerulti-agent system consisting
of 6 agents, each agent is of dynamics (2) and employs priofavith a(s) = ﬁ H=1,
B=3,k=1,G is a complete graph. According to Theorei 2, consensus cachieved under

arbitrary initial states. Fig.15 shows the results. Morepby employing the same(s) with
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H=1andg =1, letk; = 1, k, = 1.5, ks = 0.14. Fig.[6 describes the evolution of the agents
with dynamics[(4).

Position State
Velocity State

Time Time

Fig. 5. Agents with dynamic$]2) and protocp] (6).

Position State
Velocity State

20 40 60 80 100 120 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time Time

Fig. 6. Agents with dynamic§14) and protocbl(20).

When protocoll(B) is applied, it is necessary to explore aiam for a to solve the consensus
problem. According to Theoref 3, one just requijg“éa(s)ds = oo to realize consensus. Note
that

fw H—ds: %(1 * S)1_'8|o’ p#1
B o0
o (1+59) Hin+s)|S, B=1

Therefore, ifg < 1, then fom a(s)ds = . That is, the average consensus is asymptotically

reached. Otherwise, i > 1, fow a(s)ds < oo, due to Corollany i1, the average consensus is
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achieved if the following inequality holds:

1 1% (0)-; (O)I? o0

IVO)|I + = Z Z f a(9)ds < (n— 1) f a(9)ds. (33)

2 eV jev 0 0
Now we investigate a system consisting of 6 agents with dycsf2) and protocol[(8), the
initial states of the agents ands) are chosen the same as the ones in the last example. It is
clear that consensus is failed to be reached in[Fig. 7 sinedition (33) is not satisfied. When
we setH = 150 andp = 3, (33) is guaranteed and the average consensus is asycafjoti

achieved, as shown in Figl 8.

O

\ 1 1
0.5F
sl i
-10f- \
-15¢ 1 < - ——
\ -15 [\
-2

—20}

Position State
Velocity State

25! . . . 3
Time Time

Fig. 7. Agents with dynamic$X2) and protocb] (8),= 1.

15

05

=0.5 feee

Position State
Velocity State

-15f

-25[

Fig. 8. Agents with dynamic$12) and protocbl (8),= 150.
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B. Applications to Opinion Dynamics

In this section, we consider the consensus problem of opifeaomation among a group of
agents. In detail, each agent keeps a real number as itsonpamd updates it by taking a
weighted average for the opinions of its neighbors. Two tgane called neighbors if their
opinions keep a distance less than a constant(called byahi#dence bound). Moreover, the
weights may change with the evolution of the opinions. Inftiiwing, we will see that under
a specified opinion-dependent dynamics, what kind of infirafiles can lead to a consensus.

For continuous-time agents, the following smoothed mosl@onsidered:

% = > i = )X ~ ). (34)
where -
c, 0<s< (R-¢)?
a(s) =1f(s), (R-ée)?<s<R, (35)
0, s> Re.

X € R denotes the opinion of agentc > 0 is the communication weight between neighbors,
R > 0 is the bound of confidencd,(s) is a nonincreasing and Lipschitz continuous function
of sin [(R-¢)?, R?, and f((R- &)?) = ¢, f(R?) = 0. This smoothed model makes such an
assumption that when the opinion of aggns running out of the confidence bound of agéent
the information transmission between them vanishes smodth[22], ¢ is set by a sequence
which f(s) closely depends on,e., f(s) = £(R- +/s), this model is called ag approximation
for H-K model. It is obvious that Theoreim 4 can be applied ie thodel. Therefore, the average
consensus can be reached if the initial states of agensfys@R).

In fact, if the initial opinions are symmetrically distritad, we can obtain a more relaxed
condition.

Consider a system consistingmmagents, agentkeeps a real numbeg as its opinion. Assume
that x; < x; if i < j. We say the states are symmetrically distributed if therstgxa real number

X +Xj

Xo, Such thatxy = =~ for anyi+ j = n. We present the following proposition, the relevant proof

is presented in Section 7.
Proposition 2: Consider model(34) witim > 4 agents, suppose the initial states of the agents
are symmetrically distributed. For any- O, if the communication graph is disconnected, there

are at least 2— 3 pairs of disconnected agents.
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Theorem 10: Consider model[(34) witm symmetrically distributed opinions in the initial
time. Then the following statements hold.

(). For 2< n < 3, the average consensus of the opinions is achieved if alydfdhe initial
communication graph is connected.

(ii). For n > 4, the average consensus of the opinions is achieved if fl@ving inequality
holds: 11X (0)-x; (O)II? R?
a(s)ds< (2n - C%)f0 a(s)ds. (36)

Proof: (i). From the analysis in the proof of Theordm 4, we know thegsprving the
connectivity of the communication graph is the key to make dlgents reach consensus.

Forn = 2. We letx; and x, be the two agents’ opinions are@= x, — X;. Thene = —2aye.
Suficiency: Note thate'> 0 if e < 0 ande < 0 if e > 0, which in turn implies thate is
decreasing of, together withje(0)| < R, we havelg < R for anyt > 0. Necessity: Suppose that
le(0) > R, thene = 0, consensus will never be reached.

Forn = 3. Let X1, X, X3 be the three opinions amnxl < X, < X3. From Lemmd B, we have
Xo = % and X, = 0 for anyt > 0. Thenx; = a12(X — X1) + @13(X3 — X1) = (@12 + 213) (X2 — X1).
Similarly, we havexs = (a3 + 2a13)(Xo — X3). Let €1 = X1 — X, & = X3 — Xp, it follows
that ¢, = —(a12 + 2a13)€1, & = —(a23 + 2a13)€. Suficiency: Due to the fact thde;(0) < R,
le2(0) < R, we obtain thate;(t)] < R and|ex(t)] < R for anyt > 0. That is, the connectivity of
the communication graph is maintained. Necessity: Supgusénitial communication graph is
not connected. Ife;(0)] > R, thenx; = 0, together withx, = 0, one hase;, = 0, a contradiction.
If |&(0)| > R, thenXx; = 0, together withx; = 0, the consensus cannot be reached.

(ii). By employing Propositiol2, the proof is similar to tlkme of Theorenil4. [ |

Now we consider an example of the smoothed opinion dynarfdds Suppose the system
consists of 20 evenly distributed opinions in the initisthé. LetR =1, £ = 0.1, ¢ = 1, which
implies thatf(s) = 10(1- +/s), the distance between adjacent agents is set ad.2. It can
be calculated tha{ (86) cannot be satisfied. Flg. 9 showsubkiteon of all the opinions and
the variation of the Lyapunov functiof_(14). If we changi¢o be 005, (36) can be guaranteed.
The average consensus is achieved, (14) graduallyhesnias shown in Fig. 0.

For discrete-time opinion dynamics, the following opinievolution model is considered:

X(t+1) = D w00 (t). (37)

jevV
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Time Time

v,

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 . 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Time Time

Fig. 10. Model [[(3#) withd = 0.05.

wherew;; > 0 denotes the weight between ageaind agentj, and ), W;; = 1 for anyi € V.
When the system starts running, each agent will take thosetagnto account whose opinions
differ from its own not more than the confidence boutd 0. We make an assumption that
each agent employs the same weight, h > 0 when it considers its neighbors except itself.
Since the agent will consider its own opinion in a positiveyw@ make this hold, we assume
(n-1)h < 1. Then modell(37) can be rewritten by

X(t+1)=(1-h> a)x®+h > aijx), (38)
j#i j#i
where
1, 0<s<R?
a(s) = (39)

0, s>R
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Then [37) is equivalent td{3) with (R7). Sined:) is nonincreasing antd < n%l Theorem 8
can be employed. The agents will achieve the average camsefi®pinions if [[28) holds.
Similar to Theoreni_10, the following results for discreited opinion dynamics are valid, we
omit the corresponding proof due to its simpleness.
Theorem 11: Consider model[(38) witm symmetrically distributed opinions in the initial

time andh < Then the following statements hold.

(). For 2< n < 3, the average consensus of the opinions is achieved if alydfahe initial
communication graph is connected.

(i). For n > 4, the average consensus of the opinions is achieved if théses anr € [0, R?),
such that

W(0) < (2n - 3W(R?). (40)

Consider model(38) with 15 evenly distributed opinionsha tnitial time. The distance between
adjacent agents id = 0.35. SetR=1,r=0.1,h= % the initial states do not satisfly (40). Fig.
[11 describes the evolution of opinions av{t), we can observe that the opinions fail to reach
consensus. When we seét= 0.08, (40) is valid forr = 0.1. The average consensus is reached,

as shown in Fig_12.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Time Time

Fig. 11. Model [(3¥) withd = 0.35.

It is easy to see that Theorém 10 and Thedrem 11 also hold w(ejuist satisfies Assumption
2 and Assumption 4, respectively. Because the correspgmuaoof does not require a particular
a(:). In order to verify that taking a éterentr is helpful to satisfy the initial condition, we give

an example in the following.
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15¢

W(t)

101

Fig. 12. Model [(3F) withd = 0.08.

Now we consider mode[ (38) with a varying communication viseigAssume that there are 20
evenly distributed opinions in the initial time, the comnuation weight between agents decays
when their opinion dference increases. L& = 1.5, a(s) = -10s+ 25, h = T(l))n It is found
that when we setl = 0.07, (40) hold forr = 1.8 but it does not hold for = 0. Fig.[13 shows

the result ford = 0.07.

250

200

150

W(o)

100+

50

Fig. 13. Model [(3¥) withd = 0.07.

C. Applications to Rendezvous

Now we consider the rendezvous problem of multiple agents wontinuous-time dynamics
and discrete-time dynamics. In such problems, some conuation links may be lost due to

the moving of the agents and therefore the rendezvous wilbaaealized [24],[25]. Unlike the
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study in [26], we do not employ potential functions to presethe connectivity of the network.
What we mainly concern about is that under what kind of ihistates the network can be
always connected. In the following, modgl (2) with(16) anddel (4) with [29) will be applied
to solve the rendezvous problem, several simulations geesented. In the simulations, the
red point denotes the initial state of an agent and the bluet @ its final state. The lines in
different colors denote the trajectory of the agents.

For continuous-time systems with dynami€$ (2), supposeetiea system consisting of 6
agents. With protoco[ (16), all the agents move in the plareeamploy [(35) as the transmission
weight. In Fig.[14, the rendezvous fails since the connigtiof the communication network
is broken during the agents’ moving. We can see that eveneifctbtnsensus of the agents’
position states is not reached, the velocity of all the agsetill vanish to zero in the end. Under

condition [17), Fig[.Ib shows that the rendezvous problesoiged. For discrete-time systems

0.5F

Position State y—axis
Velocity State y—axis

1.‘5 - -05 0 0.5
Velocity State x—axis

0.5 1
Position State x—axis

Fig. 14. Protocol[(76) fail to solve the rendezvous problénagents with dynamic12).

with dynamics[(#), consider a system consisting of 6 ageXpplying protocol [29) with [(3D)
as the communication weight. Lt = 1, h, = 1.5, hs = 0.14, then [[2ll) and_(30) are satisfied.
When the initial states of all the agents are restricted ) (@th r = 0.1, Fig.[16 shows that

the rendezvous is reached.

V1. CoNCLUSION

In this paper, the consensus problem for two classes ofd&gtendent switching systems have
been considered. The first case describes some systemsworketwith fixed connectivity.

For these systems, the volume of information in commurocatiaries but always exists as
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Fig. 15. Protocol[{76) success to solve the rendezvous @mlof agents with dynamicEl(2).
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the evolution of the agents. The second one represents sgsteEnms whose communication
graph is entirely determined by agents’ states and thus sotaeaction links may be lost as
the system runs. Under each kind of information transmisdite continuous-time and discrete-
time systems have been studied respectively. In networtksfixed connectivity, we have proved
that under a connected communication graph, consensuacseae if the state-dependent weight
a(-) or the initial configuration of the agents satisfies somedad@ns. In networks with state-
dependent connectivity, consensus would be reached ihiti@l istates of all the agents are under
a restriction. The results of these general nonlinear systeave been applied to C-S model,
opinion dynamics and rendezvous, the applications have beefied by several simulations.
Nevertheless, all the criterions for consensus af&cgent but not necessary and hence can

probably be further relaxed. For example, how to generatizaindirected communication graph
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to be a directed one in the first case and whether the right biaiedof the inequality in initial
conditions can be larger. These problems are currently ruegigloring. Moreover, ifa(-) in
continuous-time systems is relaxed to be discontinuoustridgectory of the agents should be
considered in the sense of set-valued analysis. A simikrltrenay be obtained by nonsmooth

Lynapunov methods.

APPENDIX

ProoFs OF SEVERAL LEMMAS AND PROPOSITIONS

Proof of Lemma [t By the definition ofL, 1, is always the eigenvector df associated with
zero. ThereforeM is the subspace of the eigenspacelof I, corresponding to zera,e.,
M c Ho(L ® Iy). From the result in[[4], together with the connectivity afagh G, we have
rank(L) = n— 1. Hence,dim(Hgy(L)) = 1, it follows thatdim(Ho(L ® I,)) = m = dim(M). Thus,
Ho(L® I) = M. n

The proof of Lemmal4 is based on the following two lemmas.

Lemma 7: (Menger's Theorem [31]) I, y are vertices of a grap§ and . y) ¢ E(G), then
the minimum size of arx, y—cut equals the maximum number of pairwise internally digjoi
X, y—paths.

Lemma 8: ([31]) Deletion of an edge reduces connectivity by at most 1.

Proof of Lemma 4t Assume that there exist a pair of agehtand j, and the maximum number
of disjoint paths between them lis< k*. We discuss the problem in the following two cases.
Casel. If {, ) ¢ &(G), from Lemmd.¥, the minimum size of anj—cut in graphG is |. This
means that the minimum size of a vertex set disconnectanyl j is |. Thereforex(G) < | < k*,

which is a contradiction.

Case2. If (,]) € E(G). Letg = G —{(i, ))}, from Lemma 8B «(G’) > x(G) — 1. By Menger’s
Theorem, the minimum size of an j—cut in graphg’ is | — 1. Hence(G’) < | — 1. Then,
k(@) < k(@) + 1 < | < k*, which conflicts with«(G) = k*. mProof of Lemma
B Without loss of generality, suppose th@t hasr connected components, with'y,--- ,V;
as the corresponding set of nodé®;| < --- < [V,|. Let V, be the first set which has more
than one element. That ip, = lmiliznz{l, .-+, r}. Let f(r) denote the minimal number of pairs of

disconnected nodes; = |Vi|. We have

fry)=Ci-C3 -C3 , —---=Ch,i,j=1---,r.

Np+1 - ne> =2
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CombiningV, and V., it follows that

f(r-1)<C?-C2, -C2 —...-C2.

Np+Npe1 Np+2

Thus,

f()-fr-1)>C2,, -C2 -C2 >0.

Np+Np+1 Np+1

Consequently,f(r) is a decreasing function af. Since the graph is not connected, one has
r > 1. Thus,f(r) > f(2). Recalling thatf (2) = min{n;n;} = min{ny(n — ny)} = n— 1. Therefore,
f(r)=n-1. ]

Proof of Lemma 6 If ||p(t)| is upper bounded, we obtain the upper bodhdf ||x — x;|| for
anyi, j € V from Lemma[8. Using to denote the eigenvector associated wiflL,), due to
the fact thata(s) is nonincreasing o, we have

dLe S Guale el
(L) = ele 2eTe
> Y Gijlle - gjll?

eV jev
2e’e

> a(B)Aa(L),

whereL is the Laplacian matrix of grapﬁ_: (v, S,ﬁ) with A = G. Since the communication
topology is connectedi,(L) is positive constant. Thuslp(Ly) has a positive lower bound. m

Proof of Proposition[I: (1). It is easy to see that(z) = O if and only ifz= 0, andW > O for
any x € R". ThenW = 0 if x, = x; for anyi, j € V. Otherwise, suppos&/ = 0 is valid, then
for any , j) € & one hasw(|x;(t)lI?) = W;; = 0, implying that||x — x;|| = 0. Since graplg is
connected, one hdk; — x|l = 0 for anyi, j € V.

(2). Suppose that @ z < z,. We study this problem in the following three cases.

Caselz <z <r. Thenw(z) - W(z) = a(r)(zz — z1) = 0.

Case2z <r < z. Thenw(z) — W(z) > a(r)r — a(r)zy > 0.
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Case3r <z < 2. If |2]>|%2], then
W(z) - w(z) > a2 +0r + o(210@ - 121
- 2@ - 120
> o2 - 121 2 0
If |2]=1[2], then[2]r =[2] andz - [2]r > 2y — | 2]r. Hence W(z) - W(z1) = a([21r)(z -
L21r) = a([21r)(z - 121r) > 0.
(3). For anyt > 0, we discuss the problem in the following two cases.
Casel||x;(t+ 1)l > [I%;()ll. Thena;j(X(t+1)) < a;j(x(t)). From (2), one ha®Vi;(t+1)—W;(t) >
0. Therefore,
Wt + 1) = Wi (1) < ai (X)X €+ DI = D5 O11).

Together withW(t) = %%}J_EZW GijWi(t), (I8) is obtained.
Case2||x;(t+ 1)l < [Ix;(®Il. Thena;j(x(t+1)) > a;;(X(t)). From (2), one ha®\;(t+1)—W;(t) <
0. Therefore,
WG (E + 1) = WE (1) < @i () (It + D)7 = 113 01

Together withW(t) = % Y. > GijWij(t), (I8) is obtained.
i€V jev
(4). For anyr < z< o0, a(-) is Riemann integral on [@] since it is monotonous and bounded

by «(0). Then we have

z r LZ]r z
fa(s)ds:f a(s)ds+---+f a(s)ds+f a(9)ds
0 0 (LZ]-2r LEIr

r LZ]r 7 z z
zf a(r)ds+m+f a(L—Jr)ds+f a([-Tr)ds
0 (I iz T

L7

= Z a(sr) + a([?]r)(z— L%Jr) = w(2).
s=1

Furthermore,
z L7l LZ]r v4
W(2) — f o(9)ds= Y a(s)r +a([ 21N~ LEIr) - f o(s)ds— f o(9)ds
' =} r ' r =

> o(EI0r +a(FINE- 120 - | a(9ds
LE])r

> a(Ler)(z— Ler) >0,
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Therefore, it holds thaf” a(9)ds < w(@) < [ a(s)ds. Sincer&rgﬁza(s)ds: J5 a(9ds, together
with Squeeze Theorem, it follows thgj(}hv(z) = foza(s)ds for z> 0. ]
The proof of Proposition]2 is based on the following Lemma.
Lemma 9: If the initial states are symmetrically distributed, thates of all the agents in
model [34) will be symmetrically distributed for ary> 0.

Proof: Suppose that all the opinions are symmetrically distritude timet > 0. For any
i+] = n+1(, j can be the same), the symmetric distribution implies @+ x;(t) = X (t)+Xa(t),
the neighbors of and j are also symmetrically distributed. That is, for dog N;(t), there exists
a uniquel € Nj(t), such thatk + | = n+ 1. Moreover, sincex(t) + x;(t) = x(t) + x(t), one has
Xi(t) = %(t) = x(t) — x;(t), implying thataix = aj. Therefore,

40+ %50 = > et = x@®) + > an(x®) - x(1)
keNi(t) leN; (D)
= Z @i Xq(t) + Z a;jix(t)
keNi(t) leN;(®)
— Z @ik (t) — Z ;Xj(t) =0
keNi(t) leN;(t)

Hence,M = {x | xi(t) + x;(t) = x1(t) + X, (t), i + ] = n+ 1} is a positively invariant set. Since

X(0) € M, the states will always be symmetrically distributed. [ |
Proof of Proposition 8 Suppose grapls hasr connected components withy, ---, V, as
their vertex sets, andV;| = n; for i € {1,---,r}. Since the agents are always symmetrically

distributed, we len, = n; for anyk+ j = 1 +r. Let g(r) be the number of pairs of connected
nodes. Themy(r) = >n-1 Cﬁi. We consider the problem in the following two cases:
Casel, n is odd. From the symmetry, we havery; < 2.
Ifn=1,9N<C} , <Cinn=Cr , = =56
If n, =2, g(r)_C2 +C2 :W.
If1<n < g(r) <CZ +CZ,_, +C2 =3n—2nn, + 50 < M-8m27
Case2, n is even. From the symmetry, we havert, < 2
2_
If n,=1,9(r) < CZn>1n. Cﬁ m-n Cﬁ—z = %3
If np=3,9(r)=C2 +C2 = rP-2n 2.
If1<n <8 g(r)<C2+C2,_, +C2 =3n—2nn, + 050 < 6n12

In conclusion, we can obtain thgfr) < @ for n> 4. Therefore, the minimal number of

pairs of disconnected agentsfi§) = C2 — g(r) > 2n - 3. ]
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