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Abstract

Motivated by widespread dominance hierarchy, growth of group sizes, and feedback mechanisms in social species, we
are devoted to exploring the scalable second-order consensus of hierarchical groups. More specifically, a hierarchical
group consists of a collection of agents with double-integrator dynamics on a directed acyclic graph with additional
reverse edges, which characterize feedback mechanisms across hierarchical layers. As the group size grows and the
reverse edges appears, we investigate whether the absolute velocity protocol and the relative velocity protocol can
preserve the system consensus property without tuning the control gains. It is rigorously proved that the absolute
velocity protocol is able to achieve completely scalable second-order consensus but the relative velocity protocol
cannot. This result theoretically reveals how the scalable coordination behavior in hierarchical groups is determined
by local interaction rules. Moreover, we develop a hierarchical structure in order to achieve scalable second-order
consensus for networks of any sizes and with any number of reverse edges.

Keywords: Dominance hierarchy, Directed acyclic graphs, Reverse edges, Group sizes, Scalable second-order
consensus

1. Introduction

The dominance hierarchy is a pyramidal social relationship formed by ranking individuals according to some
criteria such as the orders of motion, divisions of labor, body sizes, health conditions, and leadership, which is om-
nipresent in social species such as bird flocks [1], ant colonies [2], and primate groups [3] including human society.
A mathematical model for characterizing such hierarchical relationships is directed acyclic graphs (DAGs) [1, 4, 5],
in which all edges originate from lower-numbered to higher-numbered vertices and no directed cycles are included.
It indicates that higher-ranked individuals exert greater authority to lead lower-ranked individuals. Interestingly, the
hierarchy facilitates highly efficient coordination behavior. For example, in hierarchical pigeon flocks [1], a rapid
consensus of the flight directions emerged. Thus, it has attracted substantial interest from researchers in the filed
of the distributed coordination of multi-agent systems. Based on multi-agent models, authors in [6, 7] theoretically
proved that hierarchical networks described by DAGs indeed lead to optimal convergence rates of consensus.

Interestingly, we notice that feedback exists from low-ranked layers to high-ranked layers in hierarchical groups.
Since low-ranked individuals usually undertake foraging and exploration tasks, they should report feedback informa-
tion such as food resources, suitable habitats and dangerous predators to high-ranked individuals for better collective
behavior decisions [8]. Moreover, the hierarchy of most gregarious animals is not strictly linear [4, 9], that is, the hier-
archical relationship between a high-ranked individual and a low-ranked individual is temporarily reverse sometimes.
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Such a feedback mechanism, which is opposite to the hierarchical relationship, can be viewed as additional directed
edges in DAGs. These edges point from higher-numbered to lower-numbered vertices. Thereby, they are called the
reverse edges that may create directed cycles and affect the consensus performance. Inspired by these phenomena,
some researchers examined the influence of adding reverse edges to DAGs on the convergence rates of first-order con-
sensus [10–13]. It should be noted that first-order consensus is always achieved no matter how many reverse edges
are added to a DAG since the underlying interaction graphs always contain spanning trees. By contrast, second-order
consensus is sensitive to the complex eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrix [14, 15]. Additional reverse edges may
bring complex eigenvalues and thus second-order consensus could fail without adjusting control gains. In order to
recapture consensus, authors in [16, 17] suggested re-tuning control gains or modifying edge weights. Note that the
above results were derived on particular regular DAGs and supposed no more than two reverse edges. However, hi-
erarchical networks of large-scale groups are asymmetric, and feedback mechanisms emerge quite frequently that is
far beyond the assumption of two reverse edges. Therefore, it is necessary to investigate the second-order consensus
problems of hierarchical groups on general DAGs in the presence of multiple reverse edges.

More interestingly, it is observed that when an incipient hierarchical group grows and matures by reproduction,
the hierarchical network has to be re-ranked to accommodate the offspring [18]. Furthermore, feedback mechanisms
emerge and vary more frequently as the group grows and the environment changes [2, 4]. In this case, in order
to rebuild consensus under constantly changing network structure together with reverse edges, we have to re-tune
control gains or edge weights as shown in [16, 17], which is not practical for a group with finite network resources.
On the other hand, a recent work [19] focused on the growth of network sizes for multi-agent systems, which allowed
more agents to join but the control gains are preset and cannot be re-tuned. Based on these observations, we study
the scalable second-order consensus of hierarchical groups, that is, reaching consensus without re-tuning the control
gains in the presence of reverse edges as the group size grows.

On the other hand, the authors in [19] showed that the consensus vanished for certain large-scale networks with
local relative information feedback. Similarly, in aforementioned works [16, 17], the classic relative velocity protocol
[20] was investigated to study the influence of reverse edges on second-order consensus, where each agent uses the
relative velocity measurements with regard to its neighbors. In contrast with the relative velocity protocols, another
types of second-order consensus protocols, known as the absolute velocity protocol [21], required each agent to use
their own absolute velocity information as the local feedback. Then, based on the structures of above two state-of-the-
art protocols, a large number of investigations of second-order consensus have been conducted [22–28]. Recently, the
authors in [29] gave a concise graph condition to tell which one of the absolute and relative velocity protocols has a
better anti-disturbance capability. Based on these observations, we believe that the underlying structures of protocols
may determine the scalable second-order consensus of hierarchical groups. It is consistent with the phenomenon
that ant colonies would change the local interaction rules for larger scale of coordinated foraging [8]. Therefore, in
this article, we compare the absolute velocity protocol and the relative velocity protocol with respect to the scalable
second-order consensus. As far as we known, no previous study has investigated this issue.

Motivated by the above works, we delve into the scalable second-order consensus of hierarchical groups, which is
composed of a group of agents with double-integrator dynamics on DAGs. We investigate which one of the absolute
velocity protocols and the relative velocity protocols can achieve scalable second-order consensus. The considered
problem is challenging. Because the existing methods in aforementioned references [10–13, 16, 17, 19] depended
on precise Laplacian eigenvalues or specific topological structures, it is difficult to derive the sufficient conditions for
scalable second-order consensus on general DAGs with multiple reverse edges. The main contributions are in three
aspects:

• Different from existing works that studied symmetric DAGs with two or less reverse edges, we consider the
general DAGs with multiple reverse edges;

• We prove that under a certain assumption, the absolute velocity protocols can obtain scalable second-order con-
sensus no matter how the hierarchical network and the reverse edges change but the relative velocity protocols
cannot. This result reveals the pivotal role of underlying structures of protocols on the scalable consensus of
hierarchical groups. It is beneficial to explain why the local interaction rules for coordination behaviors are
changed when a small hierarchical group grows to a large-scale group [8];

• We propose a hierarchical structure, i.e., directed star graphs, on which the scalable second-order consensus can
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be guaranteed under reverse edges of any number and any weight. This finding facilitates deploying large-scale
scalable multi-agent systems without re-tuning the controller parameters and edge weights.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries in graph theory. We
formulate the problem in Section 3. The analysis of scalable consensus for the absolute and the relative velocity
protocols are shown in Section 4. We conclude our work in Section 5.

Notations: Throughout this article, Rn and Cn are the n-dimensional real column vector space and complex column
vector space, respectively. Rm×n is the m × n real matrix space. Let 1 and 0, respectively, be the all-one and all-zero
matrices with appropriate dimensions. Specially, 1n and 0n denote the n × 1 all ones and all zeros column vectors,
respectively. Denote In by the n-dimensional identity matrix. Define a set Im = {1, 2, . . . ,m}. A complex number
λ ∈ C is denoted by λ = Re(λ) + jIm(λ), where Re(λ) is the real part of λ, Im(λ) is the imaginary part of λ, and j is
the imaginary unit. | · | refers to the cardinality of a set or the modulus of a complex number.

2. Preliminaries

Consider a group of n > 2 agents whose interaction network is represented as a weighted directed graph Gn =

(Vn,En,An), whereVn = {1, 2, . . . , n} is the set of vertices, En ⊆ Vn ×Vn is the set of edges, andAn = [ai j]n×n is the
weighted adjacency matrix with ai j ≥ 0. An edge of Gn is denoted by εi j = (i, j), where j is called the parent vertex
of i and i is the child vertex of j. (i, j) ∈ En ⇔ ai j > 0 ⇔ agent i can receive information from agent j. Moreover,
Gn has no self-cycles, i.e., aii = 0. The degree matrix Dn = [di j]n×n is a diagonal matrix with dii =

∑n
j=1 ai j. For

convenience, let dmax = maxi∈Vn {dii}. The Laplacian matrix Ln = [li j] ∈ Rn×n associated with the graph Gn is defined
as lii =

∑n
j=1, j,i ai j = dii and li j = −ai j, j , i, hence Ln1n = 0n holds. Let λi, i ∈ Vn be the eigenvalues of Ln.

The following definitions and assumption will be utilized to establish our main results.

Definition 1 ([5]) A DAG is a directed graph without directed cycles.

A DAG has a linear extension ordering which is a consecutive increasing numbering of the vertices as the order
1, 2, . . . , n such that all directed edges point from lower-numbered to higher-numbered vertices [5]. This property is
used to characterize the relationships among members in hierarchical groups. Specifically, higher-ranked individuals
in the hierarchy correspond to lower-numbered vertices in the linear extension ordering, and the directed edges mean
that lower-ranked individuals are always led by higher-ranked individuals. In addition, the feedback from low-ranked
layers to high-ranked layers in hierarchical groups is described by additional reverse edges in DAGs, which is defined
as follows.

Definition 2 ([10]) For two vertices i and j (i < j) in a DAG Gn that has a linear extension ordering, the additional
edge (i, j) is called a reverse edge from j to i.

In other words, a reverse edge is an extra edge that is opposite to the linear extension ordering. Generally, suppose
that there are multiple reverse edges and there is at most one reverse edge between two different vertices. Then, the
DAG Gn and additional reverse edges constitute a new directed graph Ḡn = (Vn, Ēn, Ān) termed the mixed graph,
where Ēn = En

⋃
Er

n is the set of edges, En is the set of edges of the original DAG Gn, Er
n is the set of additional

reverse edges, and Ān = [āi j]n×n is the weighted adjacency matrix whose elements are defined as āii = 0 and āi j > 0 if
(i, j) ∈ Ēn where i , j. It is obvious that āi j = ai j > 0, ∀(i, j) ∈ En, where i > j, and āi j > 0, ∀(i, j) ∈ Er

n, where i < j.

Definition 3 For a vertex i in a mixed graph Ḡn, if there is another vertex j such that i > j and (i, j) ∈ Er
n, j is called

a superior neighbor of i. If the vertex j satisfies i < j and (i, j) ∈ Er
n, j is said to be a inferior neighbor of i.

Specially, Nh
i = { j|(i, j) ∈ Ēn, j ∈ Vn, i > j} and N l

i = { j|(i, j) ∈ Ēn, j ∈ Vn, i < j} denote the superior neighbor set
and the inferior neighbor set of vertex i, respectively. Let θ = min{i|(i, j) ∈ Er

n}, φ = max{ j|(i, j) ∈ Er
n} and s = φ − θ.

Then, the Laplacian matrix L̄n = [l̄i j] ∈ Rn×n of the mixed graph Ḡn can be written as

L̄n =

L1
∗ Θ

∗ ∗ L2

︸          ︷︷          ︸
Ln

+

0 ∆

0

︸       ︷︷       ︸
P

, (1)
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where L1 ∈ R(θ−1)×(θ−1), Θ ∈ R(s+1)×(s+1), and L2 ∈ R(n−φ)×(n−φ) are all lower triangular matrices, ∆ ∈ R(s+1)×(s+1)

is an upper triangular matrix, Ln is the Laplacian matrix of the original DAG Gn with a linear extension ordering,
and P = [pi j] ∈ Rn×n captures the additional reverse edges. Specifically, non-diagonal elements of P are given as
pi j = −āi j if (i, j) ∈ Er

n, otherwise pi j = 0, and the diagonal elements of P is pii =
∑s+1

j>i āi j. It is obvious that the
eigenvalues of Ln are λi = dii, ∀i ∈ Vn. Furthermore, the eigenvalues of L̄n are denoted by λ̄i, i ∈ Vn.

The following assumption is made for the mixed graphs throughout this article unless otherwise stated.

Assumption 1 For any mixed graph Ḡn, each agent has finite superior neighbors and inferior neighbors, i.e., |Nh
i | ≤

ζ, |N l
i | ≤ ξ, ∀i ∈ Vn, and all edge weights are finite, i.e., āi j ≤ ā, ∀(i, j) ∈ En and āi j ≤ ār, ∀(i, j) ∈ Er

n.

Remark 1 Assumption 1 is reasonable in large-scale natural groups. For example, in fish schools and bird flocks,
due to the limited spatial communication distance, each individual adjusts its direction based on the directions of its
finite nearest neighbor, and the interaction strengths among individuals are finite and decay with the spatial distance
[30, 31].

3. Problem statement

In this article, the hierarchical group consists of n agents on the DAG Gn, which take the following double-
integrator dynamics

ẋi(t) = vi(t),
v̇i(t) = ui(t), i ∈ Vn,

(2)

where xi(t) ∈ R, vi(t) ∈ R, and ui(t) ∈ R are the position-like, the velocity-like, and the control input of agent i,
respectively, and Gn has a spanning tree and a linear extension ordering. The hierarchical group (2) is said to reach
second-order consensus if and only if limt→∞ ∥xi(t) − x j(t)∥ = 0 and limt→∞ ∥vi(t) − v j(t)∥ = 0, ∀i, j ∈ Vn. There are
two common protocols for second-order consensus, the absolute velocity protocol

ui(t)=α
n∑

j=1

ai j
[
x j(t) − xi(t)

]
− βvi(t), (3)

and the relative velocity protocol

ui(t)=α
n∑

j=1

ai j
[
x j(t)−xi(t)

]
+β

n∑
j=1

ai j
[
v j(t)−vi(t)

]
, (4)

where ai j is the (i, j)th entry of the weighted adjacency matrix An associated with the DAG Gn, and the positive
constants α and β are the state control gain and the velocity control gain, respectively. For both protocols, the nec-
essary and sufficient conditions of reaching second-order consensus on directed graphs were investigated in [14, 15].
Specifically, hierarchical group (2)-(3) reaches second-order consensus if and only if Gn has a spanning tree and

β2

α
> max

λi,0

Im2(λi)
Re(λi)

. (5)

Similarly, hierarchical group (2)-(4) reaches second-order consensus if and only if Gn has a spanning tree and

β2

α
> max

λi,0

Im2(λi)
Re(λi)|λi|

2 . (6)

Since Gn is a DAG, we have λi ∈ R, ∀i ∈ Vn. Then, second-order consensus is easily achieved for both protocols
under any positive control gains.

Remark 2 The consensus criterion (5) is not broadly known compared with (6). However, according to the proof of
Lemma 2 in [14], it can be readily derived by using Hurwitz stability criteria to analyze the characteristic polynomial.
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Different from existing works, we aim to investigate whether the absolute velocity protocol (3) and the relative velocity
protocol (4) can achieve scalable second-order consensus for hierarchical group (2). Specifically, the scalability
refers to two aspects. On the one hand, the scale of hierarchical group (2) gradually grows. As more agents join,
communication graphs of different sizes constitute a family of DAGs {Gn : n ≥ n0} called the hierarchical graph
family, in which n0 is the incipient group size, the network size n is increasing and each DAG has a spanning tree and
a linear extension ordering. On the other hand, as the group size grows, additional reverse edges constantly emerge.
Then, we can obtain a new graph family {Ḡn : n ≥ n0} called the mixed graph family, in which each graph Ḡn is a mixed
graph consisting of original DAG Gn with additional reverse edges, and the associated Laplacian matrix L̄n takes the
form in (1). For brevity, the hierarchical graph family and the mixed graph family are denoted by {Gn} and {Ḡn},
respectively. It should be stressed that control gains α and β of all agents are preset and cannot be re-tuned throughout
{Ḡn}, regardless of whether the absolute velocity protocol (3) or the relative velocity protocol (4) is employed. In
addition, since hierarchical relations and topological structures reconstruct as the network size increases, Ḡn−1 needs
not be a subgraph of Ḡn.

With the above configurations and Assumption 1, the scalable second-order consensus is defined as follows.

Definition 4 (Scalable second-order consensus) For a given protocol, hierarchical group (2) is said to achieve scal-
able second-order consensus on a mixed graph family {Ḡn} if there exist fixed control gains α and β such that hier-
archical group (2) achieves second-order consensus on any graph in {Ḡn}. In particular, if hierarchical group (2)
achieves scalable second-order consensus on any mixed graph family {Ḡn}, it is called completely scalable second-
order consensus.

Remark 3 Compared with Gn, the mixed graph Ḡn may be no longer a DAG, which brings complex Laplacian eigen-
values λ̄i. In this case, second-order consensus could fail without adjusting control gains. However, due to the
difference between consensus conditions (5) and (6) resulting from different underlying structures of protocols, the
influence of reverse edges on consensus may exhibit different trends as the network size increases. Therefore, we
wonder whether the consensus can be preserved under constantly changing network structures together with reverse
edges by selecting the underlying structures of protocols rather than re-tuning the control gains.

4. Main results

In this section, we analyze the scalable second-order consensus of the hierarchical group (2) with the absolute
velocity protocol (3) and the relative velocity protocol (4), respectively. Then, we propose a well-scalable hierarchical
network for both protocols.

The following theorem is given for the hierarchical group (2) with the absolute velocity protocol (3).

Theorem 1 Hierarchical group (2) can achieve completely scalable second-order consensus with the absolute veloc-
ity protocol (3) under Assumption 1.

Proof. Note that each DAG Gn in the hierarchical graph family {Gn} has a spanning tree and is a subgraph of the
corresponding mixed graph Ḡn. Thus, each mixed graph Ḡn in the mixed graph family {Ḡn} must has a spanning tree,
whose Laplacian matrix L̄n has a simple zero eigenvalues and all the other non-zero eigenvalues have positive real
parts [32]. For convenience, let λ̄i assume the form 0 = λ̄1 < Re(λ̄2) ≤ · · · ≤ Re(λ̄n). By inspecting (1), we find that
l̄ii =
∑n

j,i |l̄i j| = dii+ pii. Thereby, the Geršgorin discs for rows of L̄n is G(L̄n) =
⋃n

i=1{z ∈ C : |z− (dii+ pii)| ≤ dii+ pii},
which are in the complex right half plane and tangent to the imaginary axis. According to Geršgorin disc Theorem
[33], all eigenvalues λ̄i of L̄n lie inside G(L̄n), i.e., λ̄i ∈ G(L̄n), ∀i ∈ Vn.

For convenience, let Gσ,δ = {z ∈ C : |z − σ| ≤ δ, σ ∈ R, δ ∈ R} be a disc with radius δ and center (σ, 0) in the
complex plane. For any mixed graph Ḡn subject to Assumption 1, there hold dii ≤ dmax ≤ ζā and pii ≤ ξār for any
i ∈ Vn, which give rise to G(L̄n) ⊆ Gµ,µ, where µ = ζā + ξār.

Let Ω = {z ∈ C : |z − µ| = µ} be the boundary of the disc Gµ,µ. Since Ω is symmetric about the real axis, for any
complex number ω , 0 in Gµ,µ, there exist two conjugate complex numbers c1, c2 ∈ {z ∈ Ω : Re(z) = Re(ω)} such that

Im(c1)2

Re(ω)
=

Im(c2)2

Re(ω)
≥

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
,
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which means that

arg sup
ω∈Gµ,µ

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
∈ Ω.

Therefore, we only need to focus on the complex number ω , 0 on the boundary Ω.
If µ ≤ Re(ω) ≤ 2µ, ω ∈ Ω, it follows that Im(ω)2 is decreasing with Re(ω). Then, we obtain

sup
ω∈Ω

µ≤Re(ω)≤2µ

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
= µ. (7)

If 0 < Re(ω) < µ, ω ∈ Ω, we draw two auxiliary lines in the complex plane, which are shown as the dash lines in Fig.
1. One of the lines connects (Re(ω), Im(ω)) and (2µ, 0). The other one is perpendicular to the real axis and passes

0

Im

 2 Re



( )Re 

( ) ( )Re Im + j

Figure 1: Diagram for the case 0 < Re(ω) < µ.

through (Re(ω), Im(ω)). Obviously, it is observed that Re(ω)
|ω|
=
|ω|
2µ . Thus, we can get Im(ω)2

Re(ω) = 2µ − Re(ω) which is
decreasing with Re(ω). If follows that

sup
ω∈Ω

0<Re(ω)<µ

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
= 2µ. (8)

Combining G(L̄n) ⊆ Gµ,µ, arg supω∈Gµ,µ

Im(ω)2

Re(ω) ∈ Ω, (7) and (8), we can obtain

max
λ̄i,0

Im(λ̄i)2

Re(λ̄i)
≤ sup

ω,0
ω∈Gµ,µ

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
≤ sup

ω,0
ω∈Ω

Im(ω)2

Re(ω)
= 2µ.

Therefore, according to (5), if control gains are preset as β2

α
> 2(ζā + ξār), hierarchical group (2)-(3) reaches second-

order consensus for any mixed graph Ḡn in any mixed graph family {Ḡn}. That is, hierarchical group (2) can achieve
completely scalable second-order consensus with the absolute velocity protocol (3).

By contrast, in the following theorem, we prove that the relative velocity protocol (4) fails to reach the completely
scalable second-order consensus.

Theorem 2 Hierarchical group (2) cannot achieve completely scalable second-order consensus with the relative
velocity protocol (4) under Assumption 1.

Proof. According to Definition 4, we just need to prove that there exists a class of mixed graph family such that
hierarchical group (2)-(4) cannot achieve scalable second-order consensus on it.

Consider a family of hierarchical graphs {Pn}, in which each Pn is a directed path graph with a linear extension
ordering and unit edge weights. In particular, the linear extension ordering of Pn is unique, which is the same as the
order that the agents appear along the path. Suppose that there is only single reverse edge taking unit weight in each
Pn, which points from agent m to agent q (1 = q < m ≤ n), and the span of the reverse edge s = m − q is increasing
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with the network size n. Then, Pn and the above extra reverse edge constitute a mixed graph P̄n. The mixed graph
family is represented as {P̄n}.

For each P̄n in {P̄n}, the reverse edge always includes the root node 1. Thus, the Laplacian matrix of P̄n in the

form of (1) can be written as L̄n =

[
Θ̄

∗ L2

]
, where L2 ∈ R(n−m)×(n−m) is a lower triangular matrix whose eigenvalues

are all real, and Θ̄ = Θ + ∆ ∈ R(s+1)×(s+1) is exactly the Laplacian matrix of a directed ring graph with s + 1 vertices
and unit edge weights, whose non-zero eigenvalues are γi = 1 − ϕi + jψi, i = 1, . . . , s [34], where ϕi = cos( 2πi

s+1 ) and
ψi = sin( 2πi

s+1 ). A simple calculation yields

Im(γi)2

Re(γi)|γi|
2 =

ψ2
i

[1 − ϕi] · [(1 − ϕi)2 + ψ2
i ]

=
1 + ϕi

2 · [1 − ϕi]
=

1
2

cot2(
πi

s + 1
).

(9)

It can be readily concluded that

max
λ̄i,0

Im(λ̄i)2

Re(λ̄i)|λ̄i|
2
= max

i=1,...,s

Im(γi)2

Re(γi)|γi|
2 =

1
2

cot2(
π

s + 1
).

Note that the span of the reverse edge s is increasing with the network size n. Therefore, combining with (6), there are
no fixed control gains to preserve consensus as the network size grows. According to Definition 4, hierarchical group
(2)-(4) cannot reach scalable second-order consensus on {P̄n}. Thereby, completely scalable second-order consensus
is naturally failed.

Remark 4 In fact, provided that the single reverse edge considered in the proof of Theorem 2 excludes the root node,
i.e., 1 < q < m ≤ n, hierarchical group (2)-(4) still cannot achieve scalable second-order consensus on {P̄n}. In
conclusion, as long as the span of the reverse edge is increasing with the network size, consensus could fail. This
conclusion reveals the serious consequence that an individual bypasses its immediate leader and reports to a higher-
level one.

We are surprised that if the hierarchical group (2)-(4) deploys and expands in terms of a path structure, one reverse
edge is enough to break the consensus. This is in sharp contrast with the hierarchical group (2) taking the absolute
velocity protocol (4). As shown in the proof of Theorem 1, for the absolute velocity protocol (3), there always exist
fixed control gains such that the hierarchical group (2) reaches consensus no matter how the topological structures and
the reverse edges change. Our main results Theorem 1 and 2 reveal that the absolute velocity protocol (3) outperforms
the relative velocity protocol (4) in terms of scalability of second-order consensus for hierarchical groups. In addition,
this finding also theoretically tells that the local interaction rules among members affect the scalability of coordination
behavior.

Besides {P̄n}, there certainly exist other mixed graph families such that the relative velocity protocol (4) fails to
attain scalable second-order consensus. However, we are more interested in designing a common scalable hierarchical
structure for both the absolute velocity protocol (3) and the relative velocity protocol(4).

Consider a hierarchical graph family {S n} consisting of a sequence of directed star graphs with increasing network
size n. Each S n has a linear extension ordering and n nodes including a hub node and n − 1 fringe nodes. Every
fringe node admits a directed edge with the same weight ρ pointing from the hub node to it. Here, the weights and
the number of reverse edges are with no restrictions. Graph family {S n} with additional reverse edges is represented
as the mixed graph family {S̄ n}. Then, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3 Hierarchical group (2) can achieve scalable second-order consensus on {S̄ n} with either the absolute
velocity protocol (3) or the relative velocity protocol (4).

Proof. For each S̄ n in {S̄ n}, the characteristic polynomial of the Laplacian matrix L̄n in the form (1) can be computed

7



as

|λIn − L̄n| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

λ − p11 ā12 ā13 . . . ā1n

ρ λ − (ρ + p22) ā23 . . . ā2n

ρ 0 λ − (ρ + p33) . . . ā3n
...

...
...

. . .
...

ρ 0 0 . . . λ − ρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≜ |L̂0(λ)|,

where āi j ≥ 0 (i < j) and pii =
∑n

j=i+1 āi j, i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Recall that āi j > 0 implies a reverse edge with weight āi j

from j to i, and āi j = 0 means no such reverse edge.
Then, we make a series of elementary row and column operations for L̂0(λ). Firstly, starting with j = 1, adding

each column after the jth column of L̂ j−1(λ) to the jth column yields a new matrix L̂ j(λ). Subsequently, repeating the
above elementary column operations for j = 2, . . . , n−1 in turn, we can obtain a series of matrices L̂0(λ), . . . , L̂n−1(λ),
where

L̂n−1(λ) =



λ p11 ∗ . . . ∗ ā1n

λ λ − ρ p22 . . . ∗ ā2n

λ λ − ρ λ − ρ . . . ∗ ā3n
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
λ λ − ρ λ − ρ . . . λ − ρ p(n−1)(n−1)
λ λ − ρ λ − ρ . . . λ − ρ λ − ρ


.

Finally, every row of L̂n−1(λ) except the last row minus the last row which gives rise to the matrix L̃(λ). Therefore,
we obtain

|L̂0(λ)| = |L̂n−1(λ)| = |L̃(λ)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

0 ρ + p11 − λ ∗ . . . ∗

0 0 ρ + p22 − λ . . . ∗

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 . . . ρ + p(n−1)(n−1) − λ
λ λ − ρ λ − ρ . . . λ − ρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= λ

n−1∑
i=1

[λ − (ρ + pii)].

It is obvious that all non-zero Laplacian eigenvalues are real for networks of any sizes with reverse edges of any
number and any weight. Thus, according to (5) and (6), for any positive preset control gains, hierarchical group (2)
is able to reach consensus with either the protocol (3) or protocol (4), that is, scalable second-order consensus can be
achieved on {S̄ n} for either of the protocols.

Remark 5 Compared with the directed path graph, the directed star graph exhibits remarkable scalability under
multiple reverse edges. This appears to imply a relation between the scalability and the height of the network which
refers to the length of a longest path from the root node [5]. But it needs to be further verified by graph-theoretic
analysis.

5. Conclusion

This study explored the scalable second-order consensus of hierarchical groups composed of a group of agents
with double-integrator dynamics on DAGs. More specifically, as the network size increases and in the presence of
reverse edges, we investigated which one of the absolute and the relative velocity protocols can preserve the system
consensus property without tuning the control gains. It was proved that the absolute velocity protocol can reach
completely scalable second-order consensus but the relative velocity protocol cannot. The scalable second-order
consensus for the relative velocity protocol only happens on certain mixed graph families. This finding seems to
explain the phenomenon that the local interaction rules are changed for larger scale of coordination behaviors [8].
Furthermore, we proposed a hierarchical architecture, i.e., the directed star graphs, on which second-order consensus
can be reached for networks of any sizes with reverse edges of any number and any weight. We conjectured that the
outstanding scalability of the structure may be related to height of the networks, which deserves to be further verified
in future works.
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