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Abstract:

We provide a distributed coordinated approach to the stalsihalysis and control design of large-
scale nonlinear dynamical systems by using a vector Lyapfintctions approach. In this formulation
the large-scale system is decomposed into a network ofictiag subsystems and the stability of the
system is analyzed through a comparison system. Howevémdisdch comparison system is not trivial.
In this work, we propose a sum-of-squares based comple¢elgrdralized approach for computing the
comparison systems for networks of nonlinear systems. M@mebased on the comparison systems, we
introduce a distributed optimal control strategy in whihke tndividual subsystems (agents) coordinate
with their immediate neighbors to design local control piels that can exponentially stabilize the full
system under initial disturbances. We illustrate the cdatigorithm on a network of interacting Van der
Pol systems.

Keywords:Vector Lyapunov functions, comparison equations, sursepfares methods.

1. INTRODUCTION This network is decomposed into many interacting subsystem
and each subsystem parameters are chosen so that indiyidual

Distributed coordinated control has recently provided pew €ach subsystem is stable, when the disturbances from reighb
ful control solutions when the conventional centralizedtme are zero. SOS based expanding interior algorithm (seesJarvi
ods fail due to inevitable communication constraints and li Wloszek (2003); Anghel et al. (2013)) is used to obtain estém
ited computational capabilities. Paradigmatic examplepeo-  Of region of attraction as sub-level sets of polynomial Lyapv
vided by cooperative and coordinated control for autonanodunctions for each such subsystem. Finally SOS optimiratio
multi-agent systems (see Bullo et al. (2009)) or large Sodbe- i_s used to compute the stabilizing control policies, based o
connected systems (see Zetevic Silphk (2010)). Distributed linear comparison systems, such that the closed-loop metwo
coordinated control uséscal communications between agents'S €xponentially stable under initial disturbances.
to achie\_/eglobalobjectives that reflect the des_ired be_hav_iorof:onowing some brief background in Section2 we formulate
the multi-agent system. Usually, a two-level hierarchialti-  {he control design problem in Section3. The sum-of-squares
agent system is employed, which consists of upper leveltaggfhsed distributed control algorithm is proposed in Seetidn
for implementing coordinated control and lower level agentgection 5 we illustrate the control design on a network of Van

for implementing decentralized control. In this paper, we-p o po| systems, before concluding the article in Section 6.
pose to use this conceptual framework to design distributed

coordinated control of large scale interconnected system u 2. PRELIMINARIES
ing vector Lyapunov functions (see Bellman (1962); Bailey

(1966)) and comparison principles (see Brauer (1961); Beck 1 giapjlity and Control of Nonlinear Systems
enbach and Bellman (1961)). The formulations using vector

Lyapunov functions are computaﬂona_ll_yvery attractlvea_nse Let us consider the dynamical systems of the form
of their parallel structure and scalability. However cottiypg .
these comparison equations, for a given interconnecteerays X(t)=f(x(t)+w, t=0, £(0)=0, 1)
still remained a challenge. In this work we use sum-of-sgsiarwhere x € R" are the statesy; € R" are the control input,
(SOS) methods to study the stability of an interconnected syf : R" — R" is locally Lipschitz and the origin is an equilibrium
tem by computing the vector Lyapunov functions as well as theoint? of the ‘free’ system, i.e. the system with no control
comparison equations. While this approach is applicabdayo (U = 0). Let us first review the important concepts on stability
generic dynamical system, we choose a randomly generateithe equilibrium point of the ‘free’ system.

network of modified Van der Pol oscillators for illustration. Definition 1. The equilibrium point at the origin is called

* This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energyutinothe asymptoucally stable in a doma@an’ 07, if
LANL/LDRD Program. [X(0)|,€2 = lim ||x(t)|,=0,

1 We choose the Van der Pol ‘oscillator’ parameters in such yathat these te
have a stable equilibrium at origin. 2 State variables can be shifted to move any equilibrium poitie origin.
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and it is exponentially stable if there exift > 0 such that (2003); Wloszek et al. (2005); Prajna et al. (2005)). An impo
_bt tant result from algebraic geometry called Putinar’'s Rasil-
IX(O)ll€7 = [IX(V)ll; <ce ™ [x(0)], vt =0. lensatz theorerh (see Putinar (1993); Lasserre (2009)) helps in

Lyapunov’s first or direct method (see Lyapunov (1892): g|otranslating the SOS conditions into SOS feasibility praise
tine et al. (1991)) can give a sufficient condition of stapili Theorem 2.Let # = {x € R"|ky(x) > 0,...,kn(x) > 0} be a
through the construction a certain positive definite fuocti compact set, wherkj e R[x], Vj € {1,...,m}. Suppose there
Theorem L1.If there exists a domainZ cR", 0c Z, and a exists ay € {004—2?‘:10,- ki | 00,07 € Z[x],Vj} such that
continuously differentiable positive definite functidriR" — R, {x € R" u(x) > O} is compact. Then, ip(x) >0 v¥xe. ', then
called the ‘Lyapunov function’ (LF), then the equilibriuroipt 6{0+ -a-IZ| 00, 0 € Z|X V'.} ' '

of the ‘free’ system at the origin is asymptotically stable iP 013 j 01| %0, 0 Yy
D\ZIf (x) is negative definite i, and is exponentially stable if |n many cases, especially for theVi used throughout this
OV (x) < —cV Vxe 7, for somec > 0. work, au satisfying the conditions in Theorem 2 is guaranteed

When there exists suchia(x), the region of attraction (ROA) to exist (see Lasserre (2009)), and need not be searched for.

of the equilibrium point at the origin can be estimated as
Z = {xe 2|V(x) <1}, (2a)

whereV (x) =V (x)/y™ and (2b)  Before finishing this section, let us take a look at a niceltesu
Y= argmax {x e R"NV(x) <y} C 2. (2c) On the ordinary differential equations which helps form the
y framework of stability analysis of inter-connected systera
. : ) . vector LFs. Noting that all the elements of the veat t >
I_:or systems under_some control aqt_manthe not|on_of stat_n— 0, whereA = [a;;] € R™M, are non-negative if and only if
|Izabl|]lcty 3§c0|r(nes |m|3|or]ctar:1t.f8pe<in‘|cally, we are intged in ajj > 0,i # j, the authors in Beckenbach and Bellman (1961);
state-feedback control of the fora= u (x). Bellman (1962) proposed the following result:
Definition 2. The system (1) is called (exponentially) stabiliz-| aqyma 1.Let A = [&;] € R™™M have only non-negative off-
able if there exists a control poliay = u; (x), t > 0, such that diagonal elements, | 1& >0,i+j.Th
L . , , , L&y >0, j- Then
the origin of the closed-loop system is (exponentiallybktain

2.3 Linear Comparison Principle

which casay is called a (exponentially) stabilizing control. V(t) <AV(t), t>0, veR", v(0) = vo, 3)
impliesv(t) <r(t), vt > 0, where

Courtesy to the works of Artstein (1983) and Sontag (198@), t S — > n _ _

concept of ‘control Lyapunov functions’ has been usefuhia t F(t) =Ar(®), t=0, r €R, 1(0) = v(0) = vo. )

context of stabilizability. This result will henceforth be referred to as the ‘linear eom

Definition 3. A continuously differentiable positive definite parison principle’ and the differential equation in (4) &t
functionV; : R" — R is called a ‘control Lyapunov function’ ‘comparison equation’.

(CLF) if for eachx € R™ {0}, there exists a controi such that

OVE (F(x) +u) < 0. 3. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Similar definition holds for ‘exponentially stabilizing’ lGFs
(see Ames et al. (2014); Zhang et al. (2009)). CLFs can easi
accommodate ‘optimality’ in the control policies as welkké¢s
Freeman and Kokotovic (2008)). However, as with the LFs,
is often very difficult to find a CLF for a given system.

he problem of interest for this work is to find state-feedbac
Bntrolu; = (x) that exponentially stabilizes a large nonlinear
ystem (1). One approach could be to find a suitable CLF (Def-
ﬁ]ition 3), using computational methods, e.g. SOS techmiqu
However, as noted in Anderson and Papachristodoulou (2012)
such an approach will quickly become intractable as theegyst
2.2 Sum-of-Squares and Positivstellensatz Theorem size increases. Instead, we seek distributed stabilizimgral
policies by modeling the large dynamical system as an inter-
In recent years, sum-of-squares (SOS) based optimizatotn t connected network ah (> 2) interacting subsystems,
niques have been successfully used in constructing LFs by vi—=12 ... m,
restricting the search space to sum-of-squares polyneifsiaé L — f (e 1o .~ TN n
Jarvis-Wloszek (2003); Parrilo (2000); Tan (2006); Anghel S %= i) + Ui+ 60, SERT, XER (5a)

et al. (2013)). Let us denote ®/[x] the ring of all polynomials fi (9) =0, . o (50)

inx e R". Then, Gi(%) =0, V& € {xe R"| x;=0,Vj#i}  (5¢c)
. ey . . . . m m

Definition 4. A multivariate polynomialp € R[x], x € R", is where x = Uj:l{xj}’ andn < ijlnj, (5d)

called a sum-of-squares (SOS) if there existe R[], i €

{1,....s}, for some finites, such thatp(x) = 37 ;h?(x). Fur-  We assume that the isolated ‘free’ subsystem dynarhies
ther, the ring of all such SOS polynomials is denotedby. R[x]", and the neighbor interactiomse R[X|" are vectors of

L . . e polynomials. Furthenk; = () is a time-dependent local
Checking if p € R[x] is an SOS is a semi-definite problemg;aia_feedback controllpolic;/, with eachy € R[x]" V. It is
which can be solved with a MATLAB toolbox SOSTOOLS  ;5sumed that the ‘free’ isolated subsystems as well as the
(see Papachristodoulou et al. (2013); Papachristodouldu agree: £yl system are (locally) stable. Note that, we allower-

Prajna (2005)) along with a semidefinite programming SONVgg,,ing decomposition in which subsystems can have common
such as SeDuMi (see Sturm (1999)). SOS_technlque ca.\r.l.be u%?éfe(sﬁiljak (1978); Jocic aniljak (1977). Let
to search for polynomial LFs, by translating the conditioms ' '

Theorem1 to equivalent SOS conditions (see Jarvis-Wloszékrefer to Lasserre (2009) for other versions of the Positilestsatz theorem.




o .| g@i(x) # 0 for somex with its immediate neighbors”j, j € 4{\{i}, to compute a
AM={i}uq] with X = OVk £1i,j [~ (62) |ocal and ‘optimal’ stabilizing contral ; .

and X = Uje/i{ {x;} (6b) We propose that the LFs for each ‘free’ (no control) and

. i ) isolated (no interaction) subsystem (7) be pre-computed an
denote the set of indices of the subsystems in the neighbdrhq.o mmunicated to the neighbors. Given any initial condition
of .# (including the subsystem itself) and the states that belog@o) c %° we define the domain

to this neighborhood, respectively. P {xe 20 \Vi(Xi) <Vi(% (0)):)/'0 vi } (12)
Then any distributed control ;(x;) Vi satisfying

V(X) < AV(X), Vxe 2 c %°, (13a)
3.1 Comparison Equations and Exponential Stabiltiy s.t., conditions (11b), (11c) and (11d), (13b)
OVY (F1(Xe) + W a(Xa) +91(X))

The goal is to compute the distributed contugl(x;) Vi so that
the full interconnected system (5) is exponentially stahiile.

Let us first review the stability of the ‘free’ interconnedte

system, i.e. when; = OVi. Stability of each of the ‘free’ whereV (x) = : (13c)
isolated (i.e. zero neighbor interaction) subsystems OV (fn(Xm) + Utm(Xm) + 9m(X))
Vie{1,2,....m}, x=fi(x), x € R". (7) is an exponentially stabilizing control policy. In additito sat-

can be characterized by computing a polynomiaM ) vi, iSfying (13), the ‘optimality of the control could be asezined
and the corresponding estimate of the ROA as in (2). ARY minimizing the applied control efforts.

SOS baseexpanding interior algorithm(see Jarvis-Wloszek Remark Note that we do not explicitly compute a CLF (Def-
(2003); Anghel et al. (2013)), is used to iteratively entatige  injtion 3), because of the computational burden in largaesc
estimate of the ROA by finding a ‘better’ LF at each step ohetworks. Instead, we propose an algorithm to design &abil

the algorithm. At the Completion of this iterative algomhthe |ng control using the pre-computed Subsystem LFs.
stability of each ‘free’ isolated subsystem (7) is quandifiey

its LF Vi(x;), with a corresponding estimate of the ROA as 4. DISTRIBUTED CONTROL ALGORITHM

0. NN (: P

A =X €k [Vi(x) S.l}’ =12z...m - @® In designing the stabilizing control policias; Vi in (13) the
Let us further define the domain conditions (11c) and (11d) have to be satisfied, which essen-

Z°:={xeR"|x €%, Vi=12,... ,m}. (9) tially demands availability of network-level informatioHow-
The equilibrium of the ‘free’ network at the origin correspis ~ ever, the following two key observation can be useful in gene
to the zero level-setd/;(0) = 0Vi, and any initial condition ating equivalent subsystem-level conditions.
away from this equilibrium would result in positive levedts  Proposition 1. A matrix A = [aij] € R™M is Hurwitz if, for
Vi(x(0)) = y° € (0,1] for some or all of the subsystems. eachi € {1,2,....m}, aji+ 3 |ajj ‘ <0.%

An attractive and scalable approach for (exponential)iléiab proof From the Gershgorin's Circle theorem (see in Bell
analysis of the ‘free’ network uses a vector LF (see Bellmapy 965); Gershgorin (1931)), for every eigenvalue C of the
(1962); Bailey (1966)) matrix A = [aj],

V(x):= [Vi(x1) Va(x2) ... Vin(xm)]" (10) 3ke{1,2,...,m} suchthat/A —aud < 5, [ai| -
to construct a linear comparison equation (Lemmal) WhO??Sin _ 1 it follows that R A : 0
states are the subsystem LFs (Sdk (1972); Weissenberger 93 j |ai| < —a qA} <o =
(1973); Araki (1978)). The aim is to seek &n=[g;;] € R™™  Additionally, we also note that (see Weissenberger (1973))

and a domairg C %°, such that Proposition 2. The domair in (12) is invariantify [ ; &j y° <
V(X)‘ut‘iEOVi < AV(x), Vxe 2 c %°, (11a) 0, whereA = [a;] satisfies the comparison equation (13a).
where, aj >0Vi#]j, (11b)  proof We note that whenevey,(x()) = y°, for somei, and
A= [aij] is Hurwitz, and (11€) Vi (x(1)) < Y0 Vk+i, for somer > 0, we have
2 is invariant under the dynamics (1), 11d -
(T i’ " X())) (11d) Vi ()] < @i+ Y @V (%(T)) < 0.
: 1 (fa0a) + 0 i.e. the (piecewise continuous) trajectories can nevessctioe
and V(X)|,, —ovi = : (11€)  poundaries defined g e 7| Vi (xi) = ° i } . O
OV (fm(%m) + gm(X))

Propositions 1 and 2 can be used to replace the network-level
If there exist a ‘comparison matrixA = [a;;] and 2 ¢ #° conditions (11c) and (11d), respectively, by their eqénal
satisfying (11), then any(0) € 2 would guarantee exponential decentralized, albeit more conservative, conditions ¢difate
convergence of (x(t)) to the origin thereby implying exponen- design of distributed control policies; Vi that satisfy

tial convergence of the states themselves Gigak (1972)). Vi s OV (X)) Ui (%) 481 (X)) < z aijVj(xj) vxe2, (14a)
jeM

ajj >0 V] e«/Vi\{(ij},

i { Siexnaj<0,an

The comparison principle can be used to design distributed subject to: ZJ_E‘MZ:_J_ y<0 <’O (14b)

controllersu j (x;) Vi that exponentially stabilize the nonlinear 2 jeri@ij Vj < 0.

network (5) In S_eCtion 4, we propose an SOS ba$ed algoGthmi in other words, a strictly diagonally-dominant matrix witegative diagonal
approach in which each of the subsystefioordinates only entries is Hurwitz.

3.2 Exponentially Stabilizing Control




Note thataj; =0Vj ¢.4. Using the Positivstellensatz theoremRemark Often in practical scenarios, the control bounds need
(Theorem 2), withg = (yiO_\/i (Xi)) Vi, and.# =2, we can cast t0 be strictly imposed due to physical considerations, iictvh

(14) into a set of SOS feasibility problems, for each case the degree of the control polynomials can be varieddo fin
T _ feasible control policies.
VT (fitwi+9)+ Y (aVi—aij (1 -Vj)) € Z[x], (15a)
jen

5. EXAMPLE
and — Z A yJ0 €z[0], (15¢c) We consider a network of nine Van der Pol ‘oscillators’ (see
G Van der Pol (1926)), with parameters of each oscillator ehos
whereuw, € R[x]", aij €Z[x] ¥j€ A7, (15d)  to make them individually (exponentially) stable (withdhe
aj €R[0], andajj € X[0] Vje A{\{i}. (15€) control). Each Van der Pol oscillator is treated as an irdial

HereR[0] denotes scalar variableE[0] denotes non-negative Subsystem, with the interconnections as shown below,
scalar variables and were defined in (6). M :{1,2,59} A45:{2,1,3} A43:{3,2,8}

The set of SOS conditions (15) defines the coniypk R[x]" A4 {467} S5 {5,1,6} 18 {6,4.5} (18)
A , N7:4{7,4,8,9} A5:{8,3,7} A:{9,1,7}.

as annj-vector of polynomials inx, of a chosen degree. But . )

further restrictions can be imposed on the control design. Each subsysten¥; Vi€ {1,2,...,9} has two state variables,

this work, we consider bounded control signals of the form  x = [Xi 1 x@‘Z]T. The subsystem dynamics, under the presence

e \Ut i k(xi)‘ <Ux V>0 vke{1,2,....n} (16a) of the neighbor interactions and control input, is given by

AT X1=X2
Upi = [Ueig Uiz - Ui, b AT A
where { Uk>0 Vke{l,2,....n}. (16b) X2 = 0i%2(1=X) =X 1+ Ui 2+ %1 > Bz
For the uncontrolled states, we set the corresponding @ontr ke_/V‘\{'} _
bounds to zero. Further, by declaring these bounds as deskjfiere the subsystem parameters [-2, —1] Vi and the inter-

variables the control problem can be formulated as a mirimizaction parametergy € [—0.8, 0.8] Vi, vke .47\ {i}, are chosen
tion of the maximal control efforts as, randomly. Note that, we have COﬂSIdet@\d\l =0Wtvi,i.e.the

Vi © minimize ZElzlljlk (17a) state variableg; 1 Vi are not (directly) controlled.

ik @i The goal is to apply the Algorithm1 to compute distributed
s.t., conditions (15), (17b) optimal controllersk  »(x 1, 2) Vi that guarantee exponential
Ui x— Ut,i,k—GiLf(W—Vi) € 5[x], vke{1,...,nj}, (17c) Stabilization of the network of Van der Pol systems.

n ! , _ .
Uijet Ui =01 (' = M) € Zxi], Yke{L,...ni}, (17d) 54 Pre-Computation of Lyapunov Functions

where.U: =0, forthe uncontrolled states,(17e)
=ik € 2[0], for the controlled states. At first, we compute polynomial Lyapunov functions for the
andgi“kp/lowe Ix] vke {1,2,...,n;}. (17f) isolated (Interavcitloz free;and control-free subsystem(52 o
’ CXi1=X2,
Given a choice of the degree of the control polynomials and an ' a1 | o
initial condition, (17) can be solved to find optimal, dibtrted, Xi2=0iX2( —Xi,l)—Xu,l, (20Db)

and exponentially stabilizing control policies. Algornitil out-  using theexpanding interior algorithm(Section3.1). As an

lines the major steps in the proposed control design praeeduexample, we show a quadratic Lyapunov function and the

associated estimate of the ROA of the interaction-free and
It should be noted that for the subsystems that do not need {gniro|-free subsystents

apply control the solution of the optimization (17) woulduét

in Ui, =0vke{1,....n;}. B9 ={(Xe1,%92)| Vo < 1}, (21a)
where Vg = 0.595x3 | +0.227%g 1 X2 + 0.520x5 ,.  (21b)
Algorithm 1 Distributed Stabilizing Control Design Fig. 1 shows a comparison of the estimated ROA using the
procedure ONE-TIME COMPUTATION quadratic LF in (21), another estimate using a quartic LF
for each subsysteine {1,2,...,m} do and the ‘true’ ROA computed numerically by simulating the
Compute the L (x;) based on (7) isolated and free dynamics. Clearly, the estimate improwis
Communicatd/ to neighbors?;j Vj € A4\{i} higher order LFs. However, for computational ease, theakst
Receive and store the LE§(X;) Vj € A the analysis will be based on quadratic LFs.
end for

Note that these LFs are computed only once for the network,

end procedure and stored to be used for real-time control design.

procedure REAL-TIME COMPUTATION
for each subsysteme {1,2,...,m} do
Compute initial level-sef® = Vi (x;(0))
Communicatg? to neighbors?; Vj € A\ {i}

5.2 Controller Design: Test Case

Figure2 shows the evolution of the system state variables

Receivey! vj € .4{\{i} from neighbors (belonging to subsystem¢’, .73, %4, %%, % and.%s) and

Solve (17) for the optimal control input j (x;) the subsystem LFs, starting from an unstable initial caomalit

end for In particular, the state variables belonging to the sulesyst
end procedure S, .77 and .7 ‘escape’ to infinity while other subsystems

remain reasonably bounded, over the shown time window.
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6. CONCLUSION

The paper presents a distributed control strategy in which
agents (subsystems) coordinate with their immediate heigh

to compute optimal local control strategies that expordgti
stabilize the full nonlinear network. The proposed aldorit
can be easily scalable to very large-scale, sparse, imeexted
systems. Future work will explore ways to make the algorithm
less conservative. One such way is to use a hierarchical two-
level multi-agent control scheme, where the agents exahang
some minimal information with a higher-level central agent
The central agent can perform minimal computations such as
checking if the comparison matrix is Hurwitz (instead of the
diagonally-dominant condition). Higher order polynorsi&br

the subsystem Lyapunov functions could be used for potgntia
improved control design. It would be interesting to applg th
proposed algorithm on some real-world system models, ssich a
a network preserving power system network.

Algorithm 1 is used to compute distributed stabilizing hne
controllers (withU; 1 = 0 Vi), satisfying (15). Table 1 lists the
results, while the trajectories after applying control sinewn
in Fig. 3. Interestingly, even thoughs was unbounded without
control (Fig. 2), the algorithm finds that there is actuatyreed ~ functions and hybrid zero dynamicsAutomatic Control,

for control in .3 provided its neighbors”, and .3 remain IEEE Transactions orb9(4), 876-891.

bounded by their initial level-sets (Fig. 3). On the othendha Anderson, J. and Papachristodoulou, A. (2012). A decompo-
.71 and.74 apply control, although they were bounded for over sition technique for nonlinear dynamical system analysis.
t €0, 2) without control (Fig. 2). Automatic Control, IEEE Transactions o7, 1516—1521.

L L Anghel, M., Milano, F., and Papachristodoulou, A. (2013).
The distributed control design is, however, conservati@. Algorithmic construction of Lyapunov functions for power

example, the maximum row-sum of the resulting comparison gygiem stability analysisCircuits and Systems I: Regular

matrix (with control) is only marginally negative (Tablel) papers, IEEE Transactions or60(9), 2533-2546. doi:
while its maximum eigenvalue actually turns out to-b@.06. 10.1109/TCSI.2013.2246233.
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