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A bstract{ In this paper, we consider m uliple m obik agents m oving in Euclidean
space wih pomnt mass dynam ics. Using a coordiation control schem e, we can m ake
the group generate stable odking motion. The control law s are a com bination of at—
tractive/repulsive and alignm ent forces, and the control Jaw acting on each agent relies
on the position informm ation of all agents in the group and the velocity informm ation of
its neighbors. By using the control law s, all agent velocities becom e asym ptotically the
sam e, collisions can be avoided between all agents, and the nal tight form ation m ini-
m izes all agent global potentials. M oreover, we show that the velociy of the center of
m ass is Invarant and is equal to the nal comm on velocity. Furthem ore, we study the
m otion of the group when the velocity dam ping is taken into acoount. W e prove that the
comm on velocity asym ptotically approaches zero, and the nal oon guration m nin izes
the globalpotential ofallagents. In this case, we can properly m odify the control schem e
to generate the sam e stablk odcking. Fially, we provide som e num erical sin ulations to
further illustrate our resuls.

K eyw ords| C ollective behavior, swam s, robot team s, coordination, odking, asym —
m etric Interactions, m ultiagent system s, collision avoidance, stability.

1 Introduction

In nature, odking can be found everyw here and it can be regarded as a typicalbehavior
of large num ber of Interacting dynam ic agents. This exists In the form of ocking of
birds, schooling of &h, and swamm ing of bacteria. Understanding the m echanisn s and
operational principles in them can provide usefill ideas for developing distributed coop—
erative control and coordination ofm uliple m cbile autonom ous agents/robots. In recent
years, distributed control/coordination of the m otion of m uliple dynam ic agents/robots
has am erged as a topic ofm a pr interest [ll]{ [4]. T his is partly due to recent technological
advances In com m unication and com putation, and w ide applications of m ultiagent sys—
tam s in m any engiheering areas including cooperative controlof unm anned aerial vehicles
(UAV s), scheduling of autom ated highway system s, schooling for underw ater vehicles, at—
titude alignm ent for satellite clusters and congestion control in com m unication networks
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B1{ B]. C orrespondingly, there hasbeen considerable e ort n m odelling and exploring the
collective dynam ics In physics, biology, and controlengineering, and trying to understand
how a group of autonom ous creatures or m an-m ade m obilke autonom ocus agents/robots
can cluster in fom ations w ithout centralized coordination and control [1O]{ 23].

In order to generate com puter anin ation ofthem otion of ocks, Reynolds |9]m odelled
the boid as an ob ct m oving In a three din ensional environm ent based on the positions
and velocities of its nearby odkm ates and Introduced the follow ing three rules (ham ed
steering forces) [9]:

1) Collision A voildance: avoid collisions w ith nearby ockm ates,

2) Velocity M atching: attem pt to m atch velocity w ith nearby ockm ates, and

3) Flock Centering: attem pt to stay close to nearby ookm ates.

Subsequently, Vicssk et al. [L0] proposed a sinple m odel of autonom ous agents (ie.,
points or particles) . In the m odel, all agents m ove at a constant identical speed and each
agent updates its heading as the average of the heading of agent itself with is nearest
neighbors plus som e additive noise. They dem onstrated num erically that all agents w ill
eventually m ove in the sam e direction, despite the absence of centralized coordination and
control. In fact, Vicsek’s m odel can be seen as a special case of R eynolds’s m odel, and it
only considers the velocity m atching between agents. Jadbabie et al. [L1] and Savkin [L2]
used two kinds of com pletely di erent m ethods to provide the theoretical explanation for
the observed behaviors In V icsek’s m odel, respectively. A ccording to the results n [9],
Tanner et al [1L3] studied a swam m odel that consists of m uliple m obile agents m oving
on the plane w ith doubl integrator dynam ics. T hey introduced a st of control law s that
enabled the group to generate stable odking m otion and provided strictly theoretical
Justi cation. However, i is perhaps m ore reasonabl to take the agents’ m asses into
acoount and consider the point m assm odel In which each agent m oves In n-din ensional
space based on the New ton’s law . In this paper, we investigate the collective behavior of
m ultiagent system s in n-din ensional space w ith point m ass dynam ics.

In [L3], the authors used an undirected graph to describe the neighboring relations
between agents, which m eans that the neighboring relations are m utual. In other words,
they only considered the case w ih bidirectional inform ation exchange between agents.
H ow ever, under som e circum stances, the inform ation exchange isnot m utual. Tn fact, due
to the agent di erences, they m aybe have di erent action forces on di erent agents and
even have di erent sense ranges, hence, the In uence intensities between two agentsm ight
be di erent w ith each other and even their inform ation can not be exchanged w ith each
otherat all. Forexam ple, n a group ofagentsw ith soherical sense neighborhoodsbut w ith
di erent radii of the neighborhoods or a group of agents w ith conic sense neighborhoods,
the inform ation exchange am ong them m ight be unidirectional. A group ofm obile robots
w ith conic vision range is just an exam pl. In this paper, the results in [L3] are extended
to a directed graph. W e consider the stability properties of the group in the case of
directed Infom ation exchange. In order to generate stable odking, we ntroduce a st of
control lJaw s so that each agent regulates its velocity based on a xed set of \neighbors"
and regulates is position such that its globalpotential becom e m inimum . N ote that, In
this paper, we only consider the xed topology of the neighboring relations, and the case
that the Inform ation topology is dynam ic w ill be discussed In another paper. Here, the
control law s are a combination of attractive/repulsive and alignm ent forces. By using
the control law s, all agent velocities becom e asym ptotically the sam e, collisions can be
avolded between all agents, and the naltight form ation m inin izes all agent potentials.



This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we form ulate the problem to be
Investigated. Som e basic conospts and results n graph theory are provided in Section
3. W e analyze the system stability wih som e speci ¢ control law s in Section 4. Some
num erical sin ulations are presented to further illustrate our results in Section 5. F nally,
we brie y sum m arize our results in Section 6.

2 Problem Fomm ulation

W e consider a group of N agents m oving In an n-dim ensional Euclidean space, each has
point m ass dynam ics described by

iz i,
i 1)
=uy i=1; iN;
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where x* = (x}; 1Y% 2 R" isthe position vector ofagent i; v = (7; Ly2 R s
its velocity vector, m ; > 0 is tsmass, and ut = (ui; Yt 2 R isthe (roe) control
input acting on agent i. x7 = x* x7 denotes the relative position vector between agents
iand j.

Ouraim istom akethewhole group m ove at a com m on velocity and m aintain constant
distancesbetween allagents. W e rst consider the idealcase, that is, we ignore the velocity
dam ping. In order to achieve our ob Ective, we try to decrease the velocity di erences
between agents, and at the sam e tin e, regulate their distances such that their global
potentials become m ninum . Hence, we choose the control law for each agent to be a
com bination oftwo com ponents. T he control nput u® or agent i is

ut= T+ 5 @)

where ! isused to regulate the potentials am ong agents and * is used to regulate the
velocity ofagent ito the weighted average of its \neighbors". ! isderived from the social
potential elds which is described by arti cial social potential fiinction, V 1, which is a
function of the relative distances between agent i and is ockm ates. C ollision—free and
cohesion in the group can be guaranteed by thistem . Notethat * indicatesthe tendency
of collision avoidance and cohesion ofthe ocks, whereas * indicates the tendency ofagent
velocity m atching.

Certainly, In som e cases, the velocity dam ping can not be ignored. For exam pl, the
ob fcts m oving in viscous environm ent and the m obile obects w ith high speeds, such
as air vehiclks, are subct to the In uence of velocity dam ping. Then, under these
circum stances, them odelin [Il) should be the ollow ing form

= v
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m;v=u" kv
where k; > 0 is the \velocity dam ping gahn", kvt is the velocity dam ping tem , and u*
is the control input for agent i. N ote that we assum e the dam ping force is in proportion
to the m agnitude of velocity. And, because the \velocity dam ping gain" is determ ined
by the shape and size of the ob ect, the property ofm edium , and som e other factors, we
assum e that the dam ping gans ki, 1= 1; ;N are not equalto each other. Certainly,
In som e cases, the assum ption of the sam e gain is enough. In order to achieve our aim ,



the velocity dam ping should be cancelled by som e termm s in the control laws. Thus, we
m odify the control schem e to be

ut= P+ R kvt @)

3 M ain Resuls

In this section, we Investigate the stability properties of muliple m obilke agents with
point m ass dynam ics describbed in [l). W e present explicit control input in [J) for the
tems *and . In this paper, the control law acting on each agent is based on two
kinds of nfom ation topologies that is the position inform ation topology and the velocity
Infom ation topology. W e will em ploy algebraic graph theory as basic tools to study
the properties of the group. Som e concepts and results In graph theory are given in the
A ppendix.

In this paper, we assum e that each agent is equipped w ih two onboard sensors: the
position sensor which is used to sense the position inform ation of the odkm ates and the
velocity sensorwhich isused to sense the velocity Infom ation of its neighbors, and assum e
that all the sensors can sense instantaneously. Correspondingly, we de ne two kinds of
structure topologies to describe the neighboring relations between the agents. W ew illuse
an undirected graph G to describe the position sensor inform ation ow and use a weighted
directed graph D to describe the velocity sensor inform ation ow .

F irst, we m ake the follow ng de nitions and assum ptions.

D e nition 1: (osiion neighboring graph) The position neighboring graph, G =
(V;E), is an undirected graph consisting of a set of vertices, V. = fn;; x Ay Indexed
by the agents in the group, and a set ofedges, E = f(;;ny) 2V V jny n;g, which
contaln unordered pairs of vertices that represent the position neighboring relations.

D e nition 2: (Velbciy neighboring graph) The velociy neighboring graph, D =
(V;E), is a directed graph oconsisting of a set of vertices, V. = fn;; x Ay Indexed by
the agents in the group, and a sest ofarcs, E = f(ny;ny) 2V V jny njg, which contain
ordered pairs of vertices that represent the velocity neighboring relations.

Note that, n E, an arc (n;;n;) represents a unidirectional velocity inform ation ex—
change link from n; to nj, which m eans that agent i can sense the velocity of agent j.

A ssum ption 1: The position neighboring graph G is com plte.

In order tom ake the nalpotentialofeach agent be globalm inimum and at the sam e
tin ¢, ensure collision—-free in the group, we assum e that the position neighboring graph
is com plkte. This means that, each agent can always obtain the position inform ation
of all the other agents in the group. Certainly, in the case that the position neighboring
relation isdetem ined by a certain neighborhood around the agent and consequently cause
the topology of the neighboring graph G to be dynam ic, we can also guarantee collision
avoldance in the group.

A ssum ption 2: The velocity neighboring graph D is weakly connected.

In this paper, we consider a group of m obile agents with xed topology, so D is
weakly connected and does not change with time. Denote the set N , f3j ja;; > Og
f1; ;N gnfig which contains all neighbors of agent i. If agent j is a neighbor of agent
i, wedenote j i, and otherw ise we denote j 1.

D e nition 3 [[3]: Potential fiinction) Potential V¥ is a di erentiable, nonnegative,
radially unbounded fiinction of the distance kxk between agents i and j, such that



i) VI kxPk) ! 1 askxk! 0,

i) v3 attains is unique m ninum when agents i and j are located at a desired
distance.

Functions VY, i;9= 1; ;N are the arti cial social potential fiinctions that govem
the Interindiridual interactions. Cohesion and ssparation can be achieved by arti cial
potential elds [d]. O ne exam pl of such potential function is the follow Ing

5 b
V k) =ahx*+ —;
<2
wherex 2 R, = (0;1 ) isvarable,a> 0 andB>_Oaresomeoonstants. It iseasy to s=e
that vV attajnsji’suni:{ue]gl nimum when x = I=a. Hence, when the distance kx* x%k
between agents iand j is b=a, the potential fiinction V¥ attains its unique m ninum .
By the de nition of VY, the total potential of agent i can be expressed as

V= V3 kxk): ©)

=161

A gent dynam ics are di erent In ideal case (ie. velocity dam ping is ignored) and
nonidealcase. Thism eans that the agent has di erent m otion equations in the two cases.
Hence, In what follow s, we w ill discuss the m otion of the group in the two di erent cases,

respectively.

3.1 TIdealC ase

In this case, h order to achieve our controlain , we take the control law u' to be

ut= wi & V) r vV 6)
32N 4 =136 1

Note that, w; O,andwy = 0, 3;7= 1; ;N represent the interaction coe cients.
And w;; > 0 ifagent j is a neighbor of agent i, and is O otherw ise. W edenote W = [wy;].
T hus, by theweakly connectivity ofthe velocity neighboring graph, W + W T is irreducble.
The control law in [@) in plies that we adopt the local velocity requlation and the global
potential requlation to achieve our aim .

In the discussion to ollow , we w illneed the concept ofweight balance condition de ned
below :
W eight B alance C ondition |20] oons:derghe welght matrik W = ;]2 RY Y, for
alli= 1; N, weasa;methat = =1 Wi

T he weight balance condition has a graphjcal jnterpretatjon: consider the directed
graph associated w ith a m atrix, weight balance m eans that, for any node in this graph,
theweight sum ofall ncom ing edges equals the weight sum ofall outgoing edges [23]. T he
weight balance condition can nd physical nterpretations In engineering system s such as
water ow, electrical current, and tra c system s.

P roposition 1: Let D be a weighted directed graph such that the weight balance
condition is satis ed. Then D is strongly connected if and only if it is weakly connected.

P roof: It is obvious that if D is strongly connected, then i is weakly connected.
Hence, we only need to prove that ifD isweakly connected, then it is strongly connected.



In the ollow ing, we w illuse the way of contradiction to prove it. A ssum e thatD isweakly
oconnected, but not strongly connected, then we denote all strongly connected com ponents
ofD asDg; wPwherem isan Integerand m > 1. Ifthere isan arc starting In D ;
and ending In D 4, then any arc piningD; toD ymust start in D ;. Hencewe can de ne a
directed graph D w ith the strongly connected com ponents ofD as its vertices, and such
that thereisan arc from D; toD 3y in D ifand only ifthere isan arc n D starting in D ;
and ending in D y. O bviously that the directed graph D can not contain any cycles since
otherw ise the num ber of strongly connected com ponents ofD w illbe equalto or lss than
m 1. It ollow s that there is a strongly connected com ponent, D ; say, such that any arc
that endson a vertex In must start at a vertex n it. Slhce D isweakly connected, there
is at Jeast one arc that starts in D ; and ends on a vertex not in D ; . Consequently, in D 4,
the sum of In-degree of all vertices is Jess than the sum of out-degree of all vertices. This
m eans that there must be a vertex .In D such that the weight balance condition can not
be satis ed. Thus we have the contradiction.

Hence, if a weighted directed graph is weakly connected and the weights ofeach agent
satisfy the weight balance condition, then the directed graph m ust be strongly connected.

31.1 Stability Analysis

Before presenting the m ain resuls of this paper, we st prove the follow Ing in portant
nma.
Lemma l:LetA 2 R" " beany diagonalm atrix w ith positive diagonalentries. T hen

Aspanflg’ \ spanflg= 0;

where 1 = (1; LD R", spanflg is the space spanned by vector 1, and spanflg® is
the orthogonal com plem ent space of spanflg.

P roof: Let p 2 Aspanflg’ \ spanflg:Then p 2 spanflg and there is some g 2
spanflg’ such thatp= Aq. Ik Pllowsthat § Agq= g p= 0:Sihce A ispositive de nite
by assum ption, we have g= 0 and hencep= 0.

Theorem 1: By taking the control law in [@), under A ssum ption 2 and the weight
balance condition, all agent velocities in the group described in [ll) becom e asym ptoti-
cally the sam e, collision avoidance can be ensured between all agents and the group nal
con guration m inin izes all agent global potentials.

P roof: Choose the follow ing positive sem de nite function

J = Vl‘l‘miVﬂ\fl

=1

It is easy to see that J is the sum of the total arti cial potential energy and the total
kinetic energy of all agents in the group. D e ne the kevel sets of J In the space of agent
velocities and relative distances

= Wix)F  c: ™)

In what ©llow s, we w ill prove that the set  is com pact. Tn fact, the set fvi;x39g such
that J ¢ (c> 0) is closed by continuity. M oreover, boundedness can be proved under
Assumption 1, namely, from J ¢, we have that VY  c¢. Potential V¥ is radially



unbounded, so there must be a positive constant d sugh that kx¥k d, pralli;j=
1; ;N . In the ssmeway,w  2c=m ;, thus kvik 2cm ;.
By the symm etry of V3 with respect to x99 and x7 =  x%, i Pllows that

ev9 evd  evY o
@xi  @xt @xd ' ©
and therefore
a¥ 1 X o
— —V*t= rXiVl 7]
a2 ,
=1 =1

Calculating the tin e derivative of J along the solution of systam [Il), we have

J= \7JI Wiy (\71 v ) = VT (L In )V
=1 j i ©)

1
= EvT C+1") I, v;

wherev= '7T; VR isthe stack vector of allagent velocity vectors, L = [L;]with
Wi_. '6 Je
= Py o (10)

k=1x6iWik7s 17 Jr

is the Laplacian m atrix of the weighted velocity neighboring graph, and (L + LT) I, is
the K ronecker product of L, + LT and I,, with I, the dentity m atrix of ordern.

From the de niion ofm atrix L, under the weight balance condition, it is easy to see
that L + LT is symm etric and has the properties that every row sum is equalto 0, the
diagonal elem ents are positive, and all the other elm ents are nonpositive. By m atrix
theory 5], alleigenvalues of L + LT are nonnegative. Hence, m atrix L + LT is positive
sam ide nite. By the connectivity of graph D, we know that L + L7 is irreducible and
the eilgenvector associated w ith the singlke zero eigenvalue is 1y . On the other hand, i is
known that the identity m atrix I, hasan eigenvalie = 1 ofn muliplicty and n lnearly
Independent eigenvectors

p' = [1;0; Lop* = 0;1;0; 01 % D; ;0;4]

By matrix theory P5], the eigenvalies of (L + LT) I, are nonnegative, = 0 is an
elgenvalue of m ultiplicity n and the associated eigenvectors are

qg=p"; TP "A P "EP

Thus & 0, and 3= 0 Inplies that all agents have the sam e velocity vector, that is, the
vector v, = (vi; ]Ij;)v(k = 1; ;n), which is com posed of every corresoonding kth
com ponent v; ; Niofv; N.vis contained n spanflg, where 1 = (1; L1
RY .t Pllowsthatx= 0,8(;j)2 N N.

W e use LaSalk's invariance principle R6] to establish convergence of system tra pcto-
ries to the largest positively invariant subsst ofthe sest de ned by E = fvjF= 0g. W E,
the agent velocity dynam ics are



and therefore it ollow s that

2 2 3
ra vt
6 7 6 o 7
v= M L.)4 5= (MB) I,)4 rywV75; 11)
A vy :
whereM = djag(ﬁ; miN;),and the m atrix B is the incidence m atrix of the position
neighboring graph. Hence
w= M™B)r,sVIk; k=1; ;n:
Thus, w 2 range™M B ), k= 1; ;n. By m atrix theory, we have

rangeM B)= M rangeB = M range®B*) = M spanflg’

and therefore
v 2 M spanflg’; k= 1; o 12)

In any Invarant set ofE , by v 2 spanflg, we have
vy 2 spanflg: 13)
By Lanma 1,we get from [[2J) and [I3)
v 2 M spanflg’ )\ spanflg 0; k= 1; in:

Thus, in steady state, all agent velocities no Ionger change and from [IJl), the potential
V ! of each agent is globally m inin ized. C ollision—free can be ensured between the agents
since otherwise twillresuk n V=it 1 .

Rem ark 1: Ifwe take the control law for agent ito be

u'= & V) r,:V"Y; 14)
J2N 3 =136 1

then the weight balance condition inplies that, n the velocity neighboring graph, for
each vertex, the num ber of arcs starting at it is equalto the num ber of arcs ending on it.
W hen we take the controllaw in [[4), by usihg the sam e analysis m ethod as in T heorem
1, we can also obtain the sam e conclusion.

Note that, from [@), we see that the interaction coe cients n control law ([d) can
In uence the decaying rate ofthe totalenergy J . Hence, we conclude that the convergence
rate of the system willbe In uence by the Interaction coe cients. Explicit analysis on
this topic w ill be presented in Section 4.1 3.

312 Common Velocity

In this section, we w ill show that the nalocomm on velociy can be cbtained by the initial

velocities of all agents.
T he position vector of the center ofm ass .n system [l) isde ned as
P N
g X0
X = P ¢
=14



T hus, the velocity vector of the center ofm ass is

P )
Lamsvt
v = ~ :
=14
By usihg control law [@), we cbtain
1 hd X . . bl y
v == p—— wi 0 v+ r, V"

N m )
=11 =1 42N j=1;361

(

By the symm etry of fiinction VY w ith respect to x3, under the weight balance condition,
we get v = 0. Thismeans that, by using control law [d), the velocity of the center of
m ass is Invariant.

T herefore, combining Theoram 1 and the analysis above, we have the follow Ing theo—
ram .

Theorem 2: By taking the control law in [d), under A ssum ption 2 and the weight
balance condition, the nalcomm on velocity is equal to the nitial velocity of the center
ofm ass, that is, the nalvelocity vr is

P, .
.=lmivl(0)
Vg = —P—N 7
=11
where v () is the velocity value ofagent iat mitialtime t= 0,1i= 1; N .

R em ark 2: Note that, by the calculation above, we can see that the nalcomm on
velocity is determm ined by the m asses and the nitial velocities of all agents, and does not
rely on the neighboring relations and the m agniudes of the interaction coe cients under
A ssum ption 2 and the weight balance condition.

R em ark 3:Even ifthe velocity neighboring graph is not connected, under the weight
balance condition, the velocity of the center ofm ass is still nvariant by using control law

[@). However, in this case, the nal velocities of all agents m ight be di erent. In fact,
w hen the velocity neighboring graph is not connected, under the weight balance condition,
controllaw [@) only ensures that all agents from the sam e connected group w illhave the
sam e nalvelociy, and the nalvelocities of any two di erent connected groups m ight
not be equal to each other.

Rem ark 4: Using the control law In [@), from Theorem s 1 and 2, we know that if
the iniial velocity of the center of m ass is zero, the center of m ass will not drift. A1l
agents adjist their positions and velocities to m inin ize the total potential, and the nal
com m on velocity of all agents is zero.

Hence, by using controllaw [@), under A ssum ption 2, the w hole group can m ove ahead
at a comm on nonzero velocity if and only if the niial velocity of the center ofm ass is
not zero. P

D e nition 4: The average velocity of allagents isde ned asv = ( hiI: 1 vhH=N :

Rem ark 5: Ifwe m odify the control law u' to be

ut= m ;W i5 (Vl Vj) m;r XiV J'],’ (15)

J2N 4 =1;761



wherem ; and w;; are de ned as before, by choosing the Lyapunov function

1 X

2
=1

J= v+ vTV);
under A ssum ption 2 and the weight balance condition, we can still get the results as In
Theoram 1. Since the proof is sin ilar to the proof of Theoram 1, we om it the details.

M oreover, by using the controllaw in [I[H), under A ssum ption 2 and the weight balance
condition, we can obtain that the average velocity of all agents in group [) is invarant
and therefore the nalvelocity of the group is the average of the Iniial velocities of all
agents, that is,

P .
L,vh0)
Vg = ———;
N
where v (0) is the velocity value ofagent i at mitialtime t= 0, i= 1; ;N . The nal

comm on velocity does not rely on the agents’ m asses, the neighboring relations, or the
m agniudes of the Interaction coe cients under A ssum ption 2 and the weight balance
condition.

3.1.3 Convergence R ate A nalysis

From the discussion above, we know that the coupling coe cientscan in uence the decay-
Ing rate of the energy function J, hence, we guess that the coupling coe cients can also
in uence the convergence rate of system {1l) . In the follow ing, we w ill present qualitative
analysis of the in uence of the weights w ;; on the convergence rate of the system .

W e oconsider the dynam ics of the error system . From the discussion in 4.1 2, the
velocity of the center of mass in system [Il) is lnvardant. Thus, we de ne the follow ing
error vectors:

g, = v ov;
where x and v are the position vector and the velocity vector of the center of m ass,
respectively. H enoe, the error dynam ics is given by

i

et=¢&;
g_i = jii’ui; i=1; HN 16)
By thede nition of VY and el = x* x ,weget
r V9 kxTk) = r oV kek):
By usihg the control law in [@), we cbtain
< o Wil &) £V ke'k) : a7

32N 3 J=1i361
W e choose the follow Ing positive sam ide nite function

1 X
J = —
=1



which is the energy fiinction of the error system [[d). (V )* is the potential of agent i in
[[@) and i equals V! by the de nition of potential fiinction V 1.
Calculating the tin e derivative of J , we have

®X o .
F = W5, € €)= L ILe
=1 92N 18)
_ } T T .
= 2eV L+ L L)ey;
where e, = €7; N1e',and L and I, are de ned asbefore.
U sing the sam e analysism ethod asin Theoram 1,wehaved 0,and & = 0 mplies
thatel = & = % eThis occurs only when € = & = I & 0, that is, this

occurs only when all agents have the sam e velocity. In other words, if there exist two
agents w ith di erent velociies, the energy function J is strictly m onotone decreasing
w ith tin e. Certainly, before the group form sthe naltight con guration, there m ight be
the case that all agents have the sam e velocity, but due to the regulation of the potentials
am ong agents, it ilnstantly changes into the case that not allagents have the sam e velocity
except when the group has achieved the nal stabl state. Hence, the decaying rate of
energy is equivalent to the convergence rate of the system . It iseasy to see that when all
agents have not achieved the comm on velocity, for any solution of the error system [18),
e, must be in the subspace spanned by eigenvectors of (L + LT) I, corregponding to the
nonzero eigenvalues. Thus, from [[8), wehave - 2e3 e,,where , denotesthe second
an allest real eigenvalue of matrix L + LT . T herefore, we have the ©llow ilng conclision:
T he convergence rate ofthe system relies on the second am allest real eigenvalue ofm atrix
L+ LT with L de ned asinh {I0).

3.2 N onideal case

W e know that, in som e cases, the velocity dam ping should not be ignored. Then, ifwe
still take control law [d), what w illbe the m otion of the group? Th fact, in this case, the
total force acting on the ith agent is

u = wiy (v V) r v kv 19)

32N 1361

where w j; and k; are de ned as before.

T he follow ing theoram show s the m otion and the naloon guration of the group.

Theorem 3: By taking the control law in [d), under A ssum ption 2 and the weight
balance condition, allagent velocities in the group described in [3) becom e asym ptotically
the sam e, allagents nally stop m oving, collision avoidance can be ensured between all
agents, and the group nalcon guration m inin izes all agent global potentials.

P roof: Taking the Lyapunov finction J de ned as In Theoram 1, that is,

12 o
J=3 Vi mvrv):

=1

W e can show analogously that the set = f&whx?)yP oy (©> 0) is com pact.
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C alculating the tin e derivative of J, we have
l T T T
F= EV C+L) I, v v # I,)v;

wherev and L. arede ned asin Theoram 1,and H = diagk;; y Jkw ith k; > 0 isthe
velocity dam ping gain. It iseasy to seethatH ispositive de nite. U sing the sam e analysis
m ethod as in Theorem 1, we know that &~ 0, and J= 0 inplies that v! = X snd
they allmust equalzero. W edenote E = fviF= Og. n E , the agent velocity dynam ics
becom e @
\Liz i rxiVij= i.‘L‘XiVi:

M =1;36 1 m
Follow ing the proof of Theoram 1, we can conclude that v = 0, hence v =0,1=
1; ;N , which m eans that the agent velocity no longer changes in steady state. A1l
agents will nally stop moving, and the nal con guration m nimn izes all agent global
potentials. Furthem ore, during the course of m otion, collisions can be avoided between
the agents.

Rem ark 6: It can be shown that if we use control law [IH), we can still obtain all
results in Theorem 3.

Rem ark 7:From Theoram 3,weknow that due to dam ping, allagents eventually stop
m oving. This is because when all agents eventually m ove ahead at a comm on velocity,
control nput [@) equals zero.

In order to m ake the group have the sam e properties as In ideal case, the control law s
should contain the velocity dam ping temm . Hence, we m odify the control schem e to be
M), where *and *arede ned asin {@). Then, the actual total force acting on agent i
is

ut= wi & V) r Vi

32N 3 J=1ij61
Follow ing Theoram s 1 and 2, we can easily cbtain the sam e stabl odking m otion and
the nal comm on velociy, that is, when the velocity dam ping is taken into account, by
using control schem e [4), under A ssum ption 2 and the weight balance condition, allagent
velocities in the group described in [J) becom e asym ptotically the sam e, collision—free can
be ensured between all agents, the group nal con guration m Inin izes all agent global
potentials, and the nal comm on velociy is equal to the niial velocity of the center of
m ass.

4 Simnulations

In this section, we will present som e num erical sin ulations for the system describbed In
[) in order to illustrate the results obtained in the previous sections.

T hese sim ulations all are perform ed w ith ten agentsm oving on the plane whose initial
positions, velocities and the velocity neighboring relations are selected random Iy, but they
satisfy: 1) all Initial positions are chosen wihin a ballof radius R = 15 ] centered at
the origin, 2) all niial velocities are selected w ith arbitrary directions and m agnitudes In
the range of (0, 10) n /s], and 3) the velocity neighboring graph is connected. A 1l agents
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have di erent m asses to each other and they are random ly selected in the range of (O,
1) kgl.

N ote that, because the position neighboring graph is com plte, we w ill not describe
. In the llow ing gures, we only present the velocity neighboring relations.

Figs. 1{6 show the results in one of our sim ulations, w here the control law s are taken
in the orm of [@) with the explicit potential function

1

ij_ = ijq.2 e e — T 10
\Y 2lnkx ke + PR = 1; ;10:
RO RO
T he Interaction ooe cient m atrix W is generated random 7 such that Wiy = W51/
=1 =1
wi = 0, and the nonzero wiy satisfy 0 < wyy < 1 foralli;j= 1; ;10. W e run the

sim ulation for 200 seconds.

In Figs. 1{4, the blue lnes all represent the bidirectional neighboring relations and
the red lines w ith arrow s represent the unidirectional neighboring relations. Fig. 1 show s
the group initial state which includes the initial positions, velocities and the velociy
neighboring relations. Figs. 2 and 3 depict the m otion tra ctories of all agents and the
con gurations of the group, respectively, where the black solid arrow direction represent
the m otion direction of the agents, and the dotted lines represent the agent tra fctories.
In order to indicate the In uence of potential fuinction on the group oohesion and con—

guration, we present the group con guration in Fig. 2 at tine t = 60s. Ik can be seen
from Figs. 2 and 3 that, during the course ofm otion, allagents requlate their positions to
m Inin ize their potentials and regulate their velocities to becom e the sam e. Fig. 4 show s
the nal steady state con guration and the common velociy at t = 200s. By num er-
ical caloulation, we can cbtain that all agents achieve the sam e velocity approxin ately
at t= 128:92s and the nal comm on velocity equals the initial velocity of the center of
mass. In Fig. 5, the star represents the initial position of the center ofm ass, and it can
be seen from it that the velociy of the center ofm ass is Invariant. F ig. 6 is the velocity
curves. The solid arrow Indicates the tendency of velocity variation. Fig. 6 distinctly
dem onstrates that all agent velocities asym ptotically approach the sam e.

H ence, num erical sin ulation also indicates that, by using the controllaw in [@), under
the assum ption of the connectivity of the velocity neighboring graph and the weight
balance condition, stable ocking m otion can be achieved.

Forthe case that the nhiialvelocity ofthe center ofm ass is zero, we also perform som e
sim ulations. F ig. 7 isone ofthem and we run is associated sim ulation for 3000 seconds.
In Fig. 7, the star represents the position of the center of m ass. In the sinulation, the
center of m ass is always stationary, the nalocon guration no longer changes, the whol
group does not drift, and allagents nally stop m oving.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have nnvestigated the collective behavior of multiple m cbile agents
m oving in n-din ensional space w ith point m ass dynam ics and introduced a sst of control
law s which enable the group to generate stable ocking m otion. W e analyzed the group
properties In two di erent cases, respectively. W hen we ignored the velocity dam ping,
using a coordination control schem e, we can m ake the group generate stable odking
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m otion. The control Jaw s are a com bination of attractive/ repulsive and alignm ent forces
and the ocontrol law acting on each agent relies on the position inform ation of all agents
In the group and the velocity Informm ation of all its neighboring agents. T he control law s
ensure that all agent velocities becom e asym ptotically the sam e, collisions can be avoided
between all agents, and the nal tight form ation m nim izes all agent global potentials.
M oreover, we analyzed the m agnitude and direction ofthe nalvelocity and showed that
the nal common velocity is equal to the initial velocity of the center of m ass of the
system . W hen the velocity dam ping is taken into account, in order to generate stable

ocking, we properly m odi ed the control schem e such that the velocity dam ping was
cancelled by som e term s in the control law s. F inally, num erical sin ulations were worked
out to further verify our theoretical results.

6 Appendix: G raph Theory P relmm inaries

In this section, we brie y summ arize som e basic conospts and results in graph theory that
have been used in this paper. M ore com prehensive discussions can be found in [27].

A undirected graph G consists of a vertex set V. = fnq;n,; nfArand an edge set
E = fni;ny) :ni;n;y 2 Vg, where an edge is an unordered pair of distinct vertices of V .
Ifni;;ny 2 V, and (ni;ny) 2 E, then we say that n; and n; are adjacent or neighbors,
and denote thisby writing n; n;. A graph is called com pkte if every pair of vertices
are adjpcent. A path of kngth r from n; to ny in a undirected graph is a sequence of
r+ 1 distinct vertices starting w ith n; and ending w ith ny such that consecutive vertices
are adpcent. If there is a path between any two vertices of G, then G is connected. In
this paper, we always assum e that the graph is sin ple graph, which m eans that there
is no selfdoops and each elem ent of E is unique. An oriented graph is a graph together
w ith a particular orentation, where the orientation of a graph G is the assignm ent of
a direction to each edge, so edge (nj;ny) is an directed edge (arc) from n; to ny. The
Incidence m atrix B of an ordiented graph G is the £0; lg-m atrix wih row s and colum ns
Indexed by the vertices and edges of G, respectively, such that the ijentry isequalto 1
ifedge j is ending on vertex n;, -1 ifedge j is beginning w ith vertex n;, and 0 otherw ise.
D e ne the Laplkcian matrix of G asL (G) = BB T :L (G) is always positive sam ide nite.
M oreover, for a connected graph, L (G) has a singke zero eigenvalue, and the associated
right eigenvector is 1,, .

A directed graph D consists of a vertex set V. = fnq; nAland an arc set E =
f@misny) :ny;ny 2 Vg, where an arc, or directed edge, is an ordered pair of distinct
vertices of V.. In this paper, we always assum e that n; $ n;, meaning that there is no
=lfloops, and assum e that each elem ent of E isunique. LetD = (V;E;A ) be a weighted
directed graph. A = [4;] is the welighted adpcency m atrix, where a;; is the weight of arc
Mi;n5), ai; 0Pralli;532 I = £f1; ;mg: 16 jand=a 0 foralli2 I. The s=t of
neighbors of vertex n; isde ned asN ;= £32 I :a;; > 0g. The in-degree and out-degree
of vertex n; are, regpectively, de ned as

X xn
degy, ;) = asi; degy, i) = aijt

=1 =1

Theweighted graph D Laplkcian m atrix isde ned asL O ) = A ,where isthedegrees
matrix of D which is a diagonalm atrix and its ith diagonalelement is 4 = deg,, ;).
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By de niion, = 0 isan eigenvalueofthelLaplacianmatrixL O ) and 1, isitsassociated
right eigenvector. A path of length r from ng to n, I a directed graph is a sequence of
r+ 1 distinct vertices starting w ith ny and ending w ith n, such that . 1;nx) isan arc
ofD fork = 1; ;r. A weak path is a sequence @fn - ;of distinct vertices such
that fork = 1; ;r, efthex (@;nK) or (y;nx 1) isan arc. A directed graph is strongly
connected if any two vertices can be pined by a path and is weakly connected if any two
vertices can be pined by a weak path.
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