
ar
X

iv
:2

10
3.

01
39

7v
1 

 [
nl

in
.A

O
] 

 2
 M

ar
 2

02
1

Finite time Convergence of Pinning Synchronization

with Linear and Nonlinear Controllers✩

Wenlian Lua,b,c,d, Xiwei Liue, Tianping Chen∗,1,a

aSchool of Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China
bInstitute of Science and Technology for Brain-Inspired Intelligence, Fudan University,

Shanghai 200433, China
cShanghai Key Laboratory for Contemporary Applied Mathematics and Laboratory of

Mathematics for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China
dShanghai Center for Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China
eDepartment of Computer Science and Technology, Tongji University, Shanghai 201804,

China

Abstract

In this paper, we propose several models, which can realize synchronization

of complex networks in finite time effectively. The results apply to hetero-

geneous dynamic networks, too. The mechanism of finite time convergence

is revealed. Different from many models, which assume the coupling matrix

being symmetric (or the connecting graph is undirected), here, the coupling

matrix is asymmetric (or the connecting graph is directed).
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1. Introduction

Synchronization of complex networks has been a hot topic in recent

decades. The model in the synchronization literature can be described as

ẋi(t) = f(xi(t)) + c
m
∑

j=1

aijΓ(xj(t)− xi(t)) (1)

where xi(t) = (x1
i (t), · · · , x

n
i (t))

T ∈ Rn, i = 1, · · · .m.

Under previous coupling protocols, various sufficient criteria for asymp-

totic or exponential synchronization can be obtained.

Pick ε > 0, in [1], the following coupled network with a single controller







































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + c
m
∑

j=1

a1jΓxj(t)

−cεΓ(x1(t)− s(t)),

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + c
m
∑

j=1

aijΓxj(t),

i = 2, · · · , m

(2)

was proposed. It can pin the complex dynamical network (1) to s(t) with

ṡ(t) = f(s(t)) exponentially, if c is chosen suitably.

Denote δxi(t) = xi(t) − s(t), δf(xi(t)) = f(xi(t), t) − f(s(t)), then the

system (1) can be rewritten as:

dδxi(t)

dt
= δf(xi(t)) + c

m
∑

j=1

aijΓδxj(t) (3)

and the network with a single controller (2) is written as

dδxi(t)

dt
= δf(xi(t)) + c

m
∑

j=1

ãijΓδxj(t), i = 1, · · · , m (4)

where ã11 = a11 − ε, ε > 0 and ãij = aij otherwise.
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The topic finite time convergence, finite time synchronization, consen-

sus have attracted attentions of many researchers. Detail introduction and

references have been given in [3]-[9], and references therein.

In [9], by using the theory of Filippov, Cohen-Grossberg neural networks

with monotone increasing discontinuous activation functions was discussed.

It is revealed that if the equilibrium x∗ lies in the discontinuity of the acti-

vation functions, then finite time convergence can be ensured (see [9], Th.

8). Cortés [9] considered ẋ = −sgn(grad(f)(x)) and proved the finite time

stability and applied it on the network consensus problem. It is clear that

the equilibrium x∗ satisfying grad(f(x∗)) = 0 lies in the discontinuity of the

function sign(x). In this paper, based on the idea, we propose simple finite

time synchronization models and prove that under mild conditions, they can

reach finite time synchronization.

2. Some basic concepts and background

Definition 1. A coupling matrix A = (aij)
m
i,j=1 is defined as a Metzler matrix

with zero row sum, i.e. satisfying aij ≥ 0, if i 6= j and aii = −
∑

j 6=i aij.

Definition 2. A coupling matrix with a single pinning control on the first

node Ã = (ãij)
m
i,j=1 is defined as follows ã11 = a11 − ε, ε > 0 and ãij = aij

otherwise.

Let [ξ1, · · · , ξm]
T be the left eigenvalue of the matrix A = (aij)

N
i,j=1. It is

well known that (see [2]) if A is irreducible and Rank(A) = m− 1, then, all

ξi > 0, i = 1, · · · , m.

Define Ξ = diag[ξ1, · · · , ξm]. The symmetric part of 1
2
(ΞÃ + ÃTΞ) is

negative definite with eigenvalues 0 > µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µm (see [1]).
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By M-matrix theory, there are constants θi > 0, i = 1, · · · , m, such that

m
∑

i=1

θiãij < −θ, θ > 0 (5)

for all j = 1, · · · , m.

Without loss of generality, in the following, we always assume that
∑m

i=1 θi =

1.

Definition 3. (QUAD function) A function f(x, t) is called f ∈ QUAD(P,Φ, η),

if

(x− y)⊤P (f(x, t)− f(y, t)− Φx+ Φy) ≤ −η(x− y)⊤(x− y) (6)

where P is a positive definite matrix, Φ is a matrix, η > 0 is a constant.

3. Finite time synchronization

In this section, we propose several synchronization models and prove use-

ful theorems.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Γ = diag[γ1, · · · , γm] is a positive diagonal matrix.

||f(x)− f(y)||1 ≤ L||x− y||1. Then, the controlled system

ẋi(t)− ṡ(t) = f(xi(t))− f(s(t))

+ c0

m
∑

j=1

ãijΓ(xj(t)− s(t))−
xi(t)− s(t)

||xi(t)− s(t)||1
(7)

can synchronize to s(t) in finite time if c0θ > L. Here, ||xi(t) − s(t)||1 =
∑n

k=1 |x
k
i (t)− sk(t)|.

Proof Notice δx(t) = [δx1(t), · · · , δxm(t)]
T , δxi(t) = [δx1

i (t), · · · , δx
n
i (t)],

i = 1, · · · , m. ||δxi(t)||1 =
n
∑

j=1

|δxj
i (t)|, ||δx(t)||1 =

m
∑

i=1

||δxi(t)||1. δf(xi(t)) =

f(xi(t))− f(s(t)).
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With the constants θi > 0 satisfying inequality (5), define a norm

||δx(t)||{θ,1} =

m
∑

i=1

θi||δxi(t)||1

where θ and θi are defined in (5).

Differentiating, by ||f(x)− f(y)||1 ≤ L||x− y||1, we have

d||δx(t)||{θ,1}
dt

=
m
∑

i=1

θi
d||δxi(t)||1

dt
=

m
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

θi
d|δxk

i (t)|

dt

=
m
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

θisign(δx
k
i (t))

dδxk
i (t)

dt

≤ L

m
∑

i=1

θi||δxi(t)||1 + c0

m
∑

i,j=1

θiγjãij

n
∑

k=1

|δxk
j (t)| −

m
∑

i=1

θi

≤ L

m
∑

i=1

θi||δxi(t)||1 − c0θ

m
∑

j=1

γj||δxj(t)||1 −

m
∑

i=1

θi

If c0θminj{γj} > L, we have

d||δx(t)||{θ,1}
dt

< −

m
∑

i=1

θi = −1

which implies ||δx(t)||{θ,1} = 0, if t ≥ ||δx(0)||{θ,1}.

In case Γ is not a positive diagonal matrix, we have

Theorem 2. Suppose that QUAD-condition (6) is satisfied, PΓ = BBT is

semi-positive definite, and is positive definite in ker(PΦ)⊥,

Then, the controlled system

ẋi(t)− ṡ(t) = f(xi(t))− f(s(t))

+ c0

m
∑

j=1

ãijΓ(xj(t)− s(t))−
xi(t)− s(t)

||xi(t)− s(t)||{P,2}
(8)
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where

||xi(t)− s(t)||{P,2} = (xi(t)− s(t))T (t)P (xi(t)− s(t)) (9)

is synchronized to s(t) in finite time if c0 is sufficiently large.

Proof In this case, define a norm in Rimannian metric as

||δx(t)||{ξ,P,2} = (V (δx(t)))
1
2 ,

where

V (δx(t)) =
1

2

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)Pδxi(t)

Differentiating V (δx(t)), by f ∈ QUAD(P,Φ, η), we have

dV (δx(t))

dt
=

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)P

dδxi(t)

dt

≤ −η

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)δxi(t)

+
1

2

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)[PΦ+ ΦTP T ]δxi(t)

+ c0

m
∑

i,j=1

δxT
i (t)ξiãijPΓδxj(t)

−
m
∑

i=1

ξi||δxi(t)||{P,2}

It is easy to check that

1. Because PΓ = BBT is semi-positive definite, and is positive definite in

ker(PΦ)⊥. Therefore, there exists a constant c > 0, such that

1

2

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)[PΦ+ ΦTP T ]δxi(t) ≤ c

m
∑

i=1

ξiδx
T
i (t)PΓδxi(t)

6



= c
m
∑

i=1

ξiδy
T
i (t)δyi(t) (10)

where δyi(t) = BT δxi(t).

2.

c0

m
∑

i,j=1

δxT
i (t)ξiãijPΓδxj(t) = c0

m
∑

i,j=1

δyTi (t)ξiãijδyj(t)

=
c0
2

m
∑

i,j=1

δyTi (t)[ξiãij + ãjiξj]δyj(t)

≤
µc0
2

m
∑

i,j=1

δyTi (t)δyj(t) (11)

If c+ µc0
2

≤ 0, we have

dV (δx(t))

dt
≤ −

m
∑

i=1

ξi||δxi(t)||2

Thus,

d

dt
||δx(t)||{ξ,P,2} =

1

2
V −1/2(δx(t))

dV (δx)

dt
< −

1

2
c4

and ||δx(t)||{ξ,P,2} = 0 when

t ≥ 2
V 1/2(δ(x(0))

c4

Theorem is proved completely.

Remark 1. The idea proposed here comes from [9], in which by using the

theory of Filippov, it is revealed that if the equilibrium x∗ lies in the discon-

tinuity of the activation functions, for example, f(x) = sign(x), then finite

time convergence can be ensured (see [9], Th. 8).
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The basic idea used in [9] is to find a distance function dis(x(t), x∗), and

prove
d

dt
dis(x(t), x∗) ≤ −c

for some positive constant c.

Proposition 1. Suppose a non-negative function V (t) satisfies

dV (x(t))

dt
≤ −cµ(V (x(t)))

where c > 0, function µ(V (t)) > 0, V (t) > 0; µ(0) = 0.

In case that
∫ a

0

µ−1(W )dW < ∞

define a distance function

dis(V (x(t)), 0) =

∫ V (x(t))

0

µ−1(W )dW

It is easy to check that

d
∫ V (x(t))

0
µ−1(W )dW

dt
= µ−1(V (x(t)))

dV (x(t))

dt
≤ −c

which implies V (x(t)) converges to zero in finite time t̃ =
∫ V (0)
0 µ(W )−1dW

c
.

4. Distributed Finite Time Synchronization algorithms of Complex

Networks with single pinning linear and nonlinear controller

In this section, we introduce distributed discontinuous and continuous

algorithms for finite time synchronization of complex networks with single

pinning linear and nonlinear controller.
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By a coordinate transform yi(t) =
m
∑

j=1

ãijxj(t), δyi(t) =
m
∑

j=1

ãij(xj(t) −

s(t)). Because (ãij) is a nonsingular M-matrix, δyi(t) → 0 is equivalent to

δxi(t) → 0.

Replacing δxi(t) by δyi(t), we propose following distributed algorithm



























































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+

m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j (xj(t)−s(t))||1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) +

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||1

,

i = 2, · · · , m

(12)

Theorem 3. Suppose that Γ = diag[γ1, · · · , γm] is a positive diagonal ma-

trix. ||f(x) − f(y)||1 ≤ L||x − y||1. Then, the controlled system (12) can

synchronize to s(t) in finite time if c0θ > L. Here, ||xi(t) − s(t)||1 =
∑n

k=1 |x
k
i (t)− sk(t)|.

Proof In this case, system (12) can be written as

δ̇yi(t) =
m
∑

j=1

ãijδf(xj(t)) + c01

m
∑

j=1

ãijδyj(t)

+

m
∑

j=1

ãij
δyj(t)

||δyj(t)||1
(13)

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1, define a norm

||δy(t)||{θ,1} =

m
∑

i=1

θi||δyi(t)||1 =

m
∑

i=1

θi

n
∑

k=1

|δyki (t)|

where δyi(t) = [δy1i (t), · · · , δy
n
i (t)]

T , i = 1, · · · , m, δy(t) = [δyT1 (t), · · · , δy
T
m(t)]

T .

9



It is easy to see that

m
∑

i=1

θi|

m
∑

j=1

ãijδf(xj(t))| ≤ L

m
∑

i=1

θi

m
∑

j=1

|ãij |||δxj(t)||1

≤ L̃
m
∑

i=1

θi||δyi(t)||1

and

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

≤ L̃

m
∑

i=1

θi||δyi(t)||1 + c01

m
∑

i,j=1

θiãij ||δyj(t)||1

+
m
∑

j=1

m
∑

i=1

θiãij

In case that c01θ > L̃maxi θi, we have

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

< −mθ < 0

Therefore,

||δy(t)||{θ,1} = 0

when t ≥ ||δy(0)||1
mθ

.

Now, we propose following continuous finite time convergence algorithm



























































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+

m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||α1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) +

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||α1

,

i = 2, · · · , m

(14)

where 0 < α < 1.
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By similar derivations, we have

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

≤ L̃
m
∑

i=1

θi||δyi(t)||1 + c01

m
∑

i,j=1

θiãij ||δyj(t)||1

+

m
∑

j=1

m
∑

i=1

θiãij ||δyj(t)||
1−α
1

In case that c01θ > L̃maxi θi, we have

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

< −θ

m
∑

j=1

||δyj(t)||
1−α
1

By Jensen inequality

(
m
∑

j=1

||δyj(t)||1)
1−α ≤ mα(

m
∑

j=1

||δyj(t)||
1−α
1 )

we have

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

< −
θ

mα
(

m
∑

j=1

||δyj(t)||1)
1−α ≤ −

θ

mα
||δy(t)||1−α

{θ,1}

and by Proposition 1, δy(t) converges to zero in finite time.

5. Heterogeneous dynamic networks

As another application of previous results, in this section, we discuss

synchronization for heterogeneous dynamic networks.

Given m + 1 systems ẋ(t) = fi(x(t)), i = 0, 1, · · · , m, where fi(x), i =

0, 1, · · · , m, are (maybe different) bounded continuous functions.
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Consider following system



























































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+c02

m∑

j=1
ã1j (xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) + c02

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||1

,

i = 2, · · · , m

(15)

where s(t) is a solution satisfying ṡ(t) = f0(s(t)).

Theorem 4. Algorithm (18) can reach synchronization in finite time for

heterogeneous networks.

Proof Algorithm (18) can be rewritten as

δ̇yi(t) =
m
∑

j=1

ãijδf(xj(t)) + c01

m
∑

j=1

ãijδyj(t)

+ c02

m
∑

j=1

ãij
δyj(t)

||δyj(t)||1
+ ui(t) (16)

where ui(t) = fi(xi(t), t)− f0(s(t)) and satisfies ||ui(t)|| ≤ c.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3, define

V (x(t)) =
m
∑

i=1

θi||xi(t)− s(t)||1 (17)

In case that c01θ > L̃maxi θi, aand c02 >
c
mθ

, we have

d||δy(t)||{θ,1}
dt

< −mθc02 + c < 0

Therefore, ||δy(t)||{θ,1} = 0, when t >
||δy(0)||{θ,1}
mθc02−c

.

12



6. Finite Time Pinning Consensus of Complex Networks

In case that f(x(t), t) = Āx(t), ṡ(t) = Ās(t), it is clear there exists a

constant LĀ such that ||Ā(x− y)||1 ≤ LĀ||x− y||1.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1, we can give

Theorem 5. The controlled system



























































dx1(t)
dt

= Āx1(t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+

m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= Āxi(t) + c01
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) +

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||1

,

i = 2, · · · , m

(18)

can synchronize all xi(t) to s(t) in finite time.

7. Simulations

In this section, we give several simulations to verify previous theoretical

analysis.

We assume that s(t) is the Lorenz system described by ṡ(t) = f(s(t)),

where

f(s(t)) =











10(s2(t)− s1(t))

28s1(t)− s2(t)− s1(t)s3(t)

s1(t)s2(t)− 8s3(t)/3











(19)
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Figure 1: Synchronization error E(t) based on model (21)

Coupling matrix is

(aij)
m
i,j=1 =











−3 1 2

2 −4 2

2 1 −3











(20)

ǫ = 1, and

E(t) = ‖(x1(t)
T , x2(t)

T , x3(t)
T )T − (1, 1, 1)T ⊗ s(t)‖1

is used to verify effectiveness of the algorithms.

Simulation 1. In this simulation, we consider nonlinear feedback con-

trollers with a single linear feedback controller



















ẋ1(t) = f(x1(t)) + 5
∑3

j=1 ã1jxj(t)− 5 x1(t)−s(t)
‖x1(t)−s(t)‖1

ẋi(t) = f(xi(t)) + 5
∑3

j=1 aijxj(t)− 5 xi(t)−s(t)
‖xi(t)−s(t)‖1

,

i = 2, 3

(21)

Dynamical behavior E(x(t)) is depicted in Figure 1.
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Figure 2: Synchronization error E(t) based on model (22)

Simulation 2. Synchronization by a single pinning linear feedback con-

troller with a single nonlinear feedback controller



























































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+5

m∑

j=1
ã1j (xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) + 5

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||1

,

i = 2, 3

(22)

Dynamical behavior E(x(t)) is depicted in Figure 2.
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Figure 3: Synchronization error E(t) based on model (23)

Simulation 3. Pinning synchronization model


























































dx1(t)
dt

= f(x1(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+5

m∑

j=1
ã1j (xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||

1/2
1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= f(xi(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) + 5

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||

1/2
1

,

i = 2, 3

(23)

Dynamical behavior E(x(t)) is depicted in Figure 3.

Simulation 4. Synchronization for heterogeneous systems


























































dx1(t)
dt

= f1(x1(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

ã1j(xj(t)− s(t))

+5

m∑

j=1
ã1j (xj(t)−s(t))

||
m∑

j=1
ã1j(xj(t)−s(t))||1

,

dxi(t)
dt

= fi(xi(t), t) + 5
m
∑

j=1

aijxj(t) + 5

m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)

||
m∑

j=1
aijxj(t)||1

,

i = 2, 3

(24)
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Figure 4: Synchronization error E(t) based on heterogeneous model (24)

where s(t) is the Lorenz system described by ṡ(t) = f(s(t)) satisfying

f(s(t)) =











10(s2(t)− s1(t))

28s1(t)− s2(t)− s1(t)s3(t)

s1(t)s2(t)− 8s3(t)/3











(25)

f1(x(t) is Chua circuit, f2(x(t)) = f1(x(t)+sin(t), f3(x(t)) = f1(x(t)+cos(t).

Dynamical behavior E(x(t)) is depicted in Figure 4.
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