arXiv:1502.06732v1 [cs.SY] 24 Feb 2015

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF ROBUST AND NONLINEAR CONTROL
Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr@010;00:1-22
Published online in Wiley InterScience (www.intersciemgkey.com). DOI: 10.1002/rmc

Convergence Analysis using the Edge Laplacian: Robust
Consensus of Nonlinear Multi-agent Systems via ISS Method

Zhiwen Zend, Xiangke Wangd*, Zhigiang Zheng

Mechatronics and Automation School of National Universitpefense Technology, Changsha, 410073, China

SUMMARY

This study develops an original and innovative matrix reprgation with respect to the information flow
for networked multi-agent system. To begin with, the gehevacepts of the edge Laplacian of digraph are
proposed with its algebraic properties. Benefit from thisahgraph-theoretic tool, we can build a bridge
between the consensus problem and the edge agreementnpretéealso show that the edge Laplacian
sheds a new light on solving the leaderless consensus proBlesed on the edge agreement framework, the
technical challenges caused by unknown but bounded d&stads and inherently nonlinear dynamics can
be well handled. In particular, we design an integratedgutace for a new robust consensus protocol that is
based on a blend of algebraic graph theory and the newly af@¥eIcyclic-small-gain theorem. Besides, to
highlight the intricate relationship between the origigeph and cyclic-small-gain theorem, the concept of
edge-interconnection graph is introduced for the first tiRieally, simulation results are provided to verify
the theoretical analysis. Copyrigi@ 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Recent decades have witnessed tremendous interest inigatag) the distributed coordination
of multi-agent systems due to broad applications in sewaneds including formation flight’],
coordinated robotics9], sensor fusion 18] and distributed computationsl]. Recently, the
consensus, as a critical research problem, has receiveghsiog amounts of attention. To address
such issue, the study of individual dynamics, communicatapologies and distributed controls
plays an important role.

Graph theory contributes significantly to the analysis aynthesis of networked multi-agent
systems because it provides general abstractions for Howriation is shared between agents in
a network. Particularly, the graph Laplacian plays an irtgrdrrole in the convergence analysis
and has been explored in several contek8[R1]. Although the graph Laplacian is a convenient
method to describe the geometric interconnection of né®ebagents, another attractive notion—
the edge agreement, which has not been explored extensiesirves additional attention because
the edges are adopted natural interpretations of the information flow. Piomegestudies on edge
agreement protocol provide new insights into how certaimgsaphs, such as spanning trees and
cycles, affect the convergence properties and set up a sgsmatic framework for analyzing
multi-agent systems from the edge perspect®d B2][ 34]. In these literatures, an important matrix
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representation is introduced, which is referred tedge LaplacianThe edge agreement iB]]
provides a theoretical analysis of the system’s performaming bothH, and H., norms, and
these results are applied in relative sensing networksyrief) to [32]. Furthermore, based on
the properties of the edge LaplaciaB4] examines how cycles impact thé, performance and
proposes an optimal strategy for designing consensus netwio is worth noting that, in above-
mentioned studies, the edge Laplacian representationlits feat undirected graphs, rather than
the more general directed case. Considering the numerglisaons of digraphs in multi-agent
coordination, extending such a graph tool to the directse tsof great interest.

The information exchange between agents cannot be acdarptactical applications because
it is inevitable that types of external noises exist in segsind transmissiqrand the existence of
perturbations always leads to instability and performatteterioration. Therefore, it is significant
to investigate their effects on the behavior of multi-aggygtems and design a robust consensus
protocol to improve disturbance rejection properties. 1h the concept of:-consensus for an
undirected graph is introduced in which the state errorgegaired to converge in a small region
under unknown but bounded external disturbances. In theepoe of external disturbanceg9]
guarantees a finité,-gain performance under strongly connected graphs. Theagkonsensus
with guaranteed?., performance can be achieved under a strongly connected grd], where
a Lipschitz continuous multi-agent system subject to eidisturbances is considered. Motivated
by above observations, we consider a more general directienanication graph containing a
spanning tree and has unknown but bounded disturbances imethhbors state feedback.

Recently, researchers have increasingly interested isermus for multi-agent systems with
nonlinear dynamics because most of the physical systenmstagently nonlinear in nature. 1],
an adaptive pinning control method is introduced to stuéysimchronization of uncertain nonlinear
networked systems. The second-order consensus of melitagystems with heterogeneous
nonlinear dynamics and time-varying delays is investigate[36]. In [27], a distributed control
law for the formation tracking of a multi-agent system thatgoverned by locally Lipschitz-
continuous dynamics under a directed topology is develofjeshould be noted that the studies
mentioned above are all in the leader-follower setting; énev, we will investigate a substantially
challenging problem in this paper, i.e., the leaderlessensus problem for multi-agent systems
with inherently nonlinear dynamics. To the best of our krexge, most of existing studies focus
on solving the nonlinear leaderless consensus under whelirgraphs 7][14][20], while a few
considered the directed topology. Only a small number afiegiuse the concepts of generalized
algebraic connectivityd0], nonsmooth analysis based on the study of Morddlidnd the limit-
set-based approacB7] to solve the state agreement problem with nonlinear nagént systems
under digraphs. However, due to the fact of these methodirmely complicated characters, it is
difficult to promote them in the practice. The edge agreemmadel allows the development of a
universal solution framework to address these problems.

To address the technical challenges caused by the exteistaltéinces and the inherently
nonlinear dynamics, the concept of input-to-state stgi(ilSS), which reveals how external inputs
affect the internal stability of nonlinear systems (s2@] [for a tutorial), is used in this paper.
Actually, the concept of ISS is of significance in analyziaggk-scale systems, and considerable
efforts have been devoted to the interconnected ISS naulisiestems; particularly, the general
cyclic-small-gain theorem of ISS systems developed ih. Most recently, the nonlinear small-gain
design methods, especially the cyclic-small-gain apgrpace utilized to design new distributed
control strategies for flocking and containment control48][as well as to deal with formation
control of nonholonomic mobile robots 7). In [13], the authors present a cyclic-small-gain
approach to distributed output-feedback control of nadirmulti-agent systems.

This paper initially extends the concept of the edge Laplado digraphs and explores its
algebraic properties. To proceed with a seamless integrafi graph theory and ISS designs, we
present a new robust consensus protocol induced from the agigegement model to solve the
leaderless consensus problem with unknown but boundedriiisices and inherently nonlinear
dynamics. To better comprehend the edge agreement mechamish strongly connected and
guasi-strongly connected situations are considered spghper. The contributions of this paper
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depend on three aspects. First, the edge Laplacian of #igeaproposed as well as the edge
adjacency matrix. Comparing to our previous workd5s], much more details about the algebraic
properties of the edge Laplacian are explored. As a mattircofthe invertibility of theincidence
matrix and the spectra properties of the edge Laplaciangtantral role in the subsequent analysis.
Second, we provide a general framework for analyzing theddass consensus problem for digraph
based on the edge agreement mechanism. Under such framéietkchnical challenges caused
by the external disturbances and the inherently nonlingaawrhics can be effectively addressed.
In particular, we design an integrated procedure for a néwsbconsensus protocol which is
based on a blend of algebraic graph theory and ISS methord, Thilowing our setup, the edge-
interconnection graph is proposed. One of our primarilyl go¢his paper is to explicitly highlight
the insights that the edge-interconnection structurerfie the analysis and synthesis of multi-
agent networks. In this direction, we note a reduced ordeteting for the edge agreement in terms
of the spanning tree, and based on this observation, a th®ystem interconnection structure is
given.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In Section 2riefloverview of the basic concepts
and results in graph theory are presented as well as the I188-synall-gain theorem. The edge
Laplacian of digraph and other related concepts are prajdosgection 3. The main content on the
robust consensus protocol with inherently nonlinear dyinais elaborated in Section 4. Numerical
simulation results are provided in Section 5. The last sagiresents the conclusions and proposes
a number of future research directions.

2. BASIC CONCEPTS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we present a number of basic concepts irhgregory and the ISS cyclic-small-gain
theorem.

2.1. Graph and Matrix

In this paper, we usg| and||-|| to denote the Euclidean norm and 2-norm for vectors and cesstri
respectively. The notatioh|| _ is used to denote the supremum norm for a function/2.é) and
N (A) denote the range space and null space of mattrix

Let G=(V,&,Ag) be a digrapl of order N with & finite nonempt se of nodes
V={1,2,---,N}, a se of directec edge £ CV xV with size L anc a adjecenc' matrix
Ag = [ai;] € RNV where a;; = 1 if anc only if (i,j) € € else a;; = 0. The degree matrix
Ag = [A;] is a diagonal matrix withA;] = > a;j,i=1,2,--+, N, being the out-degree
of node i, and thegraph Laplacianof the digraphg is defined byLg = Ag — Ag. For
a given parent node, its incident edge is called th@arent edgedenoted by7P?; its
emergent edge is called thehild edgedenoted byC?; and the edges derived from the same
parenti (i.e., the collection ofC’) are called thesibling edgesdenoted by&:. We call
an edge the neighbor of, if they share a node, and the neighbor setepfis denoted
by N., ={e €& :if e, ande; share anode The outgoing neighborsof e; refer to Ngi =
{e1 € N, : if e, =P ande; = C*; or ey, e; € E, wherei is the conjunct nodk (see, e.g., Figure

1).
g
C €
(@) e, =P ande; = C* (b) ey, e € E
Figure 1. Two typical forms of the outgoing neighbohg’, .
Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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4 Z.ZENG,OTHER

A directed path in digrap§i is a sequence of directed edges. A directed tree is a dignaghich,
for the rooti and any other nodg, there exists exactly one directed path fromo j. A spanning
tree of a digraph is a directed tree formed by graph edgestimatect all the nodes of the gragi.[
Graphg is called strongly connected if and only if any two distincides can be connected via a
directed path and quasi-strongly connected if and onlyhifig a directed spanning trezs].

The incidence matri¥ (G) for a digraph is g0, £1}-matrix with rows and columns indexed by
the vertexes and edges®@frespectively, such that

+1 if i is the initial node of edge;
[E(9)];x = —1 ifiisthe terminal node of edge
0  otherwise

which implies each column af contains exactly two nonzero entries “+1” and “-1”. In adlutit
for a quasi-strongly connected digraph, the rank of thedewete matrix is:ank(E (G)) = N — 1
from [25]. Figure2 depicts an example with its incidence matrix.

Figure 2. The incidence matrix of a simple digraph.

2.2. ISS and Small-gain Theorem

s > 0. Afunctiony : R; — R, is of classK if it is continuous, strictly increasing and(0) = 0; it
is of classK, if, in addition, it is unbounded. A functioi: R, x R, — R, is of classK L if, for
each fixed, the functiongs (-, ¢) is of classC and for each fixed, the functiong (s, -) is decreasing
and tends to zero at infinityd represents identify function, and symbotlenotes the composition
between functions.

Consider the following nonlinear system withc R" as the state and € R™ as the external
input:

&= ((z, w) @)
where(¢ : R x R™ — R" is a locally Lipschitz vector field.

Definition 1([23])

The systemX) is said to benput-to-state stable (ISS)ith w as an input if there exist € KL and
~ € K such that for each initial conditian(0) and each measurable essentially bounded inpyt
defined o0, o), the solutionz(-) exists on0, cc) and satisfies

[z(#)] < B(Iz(0)],7(lwlle)),  VE = 0.

It is known that if the system: = f(z,w) in (1) is ISS withw as the input, then the unforced
systemi = f(x,0) is globally asymptotically stable at= 0.

Lemma 1([23])
The systemX) is ISS if and only if it has an ISS-Lyapunov function.

Consider the following interconnected system composel ofteracting subsystems:

mL:Cz(mawt)7 1=1,...,N (2)

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
Prepared usingncauth.cls DOI: 10.1002/rnc



A DEMONSTRATION OF THE INT. J. ROBUST. NONLINEAR CONTROL CL8S FILE 5

where z; € R, w; € R™ and ¢; : R""™ — R with n = ZZN=1 n; is locally Lipschitz
continuous such that = [zT,... 2% is the unique solution of systen?)(for a given initial
condition. The external input = [w?, ..., wk ] is a measurable and locally essentially bounded
function fromR . to R™ with m = Zj\il m;. Furthermorewe use v, € K to regresen the gain
function from z-suksysterr to y-suksystem [6].

Lemma A Cyclic-small-gain Theorem1[1])
Consider the continuous-time dynamical netwo#. (Suppose that foi =1,..., N, the z;-
subsystem admits an ISS-Lyapunov functign R — R satisfying

o there exist,, a; € Ko such that
a;(z:]) < Vilwi) < @(lail), Vs
o there existy;? € KU {0}(j # i), 7% € K U {0} and a positive definite; such that

Vi(a:) > max{yz! (Vj(2;)), v (hwil )}
=>VVi(x)Ci(z,w;) < —oa;(Vi(zi)), Va, Yw;.

Then, the systentj is ISS if for eachr = 2,... N,
'Y;Cf o vffj ©---0 ’Y;EZ: < 1Id (3)

forall1 <i; < N,i; #iyif j # 5.

3. THE EDGE LAPLACIAN OF DIGRAPH

The edge Laplacian is a promising graph-theoretic tool,éwaw it still remains to an undirected
notion and is thus inadequate to handle our problem. Unaalljptextending the concept of the
edge Laplacian to the digraph and exploring its algebraipg@rties will contribute significantly
to the investigation of multi-agent systems. In this settioe first give the definition of the in-
incidence matrix and out-incidence matrix.

Remark 1

As known that the “out-degree” relates how each node in tihwork& impacts on other nodes, but
the “in-degree” directly captures how the dynamics of amageinfluenced by otherd p. In fact,
the following investigations, including the definitionsdaproperties, all adopt the “out-degree”
description. However, for the “in-degree” case, analoguethods can also be applied.

Definition 2(In-incidenceandOut-incidenceMatrix)
The N x L in-incidence matrixt, (G) for a digraphg is a{0, —1} matrix with rows and columns
indexed by nodes and edgesthfrespectively, such that

—1 if i is the terminal node of edge
0  otherwise

[Eo (9)]i = {

and the out-incidence matrix is{a, +1} matrix, defined as

+1 if i is the initial node of edge;,
0  otherwise.

[Ee (9)]i = {

Comparing with the definition of the incidence matrix, we carite E (G) in the following
manner

E(G) = Ex(9) + Eg(9). 4)

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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6 Z.ZENG,OTHER

In the following discussions, we ude E. andEg instead ofE(G), E (G) andEg (G).

Due to the fact that each row of the out-incidence matrix @bttucan be viewed as a
decomposition of the out-degree from a node to each spedifije,ewe can derive a novel
factorization of the graph Laplacian.

Lemma 3
Considering a digrapty with the incidence matrixz and the out-incidence matriks, then the
graph Laplacian off have the following expression:

Lg = EgET. (5)

Proof
According to the preceding definition @fy, we obtain that

Ayl ifi=j
Eg,EL = [Asi _
@@ {0 otherwise

which impliesEg EL = Ag. Similarly, we have

-1 ifjen
Eg.EL. = !
@ {0 otherwise

where N; denotes the neighbor set of nodeand we can collecthe terms asig EX = —Ag.
According to the definition of the graph Laplacian and equa{i), we have

EgE"T = EgEL + EgEL = Ag — Ag = Lg.
The proof is concluded. O

Next, we give the definition of the edge variant of the grapplaeian.

Definition 3(Edge Laplacian of Digraph
The edge Laplacian of digraph is defined as

L.:=ETEg
with L x L elements.
Definition 4(Edge Adjacency Matrjx

+1  eg,e € Eé

[Acly =< =1 ex=P'ande, =’
0  otherwise.

For instance, the edge Laplacian matrix and the edge adjpcaatrix of the simple digraph
shown in Figure? are, respectively

1 -1 1 -1 0 -1 1 -1
101 -1 1 1 0 -1 1
Le=| 1 o 1 o @adde={, 4 (¢ o
0 1 0 1 0O 1 0 0

Lemma 4
The edge Laplacian can be constructed from the edge adjansatcix

L.=1+A.. (6)

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
Prepared usingncauth.cls DOI: 10.1002/rnc



A DEMONSTRATION OF THE INT. J. ROBUST. NONLINEAR CONTROL CL8S FILE 7

Proof
According to the definition oEg and A., the result comes after the proof of Lem@a O

To provide a deeper insight into what the edge Lapladianffers in the analysis and synthesis
of multi-agent systems, we propose the following lemma.

Lemma 5

For any digraphg, the graph Laplaciaig and the edge Laplaciah. have the same nonzero
eigenvalues. In addition, the edge Laplaciarcontains exactlyv — 1 nonzero eigenvalues and all
in the open right-half plane, § is quasi-strongly connected.

Proof
Suppose thah # 0 is an eigenvalue of.g, which is associated with a nonzero eigenvegtor
Therefore, we have

Lgp = EgE"p=Ap @)
which impliesE”p = p # 0. By left-multiplying both sides of7) by E7, one can obtain
Lep=ETEgETp = \p

which shows thaLl. contains the nonzero eigenvalues thathas.

By using similar approaches, we can proof thgtalso has all the nonzero eigenvaluedgf It
turns out that the nonzero eigenvalued.gfandL. are identical.

By Lemma 3.3 in P1], for a quasi-strongly connected digraghof order N, Lg hasN — 1
nonzero eigenvalues and all in the open right-half planereflore L. contains exactlyNV — 1
nonzero eigenvalues as well. Then we come to the conclusion. O

Lemma 6
Consider a quasi-strongly connected digrgpbf order N, the edge Laplaciah. hasL — N + 1
zero eigenvalues and zero is a simple root of the minimalrmotyial of L.

Proof
Corsidel the quas-strongly cornecte: digrapt G, L. has exactly N — 1 nonzer« eigervalues;
therefore

rank(L.) > N — 1 (8)

anc the algebraic multiplicity of the zerc eigervalue of L. is L — N + 1. Besides recal the faci that
L. = ETEg ancrank(E) = N — 1, sc we have

rank(Le) < rank(ET) = N — 1. 9

Ther by corrbining (8) and @), one car obtair rank(L.) = N — 1, i.e., the dimersior of the
null spaci of L. is dim N(L.) = L — N + 1. In othel words the gecmeric multiplicity of zero
eigervalueis L — N + 1. Clearly the gecmeric multiplicity anc the algebraic multiplicity of zero
eigervalue are equal which implies tha: the coirespondng Joidar block for eact zerc eigervalue is
size one from [16]. Thatis, zerc is a simple root of the minimal polyncmial of L.. ]

From [33], for the undirected graph, the dynamics of the edge agreemedel can be captured
by the reduced order system based on the spanning tree.\Wextjll further discuss the similar
results under digraph.

Clearly, if the digraphgG is quasi-strongly connected, it can be rewritten as a unaym:f
G = GrUGe, whereGr is a given spanning tree ang- is the cospanning tree respectively.
Correspondingly, the incidence matrix can be rewritten as

E=[Br Ec]

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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8 Z.ZENG,OTHER

through some permutations, afg, E- are incidence matrices with respectip andgGc. Similarly,
the out-incidence matrix can be rewritten as

Eg = [EsT Esc)-

It should be mentioned tha&i: can be reconstructed frod-, which indicates thatz+ has full
column rank B3].

According to the partition, one can represent the edge kégian terms of the block form of the
incidence matrix as

ETE ETE L L
Le — ETE _ TERT TE®C _ el e2 )
@ {ECT Egr EZEgc Lez  Ley

Also it is useful to express the edge adjacency mattias the block representation

At Ae2
A, =|"° .
|:A63 Ae4:|

Following from 6), we have
Lel = Il + Aelv LeQ = AeQ; LeS = A837 andLe4 = -[2 + Ae4-

Lemma 7
Considering a quasi-strongly connected digréphk G+ U G¢, the pseudoinverse of the incidence
matrix ET exists, and there exists a mat#xsuch that

EY = RTEL (10)

with Rt = RT [RRT] ™" andEl. = [ELE] ™" EL, whereR! is the right-inverse oR and £ is
the left-inverse ofF+.

Proof
Since E7 has full columr rank sc its left-inverse exists anc car be directly obtainec by

E;. = [E?ET] ! EZ. Becaus the column: of E¢ are linearly depeiden on the column: of Er,
we have

ErT = Ee (11)
anc ther the matrix 7' car be obtaine( by
T = El Ee. (12)

The matrix R is now definecasRk = [I T]. In fact, the rows of the matrix R form a basit for the
cul spact of G [5]. Besides the incidenct matrix of G car be writter as £ = E1R. Clearly Ef is
of full columr rank anc R is of full row rank therefore, the pseidoirverse of E car be calculated

by ET = RTEJ from [3]. Ther we react the corclusion. O

4. ROBUST CONSENSUS OF NONLINEAR MULTI-AGENT SYSTEMS VIA S5SDESIGN

In this section, a new consensus protocol is presented ghrauseamless integration of graph
theory and ISS design. The newly developed cyclic-smah-teeorem is employed to address the
challenges caused by unknown but bounded disturbancesaridhterently nonlinear dynamics.
Contrary to the well-studied graph Laplacian dynamics, vk analyze and synthesize multi-
agent systems with the edge perspective by using edge agmééraamework. To facilitate a better
understanding, both strongly connected and quasi-siyamginected situations are considered.

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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To begin our analysis, the dynamics of thih agent is defined as
; (8) = f (tyx) +w; (6)+pi (8),i=1,2,--- N (13)

wherez; (t) € R" refers to the state vector of theth node; f (¢,z;) : R x R™ — R™ denotes a
Lipschitz continuous functiony; (¢) € R™ describes unknown but bounded disturbances with the
upper bound > 0, i.e.,|w; (t)] <&; ui (t) € R™ represents the control input.

In the presence of the disturbances, we should not expettatfents can accurately reach
consensus. Therefore, we introduce ttobust consensuso describe the influence of the
disturbances on the behavior of the system.

Definition 5(Robust Consens)s
In the presence of disturbancest) with the upper bound, we design a distributed control law
w; (t) fori=1,2,---, N such that the agent statg governed by 13) can reach robust consensus
in the nonlinear-gain sense that

i (t) — ;)] < L(Jw(®)ll), LK as t— oo

Before proceeding, we make the following assumption.

Assumption 1
For the nonlinear functiorf (¢, z;) in (13), there exists a nonnegative constasuch that

[f (G 1) = f(tz2)| <mlar =z, Var, 2 € R™ 8> 0.

To reach consensus, we employ the following distributedsensus protocol:
JEN;

whereu; (t) is the auxiliary control input yet to be designed.

4.1. Edge Agreement

Considering an edgs,, we define thedge statasz., (t), which represents the difference between
two agents associated with. We then have

Ter (1) = Zg(er) () = To(ex) (t) (15)

where® (e;) and® (ey,) denote the initial node and the terminal node gfrespectively.
Following this, we obtain
T (t) = BTz (t) (16)

wherez, (t) is the collection ofi., (¢). Consider the well-known graph Laplacian dynamics (linear
and noise-free) inl9] as
#(t)=—Lx(t). (17)
Differentiating (L6) and substituting inX(7), leads to
Ze (t) = —LeTe (t) (18)

which is referred to thedge agreement protocah comparison to the consensus problem, the edge
agreement, rather than requiring the convergence to tleeagnt subspacé, expects the edge
dynamics {8) to converge to the origin. Essentially, the evolution ofeglye state depends on its
current state and the states of its adjacency edges. In@agdite edge agreement &f implies
consensus if the digraghhas a spanning tre&1].

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
Prepared usingncauth.cls DOI: 10.1002/rnc



10 Z.ZENG,OTHER

Remark 2
Recall that the objective leaderless consensus is defingiﬁha@ci (t) — z; (t)] = 0. Obviously,
—00

directly mockling such problems is difficult since the coupling of differ@gentsz; (¢) andz; (t)

is involved. However, the edge agreement framework prevadpossible method of studying the
leaderless consensus problem from the edge perspectivesiBy (L5) and (L6), we can turn the
consensus problem into an edge agreement problem, wheesyh®totic stability ofc. implies

the consensus. In fact, based on such framework, the leade@dnsensus problem can be extremely
simplified. Moreover, we also suggest that the edge agreshoes not only provide lroader scope
for addressing the leaderless consensus problem but adsa $ignificant potential to address the
leader-follower case.

Given the protocol14), the graph Laplacian dynamics is obtained as
z(t) = F(t,x) — Lgz (t) +w (t) +u () (19)
where F (t,z), w(t) and u (t) are the column stack vectors ¢f(¢, z;), w; (t) and u; (t), for
Z _B;/in’ff.e.r.e,nj:iféting (L6) and substituting intal(9), we have the following edge Laplacian dynamics:
Ze(t) = ETF (t,2) — Lefe (t) + ETw (t) + ETu (t) (20)
whereu (¢) needs to be further determined. For convenience, we define
ue (t) = ETu (t). (21)

From 6), we have

Lek. =1+ Z [Ae]kl-

ELGNS?‘“

Finally, the sate of thé-th edge evolves according to the following system:

Fep (1) = f (L2o(en) = f (B20w) = | Fe @)+ D [Acdude (t) | + [ET], w(t) +ue, (¢).

el€NE

A

Figure 3. The corresponding edge-interconnection digadtigure?2.

(22)

Remark 3

We usep (t) as the only implementable control input for each agent,eviidew. in the following
analysis as a matter of convenience. However, we cannotipeeshe existence af (¢) because
(21) may not have a solution. Actually, whether or not the equmlias a solution depends on the
topological structure of the graph, and details will be dgsed in the next section.

By translating into the edge Laplacian dynamics, the noystesn establishes a new control
interconnection relation. To describe this relationship,provide the following definition.

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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Definition 6(edge-interconnection digraph

Considering thez,, -subsystems as nodes and the control interconnectionsexgedi edges, the
interconnected system composed of ihe-subsystems can be modeled as a digr@pfalled as
edge-interconnection digraph

In fact, G can be easily constructed frofh and equationZ?) illustrates the connection of the
edge-interconnection digraph. In particular, there are $teps to transforng into G. First, all
the edges; in G are modeled as the vertices and denotedrhySecond, base or2%) and the
definition of A., for any specified edge paif, e;, if ex, e; € £, thenm, andm, are connected by a
bidirectional edge; and if,, = P? ande; = C?, there will be a directed edge incident intpfrom 7;.
Figure3 depicts the corresponding edge-interconnection digrégtecexample shown in Figutz
To reveal the intricate relation between the original digrand the edge-interconnection digraph,
we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 8

For arooted tree, the corresponding edge-interconnediipaphg is composed of several strongly
connected subgraplts,i = 1,2, - - -, which are coupled through simple cascaded connections and
parallel connections.

Proof

Obviously, the sibling-edge®, with the same pareriform a strongly connected components in the
edge-interconnection digraph, since they affect eachr atheually. Besides, for the, = P*, and

e; = C', there will be a directed edge incident intp from 7; which forms the cascaded connection
in the same branch. When taking the strongly connected coemts as nodeg; is acyclic and
consists of several cascaded connections and paralleections. For instance, consider a rooted
tree in Figuret(a), the corresponding edge-interconnection digraph istithtied in Figurel(b). O

(a) A simple rooted tree. (b) The edge-interconnection digraph.

Figure 4. The corresponding edge-interconnection digkeitih 3 strongly connected componeris, Go
andgs.

Lemma 9 ~
The edgeinteicornection grapt G is strongly cornecter if anc only if G is strongly cornected
digraph.

Proof

Clearly, for the strongly connected graph, there will beraaied path connecting any pair of edges
(ex, ;) in each direction. In that way, any two distinct nodeg, 7;) of G can be connected via a
directed path; thereforg, is strongly connecteOn the othel hand while § is strongly cornected,

it implies that for any pair of node: of G, there alway: exist: a directe( patt cornecing them i.e.,

G is alsc strongly cornected. O

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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4.2. Main Results

In this section, both strongly connected digraphs and estasingly connected digraphs are
considered. The cyclic-small-gain theorem is then emplayeguarantee the robust consensus
of the closed-loop multi-agent systems. Note that ISS cyainall-gain theorem can be directly
applied if the underlying digraph is strongly connectedrfrd 1]. However, for the quasi-strongly
case, we will translate it into a two-subsystem intercotinacstructure.

4.2.1. Strongly Connected Digraph digraph G of a six-agent system is shown as an example
in Figure5(a), and the corresponding edge-interconnection digraphag/shin Figure5(b). From

Lemma9, we know that the edge-interconnection digraph is strorgiynected ifG is strongly
connected.

(TB——(7)
<]
'@@
6

(a) The strongly connected digraph. (b) The edge-interconnection digraph.

Figure 5. The original strongly connected digraph and thieesponding edge-interconnection digraph.

To begin our analysis, we define the following ISS-Lyapunavwction candidate

1 _ .
‘/'ek:EmeTkxek, k=1,2,---,L

and we denot® as the set of all simple loops (more details please refetkiip §f G, andA, (’yii )

as the product of the gain assigned to the edges of a simpbeol@oO, whereyfji € Ko with
k=1,2,---,Lande € N2.
The main result for the strongly connected digraph is givsefoows.

Theorem 1
Assuming that the digraph is strongly connected, conshiestbsysten@) with z., as the state,

andz., (e € N7) as the external inputs. For any specified constanandy;" € Ko (1 € NS),
we can design

i'e,. - Te - Ocp \ ~
e, =~ e+ 3 Adulor (7)) + Ve | + (1- %) 2,

T 2
|Ze, | weme

(23)

~ ~ —1
with pif =alo (’yfi) ow@(s) such that the subsysten2?) is ISS with ISS-Lyapunov

functionV,, satisfying

Ve, 2 max {,}f“z (Vez)} = v‘/ek‘%ek < =0, Vey,

Te
elei\fgc k

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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If the required cyclic-small-gain conditioB)is satisfied, the composed system is ISS. Then, the
objective robust consensus can be achieved by using thidodistd consensus protocdl4) with

=[E"u,. (24)
Proof

SinceV,, > max {erl (Vel)},we have
€l€N® Tek

|m61| < p;ce (|x€k| e € Ng'
Note that|[E”], | = v/2 and by taking the derivative df,, , we have

T
V Ve, Te, = Tg, Tey,

=&}, (e, + (f (t2oen) = f (E20(en)) + B Now — | Zoo + D [Adye |]
ELEN el
S jz; (uek xek + n ’xeg ’ |x€k| + \/_f ’I jz; [Ae]kl‘%ez
ELEN%
<FT (e, — Tiey) + 0|70 | el + V2E|ZL |+ |70 ] Y ([Adulpr (1Fe,))-
(ilE]\/'E@;C

Using @3), we have

Oey, ~T ~ _
V‘/ekxek S - 2 l‘ek - _O'evaek

which implies that the,.-subsystem is ISS.
Since the induced edge-interconnection digraph is styooghnected, the ISS cyclic-small-gain
theorem can be directly implemented. If the following cgedimall-gain condition is satisfied

A5 < 1d

then the composed syste()j is ISS.
It should be mentioned that as is designed, the whole systein (¢) is unforced. Based on the
ISS property, we have

e (0)] < B (|2°],6) + 5 (lwll o)t > 0

where z¥ is the initial state ofz. (¢) and B e KL, 7 € K. Obviously, ast — c, we have
B (|2, t) = 0. So that

Tim [z, (8)] < (llwll)
which implies the robust consensus. Singehas a spanning tree, the pseudoinvel&é]t
exists. Then we can obtain the implemented consensus tamprd by using 24). The proof is
concluded. O

4.2.2. Quasi-strongly Connected Digraph this section, we consider a quasi-strongly connected
digraphG = G- U Ge. An example is given as Figu®a). The edges ofi; are markeds red.
Accordingly, the edge-interconnection digraph is showRigure6(b), which consists of two parts:

G = Gr U Ge. Correspondingly, the edge Laplacian dynamics systeft) can be modeled as the
interconnection of théZ-subsystem and thE.-subsystem based @i andGe.

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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14 Z.ZENG,OTHER

(@) The quasi-strongly connected (b) The edge-interconnection
digraph. digraph.

Figure 6. The quasi-strongly connected digraph and thespanding edge-interconnection digraph.

As previously mentioned, the incidence matrix can be régniastl = [ET Ec] , and the edge
Laplacian can be represented as the block fanm= %1 %2
ed

Therefore, the edge Laplacian dynamicét) described byZ0) can be translated into the following
form:

in line with the permutation.

Hy 7 (t) = Fr (t,2) = Le,@7 (t) — Ley e (1) + E7w (t) + ur (t)
with Fr (t,z) = EXF (t,2), ur (t) = EXu ().
He : e (t) = Fe (t,) = Leydc (t) = Leg @7 (8) + B¢ w () + uc (t)

with Fe (t,z) = EXF (1, x), uc (t) = Elu(t). Besides,EXw and Elw indicate unknown but
bounded disturbances @i andGc, respectively. The interacting system is shown in Figure

He [

Figure 7. The interconnection of subsystefsand H..

Obviously, for a specific spanning tree, it contaifis- 1 edges. For subsystefry,; , with k =
1,2, ,N —1, ¢, ex € Gr, we have

Ty, =Fp — | 27 + Z el | — Lea, e + [E»ﬂkw T uT; (25)
el€ENE, %

We choose the following ISS-Lyapunov candidates:

1. 4.
Vn:?r%:cﬂrk, k=1,2,---,N—1 (26)
1
Vi = 550?:%7 (27)
1
Ve = 5:%5356. (28)
Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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Denote® as the set of all the simple loops 6§, and denoted . (v; “l ) as the product of the

gain assigned to the edges of a simple loopia Let \; denotes the smallest nonzero eigenvalue
of matrix 77", whereT is defined in {2).
We then present the main result for the quasi-strongly cotexedigraph as follows:

Theorem 2

Assuming that the digraph is quasi-strongly connected,siden the subsystem2%) with
77, (ex € G7) asthe internal state. Létr (e eN2NG ) andz¢ (e. € Ge) be the external inputs.

For any specified constaay; > 0 and'yw ,'yzc € koo, We can design

ur, =

~ T ~ o7, ~
nlnl+ S Aaluloiy () + L o7 () + V3¢ | + (1- 72 2,

1Z75| 2

elEN?;c

(29)

& 7 -1 T ~ -1
with p;;’“ =alo (%IQ oa(s)andp;* =a 'o (74%%) o @ (s), such that the subsystem
(25) is ISS with an ISS-Lyapunov functiovy, satisfying

Vr 2 max {%T (V) a2, (VC)} = VVpir < —o7Vr.
e e

If the cyclic-small-gain condition3) as well as

% 1
Te
’yi‘Tk < 5\1 (N . 1) (30)

are satisfied, the whole system is ISS. Then the objectivesta@mnsensus can be achieved by using
the protocol {4) with

u= [E7T—] f uT. (32)

Proof
The main proof procedureortains three steps. Firstly, for thier, -subsystem, the ISS properties
can be guaranteed by taking9j as the control law. Second, the ISS properties of the upside
subsystenH - are then proven by utilizing the ISS cyclic-small-gain thezo. Finally, we prove
that the downside subsysteHy. is ISS, and the objective robust consensus can be achieviesl wh
the small gain condltlon;”C o7z, <Idis satisfied.

Step 1

Using the Lyapunov candidate defined in26( and considering Vg, >

max {’yka V), 7;% (VC)} with e;, e, € Gr, e. € Ge, we have
ELGNek

|Zc| < plc (177.0)

o7l < P2 (137 )).

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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Taking the derivative o/, , we have

* ~T =~
VVTk xrT, = ach T

=@, (ur + f (L 2e@) = f (booe) = [ #n + D [Aalu@n | - Lea @ + [BT], w
elEN

<@, (ur, = F5) 0 |Eg | inl = 57, ) [Aeuin - i7, Lea e + 37, [ET] w
eLENgC

<& (ur = 7) +n|FF | 1Enl + 3] Y e uloir s (1271) + &%, | | Les, | P50 (177:))
SZGNS?C

+ V26 |ET |
By using @9), we obtain

X OTw ~T ~
VViar < —Tmﬁmn =—o71. VT,

which implies that the:, -subsystem is ISS.

Step 2 We definei,, = {ir, : e, € Gr andey, € £} as the state of the strongly connected
component. By taking29) as the input, each subsystem, is ISS and admits an ISS-Lyapunov
function V.. From Lemma2, for the set of all the simple loop®-, if the cyclic-small-gain
condition

Az, (vi]) <1d

is satisfied, then the composed subsysigpnis ISS. By taking the strongly connected subsystems
Zs, as nodes, the upside subsystéfp is acyclic as we previously mentioned in Lem@®aFrom
[24], we note that the ISS properties are retained if the unaheylgtigraph is acyclic. Therefore, the
upside subsysterff 1 is ISS as well.

Additionally, we can verify that’;- defined in £7) is an ISS-Lyapunov function. Also we can
calculate the the interconnection gaiff from Hc to Hy. To begin with, according to

Tc
V> elngix {%Tk (V7i): 2y, (Vc)}

we have

VTZ(N )’Ya:rr (VC) 277N71

sinceVr = Z V..

By choosmggk = o > 0, we obtain
VVTfT Z VVTkak < - Z —kamTk = —oVr

which impliesVr, is an ISS-Lyapunov function. Then we can simply cho@é”pas

Ve = (N —1)yie . (32)

T Tk

Step 3 Since we havé. = 77+ from (11), then

1. -
Vc g e = ilcg-TTTxT

l\D|>—‘

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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whereT'T" is symmetric positive semidefinite. Suppose the eigensalf@7'” can be ordered and
denoted a® < \; < \; < --- < Ay_;. Clearly, one can obtain th&t > \, V.

Assume thaf is an orthogonal transformation matrix andigt = Py, then we can translaié
into a standard quadratic form as follows:

1 - _ _
Ve = §(>\1yf +Aoys + A AN 1Y)

By taking the derivation of/-, one can obtain

N—-1 N—-1
VVeie = MYl U = )\kjgpkplglfT
k=1 k=1
N-1 N—-1 o N—-1
=Y MVVrir<-—o) MVr<-—— Ve

which implies thatl; is an ISS-Lyapunov function. Then we can choose the interection gain
as

T = A (33)

2w

v

For this two interacting subsystemi- and H, if the small gain conditioh/g“; o fy;?g < Idis hold,
then the whole system is ISS. To satisfy the small gain canrdiby combining 82) and @33), we
can choose
N P (34)
T A1 (N — 1)
From Theoreni, itis clear that the objective robust consensus can be gtesd while 84) is hold.
O

Remark 4

The ISS-Lyapunov function for the composite syste(m) can be obtained by using the approach
mentioned in 11]. Besides, the discussion about the explicit cyclic-srgalh conditions required
in (3) can be found in our previous stud3q]. In particular, we can check that the cyclic-small-gain

conditions can be guaranteed by simply choosing the ncnﬂigieinsﬁji <Id, withe; € N2.

5. SIMULATIONS

Numerical simulations are performed to illustrate the otetd theoretical results. For this set of
simulations, we consider a six-agent system with both gtyotonnected graph and quasi-strongly
connected graph. The dynamics of thih agent is assumed to be

wherex; (t),u; (t) € R® , with the inherent nonlinear dynamigs: R x R? — R? described by
Chua’s circuit

ftx) = (C (=i +xio — U(x41)) s i1 — Tz + X3, *X%‘Q)T (35)

where I (z;1) = bzj1 + 0.5 (a — b) (Jza + 1| — |za — 1]). While choosing¢ =10, x =18, a =
—4/3 andb = —3/4, system 85) is chaotic with the Lipschitz constant= 4.3871 ([30]) as shown
in Figure8. Assume the state of each agent is corrupted by white naige € R? with the noise

power¢ = [0.25 0.25 0.25] .

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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Figure 8. Chaos with two attractors.

5.1. Case 1: Strongly Connected

The digraph is strongly connected as shown in Figui@. From @2), multi-agent system can
be translated into the edge Laplacian dynamics associatadive edge-interconnection digraph
shown in Figureb(b). Theincidence matrixt and the edgadjacency matrixA. are

-1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 -1 1 -1 0 0 0
p_|0 -1 0 0 0o 1 -1 1
O 0 1 -1 0 0 0 0
0O 0 0 0 1 -1 0 0
o 0 0 0 0 0 1 -1
0O -1 0 1 0 0 0 0
0O 0 0 0 0 -1 0 -1
-1 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0
de_ |1 0 -1 0 0 0 0 o0
-1 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0
0o 0 0 0 -1 0 0 1
o 0 0 0 0 -1 0 -1

0 0 0 0 0 1 -1 0

Then the edge Laplacian can be calculated thougl& I + Ae.

By simply choosmgy“’ <Id with k,1=1,2,--- ,8,¢, € N?, the cyclic-small-gain theorem

e;,’

condition is satisfied. By taklngi% (s) = 0.9487s anda = @ = 1, then we obtain

. = —1
prt =ato (71‘“! ) 0@ (s) = 1.0541s.

After choosings., = 1, the input for the edge-interconnection syst&) (s proposed as

Yoy = — il' (n |Fe, | + 2.1082 |e, | + fg) 0550, e, = — |‘l| (n |Fe, | + 2.1082 |0, | + ff) +0.5%,

ey = 2% (n |Fey |+ 2.1082 [Ty | + fﬁ) 4 0.5F ey, e, = (n \Fe, | + 21082 7o, | + fﬁ)

Upy = — |je | (n |Ze,| +2.1082 |Fe, | + \fg) + 0.5F ey, Uey = é: (n |Zey| + 2.1082 |Fe, | + fg)

Yoy = 7|:f | (n|3:e7| +2.1082 [Fe. | + fg) 0580, Uey = ées' ( |Tog| + 2.1082 [Foy| + fg) + 0.5,
Fer s

Finally, by using 24), the consensus protocdl4) can be obtained.

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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The simulation results are shown in FigieThe edge states., converge to the neighbors of
the origin by applying the consensus protocol shown in E@{a). From Figure9(b), 9(c) and
9(d), one can see that the robust consensus is indeed achieveréfdrie, the proposed consensus
protocol can effectively address the challenges resufiioigp the inherently nonlinear dynamics
and unknown but bounded disturbances.

150

f
100 [

/ / |
s A {\ [ |
\ {

edge values

S0t

100} V

: s s 0 12 150, 2 : 5 s 0 12
t(seconds) t(seconds)
(a) The edge agreement is achieved under control law (b) The evolutions of;1 .
(23) and @4).

a0 [1 4 2001 \\\r,

20+

Y |
40t \ H 200+ v |

60 L L L L L 300 L L L L L
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12

t(seconds) t(seconds)

(c) The evolutions of:;-. (d) The evolutions of;3.

Figure 9. The simulation results under strongly connectgagh.

5.2. Case 2: Quasi-strongly Connected

In this case, Figuré(a) depicts a quasi-strongly connected digraph, while Figls illustrates
its corresponding edge-interconnection digraph. Thewetiodes in Figuré(b) correspond t@-.
According to the partition, thmcidence matrix of the spanning trég-, theincidence matrix of the
cospanning treé: and the edge-adjacency matrlx are as follows:

€1 €2 €3 €4 €7 e;  eg

1 1 1 0 0 0 0

-1 0 0 1 0 -1 0

0 0O -1 0 1 0 1

Er = 0 0 0 -1 0 Ee = 0 0

0 -1 0 0 0 1 -1

0 0 0 0 -1 0 0
Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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er /0 1 1 -1 0 0 0
es[ 1 0 1 0 0 -1 0
es| 11 0 0 -1 0 -1
Ac=e|l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ezl 0O 0 0 0 0 0 1
es| 0 0 0 =1 0 0 0
es\O 0 0 0 1 -1 0

By simply choosmgyx (5) = 0.9487s,k,1=1,2,3,4,7,¢; € N2, the cyclic-small-gain condi-
tion is satisfied. FromJ(Z) we could have

1 0
-1 1
T=|0 -1
0 0
0 0

The smallest non-zero eigenvalue®!'” is \; = 1; therefore, from 0), we can chooseﬁj =
0.175s and resulting

~ ~ —1
P (7%) 0w (s) = 1.0541s

CETk

. ~ —1
b — o (ygw oa(s) = 5.7143s.

After takingo,, = 1, the control input for each edge-interconnection syst&ihd¢an be determined
as

o, = —2Ts ( |E7,| + 3.1623 |37, | + \/55) + 058,
S
T ~ ~
Ue, = |xT2 (n|x7—2| + 7.8225 @7, | + \/55) + 0.5
73
T
Uy = |x73 (91371 + 8.8766 5 | + V3¢ ) + 0,507,
7_3
T
e, = =z (nli] + V3€) + 0527,
Jan]
T - ~ ~
Yo, = — |xT7| (71371 +5.7143 57| + V2€) + 0537,
Tz

Finally, based on1(4) and 1), the implementable consensus protocol can be obtained.

Figure 10(a) shows that the edge states reach agreement by using thensoasgrotocol.
Simultaneously, multi-agent system achieves robust emuseshown in Figuré0(b), 10(c) and
10(d). Clearly, the proposed consensus protocol can effectreslyain the influences resulting from
the inherently nonlinear dynamics and the unknown but bedmisturbances.

6. CONCLUSIONS

The edge Laplacian of digraph and its related concepts wegéally proposed in this paper.
Based on these graph-theoretic tools, we devel@adw systematic framework to study multi-
agent system in the context of the edge agreement. To shovitteedge Laplacian sheds a new
light on the leaderless consensus problem, the technicdleciges caused by the unknown but
bounded disturbances and the inherently nonlinear dyreamée consideredand the classical
ISS nonlinear control methods together with the recentietiged cyclic-small-gain theorem were

Copyright© 2010 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Robust. Nonlinear Contr¢2010)
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Figure 10. The simulation results under a quasi-stronghneoted digraph.

successfully implemented to drive multi-agent system &zlnerobust consensus. Furthermore, the
edge-interconnection graph, which plays an important imokhe analysis and synthesis of multi-
agent networks, was proposed and its intricate relatipnsith the original graph was discussed.
For the quasi-strongly connected case, we also pointed mdwced order modeling for the edge
agreement in terms of the spanning tree subgraph. Basedsoobtervation, by guaranteeing the
ISS properties of each subsystem and assigning the appt@peins for both of the interconnected
subsystems to satisfy the small gain condition, the cldsed-multi-agent system could reach
robust consensus. Under the edge agreement framework lisedbheonlinear multi-agent systems
with more complex factors, such as switching topologiestand-delays, will be well settled.
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