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EMERGENT BEHAVIORS OF HIGH-DIMENSIONAL KURAMOTO
MODELS ON STIEFEL MANIFOLDS

SEUNG-YEAL HA, MYEONGJU KANG, AND DOHYUN KIM

ABSTRACT. We study emergent asymptotic dynamics for the first and second-order high-
dimensional Kuramoto models on Stiefel manifolds which extend the previous consensus
models on Riemannian manifolds including several matrix Lie groups. For the first-order
consensus model on the Stiefel manifold proposed in [Markdahl et al, 2018], we show that
the homogeneous ensemble relaxes the complete consensus state exponentially fast. On
the other hand for a heterogeneous ensemble, we provide a sufficient condition leading to
the phase-locked state in which relative distances between two states converge to definite
values in a large coupling strength regime. We also propose a second-order extension of the
first-order one by adding an inertial effect, and study emergent behaviors using Lyapunov
functionals such as an energy functional and an averaged distance functional.

1. INTRODUCTION

Collective behaviors of biological and chemical oscillators have been widely studied not
only in applied mathematics but also in other scientific disciplines, for instance, flocking of
drones [30, [46] and passivity-based distributed optimization [I1],29, [51] in control theory, so-
cial dynamics [2] [3],[32] 44] and swarming behavior in quantitative biology [5] [14] [15] 23] 50].
Despite of its crucial roles in biological processes, the mathematical study of such collective
dynamics has been started only after the seminal work of Winfree [61] and Kuramoto [33],[34]
a half century ago. Among other models describing collective oscillatory behavior, to name
a few, the Cucker-Smale model [13], the Kuramoto model [12] [33] [34] and the Vicsek model
[58], our main interest lies in consensus models on Riemannian manifolds. So far, there has
been much available literature dealing with emergent dynamics on Riemannian manifolds,
for instance, on the unit sphere S¥~! in [45] 62], on the hyperboloid HY! in [49] and on
the matrix Lie groups including special orthogonal group SO(d) in [16 [53] 56], the unitary
group U(d) in [27,, 28] 39], the Lohe group in [26] and even for the quaternions Hj in [I7].
In particular, we are concerned with the Stiefel manifold [55] in R™*P for p < n consisting
of all rectangular matrices satisfying the relations:

St(p,n) :=={S € M, ,(R): STS=1}, |S|§:=tx(S"S)=p,

where ST is defined as the transpose of a matrix S and M,, ,(R) denotes the set of all n x p
matrices with real entries.

Note that the unit sphere and (special) orthogonal group can be recovered from the
specific choices of (p,n). Thus, the Stiefel manifold is a manifold including S¢, SO(d) and
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O(d) as special cases. We will briefly review basic properties of the Stiefel manifold in

Section 211 Tt is worthwhile to mention that an optimization problem p Igu(n : f(S) for an
est(p,n

objective function f : St(p,n) — R has been extensively studied due to its computational
difficulty and broad applications, e.g., the linear eigenvalue problem [21],[59], the nearest low-
rank correlation matrix problem [35], singular value decomposition [38], [54], Riemmanian
optimization [63] and applications to computer vision [40l 57]. We refer the reader to
18] 52| [60] and reference therein for introductions to optimization problem on the Stiefel
manifold and applications.

In this paper, we mainly consider the consensus model in [41], [42] in which particles
interact with neighboring ones on the Stiefel manifold and for the consistency of the paper,
we briefly introduce the model below. Let (St(p,n), | -||) be the Stiefel manifold canonically
embedded into the Euclidean space R"*P with its Frobenius (or Euclidean) norm and S :=
(S1,---,SN) denote state ensemble of particles. Next, we define the potential function V
as the total misfit functional with a symmetric connectivity matrix A := (a;;):

N
K
V(S) = 7 > " air|lSi — Skl ask = ari > 0.
i1

Then, the gradient flow with the potential function ) reads as

N
K 1 T T :
Si=-VgV = N kEZI ik [Sk — g(SiSi Sk + 5SSk SZ):| , t=1,--- N. (1.1)

See Section for detailed description. We finally add generalized natural frequencies
Z; € s0(p) into (LI)) to find the desired model so that the Stiefel manifold is still positively
invariant:

N
S = K E : 1 T T .
S; = S;=; + N 2 Ak [Sk — 5(5151 Sk + Ssz SZ):| , t=1,--- N. (1.2)

Since the Stiefel manifold is compact, the global existence of a unique solution to (L2])
directly follows from the standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory. Detailed description will be
presented in Section 211

For the perspective of optimization, a gradient flow (1)) with a total distance as a
potential can be regarded an optimization problem of a given target (or objective) func-
tion defined on the Stiefel manifold. Thus, our model with a consensus estimate provides a
method which tackles an optimization problem on the Stiefel manifold by means of dynami-
cal systems approach. It should be mentioned that such optimization problems on manifolds
have extensively studied in literature [4} [, 37, 48] [52]. In particular, consensus-based opti-
mization (CBO for brevity) algorithm toward a global optimization [6], 19, 20, 22], 47] has
been recently proposed (see [3I] for CBO on the Stiefel manifold). On the other hand for
a control (or consensus protocol) perspective, it is mentioned in [43] that ad-hoc control
algorithm would be employed in a specific situation. In this manner, one can consider (1)
as a control problem by regarding the network structure a;; as an external control (or pa-
rameter) to obtain a desired pattern formation (see [36] on the unit sphere and an Olympic
ring in [I0] for a distributed control approach for the Cucker-Smale flocking model [13]).
For instance, if we set a;; to be negative (or competitive), one can expect deployment where
all agents tend to splay state, whereas complete consensus would be achieved for a positive
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(or cooperative) a;;. However in this paper, we restrict ourselves to a cooperative network
so that emergence of complete consensus is our primary concern.

We analyze system ([L2]) with all-to-all network topology and left-translation invariance.
More precisely, we choose all-to-all network a;; = x/N where k denotes the coupling strength
so that all particles communicate with neighbors through the same weight. In addition, we
do not consider the effect of Q; by setting €; = O due to the left-translation property (see
Lemma 2] for details). Then, our first-order consensus model is governed by the following
Cauchy problem:

N
=l _1 T ol q.
SZ_SZ_Z+N;[Sk 2(5251. Sp+ S8 S|, t>0, 13

S;(0) = S € St(p,n), i=1,---,N.

Although the gradient flow structure guarantees that the Stiefel manifold is positively in-
variant along the flow (L2]), we provide its alternative and direct proof in Lemma 211
Next, we turn to the second-order extension of the first-order model (L3]). In [25], the
(first-order) Lohe matrix model on the unitary group has been extended to a second-order
one by incorporating inertial effect. Similarly, we can also extend the first-order model (L.3])
into a second-order one whose dynamics is governed by the following Cauchy problem:

N
" _LigsT ST (1.4)
+x ; (Sk 5 (8i5] i+ 5:5] 52)> , >0,
Si(0) = S € St(p,n), SHngIn 4 ghnGn — O j=1,... N,

where m and - represent mass and friction, respectively. Although it seems that the model
looks quite complicated, we show the the Stiefel manifold is still positively invariant along
system (IL4]). Of course, if we turn off the inertial effect, that is, m = 0, then the first-order
model (L3]) can be recovered from (L4 straightforwardly. We also note that the Cauchy
problems (L3]) and (L4) have a unique global solution due to the compactness of Stiefel
manifold and standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory. Here, a global solution is referred as a
solution which exists for all time (or globally). In other words, a solution does not blow
up in finite time. For more detailed description of (L)), we refer the reader to Section
Next, we recall several concepts for consensus as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let S = (S1,---,Sn) be a global solution to (L3) or (LF).
(1) System ([3) or (4] exhibits complete consensus if the following convergence holds:

tlim ||S;(t) — S;(t)||lg =0, foralli,j=1,---,N.
—00
(2) System (L3) or (L) exhibits practical consensus if the following convergence holds:
lim limsup [[S;(t) — S;(t)|[r =0, foralli,j=1,---,N.
=00 t—oo
(8) A global solution to system (3] or (L) tends to a phase-locked state if the following
relation holds:

lim SZ-TS]- exists for all 4,7 =1,--- , N.

t—00
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The main results of this paper deal with the emergent collective behaviors for the first-
order model ([[L3]) and the second-order model (L4]). First, we consider the first-order model
([I3]) with a homogeneous ensemble. The corresponding proof can be found in Section B

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that initial data and system parameters satisfy
D(S™) < V2, E=0, ay : undirected and connected graph,

and let S be a global solution to ([L2)). Then, system (L2) exhibits complete consensus
exponentially fast.

The results in [41], [42] deal with almost global consensus without any explicit decay
estimate. On the other hand, for a heterogeneous ensemble, we establish the emergence of
the locked state exponentially fast in a large coupling regime.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the coupling strength and initial data satisfy BII) and let S
be a global solution to ([L2). Then, S tends to a locked state.

For a detailed initial framework and proof, we refer to Section

Next, we turn to the second-order model (L4). As in the first-order one, we consider
both homogeneous and heterogeneous ensembles. For the desired results, we first derive an
energy estimate (Proposition E.T]):

d [(mE Eo
- 2
| v Z I1S:ll& + IN? Z 15 — Sjllw
=1 t,j=1 (15)
27 1 &
= ISR+ 5 D te(STSiE =T 5, > 0.
i=1 i=1
In what follows, we assume that the network topology satisfies
A i=Minag,, apy i=maxag, d(A) = max|ag — aji,

N -1
(ans + d(A)) < 8pa’;.

N

1

NZaikzg, i=1,---,N, 0<A:=a,,—
k=1

N
1
Furthermore, for the averaged relative distances G := N2 Z |S; — S;i||%, we derive a
ij=1
second-order differential inequality (Lemma [A3]) for G:

- . ) 16 oo .,
mG + G + 2k£G < 16mD(S)? + 8/|Z||o0 + %””D(S), (1.6)

where D(S) and ||Z||o are defined as follows:

—

D(S) := 1g2>§VHSiHF, [Ellee = max 1=k

Based on two estimates (L5 and (L6]), for a homogeneous ensemble, we show that the
complete consensus occurs for some admissible initial data.
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Theorem 1.3. Suppose that system parameters and initial data satisfy

m>0, v>0, k>0, =0 fori=1,---,N,

N N
_m 4012 K 0 012
£0) = 55 LIS+ 537w 3 0wl - 1 < oo

ij=1
and let S be a global solution to (IL4]). Then, we have

tligijusl(t)HF:O fOI‘Z:L"' 7N'

Moreover, system (4] exhibits the complete consensus:

lim G(t) = 0.
t—o0
We refer the reader to Section [A.1]for the proof. In contrast, for a heterogeneous ensemble,
we assume that the inertia and the coupling satisfy the following relation:

mr'T = O(1) for some 1 > 0.
Then, under this setting, we arrive at the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that system parameters and initial data satisfy

mo

D(5™) < (=l + Karry/p), m = T (1.7)

1
~
and let S be a global solution to (L4]). Then, system (L4 exhibits practical consensus:
lim limsup G(t) = 0.

K—=00 ¢t _s50

The proof can be found in Section

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2], we briefly discuss properties of
the Stiefel manifold to be used later and provide descriptions of the first-order and second-
order models. In Section B, we present proofs of Theorem [[.1] and Theorem which deal
with the first-order model. In Section [, rigorous justification of Theorem and Theorem
[L4l for the second-order model is provided. Finally, Section [is devoted to a brief summary
of our main results and discussion for a future work.

Notation: We denote by M, ,(R) as the set of all n x p real matrices and for notational
simplicity, we set My (R) := M, ,(R). In addition, O is the zero matrix regardless of its
size.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly discuss the Stiefel manifold and present detailed description
and properties of the first-order and second-order consensus models on the Stiefel manifold
to be used later in later sections.
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2.1. The Stiefel manifold. We define Stiefel manifold and Frobenius norm:
St(p,n) :=={S € M, ,(R): STS=1,}, |S]|% :=tr(STS)=p for S € St(p,n).

Alternatively, it can be defined as the set of all p-tuples (z1,- - ,z;,) of orthonormal vectors
in R™ or it is isomorphic to a homogeneous space:

St(p,n) >~ O(n)/O(n — p).
In addition, if p is strictly less than n, then one also finds
St(p,n) ~ SO(n)/SO(n — p).

Thus, the Stiefel manifold St(p,n) is a compact set whose dimension is pn — p(p + 1)/2.
Furthermore, it is well known that St(p,n) reduces to several well-known manifolds, for
instance,

St(1,n) =S" ' CR", St(n—1,n)=S0(n), St(n,n)=0(n). (2.1)
We set so(n) to be the special orthogonal Lie algebra associated with SO(n). Then, we
define two maps skew : M, (R) — so(n) and sym : M, (R) — so(n)* as
1 1
skew(X) 1= 2 (X — X", sym(X):= 5 (X + x".
Then, it is easy to see that the tangent space and the normal space of St(p,n) at a point S
are defined by
TsSt(p,n) := {A € M, ,(R) :sym(STA) = 0} ={A € M, ,(R): STA+ ATS =0},
NgSt(p,n) := {SV : V is a p x p symmetric matrix},

and the projection of X onto NgSt(p,n) is given by Ssym(S' X). Thus, the projection by
IT: M, ,(R) x St(p,n) — TsSt(p,n) is written as

II(X,S) = X — Ssym(S ' X) = Sskew(S" X) + (I, — SST)X.
For further details for the Stiefel manifold, we refer to [18].

2.2. A first-order consensus model on St(p,n). In this subsection, we review the first-
order model proposed in [41l, [42] and study its basic property. First, we state the positive
invariance of St(p,n) for (I2) which can be guaranteed from the gradient flow structure.

Lemma 2.1 (Positive invariance of the Stiefel manifold). Let S be a global solution to (L.2)
with the initial data S™ := (S*,--- ,SN). Then, we have
Sin e St(p,n) = Si(t) € St(p,n), t>0.

Next, we consider the left-translation invariance property whose proof directly follows
from straightforward calculations.

Lemma 2.2 (Left-translation invariance). For all L € O(n), system ([L2) is invariant
under left-translation by an n X n orthogonal matriz in the sense that a transformed variable
Vi := LS; satisfies

N

. 1

Vi=QVi+ViEi+ > a <Vk — §(V,-VZ-TVk - m-v,jm) :
k=1
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The model (I2]) on the Stiefel manifold in fact includes several first-order models on the
Riemannian manifolds such as S*~! in [45], SO(n) in [53] and S* in [33]:

N
(i) Rz =R, + Z ainiSkeW(R;er)a R; € SO(’I’L)
=1
N
(ii) T; = Qi + (In —x; ® LZ'Z) Z ijTj, Ti € snL. (2.2)

j=1

N
(iii) 92 =v; + Z Qjj sin(Hj — 92), 0 € R.
j=1

Reduction basically follows from the property (2.I) and the projection operator, since the
models (L2) and (2:2)) share the gradient flow structure. Moreover, system (.2 satisfies the
following splitting property for a homogeneous ensemble =; = Z for i = 1,--- , N. Then, the
rotated variable Y; := S;e~'F satisfies (LZ) with Z = O. For a proof on the reduction and
splitting property, we refer to Proposition 1 of [42]. Thus, when we consider a homogeneous
ensemble, we set = = O without loss of generality.

Remark 2.1. If we perform left-multiplication by SZT in (L2)), then we obtain the following
reduced dynamics:

N

T¢ = K T T

SIS =Zi+ 52> <Si S — S| S) (2.3)
k=1

which means that Z3) can be uniquely derived from (L2). In other words, if {S;}Y | is a

solution to (L2)), then it also becomes a solution to (Z3)). However, the converse statement

maight not hold, since there does not exist an inverse matriz of SZ-T. Hence, a solution set

for (L2)) is a proper subset of that for [23)).

Below, we briefly recall previous results in [41] [42] on the first-order model on the Stiefel
manifolds. As far as the authors know, there has been only two literatures which concern
with the consensus model (L3)) on the Stiefel manifolds. A graph G is a pair (V,E) where
V ={1,---,N} and E is a subset of V where each subset is of cardinality two. Suppose
that S = (S1,--+,Sn) is the state of particles interacting through the graph G.

Theorem 2.1. [41] 42] Suppose the pair (p,n) satisfy

2
< —-n-1
p_3n )

and G is connected. Let S be a global solution to ([IIl). Then, the consensus manifold C
defined by

C:={(S)iLy € St(p,n)" : ;= 8;, V{i,j} € B}

18 almost globally asymptotically stable.
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2.3. A second-order extension. In this subsection, we introduce a second-order exten-
sion (L4) of ([L3]) by adding suitable inertia like terms:

mQZ—m&ﬁ&—y$+&a+%@$a—&5§$+&§&5)

o 1 (2.4)
e _Z(q.ql ol a.
+NZ;G% %&g&+&&&0.

Note that in a formal zero inertia limit m — 0, system (2.4]) reduces to the first-order
model (L2)). In order to show that the proposed model (24]) is a suitable extension on the
Stiefel manifold, we need to make sure that the governing manifold St(p, n) is still positively
invariant along (2.4)).

Lemma 2.3 (Positive invariance of the Stiefel manifold). Suppose the initial data (S™,S™)
satisfy _ _
S;n S St(p,n), S:’lnS%n + S?mS%n = O, 1= 17 cee 7]\77 (25)
and let S be a global solution to (2.4]). Then, we have
Si(t) € St(p,n), i=1,---,N, t>0.
Proof. We take the left multiplication of S, to (24 to obtain
mﬁ&:—mﬂ&ﬁ&—mﬁ$+§&a+ﬂ@ﬁ&a-ﬂ&a§$+$&§&a)
Y
. 1
+ oo > ST Sk — (57 SiS Sk + 858, S |-
2N pt 2
(2.6)

We transpose (2.0) and use the skew-symmetry of Z; to find
mf&=—m§$$&—m§&—a§&+ﬂ(45§&+§&3§&—a§@§&)
v

(2.7)
We add (2.6) and 27]) to get
m(ST 8 + 878 = —m(S] ST S + ST 87 S0y = 4(ST S+ ST 50) + (87 51,5
(2.8)

N
m K
+ 7;71 + N kZ:1 T2k,
where J; and Jo, are defined as
1
@M;§&+$&—§§&§&+§&$&+$&§&+§&§Qy

We recall the notation:
H, = Ip — SZTSZ, HZ = —(SZTSZ + SZTSZ) and HZ = —(SZTSZ + ZSZTSZ + SZTSZ)
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Then, system (2.8]) can be rewritten in terms of H; and its derivatives:
mH; +yH; = —m(H;S] S; + S S;H;) + [H;, =] — jl — 5 Z Tk (2.9)

In what follows, we present the estimates for J; and Js, respectively.

o (Estimate on jl) By direct calculation, one has
= 95, H; — 2H,Z; + H;i(S] ;2 — 25, ;) — (8] 8i2; — 28, $i) H;
= Z[EZ,HZ] + [HZ', SZTSZEZ — EZSZTSZ]

e (Estimate on Jx): Since the communication term of first-order and second-order models
are same, it follows from Lemma 2] that

Tor = Hi(S] Sy, + Sy S:) + (S S+ S} Si)H

In (29]), we use the calculation of J; and 7> to find the second-order (autonomous) matrix-
valued equation for H;:

mH; +yH; +mH;(S; S;) +m(S] S;)H; — [H;, 3] + %(2[51'7 H;) + [H;, S SiZ; — EiSiTSi]>

N

+ W [HZ-(SZ-T Sk + ST S + (ST Sk + S SZ-)HZ-] = 0.
k=1

(2.10)

One can check that H; = O becomes a solution to (2.I0]) satisfying the initial assumption
[23). Since a solution to the Cauchy problem (2I0) with the initial assumption (23] is
unique, we conclude that

Hl(t) =0, t>0.
This yields the desired result. O

Next, we focus on the situation in which solution operators for (24]) can be expressed as a
composition of two operators. In the proof of Lemma [2.3] we note that positive invariance
of St(p,n) is also valid, when the fourth term in the right-hand side of (2.4]) is absent.
However, the second-order model (2.4]) satisfies such property for a homogeneous ensemble
when the fourth term in the right-hand side of (2.4)) is included.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that the initial data and frequency matrices satisfy
S est(pn), SUSM+SS =0, Ei=E, i=1- N,

and let S be a global solution to (2.4). Then, Y; := Sie_%t satisfies

N
L T
mY; = —mY;Y;'V; — 7Y+N;<Yk——(YY Vi + Y3V, Y)>
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Proof. By direct calculation, we use the ansatz for Y; to find its derivatives:

. =\ = . . 282, =2\ _
N <Si_SZ Z>e ﬂ’tv Yi= 1|95 — 5 Z“‘SZQ e t’
y Y Y

=, (. =
v," =edt's), v = vt(S;%—%).

=21

=2

In what follows, we consider the three terms:
. S . 1
mY; +mYiY'Y;, qYi, Yi— S(VY Y4 VYY),

e (Estimate of mY; + mYZY;TY;) we observe

. 28 SE7\ L e ZiSTS STSiE 22N
:m(SZ-— ZZ—I— 221>e t—l—mSl<SZTSZ—|— Gt B e
g g g

= <m5i+mSiSiTSi— mb —I-mS S; 8 _ mSi§; § >e

=

Y Y Y

o (Estimate of 7Y;): By direct calculation,

'VYi = (75 SiZi)e” Wt-
e (Estimate of Y}, — %(YiYiTYk +Y;Y,"Y;)): we use the ansatz of Y; to find

t

=20

Yy — (YY Vi +YiY,'Y;) = <Sk - _(SiSiTSk + 52'5;152-)> e

Finally, we combine the calculations above to find our desired result:

mY; + mY;Y; Y+7Y——Z<Yk—— (Y;Y;'Y, + VY, Y)>

= (mSZ + mSZSZTSZ + ’Vsi - S5 — %(2525 — SZEZSZTSZ + SZSZTSZEZ)
il =
Nkz <sk—— SSTSkJrSS,;rS))) =0

=1

We finally close this section by introducing second-order Gronwall-type inequalities.

Lemma 2.5. [0, 24] Let y = y(t) be a nonnegative C*-function satisfying the following
differential inequality:

aj +by+cy <e(t), t>0.
Then, the following estimates hold:
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(1) Suppose that b> — 4ac > 0 and £(t) = g is a given positive constant. Then, we have

y(t) < 2+ <y(0) + g) vt

a / 20 —vot —v1t
+ 0) + 11y(0) — ————=x | (72" — 7).
b2 — 4dac <y( ) 15(0) b—\/b2—4ac>( )

where v1 and vy are given as follows:

b+ Vb? - dac b — Vb2 — dac

Vo =

v 2a 2a

Then, one has

limsupy(t) < 0
c

t—00

(2) Suppose that b*> — dac < 0. Then, we have
dae dae b , 2eq _by
t) < — — —— |t a’,
)= 5204 (40 - 22+ (@ + 0 = B2 ) 1) e

Moreover,

4(160

lim sup y(t) < =5
—00

(3) We furthermore assume that £(t) is a nonnegative continuously differentiable func-
tion decaying to zero as t — co. Then, we have

li t)=0.

A y(t) =0

Proof. For the first two assertions, we refer the reader to [9, Lemma 3.1]. On the other

hand for the last assertion, we refer the reader to |24, Lemma 4.9]. O
3. FIRST-ORDER CONSENSUS MODEL

In this section, we study the asymptotic behavior of the first-order model. In Section
Bl we consider the homogeneous ensemble in which all natural frequencies are the same
so that the complete consensus can be achieved. In Section B.2] we are concerned with the
heterogeneous ensemble where that phase-locked states can arise under some framework
with a large coupling strength regime.

Recall the synchronization quantity H;; € M), ,(R):
Hy:=1,-S8'S;, i,j=1,---,N.
Then, we observe from the definition of St(p,n)
1S = Sjllf = te(L, — S Sj + I, = 8] S;) = tr(Hyj + Hji) < /bl Hij + Hjillr, — (3.1)
where we used the inequality:
tr(AB) < ||A||r||B||lr for A=1I, and B = H;; + Hj;.
On the other hand, we see
1Hyj + Hjslle = 1T, — S;" S5+ I, — S} Sille = I1S7 i = ST S + 8] 85 — ] Sillw

(3.2)
< 1(S5" = 57)(Si = Si)lle < 119 — Sl
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In (BI) and (B2), one has

1
%Il&' = Sill& < 1Hy + Hyille < |15 = Sj§- (3.3)
Thus, the following equivalence holds:

Jim [|S; = Sjllr =0 <= lim |[Hy + Hjqllr = 0.

3.1. A homogeneous ensemble. In this subsection, we consider a homogeneous ensemble
where all frequency matrices are same:

==0, i=1,--,N.

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a solution to (I3) with Z; = Z. Then, ||S; — S;||% satisfies
d Ko

2 2
S =Sl = - kz_lazk(\\si — 5l

k=1

N
K
— 1155 = Skll*) - N > a(1Si = Sjll* = 11Si — Sell)

N
K
— @15 = SiIP) - g S (aaklSi — SullP + anlS; — SulP).
k=1

(3.4)
Moreover, for the lower bound estimate, one has
d 2

Proof. First, we derive the dynamics for %(S]-TSZ-) = SJT S; + S]TSZ For this, we observe
. o 1
578 =5/ SZi+ 1 ) au [sjsk — 5 (8] 88 S + S]-TSZ-S,IS-)] :
k=1

(3.5)
N
SIS =-5;8 8+ % > aj {s;si ~ %(s,jsjsjsi + S}Sksjsi)} :
k=1

Then, we calculate (31, + [B3), to find the dynamics for Aj; := S]-TSZ-:

(3.6)
1 1

ik |:Ajk — §(AjiAik + AjiAki):| +ajk |:Aki — §(Aijji + AjkAji):| .

k=1

Again, if we recall the notation:

Hjy=1I,—A;; =1,— S/ S,
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then ([B.6) directly yields the dynamics for Hj;:

N
d _ _ _ K
&Hji = (:j —E)+ (Hji\:i — ]Z N kz_l a;k + a]k
N
K
N Z air(2H;, — Hy, — Hy;) + ag(Hji Hy, + Hji Hy;) (3.7)
k=1

N
K
ton ; aj(2%i — Hyj — Hjn) + aju(Hyj Hji + HjrHji)-
We interchange the index ¢ <+ j in (1) to get
L
—Hij = (5 — Ej) + (Hij=j — EiHy5) — ¥ ]; ajr + ax)H
N
K
toN ;—:1 aje(2Hix — Hj, — Hyj) + aji(HigHjj, + Hij Hy;j) (3.8)
N
K
ton ;—:1 aik(2Hyj — Hy; — Hig) + aip(Hyi Hij + HigHij).

We add [B.7) and (B.8]) to find

N
d K - = — —
&(Hij + H], = _N Z alk + a]k Hl] + Hﬂ) (sz’:i — \:jHj,’ + Hij:j — :iHij)
k=1
o N
e o — ag)(Hip + Hyy — Hip — Hp;
+ 2N kZ:l(a]k a k)( k + k Jk k.]) (39)
o N
+ oy Z ag (Hji(Hg, + Hy) + (Hip + Hy) Hyj)
k=1
+ a;i((Hjx + Hyj)Hj + Hiyj(Hjp + Hyj)).
We take the trace in ([B3]) to find
d K N
&HSZ - SjH2 = _N Z azk + a]k HS S ”2 + tr((Hz] H]Z)(Hz - E]))
k=1
o N
b oS~ a5~ 54l — 1155 — 541°) (3.10)
k=1
N
K
+ 5 Ztr[(aik(Hik + Hy;) + aji(Hji, + Hy;)) (Hi; + Hjs) |-

=
Il
—
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Finally, we use Z; = O and the inequality ([B.3)) to estimate the last term in (B.I0]):

N N

d K K

15— Sill? < N > ai(ISi = SilI” = 115 — Skll*) — N > a1 = Sjll* = 11Si — Sell*)
k=1 =1

N
K
— @15 = SiIP) - g S (aalSi = SullP + anlS; — SulP).
k=1

0

We are now ready to prove a proof of Theorem [Tl For this, we define the maximal
diameter:

D(S(t)) := max ||Si(t) = S;(t)[[p, ¢ =0.

1<i,j<N
(Proof of Theorem [1.7]): For each ¢ > 0, we choose the maximal index (i, j;):
D(S(t)) = HSlt - SthF’
Then, it follows from (34) in Lemma 3] that D(S) satisfies

N
d K K,
ED(SF <-(2-D(5)%- N > aind?y + ajrds,y) < - 2= D(S)*)D(S)*.
k=1
Thus, the region {t > 0 : D(S(t)) < v/2} is positively invariant and the desired assertion
directly follows from the dynamical systems theory. O

Remark 3.1. In Theorem [21], their initial framework leading to the complete consensus
only depends on the relation of (p,n) (in fact, p < 27" — 1), and the initial data S™ is not
restricted except for a measure zero set, so that the global consensus is achieved. In contrast,
for our result, any (p,n) can be chosen; however, as a trade-off, smallness on the initial
data would be imposed, for instance, D(S™) < /2.

3.2. A heterogeneous ensemble. In this subsection, we deal with the heterogeneous en-
semble, and provide a sufficient framework leading to the phase-locked state. In order to
capture the phase-locked state, we briefly present our strategy introduced in [28] consisting
of several steps:

e Step A: let S and S two solutions to ([3). Derive a temporal evolution of the maximal
quantity (inter-diameter) denoted by d(S,S):

N . o _
d(S,S) = | max 1S; Sj = S; Sjllr = | nax | Aij — Aijl F,

which measures the relative distance between two solution configurations S and S (see

Lemma [3.2)).

e Step B: in Step A, since we need a smallness on the diameter D(S), we find a positively
invariant region of D(S) (see Lemma B.3]).

e Step C: together with a temporal evolution of d(S ,5) and a positively invariant region
of D(S), we show that d(S,S) converges to zero. Then, since our system is autonomous,
S,(t) = S;(t+T) also becomes a solution to the system for any 7". By discretizing the time
t € Ry as n € Zy and setting T'=m € Z,, we deduce that {S]-T(n)S,-(n)}neZ+ is indeed a
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Cauchy sequence in the radius p-ball of M,(R) and hence each S]-T S; converges to a constant
P X p matrix.

In what follows, we provide the detailed justification of Step A, Step B and Step C. For
this, we assume
N -1 9
I (anr +d(A)) € (0,8payy).
In other words, difference between the maximum and minimum would be small. Below, we
study the temporal evolution of d(S,S) in the following lemma.

A=ay —

Lemma 3.2. Let S and S be two solutions to (L3). Then, the inter-diameter d(S,S)
satisfies

%d(s, S) < —2x(A — anr/p(D(S) +D(5)))d(S,S), t>0.

Proof. Since the proof is lengthy, we leave its proof in Appendix [Al O

Next, we find a positively invariant region of D(S). For this, we define 0 < a < § through
the relation:

2 =
2r + 7\/1_)“ loo =0,
KsQm,

« and 8 are two positive roots of 3 —

where k, is a positive constant defined by
PR i 1
am(8pai; A — A3)
Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the coupling strength and the initial data satisfy
Vop |2 16p%a3,||= ;
pH HOO’ P 2]\4“ HOO ’ D(Sm) < B’ (311)
9 am ' am(8paj, A — A3)

and let S a global solution to (IL3)). Then, there exists a finite entrance time Ty > 0 such
that

/{>max{

A
20,]\/[\/57

Proof. Recall the estimate ([8.4]) in Lemma Bl and find the differential inequality of D(S)
for a heterogeneous ensemble:

D(S(t) <a< t > Ts.

d K K, VP
3 D(S) < == "D(S) + =" D(S)° + 7H:Hoo
- (an(s) + pisy + 2 - sy,

4 Rm,
where we introduce an auxiliary cubic function f:
2 =
f(ry=r®—2r+ 7\/@‘ HOO, r>0.
Ky,
Then, it follows from the simple calculus that

2 2 = 2 /2
f attains the minimum at r, := \/; with f(r) = M - —\/;

KQyp, 3
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Thus, since f(r.) < 0is due to (B.I1]),, we see that f has two positive roots r; and ro such

that
2 2
0<r1<\/;, \/;<r2<\/§.

Note that ([3.11]), indeed gives f(ry) < 0. In addition, we observe

lim 71 =0 lim ry = V2.
K—r00 t—o00

We use the dynamical systems theory to show that if D(S™) < r9, then there exists a finite
entrance time T3 > 0 such that

D(S(t)) <ri, t>Ts.
More precisely, we split the case into two parts. First, suppose initial data satisfy
D(S™) < ry.
Then, at the time ¢ = ¢, when D(S(t,)) = r1, we have

d
=D(8) <0

Thus, D(S) does not increase at ¢ = t, and hence is restricted in the interval [0, 71]. Second,
suppose that the initial data satisfy r1 < D(S™) < r9. Again, at the instant time t = t,
when 71 < D(S(ts)) < 72,

d
—D(S) < 0.
3209
Thus, D(S) starts to strictly decrease. Then, by applying same argument in Proposition

3.1 in [8], we find such finite entrance time 75 > 0.

In order to find the desired invariant region, we have to assume

(o)~ () -2 (o) + 220 o

and one can check from algebraic manipulation that the relation ([BI2]) is equivalent to
(BI1I),. Then, the cubic equation

2,/p||=
B _ o 1 2VPIEle _
Fox G,

has two positive roots: « and (. Hence, under the assumption (B.I1]), there exists such
finite entrance time 75 > 0 so that

A

D(S(1) < a < Son 75’

t>T.

Finally, we use Lemma and Lemma to present a proof of Theorem

(Proof of Theorem [I.2]): Since we assume (3.I1]), we use Lemmas and to show

that
%d(S,S’) < —2k(A — 2ap/pa)d(S,S), ae. t> Ty
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This implies
d(S,8)(t) < d(S,S)(Ty)e 2 A-2amvp)(t=T2) = g6 t > T, (3.13)

Since we are only interested in large-time behavior, without loss of generality, we would set
Ty = 0. On the other hand for any 7" > 0, a shifted solution {S;(t + T} also becomes a
global solution to (I3)) with a shifted initial data {S;(7)}, as (L3) is autonomous. Then,

BI3) yields
1] Si(t +T) — S} Si(t)]| <  dnax IST Si(T) — ST S5(0) e~ 2<A=2au VBt ¢ > 0. (3.14)

Especially for T'=1 and t = n € Z in ([B.I4]), we have
IS} Si(n+1)=5] Si(n)| < | Dnax 15 S:(1) =S Si(0)[Je™ 2 A-2emvBn -y € 7, (3.15)
i,j<

By induction argument, [B.I3]) gives for m € Z,

e—2n(A—2aM\/5a)n
1— e—2n(A—2aM\/]_Ja) ?

IS] Si(n +m) — S} Si(n)|| <  dnax I15] S:(1) = S S:(0)] neZy.
Hence, the discretized sequence {S]T (n)Si(n)}nz, is indeed Cauchy in the p-ball B,(O) :=
{X € M,(R) : | X|lr < p}. Consequently, for each i, 7, it converges to a constant p x p
matrix 'Y € By(O0). O

As a corollary, we show that normalized velocities synchronize.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that the coupling strength and initial da}fa satisfy (B:I:[l) and let §
be a global solution to (L3). Then, the normalized velocities S, S; and S]-TS]- synchronize:

T 157 i = ST ;e =0.

Proof. For two solutions S and S, we observe from (23]

. N - - - -
SIS — S8, = Ei—l—%Zaik(SiTSk—S,;rSi)

Bt ox Zazks Si — S, S)] -
k=1

k 1

N
/{ ~ ~ ~ ~
= N aa [(s}sk ~ 878 — (ST — s,jsi)} :
Thus, we find
. ~t A K N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
1878 = ST Sille < 557 > a8 Sk = 57 Skl + 119¢ S = S Sill) < mand(S, S).
k=1

Finally, we use the same argument in Theorem to show that {9, SZ} becomes a Cauchy
sequence and hence it converges to the same constant matrix. This shows the desired
result. g
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4. A SECOND-ORDER CONSENSUS MODEL

In this section, we study the emergent dynamics of the second-order model (I4]). Before
we present the estimates, energy functionals are defined and their temporal evolutions are
derived as a crucial step. After that, the homogeneous ensemble are considered in Section
[T and we provide a sufficient framework leading to the complete consensus. On the other
hand, we deal with the heterogeneous ensemble in Section .2 and present a sufficient frame-
work for the practical consensus in the large coupling strength and small inertia regime.

As in [25], we define a total energy functional associated to (L4):

N N
m : K
&=y 2o ISillE+ 53 D7 @i lISi = Sl
=1

,j=1

::IC :;E
where K represents a (total) kinetic energy and £ describes the interaction energy between
the states of particles {S;} measuring the degree of consensus.

Next, we study the temporal-evolution of the total energy £. First, we differentiate HSZH%
with respect to t to find

m S8 = m (ST $0) = min(8] S+ 87 8) = mir(S] 8+ (575)7),

First, we observe the term mS; S;:

N
L fare _lieTo T “TaoTg
+N;am <SZ Sh. 2(52 S;S1 S, + 8, 525k52)>
m K N
— Ty — NIy + T+ —Ty+ — S Ts.
mily —ylo + 3+74+Nk2215
(4.1)

In next lemma, we provide estimates for Zp, k=1, - 5.
Lemma 4.1. Let Zy, k=1,---,5 be the terms defined in ([A1). Then, one has

fr (L +11T) —0, tr <I2 +12T) = 9|I$i|2, tr (13 +13T) _ (STSE - EsTs)
tr <I4 +II> =0, tr <I5 +I5T> = ajptr (SZ-TSk + S,IS,) :
Proof. Below, we present estimates of tr(Z —I—I,;r ), k=1,--- .5, respectively.
e (Estimate of tr(Z; +Z])): we recall the identity S S; + S S; = O, to see
tr (T + 2] ) = (S Si8T 8 + ST 85T 50) = tn |78 (87 5+ 578:)| =o.
e (Estimate of tr (I +Z, )): by direct observation,

tr <I2 +I2T> = 2tr (Ip) = 2||5][3-
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e (Estimate of tr (Z3 + Z3 )): we use the property of the trace tr(AB) = tr(BA) to find
tr(Zy + I3 ) = tr (ST 52 — 587 S) .
e (Estimate of tr (Z, +Z, )): we first see

tr(Zy) = tr<(2STS ST 8,878 + ST S:87 S )5-)
. .. . . (4.2)
- tr((2sj S — 876,878 — 87887 Si)Ei>.

Since the matrix 2SZTSZ — SZTSZSZTSZ — SZTSZSZTSZ in ([£2) is symmetric and Z; is skew-
symmetric, we obtain

tr(Zy +Z,) = 0.
o (Estimate of tr (Z5 + ZJ )): we again use the identity S;' S; + S;'S; = 0 to see
tr(Zs + Z7 )
= aytr(S, S + S, Si) — 2 tr(S; S8, Sk + S 88, S; + S, ;S S; + S S8 S;)
= agptr(S S+ S S) — “Z’f e[S Si(S] Sk + 57 S:) + (skT Si+ 87 Sk) ST 8]
= agtr(S] Sk + S ) — %U‘[(Sjsi + 8 9) (S Sk + S Si)] = awtr(S] Sy + S{ S)).
O

Next, we provide an estimate on the time-rate of change of the total energy.

Proposition 4.1. Let S be a global solution to (L4). Then, the total energy functional £
satisfies

— Z 15:]1% + = Ztr ST 8E — 280 S)). (4.3)
=1
Proof. We collect all the estimates of tr(Z; + IZ-T ) fori=1,---,5 to find

d .o - _— _
m il = =2V 8ill% + (ST SiZi - 257 $0) N;am (ST Sk+S18),  (4.4)

and sum (EZI) over all ¢ and divide the resulting relation by N to obtain

N N
md g o7 iz, L ‘Too _=aTd AT T
N 1515 = 2NZHS,HF+N;H(S,~ SiZi — BiS;' Si) + mtr(S) S + S Se)
N
- 27 Z 15: )% + = Ztr (882 — 28, S;) Z airtr(S] Sy, + ST S:).
i=1 i,k=1
(4.5)
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On the other hand, we observe

N N
% S7 antr(S7 S+ 50 8) = % S" aute(S7 S+ ST S; + 8¢ S; + 57 Sn)

i,k=1 i,k=1
Kk d N
= onaq | Do @tr(S Sk + 508 | = 5 o <Z aik]|S; - 5k||2>
ik=1
Finally in (45]), we obtain the desired dissipation energy estimate. O

Remark 4.1. [t follows from (&) that
d . . : : _ :
m—[1SillE < =29[18illf + 211Sill - |1SiZille + 25anv/plSille, ¢ >0,
or equivalently
d . . : _
mSille < il + Iy + raryB, £ 0,

We set the mazimal value of ||Z;||r:

Then, Gronwall’s lemma yields a uniform boundedness and uniform continuity of HSzHF

. . 1
; < e, = (12 . .
sup 1501 < mas { s 185, (1Sl + asr )} (1:6)

0<t<oo

In what follows, we impose the condition on the network topology:
| N
NZaikE§>O, i=1,---,N.

In other words, every columns (or rows) have a common average . We denote several
quantities:

Nz Z I15:(8) = S; (). D(SE®)) = max [Sit)llp, [Zilloo = max ||Z;]p-

1<i<N 1<i<N
1,7=1

Below, we derive a second-order differential inequality for G.

Lemma 4.2. Let S be a solution to (IL4). Then, G satisfies
16m =|lso .
mG + G + 2kEG < 16mD(S)? + 82|00 + \/f” | D(S). (4.7)

Proof. Since the proof is lengthy, we postpone the justification of (7)) in Appendix[Bl O
Below, we quote Barbalat’s lemma without proofs.

Lemma 4.3. [I] (i) Suppose that a real-valued function f : [0,00) — R is uniformly con-
tinuous and satisfies

t
lim/ f(s)ds exists.

t—o00 0
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Then, f tends to zero as t — oo:
lim f(t) =0.
t—o00

(ii) Suppose that a real-valued function f : [0,00) — R is continuously differentiable, and
limy oo f(t) = a € R. If " is uniformly continuous, then

. / o
tliglof (8) =0.

4.1. A homogeneous ensemble. In this part, we consider a homogeneous ensemble whose
frequency matrices are the same, i.e., Z; = Z. Due to the property in Lemma 2.4 for a
homogeneous ensemble, without loss of generality, we may set

=0, i=1,---,N.
We are now ready to provide a proof of Theorem

(Proof of Theorem [.3]) For the zero convergence of ||S;||r, we use in (@3] the condition
Z; = 0 to get
7

N
d€ 2y -
TN Z [Sillg, t>0.
i=1
We integrate the above equation on the interval [0,¢] to obtain

N
2y [* .
¥ [, 2 lISio)llEds = £(0) - £() < £(0).
i=1
Hence, one has
| 180l at < .
0

It follows from Remark 1] that ‘%HS,HF‘ is uniformly bounded, which implies the uniform

continuity of ||S;||p. Hence, we can apply Barbalat’s lemma [I] to derive the desired zero
convergence of ||S;||p. On the other hand for the zero convergence of G, we recall the

differential inequality (A7]). Then, since we have ||Z||c = 0 and D(S) converges to zero, we
apply Lemma to obtain the desired result. O

4.2. A heterogeneous ensemble. In this part, we study a heterogeneous ensemble and
present a proof of Theorem [[L4l For this, we impose a small inertia assumption such that
there exist mgy > 0 which does not depend on s and 1 > 0 satisfying

mo
m = —r—-.
,{1+77

Since k will tend to infinity, the relation above is referred as a small inertial assumption.
The reason why we need such assumption is clarified throughout the proof.

(Proof of Theorem [I.4)): since we assume (7)), it follows from (46]) that

D(S(1)) < %(HEHOO + k).
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Then, the right-hand side of (£7]) becomes

. 16m./p||= .
16mD(S)? + 8=l + wD(S)

16m . _ 16m/plElco ,, — _
< T (Il + R VB + 10mVPI=loo (12 + kayry/p) + 8Z ]
16m

= 7(“5\\00 + kan/P)(|Elloo + Kanrry/p + /PIIEl o) + 8[| s

= O(mk?) + 8|20 = O(mr?) + O(1).

In order to apply second-order Gronwall’s inequality in Lemma [2.5]is used, we consider two
cases:

(i) v* —8&mk > 0. (ii) v* — 8&mw < 0. (4.8)
For the first case, we have

limsup G(t) < (O(mkK?) +O(1)) = O(mr) + O(k™ ) = O(k™) + O(k™1),  (4.9)

1
t—00 T 2%k
where we used the relation (7)), in the last equality. On the other hand for the second
case, we have

limsup G(t) < 4—m((’)(m/£2) +0(1)) = O(m?k?) + O(m) = O(k~21) + O(k~ 1) (4.10)

t—00 ’Y2
where (7)), is used. By combining () and {I0]) and letting  to infinity, we derive the
desired estimate. O

Remark 4.2. Then, two conditions in ([L8) can be rewritten in terms of mg and n:

(i) & > (83;”‘0)’17. (ii) 7 < <8§g°>%.

In (i), we only require a large coupling strength k as k — 0o and there is no assumption on
~. However for (ii), v depends on k. In fact, v also tends to zero when k — 0o as m does.
To thi

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied emergent dynamics of the first-order and second-order
consensus models with both homogeneous and heterogeneous ensembles in which all states
of the particles are restricted to the Stiefel manifold St(p,n) consisting of all orthonormal k-
frames in R™. As mentioned in Section [l due to the structural property of Stiefel manifolds,
it has been widely used for optimization problems especially in the engineering community.
Our first-order model was first suggested in [41] [42] based on the gradient flow of the total
distance between all particles. For a homogeneous ensemble in which frequency matrices are
the same, we show that the relaxation process towards the complete consensus state is always
achieved with an exponential rate. In addition, we provide a subset of initial data leading
to the complete consensus independent of the choice (p,n), whereas the results in [41], [42]
show that the complete consensus is globally stable if (p,n) satisfies the specific relation
and hence, the global consensus is achieved. On the other hand, for the heterogeneous
ensemble, the phase-locked state can emerge under the large coupling strength regime,
when the smallness assumption on the initial data is imposed. We also study the asymptotic
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emergent dynamics of a second-order consensus model which naturally extends the first-
order model by incorporating the inertial force. For a homogeneous ensemble , we present
a sufficient framework leading to the complete consensus state based on a second-order
Gronwall’s inequality and energy estimate. In contrast, for a heterogeneous ensemble, a
sufficient framework for the practical consensus state is provided under the large coupling
and small inertia regime. In fact, the phase-locked state for the second-order model is not
considered in this work. Thus, we leave this problem for a future work.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA

In this appendix, we provide a proof of Lemma in which the differential inequality
for d(S,S) is derived.

Recall the relation ([B.6]) in Lemma B.1]

—Ajz' = A]zEz — EjAj,’

N

K 1 1

+ N E ik |:Ajk — §(AjiAik + AjiAki):| +ajx |:Aki — §(Aijji + AjkAji)
k=1

N
— — K
= A;ji8i — Ejdji+ 5o ; aik(Ajk — Akz) + aji(Agi — Air)

N
K
+ 5y kz_l (aik(Ajk + Aij) + aji(Ari + Air)

— aip Aji(Aix + Ari) — ajr(Ajr + Aijjz’)-
Similarly, we find
d ~ 5 i Ko i i i i
—Aj = AuE —EjAu + IN Z agk(Ajr — Arj) + ajr(Ap — Air)
k=1

N
Z (aik(fijk + zzlkj) + ajk(flki + zzllk)
k=1

=

— alkz‘iﬂ(filk + Akz) — ajk(fijk + Ak]);lﬂ)
Below, we consider the dynamics of A;; — fljl-:

N

d ~ . _ ~ K

E(Aji — Aji) = (Aji — Aji)Zi — E5(Aji — Aji) + OIN Z Jsk
k=1

N
B ; ] A.
+ o ;21 (aik((Ajk — Aji) — (Akj — Axy)) (A1)

+ aji((Aki — Api) — (Aig, — flz’k))),
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where J3 is defined as

+ (aju(Ar — Aki) — ain(Aji Ak — AjiAy)) (A.2)

= T3k,1 + T3k,2 + T3k,3 + T3k a-

Since J3k,j, j = 1,--- ,4 has the same form, it suffices to provide the estimate for J3y 1:

Tk = ain(Aje — Ajk) — aji(AjAji — AjAy)
= —aji(Aji — Aji) + ajp(ly — Aji)(Aji — Aji) + aj(Ajp — Aje) (I, — Aji) - (A3)

+ (aik — aji)(Aje — Aje)-
Thus, in (&), we multiply (4;; — A;;)T and take the trace to find

1d ~
55”143'2' — Ajill#

= tr[{(Aji — A50)Z — E5(Aji — Aji) HAji — Aji) T+ o= Y tr[Tar(Aji — 450) 1]

N
+ % ; ajitr[((Ari — Ari) — (A — Ain))(Aji — Aj) T

N
- % ; airtr[((Aje = Ajr) = (Arj — Aij))(Aji — Azi) T

N N N
K K K
=: j4+ﬁzt75k+ ﬁZJﬁk‘i‘ IN E Tk
k=1 k=1 k=1
(A4)

Below, we estimate the terms J; and Jji, j = 5,6, 7, separately.

e (Estimate on J;): for a skew-symmetric matrix Y and a matrix B, we observe the following
identity:
tr[YBB'] = 0.

Then, we use the skew-symmetricity of Z; to see

Ta = tr[{(Aji — Aji)Zi — Ej(Ayi — Agi) Ay — Aji) T
= tr[S5(Aji — Aji) T (Ayi — Aji)] — tr[Z5(A5 — Aji)(Aji — Aji) T
=0.
e (Estimate on J5;): Due to (A2) and (A3]), it suffices to estimate the term involving
J3i,1. Note that
tr[ a1 (Aji — Aj0) '] < —ajellAji — Ajil> + ajiy/P[D(S) + D(8)]d(S, S)?

+ (@i — aje)tr((Aje — Aje) (A0 — Aji)T)



EMERGENT DYNAMICS ON STIEFEL MANIFOLDS 25

where we used the inequality:
11, — Ajille = [IS]S; — S} Sillr < /pD(S).
Hence, J55. can be estimated as follows:
Tske < tr[( Tk + -+ + Tae,a) (Agi — Azi) ']
— ~2(as + )| Ajs = Al + 2aze + a) VAID(S) + D(S)(S, 5)?
+ (aix — ajp)tr((Aje — Aj)(Aji — A) 7)) + (@i — ajp)tr((Ar; — Arg) (Aji — Aj)7)
+ (agr — an)tr((Api — Ap) (Agi — Aji) 1) + (aij — ai)tr (A — Ai)(Aji — Az3) )
< —2Kap||Aj; — Aji||E + 2kar/P[D(S) + D(S)]d(S,8)? + Tk,
where sum of the last four terms are denoted by Js1 1. Then, we observe
Tsk1 + Ter + Tk
= atr[((Ari — Ari) — (Aik — Air)) (Aji — Aji) ']
+ antr[((Ajr — Ajr) — (Ary — Aiy))(Aji — Aji) ']
+ (aik — age)tr((Aje — Ag) (Aji — Aji) ) + (@i — ajp)tr((Arj — Arg) (A0 — Aji) 1)
+ (aji — ai)tr((Agi — Api) (Agi = Ag) 1) + (aij — ain) (A — A)(Aji — Aji) ")
<4(N —1)(an + d(A))d(S,S)>.
In ([A4), we collect all estimates to obtain the desired inequality:

L 4(8,8) < —26(A — anry/B(D(S) + DE))A(S,S), A= <am AN

: (o +d(4)).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA A3

In this appendix, we present a proof of Lemma in which the differential inequality for
| D;j||% is derived. First, we observe the following second-order ODE of D;;:

mDZ] + ’Y,Dz'j + H&’Di]’ + H(fz — fj)Sj
=-m <SZSZTSZ — S]S]TS]) + (SZEZ — SjEj)

- % (282: - SiZiS] 8+ Si8T Si2: - 28,5 + 9,5;5] 55 — 8,87 ;%)

+ % éa]—k <%5jsj5k + %sjs,;rsj — sj> — ik (%Sisjsk + %SZ-S,ISZ- — Si> .
(B.1)
It follows from the definition of Stiefel manifold that
D, Dir. = (Si — Sk) T (S; — Si) = 21, — S;' Sy, — Si Si,
or equivalently,
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In (B.]), we use the relation ([B.2)) to see
mDZ] + ’Y,Dij + /ifi’Dij + /i(& — fj)S]

N
—m(SZSZTSZ - S]S;—S]) + (SZEZ - Sj_] % Z (alkS ’DZ,{’DM a]kS ,Djk,D]k)
=1

+ % (282 — S.2:8T S+ 8.57 SiZi — 28,5, + 8,5,8] 85 - ;8] 8,5, )

N
K m

=: —mZg+ T — s —T.

mle + 7-1-2]\[;::1 sk + 5 9

(B.3)
By using (B.3), we derive a second-order ODE of ||D;;||%:
d? 2 d 2 2
Mg 1Dijllw + Ty D315 + 26& | D15 + 26(& — &)tr(Ip, — S S;)

=tr {m (’D;’DU + 2’D;§’D” + ID;’D”) +y (D;;DU + ,Dz—lj—,DZJ> + 2I€ID;;’DZ']}

= tr [(mD” + ’Y,Dz'j + H’Dij) Dij:| + tr |:’D;5 (mDij + ’Y,Dij + /i’Dij>] + 2777,”7)””%

= 2tr [D; ( mTs+Tr + 5 Zlgk + Ig> + 2m|| Dy 3.
(B.4)
We now assume
5226]567 Z7‘7:177]\7
Then, we sum the relation (B.4]) with respect to 7,7 = 1,--- , N to find temporal evolutions
N
1
for § = <5 > 1IDy3:
i,j=1
mG + G + 2kEG
N N
= R [Dg ( mZs + Ty + —Zzgk+ Ig> + 32 > 1Dy p-
i,j=1 i,j=1
Below, we present estimates for 7y, k = 6,--- ,9, respectively.
e (Estimate of Zg): we use the fact
|PAQ" ||p = ||Allp for P,Q € St(p,n) and A€ M,,(R), (B.6)

which can be proved as follows:

IPAQT[} = tr(QATPTPAQT) = tr(QATAQT) = tr(ATAQTQ) = tr(AT A) = || A 3.
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Then, we use (B.6) to see
tr (DTlﬁ) — tr((S] = S])(Si8] S — 5,97 8;))
(578 - STS,8TS, - STSSTS 4 57S)
= I3l + 15,13 — tr (8,87 ;87 + 857 58] )
< 2(ISil[E + 115511%) < 4D(S)*.
e (Estimate of Z7): we use the maximality of |Z||s to find
<D 17) —tr [(ST ST) (SiZ; — SjEj)} —tr <E — 5785, - STSiEi + 5j>
<2|Eillp + 2[155llp < 4lIE]co-
(Estlmate of Zg): by stralghtforward calculation,

3 Ztr D Ts) = 3 Za,ktr — S7)8iD D) — ajitr((S] — 5] )S; D/, Dyj)
7.7 k ,_] k

1
i,jk

+ a8 8D Dj — auS] SiDjDix) =0,
where we used the interchange of the index i <+ j.
o (Estimate of Zg): we use ||S||r = /p for S € St(p,n) to see
(D 19) - tr[ (siT —s] ) (28,2 — SiZiST 8 + S8 825
. _ . T
28, + 8,5;5] 8 - 8,57 8,55)
= tr(S; SiZi — =:S; S; — 25 8,25 + 87 ;5,8 S5 — 87 S;8] 8;E;
: T
+ 8] 885 — 858 85 — 28] SiEi + 5] SiEiS; Si — S 58 SiE)
< 8yPD(S)|Ellco-
In (B3), we combine all estimates for tr(D}Z;), k = 6,---,9 and the fact that 1Dy ]2 <
4D(S)? to obtain the desired differential inequality for G:

1 oo .
mG +~G + 266G < 16mD(S)? + 8||Z |0 + 6m\/f” l ).



28

(10]
(11]
(12]
(13]
(14]
(15]
(16]
(17]
(18]
(19]
20]
21]
(22]
23]
(24]
25]
(26]

27]

S-Y. HA, M. KANG, AND D. KIM

REFERENCES

Barbalat, 1.: Systémes déquations différentielles dOoscillations non Linéaires. Rev. Math. Pures
Appl. 4 (1959), 267-270.

Bellomo, N. and Dogbé, C.: On the modeling of traffic and crowds: A survey of models, speculations,
and perspectives. SIAM Rev. 53 (2011), 409-463.

Bellomo, N. and Gibelli, L.: Behavioral crowds: Modeling and Monte Carlo simulations toward
validation. Comput. Fluids 141 (2016), 13-21.

Bloch, A. M., Crouch, P. E. and Sanyal, A. K.: A wvariational problem on Stiefel manifolds. Nonlin-
earity 19 (2006), 2247-2276.

Buck, J. and Buck, E.: Biology of synchronous flashing of fireflies. Nature 211 (1966), 562-564.
Carrillo, J. A., Choi, Y.-P., Totzeck, C. and Tse, O.: An analytical framework for consensus-based
global optimization method. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 28 (2018), 1037-1066.

Chen, S., Ma, S., So, A. M.-C. and Zhang, T.: Proximal gradient method for nonsmooth optimization
over the Stiefel manifold. SIAM J. Optim. 30 (2020), 210-239.

Choi, Y.-P., Ha, S.-Y., Jung, S. and Kim, Y.: Asymptotic formation and orbital stability of phase-
locked states for the Kuramoto model. Phys. D 241, 735-754 (2012).

Choi, Y.-P., Ha, S.-Y. and Yun, S.-B.: Complete synchronization of Kuramoto oscillators with finite
inertia. Phys. D 240 (2011), 32-44.

Choi, Y.-P., Kalsie, D., Peszek, J. and Peters, A.: A collisionless singular Cucker-Smale model with
decentralized formation control. STAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst. 18 (2019), 1954-1981.

Chopra, N. and Spong, M. W.: Passivity-based control of multi-agent systems. In: Kawamura, S.,
Svinin, M. (eds) Advances in robot control. Springer, Berlin , Heidelberg.

Chopra, N. and Spong, M. W.: On Ezponential Synchronization of Kuramoto Oscillators IEEE
Trans. Automat. Control 54 (2009), 353-357.

Cucker, F. and Smale, S.: Emergent behavior in flocks. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control 52 (2007),
852-862.

Cumin, D. and Unsworth, C. P.: Generalizing the Kuramoto model for the study of neuronal syn-
chronization in the brain. Phys. D 226 (2007), 181-196.

Danino, T., Mondragon- Palomino, O., Tsimring, L. and Hasty, J.: A synchronized quorum of genetic
clocks. Nature 463 (2010), 326-330.

Degond, P., Frouvelle, A. and Merino-Aceituno, S: A new flocking model through body attitude coor-
dination. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 27 (2017), 1005-1049.

Degond, P., Frouvelle, A., Merino-Aceituno, S. and Trescases, A.: Quaternions in collective dynamics.
Multiscale Model. Simul. 16 (2018), 28-77.

Edelman, A., Arias, T. A. and Smith, S.: The geometry of algorithms with orthogonality constraints.
STAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 20 (1998), 303-353.

Fornasier, M., Huang, H., Pareschi, L. and Siinnen, P.: Consensus-based optimization on hypersur-
faces: well-posedness and mean-field limit. To appear in Math. Models Method Appl. Sci.
Fornasier, M., Huang, H., Pareschi, L. and Siinnen, P.: Consensus-based optimization on the sphere
1I: convergence to global minimizers and machine learning. archived as larXiv:2001.11988v3.

Golub, G.H. and Van Loan, C.F.. Matriz computations, 4th edn. The Johns Hopkins University
Press, Baltimore (2013)

Grassi, S. and Pareschi, L.: From particle swarm optimization to consensus based optimization:
stochastic modeling and mean-field limit. archived as larXiv:2012.05613v1.

Gregor, T., Fujimoto, K., Masaki, N. and Sawai, S: The onset of collective behavior in social amoebae.
Science 328 (2010), 1021-1025.

Ha, S.-Y. and Kim, D.: A second-order particle swarm model on a sphere and emergent dynamics.
STAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst. 18 (2019), 80-116.

Ha, S.-Y. and Kim, D.: Emergent behavior of a second-order Lohe matriz model on the unitary group.
J. Stat. Phys. 175 (2019), 904-931.

Ha, S.-Y., Ko, D. and Ryoo, S. W.: Emergent dynamics of a generalized Lohe model on some class
of Lie groups. J. Stat. Phys. 168 (2017), 171-207.

Ha, S.-Y., Ko, D. and Ryoo, S. W.: On the relazation dynamics of Lohe oscillators on some Rie-
mannian manifolds. J. Stat. Phys. 172 (2018), 1427-1478.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11988
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.05613

(41]
42]
(43]
(44]
(45]
(46]
(47]
(48]
(49]
(50]
[51]
[52]
(53]

[54]

EMERGENT DYNAMICS ON STIEFEL MANIFOLDS 29

Ha, S.-Y. and Ryoo S.-W.: On the emergence and orbital stability of phase-locked states for the Lohe
model. J. Stat. Phys. 163 (2016), 411-439.

Hatanaka, T., Chopra, N., Ishizaki, T. and Li, N.: Passivity-based distributed optimization with
communication delays using PI consensus algorithm. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control 63 (2018),
4421-4428.

Hung, S. M. and Givigi, S. N.: A g¢-learning approach to flocking with UAVs in a stochastic environ-
ment. IEEE Trans. Cybern. 47 (2017), 186-197.

Kim, J., Kang, M., Kim, D., Ha, S.-Y. and Yang, I.: A stochastic consensus method for nonconvex
optimization on the Stiefel manifold. To appear in Proceedings of the 59th IEEE Conference on
Decision and Control (2020).

Klar, A. and Wegener, R.: Enskog-like kinetic models for vehicular traffic. J. Stat. Phys. 87 (1997),
91-114.

Kuramoto, Y.: Chemical Oscillations, Waves and Turbulence. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1984.
Kuramoto, Y.: Self-entrainment of a population of coupled non-linear oscillators. In International
Symposium on Mathematical Problems in Mathematical Physics. Lecture Notes in Theoretical Physics
30 (1975), 420-422.

Li, Q. and Qi, H.: A sequential semismooth Newton method for the nearest low-rank correlation
matriz problem. SIAM J. Optim. 21 (2011), 1641-1666.

Li, W. and Spong, M. W.: Unified cooperative control of multiple agents on a sphere for different
spherical patterns. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control 59 (2014), 1283-1289.

Liu, C. and Boumal, N.: Simple algorithms for optimization on Riemannian manifolds with con-
straints. Appl. Math. Optim 82 (2020), 949-981.

Liu, X., Wen, Z. and Zhang, Y.: Limited memory block Krylov subspace optimization for computing
dominant singular value decompositions. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 35 (2013), 1641-1668.

Lohe, M. A.: Non-Abelian Kuramoto model and synchronization. J. Phys. A 42 (2009), 395101.
Lui, Y. M.: Advances in matrix manifolds for computer vision. Image Vision Comput. 30 (2012),
380-388.

Markdahl, J., Thunberg, J. and Gonalves, J.: Towards almost global synchronization on the Stiefel
manifold. Proc. of the 57th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (2018).

Markdahl, J., Thunberg, J. and Gonalves, J.: High-dimensional Kuramoto models on Stiefel mani-
folds synchronize complex networks almost globally. Automatica 113 (2020), 108736.

Markdahl, J.: Synchronization on Riemannian manifolds: Multiply connected implies multistable.
IEEE Trans. Automat. Control (2020), https://10.1109/TAC.2020.3030849.

Nelson, P.: A kinetic model of vehicular traffic and its associated bimodal equilibrium solution. Transp.
Theory Statist. Phys. 24 (1995), 383-409.

Olfati-Saber, R.: Swarms on sphere: A programmable swarm with synchronous behaviors like oscil-
lator networks. Proc. of the 45th IEEE conference on Decision and Control (2006), 5060-5066.
Perea, L., Elosegui, P. and Gomez, G.: Eztension of the Cucker-Smale control law to space flight
formations. J. Guid. Control 32 (2009), 527-537.

Pinnau, R., Totzeck, C., Tse, O. and Martin, S.: A consensus-based model for global optimization
and its mean-field limit. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 27 (2017), 183-204.

Politz, C., Duivestejin, W. and Morik, K.: Interpretable domain adaptation via optimization over the
Stiefel manifold. Mach. Learn. 104 (2016), 315-336.

Ritchie, L. M. Lohe, M.A. and Williams, A.G.: Synchronization of relativistic particles in the hyper-
bolic Kuramoto model. Chaos 28 (2018), 053116.

Rubenstein, M., Cornejo, A. and Nagapal, R.: Programmable self-assembly in a thousand-robot swarm.
Science 345 (2014), 795-799.

Sabattini, L., Secchi, C., Chopra, N. and Gasparri, A.: Distributed control of multirobot systems with
global connectivity maintenance. IEEE Trans. Robot. 29 (2013), 1326-1332.

Sarlette, A. and Sepulchre, R.: Consensus optimization on manifolds. STAM J. Control Optim. 48
(2009), 56-76.

Sarlette, A., Sepulchre, R., Leonard, N. E.: Autonomous rigid body attitude synchronization. Auto-
matica 45 (2009), 572-577.

Sato, H. and Iwai, T.: A Riemannian optimization approach to the matriz singular value decomposi-
ton. SIAM J. Optim. 23 (2013), 188-212.



30

[55]
[56]

[57]

(58]
[59]
(60]
(61]
(62]

(63]

S-Y. HA, M. KANG, AND D. KIM

Stiefel, E.: Richtungsfelder und fernparallelismus in n-dimensionalem mannig faltigkeiten. Commen-
tarii Math. Helvetici 8 (1935), 305-353.

Tron, R., Afsari, B. and Vidal, R.: Intrinsic consensus on SO(3) with almost-global convergence.
2012 IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (2012), 2052-2058.

Turaga, P., Veeraraghavan, A., Srivastava, A. and Chellappa, R.: Statistical Computations on Grass-
mann and Stiefel Manifolds for Image and Video-Based Recognition. IEEE T. Pattern Anal. 33
(2011), 2273-2286.

Vicsek, T., Czirdk, A., Ben-Jacob, E., Cohen, I. and Shochet, O.: Nowvel type of phase transition in
a system of self-driven particles. Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (1995), 1226-1229.

Wen, Z., Yang, C., Liu, X. and Zhang, Y.: Trace-penalty minimization for large-scale eigenspace
computation. J. Sci. Comput. 66 (2016), 1175-1203.

Wen, Z. and Yin, W.: A feasible method for optimization with orthogonality constraints. Math.
Program. 142 (2013), 397-434.

Winfree, A. T.: Biological rhythms and the behavior of populations of coupled oscillators. J. Theor.
Biol. 16 (1967), 15-42.

Zhang, J. and Zhu, J.: Ezponential synchronization of the high-dimensional Kuramoto model with
identical oscillators under digraphs. Automatica 102 (2019), 122-128.

Zhu, X.: A Riemannian conjugate gradient method for optimization on the Stiefel manifold. Comput.
Optim. Appl. 67 (2017), 73-110.

(S-Y. Ha)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES AND RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS
SEOUL NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 08826 AND

KOREA INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY, HOEGIRO 85, SEOUL, 02455, REPUBLIC OF KOREA
Email address: syha@snu.ac.kr

(M.

Kang)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES AND RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS
SEOUL NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 08826, REPUBLIC OF KOREA
Email address: bear0117@snu.ac.kr

(D. Kim)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS,

SUNGSHIN WOMEN’S UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 02844, REPUBLIC OF KOREA
Email address: dohyunkim@sungshin.ac.kr



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. The Stiefel manifold
	2.2. A first-order consensus model on St(p,n)
	2.3. A second-order extension

	3. First-order consensus model
	3.1. A homogeneous ensemble
	3.2. A heterogeneous ensemble

	4. A second-order consensus model
	4.1. A homogeneous ensemble
	4.2. A heterogeneous ensemble

	5. Conclusion
	Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.2
	Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 4.3
	References

