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Pull-Based Distributed Event-triggered Consensus for Multi-agent
Systems with Directed Topologies

Xinlei Yi, Wenlian Lu and Tianping Chen

Abstract—This paper mainly investigates consensus problem and studied. Instead of using the continuous state to eealiz

with pull-based event-triggered feedback control. For eac
agent, the diffusion coupling feedbacks are based on the s&s
of its in-neighbors at its latest triggering time and the nex
triggering time of this agent is determined by its in-neightors’
information as well. The general directed topologies, inelding
irreducible and reducible cases, are investigated. The soario
of distributed continuous monitoring is considered firstly,

namely each agent can observe its in-neighbors’ continuous

states. It is proved that if the network topology has a spanmig
tree, then the event-triggered coupling strategy can reatie

a consensus, the control in event-triggered control gyate
is piecewise constant between the triggering times which
need been determined. The event-triggered control sfrateg
can be found in early papers|[1] ard [2]. The key point in
event-triggered control is how to design the event-trigger
controller and determine the corresponding triggeringem
Self-triggered control is a natural extension of the event-
triggered control since the derivative of the concern multi

consensus for the multi-agent system. Then the results are @gent system’s state is piecewise constant, which is very

extended to discontinuous monitoring, i.e., self-triggezd control,
where each agent computes its next triggering time in advarec
without having to observe the system’s states continuously
The effectiveness of the theoretical results are illustrad by a
numerical example finally.

Keywords: Directed, irreducible and reducible, consensusmulti-
agent systems, event-triggered, self-triggered.

I. INTRODUCTION

easy to work out solutions (agents’ states) of the system.
Specifically, each agent predicts its next triggering tirhtha
previous one. In[[1],[]9], the triggering times are detereain
when a certain error becomes large enough with respect to the
norm of the state. Iri.[14], under the condition that the griaph
undirected and strongly connected, the authors provideteve
triggered and self-triggered approaches in both cenédliz
and distributed formulations. It should be emphasized tthat
approaches cannot be applied to directed graph_Th [15], the
authors investigate the average-consensus problem of- mult

Consensus problem in multi-agent systems has been widgljent systems with directed and weighted topologies, layt th

and deeply investigated. The basic idea of consensus liesn#ed an additional assumption that the directed topologst mu
that each agent updates its state based on its own state@ngebalanced. I [17], the authors propose a new combinationa
states of its neighbors in such a way that the final stated of gleasurement approach to event design, which will be used in

agents converge to a common vallé [3]. The model normatlyis paper.

is of the following form:

i(t) = —La(t), )

In this paper, continuing with previous works, we study
event-triggered and self-triggered consensus in mukiaag
system with directed, reducible (irreducible) and weighte

where the column vectat(t) consists of all nodes’ states andopology.
L is the corresponding weighted Laplacian matrix. There areConsider the following continuous-time linear multi-agen
many results reported in this field|[3]}[8] and the referencesystem with discontinuous diffusions as follows

therein. In these researches, the network topologies vary f

fixed topologies to stochastically switching topologieada
the most basic condition to realize a consensus is that the

)

,m

{j:i(t) = u;(t) |
ui(t) = = 3200 Lijai(ty, ), i =1,

underlying graph of the network system has a spanning tree

The increasing triggering event time sequefite >, (to be

In recent years, with the development of sensing, commufiefined) are agent-wise antg = 0, for all i € Z, where

cations, and computing equipment, event-triggered cof&fo

7 =1{1,2,---,m}. At eacht, each agent; “pulls” its in-

[17] and self-triggered control [18[-[24] have been progbs neighbours’ states with respect to an identical time pqim)
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with k;(t) = arg maxy {ti, <t}.

We highlight the basic idea behind the setup of the coupling
term above as follows. Instead of using the continuous state
from the neighbours to realize a consensus, which have many
drawbacks as mentioned above, an alternative for the agent
is to pull its in-neighbours’ constant states at the neanest
pointt: until some pre-defined event is triggered at tiﬁggl;
then after getting information from its in-neighbors, agén
updates its state ale until the next event is triggered, and
so on. We will show that the event is determined only by
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its in-neighbors’ states. This process goes on each agent iprovided to show the effectiveness of the theoretical tesul
parallel fashion. the paper is concluded in Sectibn] VI.
Let us recall the model
. ‘ m ‘ 1. PRELIMINARIES
z'(t+1) = f2*(t) +Cizaij(f(xj(t))) In this section we first review some relating notations,
J=1 definitions and results on algebraic graph thedry [27]] [28]

wheres(t) = f(s(t)) is a chaotic oscillator. It was proposedvhich will be used later in this paper.

and investigated iri [1] for synchronization of chaotic syss. Notions: || - || represents the Euclidean norm for vectors or
It can also be considered as nonlinear consensus model. the induced 2-norm for matrices.denotes the column vector

As a special case, let(z(t)) = z(t) and¢; = (t?cﬂ —th), with each component 1 with proper dimensigii:) stands

then for the spectral radius for matrices apd(-) indicates the
m smallest positive eigenvalue for matrices having nonnegat
2 (thy) = 2 () + (thypy — 1) Z‘%‘Ij(ti) eigenvalues. Given two sy.mmetric. matric@ﬁ_N, M > N
= (or M > N) meansM — N is a positive definite (or positive

semi-definite) matrix.

which is just the event triggering (distributed_) mo_del for For a weighted directed graph (or digragh)= (V, €, A)
consensus problem, though the term "event triggering” WaSth 1m agents (vertices or nodes), the set of agents-

not used. In centralized control, the boundltogﬂl —tt) = i, ), set of links (edgesf C V x V, and the
(fx+1 — 1) t0 reach synchronization was given in that pap eighted adjacency matrixd = (a;;) with nonnegative
when the coupling graph is indirected (or inl [2] for d'rechdjacency elements;; > 0. A link of G is denoted by
graphy, too. o , L e(i,j) = (v,v;) € & if there is a directed link from
In this paper, the distributed continuous monitoring W'tgg ntv; to agentv; with weight a;; > 0, i.e. agentv;
. . j 4 ij y 1LE. J
pull-based feedback as the event-triggered controlleii® ¢ .o, senq information to agent while the opposite direction

sidered firstly, namely agent can observe its in-neighBouls, s mission might not exist or with different weight. The

colrlltg\uouds states. .Th's e(\j/ent_-tnggl]ereld _prlnC|pIed|shrda adjacency elements associated with the links of the graph ar
pull-based event-triggered principle. It is proved that positive, i.e.,e(i,j) € £ <= a;; >0, foralli,j € Z. Itis

directed_ network top(_)Iogy is irreducible, .then the pulséd assumed that,; — 0 for all i € Z. Moreover, the in- and out-
event-triggered coupling strategy can realize consermsuhé neighbours set of agent are defined as

multi-agent system. Then we generalize it to the irredecibl
case. By mathematical induction, it is proved that if th&;" = {v; € V|a;; >0}, N ={v; €V |a; >0}
network topology has a spanning tree, then the pull-ba
event-triggered coupling strategy can realise consensus
the multi-agent system, too. Finally the results are exgéeind in — ut i
to discontinuous monitoring, where each agent computes its deg™ (vi) = Z‘“j’ deg®(v;) = Zaﬁ
next triggering time in advance without having to obsene th =1 =1
system’s state continuously (self-triggered). The degree matrix of digrapty is defined asD =
Consensus problem of multi-agent systems by eventiag[deg™(v1),--- ,deg (vm)]. The weighted Laplacian ma-
triggered strategy were studied by [15] for indirected arigix associated with the digrap@ is defined as. = D — A.
weighted bubalancedgraph topologies. Directed graph topolA directed path from agent, to agentvy is a directed graph
ogy was considered by [25] and ]26]. with distinct agentsy, ..., v and linksey, ..., ex_1 such that
The main contributions of this paper are as follows: &) is a link directed fromv; to v; 11, for all i < k.
we investigate directed topologies, including irredugiind ~ Definition 1: We say a directed grap§ is strongly con-
reducible cases, and we do not make assumption that they géted if for any two distinct agents;, v;, there exits a
balanced; b) we give new approaches that the updating of figected path from; to v;.
triggered time points of each agent only depend on statds of i By [28], we know that strongly connectivity & is equiv-
in-neighbors at their triggered time points, i.e., we gie#f-s alent to the corresponding Laplacian matfixis irreducible.
triggered principle under directed topologies, and as fava
know this is studied first time; c) the event-triggered pipres ~ Definition 2: We say a directed graghhas a spanning tree
in this paper are distributed, i.e. each agent only needs fhéhere exists at least one ageny, such that for any other
information of its neighbors and itself, and asynchronems|, agentv;, there exits a directed path from, to v;.
all the agents are not required to be triggered at a synchono By Perron-Frobenius theorem_[22] (for more detail and
way. proof, see[[283]), we have
The paper is organized as follows: in Sectigh Il, some Lemma 1:1If L is irreducible, thenrank(L) = m — 1,
necessary definitions and lemmas are given; in SeEfibrhigl, tzero is an algebraically simple eigenvalue lofand there is

Sfﬁe in- and out- degree of agent are defined as follows:

pull-based event-triggered consensus in multi-agentesyst a positive vecto " = [&1, -+, &) such thatt" L = 0 and
with directed topologies is discussed; in Secfion IV, thé-se > i—; & = 1. _ _
triggered formulation of the frameworks provided in Seatio Let = = diag[&i, -+, &n], by Perron-Frobenius theorem

M is presented; in Sectiof 1V, one numerical example @nd the results first given in_[22], we have



Lemma 2:1f L is irreducible, therEL + L= is a sym- Since¢ " L = 0, for anya > 0, the derivative ofi/ (¢) along
metric matrix with all row sums equal to zeros and has ze@) is
eigenvalue with algebraic dimension one.

d
Here we define some matrices, which will be used later. Let dtV( )
R = [Ry]"_,, where
= (1/2)(EL + L'E) —Z@ ;(t {qz (t) Zflm t) } (6)

Obviously, R is positive semi-definite. Denote the eigenvalu
of Rby 0 =X\ < Ay <--- < A\, counting the multiplicities.

We also denote ;
U==2—¢" Z& zi(t) — z(t)ai(ty)

It can also be seen théat has a simple zero eigenvalue and m
its eigenvalues (counting the multiplicities) can be agethas = Y _ &i(wi(t) — z(t)) { fi(t) + a:i(t)}
0=p1 < po <--- < pu,. We also denote the eigenvalues of i
LTLbyO0=m <y < <7, =p(L"L), wherep(L"L) B
is the spectrum norm af” L. Then, for allz € R™ satisfying T2 Gilwi(t) —2)If(t) Z Lijr; (1)
x 11, we have

Thus, notingzi,1 &i(zi(t) — Z(t)) = 0, we have

T < T m m m -
ow sl == 3 @& L) + Y &Glwit) — (1) fi(t)
and i=1j=1 i=1
' UUz < pla'x = — 2" (t)Rx(t) + =" (U f(t)
Therefore, we have < —z' (t)Rx(t) + ;xT( JUUz(t) + %fT(t)f(t)
Him afiy, 1
2 12U @ <Gt OR() + 5 T 0) (7)
and . By (@), we have
LTL>R> L'L 4 d
w A @ Ay
Ill. PULL-BASED EVENT-TRIGGERED PRINCIPLES < (1- %) )\i xT(t)LTLx(t) + ifT(t)f(t)
In this section, we consider event-triggered control for 20 "p(LTL)
multi-agent systems with directed and weighted topology.  _ _ (1- ZL)\Q)p(LiL) q"Dqt) + —fT ) f(¢)
A. Directed and irreducible topology - aum Ao o 1 i 9
t)+ —(qi(t.) — q;(t
Firstly, we consider the case of irreducibile g 2X2 P(LTL)q ) 2a (@(th) ~ ai®))]
Denote ¢(t) = [qi(t),"-,qm(t)]", and f(t) = (8)

[f1(t), -, fm()]", where

Therefore, we have

- I Theorem 1:Suppose thag is strongly connected. Far=
Z ij L] 1,---,m,, set
fl(t) :ql(t}c)_ql(t)a te [t;cvt}.wrl)v k:Oalvza-'- - )
Obviousy, in 2 o), veelhrl) @
wi(t) = qi(ty), t € [t thpr), k=0,1,2,.. with v € (0,1), 0 < a < ff;, andb = (1 — Xg) (LTL)
To depict the event that trigger the next coupling time poinfhen, system[{2) reaches a consensus; In addition, for all
we consider the following candidate Lyapunov function: @ € Z, we havelim, e |2;(t) — Y7, §z;(t)] = 0 and
m limy s oo ZJ 1 &525(t) = 0 exponentially.
_ lz&(m(t) —#(t))? Proof: Combining inequalitied {8)[19) anfl(4), we have
1 - B —(1=)bg " ()q(t) = —(1 = y)ba " ()L La(t)
=—(x(t) — X(t)) =Z(x(t) — X (¢ T
%( (t) (1) E(z(t) (1)) g—(l—y)pr(L L)xT(t)U:v(t)
=z ()Ux(t) (5) "
205(LTL
? = (1 - 22 Dy

wherez(t) = >0 &ai(t) and X (t) = [2(t), -+, z(t)]T. I



—V(t) <= (1—~)bg" (t)q(t) Proof: Suppose that there is no trigger event whenT'.
dt T Then, we have
= —(1—)ba (t)L 7 La(t) m
< (1= z(L L)« TOU() ii(t) = Z;Lijxj(T,;i(T)), t>T, i=1,---,m (12
=
T . . .
- (- 7)b2p2;(LL L)V(t) which implie )
for all ¢ > 0. It means vi(t) —wi(T) = (t = T) Y Liw; (T}, (1)- (13)
j=1
2p2(LTL
V(t) = O((f:cp{ -(1- 7)b%t> By Theorem 1, we have;(t) — z;(t) — 0. Therefore, for

alli,j=1,---,m, we haveTk T = Tk' oy =T ai(T) =
¢ ) which

This implies that systeni2) reaches a consensus and for@]I{T), and>" ", Ly (T} i (T)) S ﬂxl(
t=1,---,m, implies 2;(t) = «;(¢) forall t > T andi,j = 1,--- ,m. It

m T means that in case there is no triggering time for T,
2p2(L L) .. .
- Z{,-:vj(t) =0|expy — (1 —y)b———=¢ the consensus has reached at timeThis implies that Zeno
j=1 fom behavior can be excluded. [ |
and Remark 1:1t can be seen that if](9) the updating of the
. event times for agent; only depends on the states of its in-
) —a(t V=0 _ (1 — 2L L) neighbors.
ai(t) = qi(ty, ) = Ol exzpq — (1 =) t
Thus B. Directed and reducible topology
I = : R In this section, we consider the cageis reducible. The
lim Y &di(t) = lim Zgi%’(tki(t)) = lim Zéiqi(t) following mathematical methods are inspired by that given i
=1 =1 =1 [30]. By proper permutation, we rewrité as the following
. ~ ~ Perron-Frobenius form:
o tlggo B Zgi ZLijx-j(t) L2 L LK
lm m 0 L2=2 A LZK
= lim — . L — L=|. . ) . (14)
A Z;IJ ®) Z;&L” 0 : : Lo
J= J= 0 0 .. LK,K
This completes the proof. |

where L ¥ is with dimensiom:;, and associated with thieth

As special cases, we have
strongly connected component (SCC)pfdenoted byS’COk,

Corollary 1: Suppose tha@ is strongly connected. Set

k=1, ,K. Accordingly, definez = [z'”, -, z&"T,
, . k kT
i o—maxd e |t — gt ‘ where* [xl, cee ]
k1 th;;{ ai(ti) = at) For agentv; € SCCh, i€, i = My_1 +1,--, My,
i where My = 0, My = Zle n;, denote the combinational
<c Qi(t)‘, vt € [ty 7] (10) state measuremeqf(t) — Z£A1k71+1 Li+Mk71,j95j(t)_:
or —Z;’;lLHMkfhj:z:j(t) = Gitm,_, (1) And the combina-
; tional measurement error by*(t) = ¢¥(t}) — ¢F(t) and
i (t k _ k(41 T 41 — -
tkH—ma)f{ |ql(k)| < Qi(t)’ uf(t) = q (tl), t e [tl,tlH) lk = 0,1,2,.-. more
>t +c over, write ¢®(t) = [q¢f(t),- “qn,, (D] and fr(t) =
4 _ L@, R O]
qz k 1
ST e [t 7] (11)  If G has spanning trees, then each” is irreducible or has

one dimension and for eadh< K, L¥4 + ( for at least one
for some sufficient small cnstanat Then, systenl{2) reaches &; > k. Define an auxiliary matrix ©* = [LF:*]7 . as

consensus; In addition, for alle Z, we havelim;_, . |z;(t) — Yo

STy &ia(t)] = 0 andlimy oo Y270 €55 (t) = 0 exponen- FRk_ Li* i ]

tially. i _ Zp — L’C b=y
Theorem 1 shows such a constardoes exist.
Now, we will show that under the condition and the evenithen, letD* = L*k — Lk = diag[D¥,-- -, DE 1, which is

triggered principle in Theorem 1, the Zeno behavior can gediagonal semi-positive definite matrix and has at least one

excluded (sed [29]) by proving following theorem. diagonal positive (nonzero). Keep the following property i
Theorem 2:For any initial condition, at any time > 0, mind [31]:

under the condition and the event-triggered principle ie-Th Property 1: Df # 0 if and only if there existsv; e

orem 1, there exists at least one ageptof which the next U, SCCi such that there exists an directed link fram

inter-event time is strictly positive before to vip s, 4, 1€, L” M, > 0 for somej andl > k.



Let ng be the positive left eigenvector of the irreducible W2K_1(t) =
Lk corresponding to the eigenvalue zero and has the sum of _ (IKfl(t) . V(t)l)TEKflLKfl,K(xK(t) — (1)
components equaling to.

Denote=F = diag[¢¥]. Then, we have

Property 2: Under the setup abov&tL** + Lk+"=k is  and
positive definite for allk < K. B B e

Here we define some matrices which will be used Wi (1) =—(""'(t) —v()1) E* 1 (2(1)1)

later. By the structure, it can be seen th&*—! =
l[:Kflinl,Kfl + (:Kflinl,Kfl)T] _ [ K*l]nK—l
2 — (- =

ij i,7=1 K—-1
has zero row sums and has zero eigenvalde Wthh alqje By Cauchy inequality, for any; 1>, vg >0, we
braic dimension one, an@)®~! = I[EK-ILK-LE-1 4
(EKILKLENT] = QRTI) — R 2K DR WE D) < ol Wi () + FE)
is positive definite. LetU* = EhER k= 1,2, K — WE-1(p) < oK1V (¢ K1
A 9 7_ 7_ ) +F t 20
1, UK = [2K — ¢K(¢K)TEK — ¢K(¢5)T). Similar to [3), s (s vg Vi) + B (1) (20)
we have where
1 n 2
=K-1 K-1 K—1
= <I< Q (15) _ 1
P2QFT) B = g 2, 6 ZLK RCACREU)
2 1=1
. ﬁk) nK-—1 1
Uk < p( k 16) FE- 1 _ K— 1 2
- pz(Qk)Q ( ) 3 1 ZZ 5 2’U§( 1[ ()]

Now we are going to determine the triggering times for the
system|[(R) to reach consensus. Firstly, applying Theorem 1 |
the K-th SCC, we can conclude that tlié-th SCC can reach
a consensus with the agreement vahig) = >, ¢z (t) lim 25 (t) —v(t) =0, lim o(t) =0
andlim,_, ., ©(t) = 0 exponentially. oo fmroo

Then, inductively, consider th& —1-th SCC. We will prove €xponentially. Thus

Accordmg to the discussion &fC'Ck and Theoreni]l, for
p=1,--- ,ng, we have

thatlimy o |25 71 (t) —v(t)] =0, forallp=1,-- ;ng_;. K—1/,\ . K—1/,\
Construct a cand|date Lyapunov function as follows tligloF (t) =0, tlggo () =0 (1)
1 gy ToK-1, K1 exponentially.
Vic-1(t) = 5(5” (t) —w(®)1) ER (a7 (t) —v(t)1) From [18), for anyax_; > 0, (I8) can be rewritten as
(17) follows
Differentiate Vx 1 (t) along [2), we have %VK (1)
d .
V(1) g“f; ! [fol(t) —v(®)1)TOE 2K 1) — w()1] + WL (1)
—(@ 1) — vl T =R 1{fK R S O RS CaCRR A
aKflp(ﬁKfl) K—1
<{l— ————|W. t
=@ (1) - {fK '(t) - #(t)1 < 2@ J
g T OO+ WE 0+ W),
- LR u(o1) - L)~ w1 | 22)
(xB7t) —v(t)1) TEE LR Thus, we have
C KN — w1 TEE T LKL K - () ()] Theorem 3:Suppose that; has spanning trees and is

written in the form of [T4). FoSC'Cy,, the event time sequence

K-1 TeK-1 K-1,K/, .K _
—ETT ) —v(11) 8 {Z (@) —r(®1)} th“M"*l for vp+ar,_, € SCCy, is given by
= (@7 — v(H1) TER T (1)1}
=(@"H () —v()1) TER TR tfj:le t= max {T q];(thrM’“’l) —q;f(t)‘
+ W) + W) + W) (18) T2t
where < /2akbk’7|qlg(t)|7 t;;)-l-lwkfl <t< T} (23)
W)
= [2K71(t) — p(t)1] TEE L LE LKL K1y _ y(4)1]  for some fixedy € (0,1), 0 < ax < %, and by, =

=[Nt — ()1 T QR T K T (1) — w(t)1]  (19) (1 - “W§gk§) @39 . k=1,2,--- K. Then, system



(@) reaches a consensus; In addition, foriafl Z, we have  exponentially. From{15) and (1L9), we have

nkg K—1 _ K—-1
Jim |ai(1) = Y& ()] = 0 Vi1 (1) < (1/(202(Q" 1)) (=W (1))
—00
p=1 Picking sufficiently smalbs* —*, v5 1, andvf !, there exists
and someek_1 > 0 such that
ng
. KK (2 _ d
Jim D €Ki () =0 V1 (t)
p=1 dt

K—1 K—1 K-1
Proof: For the K-th SCC, the event-triggered rule{23) is S —exVea(t) + B () + F () + Fr (1)

the same a$19) in Theordrh 1, sintés written in the form of s

(I4). By Theoreni]1, we can conclude that under the updating

rule of {#/ "M Yorall j =1,--- ,ng andlim; ., o(t) = Vic-1(t)

0, the subsystem restricted iSiCCk reaches a consensus. t 4

Addltlona”y, lim; o0 |£C1K(t) — ZZEI 51’5@” = 0 for all Se_EKlt{VKl(O) +/ eEK—18 ZFlKl(S)dS}
1=1,--- ,ng andlim;_, v(t) = 0 as well. 0 i=2

In the following, we are to prove that the state of the agegt oy, [Z1), we havéim,_,. Vx_1(¢) = 0 exponentially. This
Upt i, € SCCr -y converges tov(t). The remaining can jmpjies that systen{2) reaches a consensus and
be proved similarly by induction.

From [22), [Ib) and the inequality_(23), we have tli)m ‘xf—l(t) - y(t)‘ =0
iVK,l(t) exponentially foralp = 1,--- ,nx_1. Then, we can complete
dt —_— the proof by induction taSCCy, for k < K — 1. [ ]
S(l _ M)Wlff—l(t) Remark 2:1t can be seen that if (23) the updating of the
2p2(—QF 1) event times for agent; only depends on the states of its

N (1 3 aK,lp(UK‘l)) ypa(—QE~1) in-neighbors. In other words, if agent € SCC), then the
200 (—QK-1) ) p((LEK-LE-1)T[K-1K-1) utptzating?c _c;f t_he e\_/err]létimg;écg age@t;glé depends on the
K—1,K—11 K—1(p\ _ states of its in-neighbors i by s K-
x HL [ (8) = v(t)1] Remark 3:If graph G only has one strongly connected
9 . . .
K-1,K[ K1\ _ K—1 K—1 component, i.e., graply itself is strongly connected, then
L =7 (1) U(t)l]H W)+ Wy () Theoren B becomes Theoréin 1.

(1 ax_1p(UK~1) 1 WE-1( Remark 4:Similar to the proof of Theoren??, we can

—( T 200 (—QKT) )( — W) prove that the Zeno behavior can be excluded in above event-
+ WQK—l(t) + Wif{_l(t) + W4K—1(t) triggered rule. We omit the proof here.

where

IV. DISTRIBUTED SELFTRIGGERED PRINCIPLES

Wi H(t) In this section, we extend the pull-based event-triggered

B K1 T K LK-INT 1 K- 1K principles discussed isection[IIl] to self-triggered case in
_bKW{%C (t) —v(®)1] (L )L order to avoid continuous monitoring the system’s statds Th

2 idea can be traced to the early papéts [1], [2]
[5(t) — v(t)1] + HLK*LK[IK@) - V(t)l]H } The monitoring principles used in Theoréin 1 and Theorem
. @ may be costly since the state of the system should be
Noting observed continuously. An alternative strategy is to mtedi

K—1,K—1\T 7 K—1,K—1 Kol K—1\T 7 K—1,K—1 the time when inequalityf {9) of (23) does not hold and update
p((L V'L ) > (L )L o _
the event timing accordingly. However, when agentipdates

and [I5), for any ' > 0, we have its event timing, the timing predictions of the related agen
K1 including v;'s out-neighbors will be affected. So, each agent
Wi () should recalculate their predictions whenever any of its in
K1 ax—1p(UE=IN ey K1 neighbors renews its event timing.
S -y ( - 2p2(—QKT) )Wl (&) + E () For agentv,, according to the current event timirtgp(t),
its state can be formulated as:
where
1 2 zp(t) = (L} +(t—t; ¥ 25
Fffl(t) = b 17 (—— + 1)HLK—1,K[xK(t) _ V(t)l]H »(1) »( lcp(t)) ( kp(t))%( kp(t)) (25)
vy Wheret,’;p(t) is the newest timing of the events of all its in-
Similar to [21), we have neighbors agents
t1i>r£o EE7Y ) =0 (24) o) = vjnel?v); fij ® (26)



Based on this timing, letting, =t — t;p(t), we can rewrite  Then, we have the following result
all states ofy, with v; € N}g’", as Theorem 5:Suppose thay has spanning tree and is

. , written in the form of [I4). Using the following triggered
zi(t) = 2i(G) = @iy, ) + Gt 1)) (27)  strategy:

Thus, in order to specify(19), froni (5) and {27), we can 1) Forany agent, n;, ,, k=1,---, K, p=1,-- ,ny,
rewrite initializing 5"+ = 0;

2) Pick v € (0,1) and 0 < ap < M, letting

m
= — o (s p(UF)
4 (t) = a(G) = Z:me(éz) VAR tz;]\i’“k:ll )’ searchingrlpﬂM’H by the rule

For agent,, solve the following inequality to maximizg, @0); . . .

so that 3) In case that no triggering ?\}/ents occur in all
Upt,_,'S in-neighbors during ! Fpprr,_ (1) T
T —max{Cp : "JP(tzp(t)) —(Jp(Cp)‘ M1y e, the agentu,yar, , dose not receive
any renewed information form its in-neighbors dur-
Vanfa) @8) g (N, + ), then v,
; ; + My * + M
Then, we have the following result triggers at t'metfﬂ = tkp+Mk71(t) + Tlp+1 o

Theorem 4:Suppose thatj is strongly connected. Using The agentv,ya, , renews its state at = tf*M’H

the following triggering strategy: and sends the renewed information (including the latest

1) For any agent,, p = 1,--- ,m, initialize ¢} = 0; triggering time point},;"**, state value:f (¢}, ")

2) Picky € (0,1) and0 < a < % assumet] = tip(t), and the latest control input valwg(thM’H)) to all its
searchr/’ ; by the rule [2B); " out-neighbours im_mediately; _

3) In case that any of,,’s in-neighbors does not trigger 4) Incase that some in-neighbors of agent,,, _, triggers
during (#/,t; ,, + 77,,), i-e., the agent,, does not attimet e (e g+ T, e
receive any renewed information form its in-neighbors  agentv,;, , received the renewed information form
during (t7, t; )+ 7i41), thenu, triggers at timet, ;, = its some in-neighbors, then updatifig () in (28)
G T 7', The agent, renews its state at=t;, , and go to step (2). .
and sends the renewed information (including the Iate?ﬁen, system [[2) reaches a consensus; In addition,
triggering time pointt},,, state valuex,(t;,,) and limy o 25(t) — S, 52K (1)) = 0 for all i € 7 and

.}1{9:110 P

@, (t) = 0 exponentially.

the latest control input valug,(t], ,)) to all its out- limg oo Y05,
Proof: Following steps 1-3, under the maximisation pro-

neighbours immediately;

4) I_n case thf}t Eome in;)neighbors of agepttriggers at cess [(3D), by the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem
timet € (t,t; ) + 741), .., agentv, received the 3 gne can prove this theorem. -
renewed information form some of its in-neighbors, then o mark 6: Both event-triggered principles and  self-
updatingt;, ) in (28) and go to step (2). triggered principles in this paper are distributed, asyoohus,

Then, system [{2) reaches a consensus; In additigihd independent.
limy o0 [2i(t) — 2200, &ap(t)) = 0 for all ¢ € Z and
limy— o0 D)0, &piip(t) = 0 exponentially. V. EXAMPLES

Proof: Following steps 1-3, solving the maximization
problem [[28), and by the same arguments as in the proofsq
TheorentlL, one can prove this theorem.

Remark 5:1t can be seen that each inequality [n](28) is of
the following form

In this section, one numerical example is given to demon-
Fate the effectiveness of the presented results.

Consider a network of seven agents with a directed reducible
aplacian matrix

[ —12 0 5 2 5 0 0
|d1t + da| < [dst + dal, (29) 3 -8 3 0 0 0 2
where, dy,dy,ds,dy are constants relating to 0 4 —12 3 0 5 0
Lip,xi(t,’;f(t)),x(ti,(t)), etc.. It is easy to solve[(29), L= 0 0 6 -11 1 4 0
since it Is a polf/nomial—type inequality. And also for the 0 0 0 0 -7 2 5
following inequality [30). 0 0 0 0 5 -6 1
Similarly, we can specify({23). For agen; rs, , solve the | 0 0 0 0 0 8 —8]
following inequality to maximise;, so that with a spanning tree described by Figuré 1. The seven
agents can be divided into two strongly connected
p+Me—1 _ gk (Pt M- components, i.e. the first four agents form a strongly
s maX{CP+Mk1 ’qp(tkp*Mkfl(t)) connected component and the rest form anther. The initial
value of each agent is also randomly selected within the
_q;;(gpwfkfl) < \/Qakbm’qz’;(g“pj;Mkfl) } (30) interval [-5,5] in our simulations. Figur€]2 shows how the
first agent evolves under the triggered principles provided
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