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A VELOCITY ALIGNMENT MODEL ON QUOTIENT SPACES OF THE
EUCLIDEAN SPACE

HANSOL PARK

ABSTRACT. The Cucker-Smale(CS) model is a velocity alignment model, and this model
also has been generalized on general manifolds. We modify the CS model on manifolds
to get rid of a-priori condition on particles’ positions and conditions on communication
functions. Since the shortest geodesic is used to define an interaction between two particles,
if there exist two or more than two shortest geodesics, then the system is not well-defined.
In this paper, instead of using the shortest geodesic to define an interaction between two
particles, we use all geodesics to define an interaction. From this assumption, we can relax
the a-priori condition and conditions on communication functions. We also explain the
relationship between the suggested model and previous models. Finally, we provide some
emergent behaviors on some specific manifolds(e.g. flat torus, flat Mobius strip, and flat
Klein bottle). From these results, we can discuss the effect of the topology of the domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

Analyzing the emergent behavior of dynamical systems is a one of the important part of
the applied mathematics. It can be used to analyze the following phenomenon: flashing of
fireflies [5], schooling of fish [4] 10} 20]. Also, it can be applied to unmanned aerial vehicles
[3], cooperative robot systems [14] [19], 21], variational method [7, | [I3], shape matching
problem [16], rotation averaging problem [17], and minimization problem [1§]. In this paper,
we study a velocity alignment model intensively. One of the famous velocity alignment model
is the Cucker-Smale(CS) model studied in [9], and this model is given as follows:

T =1v;, t>0,
K N
(1.1) 0= > V) —v), i=12- N,
j=1

2;(0) = 2 € RY, 0;(0) =) € RY,

where k > 0 is the coupling strength and 1 is the communication function. Under proper
conditions, the velocity alignment of this system, i.e.

lim ||v; —vj[| =0 V1<4,7<N,
t—00

occurs. System (LI is cefined on the Euclidean space. A canonical generalization of this
work is extension of the model on general manifolds. This extension is studied in [15], and
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the CS model on general manifolds is given as follows:

do
dt 1T Y
N
1.2 D K
(1.2) 7Ty > (@i, ) (P — i),

k=1
[(@i(0),0:(0)) = (2f,0]) e TM Vi€ {1,2,--- N},

where Py, is a parallel transport of a tangent vector on T}, M to a tangent vector on T}, M
and % is a covariant derivative on M. This model was studied on the sphere [I5] 2], the
hyperbolic space H? [I], the special orthogonal group SO(3) [12]. A disadvantage of this
model is that the interaction between " and j* particles can not be well-defined if there
exist two or more than two shortest geodesics which connect z; and x;. To prevent this
situation, the authors of [I5] assumed the following a-priori condition:

“A shortest geodesic between two points x;(t) and x;(t) is unique for all ¢ # j, ¢ > 0.”
Actually, necessity of this a-priori condition comes from the structure of system (L.2]). The
shortest geodesic is special in this system, since the shortest geodesic between z; and x; is
used to define an interaction between i** and j* particles. In this paper, we are interested
in the following question:

¢(Q): How can we remove the speciality of the shortest geodesic between z; and z;?

To remove the speciality of the shortest geodesic, we used all geodesics which connect x;
and x; to define the interaction between ith and j*" particles. We suggest a modified system
on a manifold M as follows:

d
Exi:rulﬁ
o
—ti—NZZ PV )Pk — i), >0,
1761"1
z;(0) =29 € M, v;(0)=1) € T,oM, YieN,

where I'7! is a set of all geodesics which starts from xy, and finish at z;, and P - is a parallel
transport ‘from xk to x; along a geodesic «y. Here, ¢ is a communication function depends on
the length of a geodesic . Throughout this paper, we denote the universal covering space
of M with the covering metric by M and p : M — M is the corresponding covering map.
We can lift this system onto the universal covering space M as follows:

N
D _ K NP oy -
—V; = N Z Z gp(dlst(:ni,yk))(Pjigku%k — ’UZ'), t >0,

(
7,00) =20 € M4, 5;(0) =10 € T,oM, VieEN,

where pgl is a inverse map of p defined on neighborhood of Z and @Z" = Dp;kl(fuk) =
Dpka1 o Dpz, (Ur) and Pzy is a parallel transport from a tangent vector at § to a tangent
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vector at . We assume the following two conditions to M:
(M1): A set p~'(z) C M is at most countable set for any = € M.

(M2): For any points Z,y € M, there exists a unique geodesic which connects two points 2
and g.

Here, (M1) is assumed for the well-definedness of sum >, o -1,,)), and (M2) is as-
sumed for the well-definedness of the parallel transport Pz, . We provide more details about
these assumptions in Section 4.1l

Now, we define the following energy functional

1 N
V=5 3 Il
=1

where V := {v;})¥ ;. Then & decreases along the time evolution(i.e. £& < 0). We combine
this fact and Barbalat’s lemma(Lemma [£.3]) to obtain the long-time behavior of the system
as follows(See Theorem HA.T]):
. 2 .
Jim S Gl P~ =0 V1<ik<N.
~v€elz;

If we lift this result to the universal covering space M, we have the follows(See Corollary

[4.10):
(1.3) Jlim S o(dist(@, i) |1 Pr,p ¢ — 0ilI* =0 VY 1<ik<N.

— 00
JrEp(p(Zk))
Since Pfigkﬂzk can not be simplified on a general manifold M, we assume that M is the
Euclidean space. Also, we simplify condition (I.3]) on some specific manifolds(e.g. flat torus,
flat Mobius strip, and flat Klein bottle) in Section [5l On the flat torus, we could obtain the
ordinary velocity alignment

(1.4) tli}IgOHUi—UjH:O Vlgi,k‘ﬁN,

under suitable conditions(see Section [5.T]). Let the flat Mobius strip and the flat Klein bot-
tle constructed by the way introduced in Sections and [5.3], respectively. Then, on the
flat Mobius strip and the flat Klein bottle, we could obtain the ordinary velocity alignment
(LC4) and the second component of velocities v; converges for all 1 < ¢ < N(see Sections

and [5.3).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce the universal
covering space and previous results of the Cucker-Smale(CS) model on manifolds. In Section
B, we modify the CS model on manifold on the flat torus T¢. From this modification, we
suggest the modified CS model on manifold on general manifold under some assumption
in Section [4l We also study emergent behaviors of the modified CS model on some specific
spaces(flat torus, flat Mobius strip, flat Klein bottle) in Section Bl Finally, Section [l is de-
voted to a brief summary of the paper.
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Gallery of Notations. Now, we present some notations. Since we use the index set fre-
quently, we define
N :={1,2,--- /N}.

h

Also, for any vector € R? we denote o' component of z by ()q.

ie. x= (@)1, ()2, ()a)-

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we provide some preparatory concepts. Since the goal of this paper is to
construct a velocity alignment model using universal covering spaces, we provide a simple
review of universal covering spaces and prior studies on velocity alignment models.

2.1. Universal covering space of spaces of constant curvature. In this subsection,
we provide a review on universal covering spaces of constant curvature space, since we will
consider quotient spaces of the Euclidean space.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 4.1 of [I1]). Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold with constant sectional curvature zero. Then the universal covering M of M, with
the covering metric, is isometric to R,

Here, covering metric means that the covering map p : M — M is a local isomorphism.

Corollary 2.1. From Theorem [21, we have the following results:

(1) The universal covering space of the flat torus T? is R,

(2) The universal covering spaces of the flat Mébius strip M and the flat Klein bottle K are
R2.

2.2. The Cucker-Smale model on manifolds. In this subsection, we introduce the
Cucker-Smale(CS) model on manifolds and its emergent behaviors. System (L)) is a velocity
alignment model on the Euclidean space introduced in [9]. It is natural that generalization of
this system onto general manifolds. The authors of [I5] suggested the CS model on general
manifolds as system ([.2]). Now, we present the previous results of system ([.2]) on various
spaces.

2.2.1. On the sphere S?. The CS model (L2) on sphere was first studied in [I5]. In this
paper, the authors assumed the following a-priori:
(2.5) sup max dist(x;(t), zx(t)) < 7.
0<t<oo LIEN
This a priori assumption allows the well-posedness of the system on the sphere S¢. The

authors of [2] improved these result. They assumed the following condition on the commu-
nication function :

(2.6) dist(z,y) =7 = ¢(x,y) =0.

The well-posedness of system (L2]) on the sphere can be broken when the parallel transport
P is not well defined, and this situation occurs when x; and xj are the antipodal points
of each others for some i,k € N. However, if we impose condition (2.6]), we do not have
to calculate Pjv, — v; since ¥(xz;, zx) is zero. One of the useful lemma to show a velocity
alignment is Barbalat’s lemma. We provide the lemma without the proof.
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Lemma 2.1 (Barbalat’s lemma [0]). Suppose that a real-valued function f:[0,00) — R is
uniformly continuous and it satisfies

t
lim/ f(s)ds exists.
0

t—o0
Then, f tends to zero ast — co. i.e. limy_,o f(t) = 0.

Theorem 2.2 (Emergent behavior on the sphere [2]). Let {(z;,v;)}Y, be a global smooth
solution to (L2) on the sphere S and assume that 1 : STxS? — R is a positive smooth func-
tion satisfying (2.6). Then, we have the following dichotomy for the asymptotic dynamics

of {(i, vi) L, -

(1) either the energy converges to zero:

lim £(t) =0,
t—00
_ 2
where E(t) =3 2y [Jvil|*.
(2) or the energy converges to a monzero positive value and all positions approach to a
common great circle asymptotically: for everyi,j, k € N and a,b,c € {1,--- ,d+1} we have

zi(t) () =
lim £(t) >0 and lim det | 22(t)
t—o0 t—o0 ¢ -
zi(t) z5(t) «

Lj

x
2.2.2. On the hyperbolic space H?. The CS model on the hyperbolic space H? was studied
in [I]. For any x,y € H?, there exists the unique geodesic v which connects = and y. This
means, the parallel transport P;; between z; and xj is always well-defined. So, we do not
need a condition which is similar to (2] in this case.

Theorem 2.3 (Emergent behavior on the hyperbolic space [1]). Let {(x;,v;)}Y, be a global
smooth solution to (L2)) on the hyperbolic space H? and assume that ¢ : H? x H? — R is a
strictly positive smooth function. Then, we have the following dichotomy for the asymptotic

dynamics of {(xs,v;)}N ;-
(1) either the energy tends to zero:

lim £(t) = 0.

t—o00

(2) or the energy converges to a positive value, and position configuration becomes coplanar
asymptotically:

lim £() = £ >0 and lim det (:L"Z-(t) ( z(t) ‘:Ek(t)) =0 VijkeN

t—00 t—o0
where x;(t) € H?2 C R3 is considered as a three-dimensional vector for all i € N.

2.2.3. On the special orthogonal group SO(3). The CS model on SO(3) was studied in [12].
Instead of using {(x;,v;)}\,, we use the pair {(R;, A;)}, which satisfies

z; = R;, Ui:RiAiViEN.
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Here, R; is an element of SO(3) and A4; is a skew symmetric matrix of size 3 x 3. Then, we
can express system ([.2]) on SO(3) as follows:

(2.7)
d
—R; = R;A;,
dt N
_t a; = % kz_: o(R;, Ry) [(1 — cos %) (ng; - ag)ng; + sin Tkak X Ng; + COS %ak —a;
where .
~ Ug; b1
T = T, i = AZ
ng elﬂ a
and ( .
. tI‘ Rk‘ RZ) - 1 ~ Hkl
01; = arccos <#> T o (Rk R; — R Ry).
Here, * and * operators are defined as follows:
i=A, A=z,
where
0 —XI3 i)
r = (21,29,23) €R3, A= | w3 0 —z1| €s0(3).
— X9 I 0

Theorem 2.4 (Emergent behavior on the special orthogonal group [12]). Let {(R;, A;)}Y,
be a solution to system (2.7). Then, we have the following dichotomy for the asymptotic
dynamics of {(Ri, A)}Y,

(1) either the kinetic energy tends to zero:

g £ =
(2) or the energy converges to positive value £, and
lim (A4;(t) — Ag(t)) =0, VikeN.
t—o0
Also, particles approach and rotate with constant speed along a common geodesic.

Theorems 2.2] 23] and 241 are results on the different manifolds, however, the common
result is that the particles are aligned on to a common geodesic.

3. VELOCITY ALIGNMENT MODELS ON THE FLAT TORUS T¢

A velocity alignment model on general manifolds was suggested in [I5] and given as (L2)).
If the following a-priori condition is guaranteed in system (L2]):

“A shortest geodesic between two points z;(t) and z;(¢) is unique for all ¢ # j, ¢ > 0,”

then the solution of the system is well-defined and unique. Since the system contains the
parallel transport on the manifold, the a-priori condition should be assumed for the well-
posedness. However, if the domain M has a cut locus(i.e. there exist at least two shortest
geodesic between two points x,y € M), then the system defined on M is not well-defined
in general. Since we choose the shortest geodesic, we guess that singularities come from
the speciality of the shortest geodesic. Regarding this reason, in this paper, we suggest
a modified system which uses all geodesics to define the interactions. In this section, we
suggest a modified velocity alignment model on the flat torus T¢.
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3.1. Geodesics on the flat torus. We are planning to consider all geodesics between
x;,7; € M to define the interaction between ith and j** particles. So, in this subsection, we
study the geodesics on the flat torus T¢. We consider the flat torus T as a quotient space
of the Euclidean space
T ~RY/ .,

where the equivalence relation ~ given as

[$17$27"' 7$d] ~ [$1 +ni,x2 + N2, , Ty +7’Ld] v (’I’Ll,"' 7nd) € Zd‘
Note that the metric of the torus was induced from R?.

3.1.1. The case when d = 1. Before we study general dimension, we consider the simplest
case. Since the universal covering space of T! is R, we can define a covering map p as follows:

p:R->T, z—ax+7.

Let ,y € T' be two points on the one dimensional flat torus and ~ be a one of geodesic which
connects two points x and y. Then there exists two points Z, 3 € R such that v = p([z, 7]).
Now we will express the following set:

I'Y .= {geodesics connecting = and y}.

From the previous argument, we can express the set of geodesics which connects = and y
as follows:

7:0,1) >R, AW =F+t([—F), y=po7.
Since T and g are not unique, we can express all geodesics v, with n € Z as follows:
o [0,1] = R, 3,(t) = &+ t(§ — &+ n),
Yo 2 [0,1] = T, A =pon.
Then T'Y = {7, }nez is the set of geodesic from x to y.
Remark 3.1. From the above definition, we have the following properties.
(1) The length of vy, is given as
’7n‘ = ’?j - i'"i_n"
(2) Since R'/T! ~ 7Z, we can find a correspondence between I's and Z.

3.1.2. The general case d > 2. Now we make some arguments on T¢ case. Recall that the
universal covering of T? is R? with the following covering map p:

p:R* T4 2+ 7%
From a similar argument that we made in the case of d = 1, we can express ' as follows:
I = {vi}ieza;
where 7 € Z% and
B [0,1] = RY Fp(t) = & + (5 — &+ 70),

3.8
(38) Y [0,1] = T vz = poF.

Remark 3.2. From the above definition, we have the following properties.
(1) The length of vz with i € 7 is given as
el = 1§ — 2 + 7.
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\

FIGURE 1. The universal covering of the two dimensional flat torus T2 on
R2. White points are p~! () and a black point is an element of p~*(y). Drawn
line segments are geodesic connecting the black point and white points.

(2) Since RY/T4 ~ 72, we can find a correspondence between T4 and 74,

See Figure [I] for the case of d = 2, we express the geodesics of the flat torus on its
universal covering space. We expressed all of the geodesics between =,y € M as follows:

(3.9) I'Y = {p([Zo,7]) : for a fixed Zg € p~1(x) and for all § € p_l(y)},

where [Z¢, 9] is a line segment on R? which connects o and §. Now, we are ready to construct
a modified model on the flat torus.

3.2. Construction of the modified model on the flat torus. Before we define a system
on the flat torus, we define a system on its covering space R%. Since we expressed the set
of geodesics between two points z, y as ([8.9]), we can construct a system which considers all
geodesics between two particles as follows:

d_
%xl Vi,
D K N
k=1 Gixep~ (p(Z1))
7,(0) =39 e R4, 4;(0) =1 € Tj?Rd, VieN,

where Pz, is a parallel transport from a tangent vector at g to a tangent vector at zj.
Here, we assume that the sum >, . (p(ay)) 15 well-defined. We will discuss conditions
for v in the last of this subsection. Since the flat torus has zero curvatures, the parallel
transport P;,g, is not necessary in this case. However, for a future generalization on general
manifolds, we leave P;g, . Now, we assume that ¢(z,y) is a function of distga(x,y) and
define a function ¢ : R>o — R>( as follows:

(distga(z,y)) = ¥(z,y) Y az,yeT™
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If we put z; = p(Z;) and v; = Dp(%;) for all i € N, we can reduce system (3.10) to M as
follows:

( d . —_— .
dt$z = Vs,
D Ko
(3.11) Zvi=7 >, PPk —v), >0,
k=1 'yEFﬁZ
7;(0) =29 € T?  v;(0) =00 € T,0T4, VieN,

where P;,/g is a parallel transport from a tangent vector at x; to a tangent vector at z; along
a curve v and |v| is the length of . Recall that P;' = P’ for any 71,72 € I'%i, since the

domain of this system is the flat torus. So, we denote that Py, := P, for all y € gi. If we
define

(3.12) (i, ar) = Y ()

versl

for all i,k € N, then system (B.I1]) can be expressed as follows:

(d
El’z’ = Ui,
(3.13) D k&
’ %’Ui = N g—l q>($2,xk)(f)zk’[)k - Ui)) t>0,

2;(0) =2 € TY,  v;(0) =) € ToTe, VieN.

Now, we discuss conditions for the communication function ¢ to guarantee the well-
posedness of system (B.10]). Actually, it is equivalent to find a condition for the convergence
of @ in (B:12]). From the definition of ® and Remark[3:2] (1), we have the following calculation:

O(z,y) =Y wll) = D ellg — & +il).
vely RezZd

Now we assume the following two conditions for (:

(A1) A function ¢ : R>g — R>¢ is a continuous decreasing function.
(A2) A sum Z o(||g — & + i) converges.
ezl
Here, we assumed (Al), since 1 is a communication function. (A2) is assumed for the

well-definedness of system (B.10]) as we mentioned before. For a further argument, we provide
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let #,7 € R?, then we have the following inequality:
d
min || — & 47| < £
AL 2
Proof. From a simple calculation, we get

min |~ 7 + All> = ()1 — @)1+ (1) + -+ (§)a — (@)a + (7)a)*
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Now, we pick m € Z¢ as follows:

o @@l o
G t@»—@m+1 i}

where [z] is the greatest integer which is not greater than x. Then we know that —% <
()i — (&); + (m); < % for all 1 <i < N and this yields

e o 1\?
min | — & + 7% < [|§ — & + |2 < d x <_> ,
Rezd 2
Finally we can conclude that

S

min [|§ — 2 + 7| <
nczd
This is the desired result. ]

3.3. Condition of the communication functions ¢. In this subsection, we study the
condition for ¢ which satisfies

O(x,y) = Y @(lj—&+7l) <oo Va,yeM.
nezd

Since ¢ is continuous, non-negative and decreasing, we can apply the integral test on R? to
get

Z o(||lg =z +7i||) converges < / o(|z])dx < .
ezl Re

From the radial symmetry, we have
a1 [ a1
[ ellahde =871 [~ et
Rd 0

where [S%!| is a (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the unit (d — 1)-dimensional
sphere. Actually, [S?~!| can be expressed as

d7Td/2

3.15 s = ——
(3.15) 57 = v

where I is the gamma function. Since (3.I5]) only depends on d, we have

o
> ellg-a+al) comerges [ rlp(rdr < oc.
VA 0

So we can conclude that the condition (A1) and (.A2) is equivalent to the following condition.

(A): A function ¢ : R>g — R is a continuous decreasing function and satisfies [;~ rd=Lo(r)dr
exists.

Now, we study some examples of communication functions ¢ which satisfy (A).
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Example 3.1. (1) When ¢ has a compact support: Let suppyp C [0, A]. Then of course,
fRd r r)dr < co.

(2) When o(r) = e~ ": From a simple calculation, we have

/ rd=te " dr = [—r? e " + (d — 1)/ rd=2e="dr
0 0

:(d—l)!/oooe_rdrz(d—l)!<oo

If d = 1, we can calculate the explicit form of ®(xz,y). From a similar argument that we
used in (BI4), we can choose & € p~t(z) and § € p~1(y) which satisfy 0 < §:=% — 7 < 1.
Then we have

— Z e—\fc—@—i—nI — Z e—\6+n| — i e—(6+n) + i e((S—n)
n=0 n=1

neZ nez

R S S el0+ ¢S sinh(6—1/2)
T 1—et l—e ! e—1  sinh(1/2)

(8) When o(r) = with a > %l: From a simple calculation, we have

0 Td_l o] de12
———dr < r@7 7% r < oo.
| ar<

4. VELOCITY ALIGNMENT MODELS ON GENERAL MANIFOLD

1
(I4r2)«

In this section, we generalize the result of Section [3] to a general manifold M.

4.1. Construction of the modified model on general manifold. We can simply gen-
eralize system (3.I1) on general manifold M as follows:

L
dtxl_vl’
(1.16) I S S| T e
k= 1'y€I‘l
z;(0) =29 € M, v;(0)=1)€T,oM, YieN.

We only have to concern about the well-definedness and the convergence of the sum Z,\/el—\xi .
Tk

Since arguing these issues on the universal covering space is easier, we lift system (4.16])
defined on M to a system on its universal covering space. We bring system (3.10]) on general
manifold as follows:

..
dtxl U’l?
4.17 D f o ~
k=1g,ep~1 (p(r)) )
7;(0) =39 e M4, 4(0) =) € TooM, VieN,
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where pgl is a inverse map of p defined on neighborhood of # and ﬂi’“ = Dp;kl(fuk) =
Dpka1 o Dp;, (0) and Pjy is a parallel transport from a tangent vector at § to a tangent
vector at I. Since a sum ), ep-1(p(ay)) Should be well-defined, we assume the follows:

(M1): A set p~'(z) C M is at most countable set for any = € M.

When M = T¢ we have already showed that there exists a one-to-one correspondence
between p~!(x) and Z¢ in Section Bl So, in this case, obviously p~!(x) is countable for
any = € T% On the other hand, we know that P35, only depends on two points &; and gy
We should assume the following property of M:

(M2): For any points Z,7 € M, there exists a unique geodesic which connects two points 2
and g.

If M is Euclidean space or has constant negative curvature(Hyperbolic space), then it
satisfies (M2). System (4I7) given on a manifold M is well defined for any M which
satisfies (M1) and (M2). Especially, if M = RY, then the parallel transport P;,g, in (@IT)
can be omitted. In this case, analyzing system (LI7)) is easier than analyzing system (16,
since we do not have to consider the parallel transport on M. In Section Bl we study some
examples of M (e.g. flat torus, flat Mobius strip, and flat Klein bottle) which of the universal
covering space is the Euclidean spaces.

4.2. Reduction to the original CS model on manifold. In this section, we introduce
the relationship between system (4.I6]) and previous velocity alignment models. If we con-
sider that system (ZI0) is defined on the Euclidean space(i.e. M = R?), then there is the
unique geodesic vy which connects two points x,y € M and its length is dist(x, y). So the set
of geodesics T'% only contains one element. This implies that system (ZI6) can be reduced
to the original CS system (LI).

Now, we compare two systems (L.2) and (&I6]) given on T'. We define ¢ which satisfies
%) (%) = 0. If 2,y € T!, then the length of geodesics are |§ — & + n| for any n € Z. We know
that there are at most one m € Z such that |§ — Z + m| < % This implies that only the
shortest geodesic between two points x; and xzj; determine the interaction between it" and
k' particles. i.e. system (&I6) can be reduced as follows:

4
dt T Y

D el

il Z o(dist(x;, xk)) (Pirvg — vi), t>0,

k=1
7;(0) =20 € TY, v;(0) =0 € T,oT!, VieN,

where Pj is a parallel transport from the tangent space at x; to the tangent space at xy
along shortest geodesic between them. This system is exactly same with system (L.2]). So, we
can conclude that a modified velocity alignment system (4.16]) can be reduced to a previous

system (L.2)).
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4.3. Emergent behaviors of the modified model. In this subsection, we study the
emergent behaviors of system (£I6]). We define the following energy functional:

| N
= 23 il
i=1
where V = {v;}¥,.
Lemma 4.1. Let (X,V) be a solution of system ([@I6]). Then we have

% - ON Z > (DI PRk — il

z k= lfyep i
i.e. the energy of the system is a non-increasing function.

Proof. From the simple calculation, we have

N

d D
%E(V) Zz: <dtv,,v,>
SN B

Zk) 1761—‘ @
p
- o5 S Y (P - o) + g 3 3 WP — v
k=1 yergi ish=1eTeh
.
= Z Z V(1)) P}ngk i, Vi) + IN Z Z ¢(|7|)<P1;7Ui — Uk, V)
Zk lyerzi i.k=1yers
ST Y (P — )+ P~ )
zk 1'y€f‘m
Z Z (vDIlP k?fk UiH27
zk 1’Y€Fac
where —v stands for the inverse path of . We have the desired result. O

Remark 4.1. [t is easy to show that the second temporal derivative of E(V) is bounded.
We combine Lemmal[ZIl and Barbalat’s lemma(Lemma ) to obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,V) be a solution of system ([AI6). Then we have
: 2
Tim > ()P — il =

~velgl,

for any i,k € N.

From this theorem, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.1. Let (X,V) be a solution of system @IT). Then we have
lim Z p(dist(Z;, yk))”leyk g f)i”2 =0,

t—o00
gr€p~(p(Zx))

where Py, " is defined in (AI17).

Since given models ([AI6) and (£I7) are defined on too general manifold M, we can not
provide more specific emergent behaviors. In Section Bl we provide more specific emergent
behaviors of system (ZI6) and (AI7) on the specific manifold M.

4.4. Self-interaction effect. In a previous velocity alignment model on manifold (L.2]),

h particle does not interact with itself, since P;; is the identity map and this yields P;;v; —
v; = 0. However, system (410 is different. Since we considered all geodesics which is
connecting x; and x; to define the interaction between ith and j*" particles, if there exists
non-trivial geodesic starts from x; and finish at x; then ith particle interacts with itself.
In this subsection, we focus on this effect. We put N = 1 and (z,v) := (21,v1) to system

(AI6]). Then we get
d

—T =",

dt

(4.18) v =K Z (Iv)(P"v —w), t>0,
vers
z(0) =2 M, v(0)=2"€ T,oM,

where P7 is a parallel transport along «. From Lemma 1], we know that

d (1
(4.19) & (311) = =5 X wliiipro - ul?

vefw
This yields
d
Ellvll2 =5 > e(DIP o —ol* = =45 Y (vl
verz yel'z

and from a simple fact of ODE, we know that if v* # 0, then v(¢) # 0 for all ¢t > 0. So we
can define u(t) for all ¢ > 0 as follows:

(4.20) u(t) =
Now we substitute (£.20) into (£19) to get

d

%HUH2 = —rllol* D ey DIP 7w —ulf?

vels

or equivalently,

d K

bl =-3 > e(DIPTu — ul?.

vels

From this, we can conclude that the self-interaction effect reduces the speed of particle, and
the ratio is at most exponential. If we apply Theorem [L.1] to system (&I]), then we get

: 2 Yoy — |2 =
(4.21) Jim ol 32 (pDIP =l =0
vel's
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Finally, we can obtain a dichotomy for the long-time behaviors of system (4.I8)):
(1) The speed converges to zero. i.e.
lim ||v]| = 0.
t—00
(2) The direction of the velocity u satisfies
li Tu—ul?* =0.
lim > ()P —ul? =0
~elrg

This effect comes from the topology of the domain. This argument has not been argued
before.

5. SYSTEMS ON QUOTIENT SPACES OF THE EUCLIDEAN SPACE

In this section, we study system (4.I6]) on M which is quotient spaces of the Euclidean
space. We also assume that the universal covering space of M is the Euclidean space R
If we consider system (4.I6l) on its universal covering space M = R? then we have system
([@EIT). Since M = RY, we can omit the parallel transport P;,g, in system (EIT). So we have

da_ G
dtxl = Uy,
d Ko
k=1 gep= (p(3k))
7:(0) =39 € M4, 9;(0) =10 € TpoM, VieN.

Here we use the original temporal derivative of 7;, since the domain is the Euclidean space.
The only complicate thing in system (5.22]) is calculating ng_l o Dp; for &,5 € p~ ().
In this section, we provide some specific spaces which are quotient spaces of the Euclidean
space(e.g. The flat torus, Mobius strip, and the flat Klein bottle), and calculate the explicit
form of ngl o Dpz to obtain more specific emergent behaviors of the modified velocity
alignment system.

5.1. Example 1: The flat torus T¢. We consider the flat torus T¢ in this subsection. We
have already studied the covering map p between R? and T? in Section 3.1l as follows:

p(@) = (@)1 — [(@)], @)2 = [(@)2), -, (@)a — [(@)a]) VT €RY

This yields that ngl o Dp;z is the identity map. Also, we have already express the set of

geodesics between z,y € T% as (3.8)). From the above results, we can reduce system (5.22)
as follows:

da_ 5
dt$z = Uy,
d Koo
(5.23) 0= S oldist(@s, & + ) | (5 — i), >0,
k=1 \#nezd
7(0) =20 e RY, 3,(0) =) e RY, VieN.

Now, we apply Corollary [ we can obtain the following theorem.
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Proposition 5.1. Let (X,V) be a solution of system (@EI0) defined on the flat torus T¢.

Let ¢ satisfies (A) and
2 7 > 0.

lim(f}k—’[)i):() V’i,k’GN.

Then, we have

t—o00
Proof. We apply Corollary [4.1] to system (5.23]) to get
. s A N5 2 —
(5.24) lim Zz:d o(dist (&3, Ty, + 7)o — ]2 = 0.
ne

Since ¢ > 0, we also have
Z o(dist(z;, T + 7)) > jan’d o(dist(z;, T, + 7).
neZl ne

Now we apply Lemma 3.1 to get

d
> o(dist(E;, 3 +7) > ¢ (%) .
nezl

Now, we substitute the above relation into (5.24]) to get

va\ .o
¢<7 Jim {15k = @7 = 0.

Jim [y, = 0| = 0.

Since ¢ (@) > 0, we get

0

Remark 5.1 (Self-interaction effect of the flat torus). Since PY is identity map for any
closed curve v, we have PYv —v = 0 for any tangent vector v. So, relation (L2I) implies
nothing in this case. So we can conclude that there is no self-interaction effect on the flat
torus.

5.2. Example 2: The flat Mdbius strip M. We consider the flat Mdbius strip in this
subsection and denote it as M. We consider that M is given on [0,1] x R C R? with the
identification (0,t) ~ (1, —t) where t € R. We can express the universal covering M = R?
with the following covering map p: M — [0,1) x R ~ M:

(@)1 = [(@)1], = (2)2), if [(Z)1] is odd,

where [z] is the largest integer not greater than x € R. From the above covering map p, we
get

o) {((szn ~ (@ @), (@] iseven, Lo

15 () = 3 (@)1 (0)2), i [(F)a] = [(@)1] is even,
Dry”e Dpa(®) {((@n, (@), i [G] ~ [(B)] is odd.
For the notation simplicity, we define the operator J as follows:

J(E) = ((F)1,—(£)2) VT eR”.
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We also denote J" be the n-th power of the operator J. Then, we can express p~'(p(Z)) as
follows:

p~H(p(7)) = {J™() + (n,0) : n € Z}
and

Dp;" o Dpz(0) = J"™(0)

if g = J"(z) + (n,0) for some n € Z. Using these notations, we can reduce system (5.22))
into
d .
dt

Tq = Uy,

N
5.25 d . K e s~ o~ -
(5.25) =SS ldist(E, ) + (1, 0) ()~ 5), >0,
k=1nez

From a similar argument that we made in Section B.3] we can prove

(5.26) Z p(dist(Z, J*(§) + (n,0))) <0 VZ,jER? < /OOO o(r)dr < oo
neL

from the integral test. If we apply Corollary 1] to system (5.25]), we get
(5.27) Jlim  op(dist (7, J" (@) + (n, 0)[1J" (9) — Tl = 0.
nez
Since J? =1d, we have J*™*t!1 = J and J?" = Id for all integer m. From this fact, we get

> eldist(E, " (Fr) + (n, 0)) 1T (Bx) — il
neL

— (Z o(dist(F;, T, + (2m,0))) 155, — B>

meZ

+ (Z o(dist(F;, J () + (2m + 1, 0))> 17 (5k) — 1|2,

meZ
We combine the above result and (5.27) to obtain

lim (Z o(dist (&, &r, + (2m, o))) 1), — il = 0,

(5.28) meZ

lim (Z o(dist (&, J(F) + (2m + 1,0))) | J(o%) — w]| =0,

t—o0
MEZL

for all i,k € M. Now we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let p be a covering map between two dimensional the Fuclidean space and the
flat Mébius strip. Let x,y € [0,1] x R/ =~ M and |xa|, |y2| < L for some positive number
L. Then, we have

inf dist(%,§ + (2m,0)) < V1+4L%,  inf dist(Z,J(§) + (2m +1,0)) < V1+4L12,
me me

where & € p~1(z),5 € p~L(y).
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Proof. First, we fix two points z,y € M and we choose &, §j € R? such that & € p~!(z) and
gep(y):
T = (21,72), §=(41,02)
Without loss of generality, we can assume that —1 < Z; — 1 < 1. Then we have
dist(#, + (2m,0))* = (21 — g1 — 2m)* + (F2 — §2)* < (F1 — §1)* + (T2 — §2)*.

Here, the last equality only holds for m = 0. Since —1 < Z1—91 < 1l and —2L < Za9—4o < 2L,
we have

inf dist(Z,7 + (2m,0))* < 14 4L%
mMEZL

Similarly, we have

inf dist(,.7(7) + (2m + 1, 0))? = inf (@1 — g1 — 2m — 1)% + (&2 + §2)?) < L +4L%
me me

O

From this lemma and (5.28]), we get the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let (X, V) be a solution of system ([AI6) defined on M = M. If we assume
the following a-priori assumption: “the second component of x; € [0,1) x R lies in (—L, L)
for allt > 0 and i € N.” We also assume that ¢ satisfies (5.26) and (v/1+ 4L?) > 0.
Then, we have

lm (3 — %) =0 Vi keN,

t—o0

and the second components of all velocities converges to zero. i.e.
lim (’[)i)g =0 VieN.
t—o00

Proof. From Lemma [5.1] we have

(5.29)

E o(dist(Z;, T + (2m,0)) > iango(dist(ji,ik + (2m,0)) > (/1 +4L2?),
me
meZ

S o(dist (i, J(Tx) + (2m +1,0)) > inf o(dist(Z;, J(F) + (2m +1,0) = (v/1 +4L2).
meZ

Here, we used the given a-priori assumption. We substitute (5.29) into (5.28]) to obtain
P(VIHAL2) Jim 5 — 3 = 0, o(v/I+4L2) Jim [ J(5) — 5] = .

Since (V1 + 4L2) > 0, we have
(5.30) lim ||og — 04| = 0, tli}m |J(0) — ;]| = 0.

t—o00
We consider the case when k = i of second equality for (5.30]) to get
tliglo HJ(’UZ) — UZ” =0 VieN.

From the definition of the operator J, we could obtain that the second component of ¥;
converges to zero. ([l
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Remark 5.2 (Self-interaction effect of the flat Mdbius strip). If we put x; = x) = x into
B217), we get ([E2T)) on the Mdobius strip as follows:

lim - p(dist (7, J"(Z) + (n,0)))[|J"(7) — ]| = 0.
nez

From the definition of J, we can simplify the above relation as follows:

lim (Z o(dist (&, J(Z) + (2m + 1, 0)))> |.J(5) — @] = 0.

meZ

The simple calculation yields

1< ian dist(z, J(Z) + (2m + 1,0)) = ian (2m+1)2 +4(2)3 < V1+4L2
me me

If o(1) = 0, then Y, c7 p(dist(Z, J(Z) + (2m + 1,0))) = 0 and there is no self-interaction
effect. However, if we assume @(v/1+4L2%) > 0 and a-priori condition: |x2| < L, then we
have

Jim [[7(2) = o] = 0.
This also implies

1tll>nc[>1<>(v)2 =0

So, in this case, the self-interaction effect of the flat Mobius strip yields that the second
coordinate of the velocity converges to zero.

5.3. Example 3: The flat Klein bottle K. We consider the flat Klein bottle in this
subsection and denote it as K. We consider that the K is given on [0,1]?> C R? as Figure 2

C =(0,1) B=(1,1)

0 = (0,0) A=(1,0)

FIGURE 2. The flat Klein bottle K on R2

Here, two directed line segments OC and BA are identified as (0,¢) ~ (1,1 —¢) and other
two directed line segments OA and CB are identified as (¢,0) ~ (¢,1) where 0 <t < 1. We
can express the universal covering K of K on R2. Also, we can express the covering map
p:K=R?—0,1)2 C K as follows:

p(@) = {Egj)l = @], (@)2 = [(@)2]

From this, we get

)T
if [(Z)1] is even, 5

€ R?
if [(Z)1] is odd,

ISX]
NS
=

|
—
—
S]
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=
=
|
—
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S—
o

|

|
~—
8 ~—
—
o
N
=

0
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—
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s3]
'S
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—~
<
Jary
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-1 () = (0
Dpg " o Dpz(0) {((~ 1] — [(#)1] is odd.
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S—
o
N
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=
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Now, we use J defined in Section to get
p~H(p(@)) = {J"T + (n,m) : (n,m) € Z*}.
We also have that if § = J"(%) + (n,m) for some (n,m) € Z2, then
Dp; ' o Dpi(v) = J"™(0).

This notations allow us to simplify system (5.22)) defined on M as follows:

( d _ B
%xz (%)
(5.31) D Ko
: 0= > o(dist(Z;, J"(@x) + (n,m))) (J™(0) — 0;), t>0,
k=1 (n,m)eZ?
7;(0) =30 e R?, 4;(0)=1) e R? VieN.

Again J? = Id, we have
> eldist(@, " (Ex) + (n,m) [T (B) — B

(n,m)eZ?
= > e(dist(@, &, + Lm)) ok — TlP+ > e(dist(E, J (@) + (2 + 1,m)))[|1T (@) — 5|
(I,m)ez? (I,m)ez?

Now, we apply Corollary [Tl to get

lim > o(dist(d, @ + (21,m)))|[5r — Tl* = 0,
(5.32) (Lmez?
lim Z o(dist (%, J(Z) + (2L + 1,m)||J (&) — ©]|* = 0,

for all 7,k € N. Now, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let &,5 € R?. Then we have

. NP Vb : NP
(erggzz dist(Z, 7 + (21,m)) < 5 (erggzz dist(z, J(g) + (2l + 1,m)) <

S

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to the proof of Lemmas B.1] and Lemma
Bl we omitted it. From this lemma, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let (X,V) be a solution of system (AI0) defined on M = K. If ¢ satisfies
(A) and ¢ <§) > 0, then we have

lim (5 — ) =0 Vi keN

t—o0

and the second component of U; converges to zero. i.e.
lim(f)i)gzo VieN.
t—o00

Proof. From a similar argument that we used in the proof of Proposition (.2, we can prove
this proposition with (5.28]) and Lemma [5.2] O
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Remark 5.3 (Self-interaction effect of the flat Klein bottle). If we put z; = xp = x into
(G32), we get ([E21)) on the flat Klein bottle as follows:

. c L~ ~ SN A2
tlggo(l 2)222 p(dist(Z, J(Z) + (20 +1,m)))|[J (2) — o[|" = 0

The simple calculation yields

- st(7. (3 — 2 72 — )2
1< (l,r}zl;éﬁ dist(z, J(Z) + (2l + 1,m)) = (l,r}zl;éﬁ V(2L +1)2+ (222 —m)2 <

S

From a similar argument that we made in Remark [5.2, if ¢(1) = 0, then there is no
self-interaction effect. However, if ¢ (é) > 0, then the flat Klein bottle yields the self-

interaction effect which makes that the second coordinate of the velocity converges to zero.

6. CONCLUSION

Throughout this paper, we constructed a velocity alignment model on manifolds and
studied the emergent dynamics in various spaces. Previously in [15], the CS model on
manifold uses the shortest geodesic which connects two particles to define an interaction
between them. One disadvantage of this model is that if there exist two or more than two
shortest geodesics then the system can not be well-defined. We tried to remove the speciality
of the shortest geodesic. So, we consider all of geodesics which is connecting i particle and
4t particle to define an interaction between i and j* particles. In this way, we could
obtain a modified velocity alignment system. One of the interesting properties of a modified
system 1is the self-interaction effect. This effect depends on the structure of the domain of
the system. In the last section, we provided the emergent behaviors of the modified system
defined on some specific spaces(flat torus, flat Mdbius strip, flat Klein bottle). However, our
model can not be applied on the sphere S% with d > 2. Since there are uncountably many
geodesics that connecting antipodal pair points, we can not define the sum of interactions
in this case. We need another setup to cover this case, and it can be nice future work.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Ahn, S.-Y. Ha, H. Park, and W. Shim. Emergent behaviors of cucker-smale flocks on the hyperboloid.
arXiw preprint arXiw:2007.02556, 2020.

[2] H. Ahn, S.-Y. Ha, and W. Shim. Emergent dynamics of a thermodynamic cucker-smale ensemble on
complete riemannian manifolds. Kinetic & Related Models, 14(2):323, 2021.

[3] G. Albi, N. Bellomo, L. Fermo, S. Ha, L. Pareschi, D. Poyato, and J. Soler. Vehicular traffic, crowds,
and swarms. on the kinetic theory approach towards research perspectives. Math. Models Methods Appl.
Set, 29:1901-2005, 2019.

[4] I. Aoki. A simulation study on the schooling mechanism in fish. Bulletin of the Japan Society of Scientific
Fisheries, 48:1081-1088, 1982.

[5] M. Ballerini, N. Cabibbo, R. Candelier, A. Cavagna, E. Cisbani, I. Giardina, V. Lecomte, A. Orlandji,
G. Parisi, A. Procaccini, et al. Interaction ruling animal collective behavior depends on topological
rather than metric distance: Evidence from a field study. Proceedings of the national academy of sciences,
105(4):1232-1237, 2008.

[6] I. Barbalat. Systémes d’équations différentielle d’oscillations nonlinéaires. Rev. Roum. Math. Pures
Appl., 4:267-270, 1959.

[7] J. A. Carrillo, M. Di Francesco, A. Figalli, T. Laurent, and D. Slepcev. Global-in-time weak measure
solutions and finite-time aggregation for nonlocal interaction equations. Duke Math. J., 156(2):229-271,
2011.



22

PARK

[8] R. Choksi, R. C. Fetecau, and 1. Topaloglu. On minimizers of interaction functionals with competing

attractive and repulsive potentials. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 32(6):1283-1305, 2015.

[9] F. Cucker and S. Smale. Emergent behavior in flocks. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control, 52(5):852-862,

2007.

[10] P. Degond and S. Motsch. Large scale dynamics of the persistent turning walker model of fish behavior.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 131(6):989-1021, 2008.

[11] M. P. do Carmo. Riemannian Geometry. Mathematics: Theory and Applications. Birkhduser, Boston,

second edition, 1992.

[12] R. C. Fetecau, S.-Y. Ha, and H. Park. Emergent behaviors of rotation matrix flocks. arXiv preprint

arXiv:2103.06458, 2021.

[13] R. C. Fetecau and B. Zhang. Self-organization on Riemannian manifolds. J. Geom. Mech.,

11(3):397-426, 2019.

[14] I. M. Gamba and M.-J. Kang. Global weak solutions for kolmogorov—vicsek type equations with orien-

tational interactions. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 222(1):317-342, 2016.

[15] S.-Y. Ha, D. Kim, and F. W. Schloder. Emergent behaviors of cucker-smale flocks on a riemannian

manifold. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 2020.

[16] S.-Y. Ha and H. Park. A dynamical systems approach for the shape matching of polytopes along rigid-

body motions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.11533, 2020.

[17] Z. Kapié, A. Crnki¢, V. Jaéimovié, and N. Mijajlovié¢. A new dynamical model for solving rotation

averaging problem. In 2021 20th International Symposium INFOTEH-JAHORINA (INFOTEH), pages
1-6. IEEE, 2021.

[18] J. Markdahl. Counterexamples in synchronization: pathologies of consensus seeking gradient descent

flows on surfaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.02033, 2021.

[19] J. Markdahl, D. Proverbio, and J. Goncalves. Robust synchronization of heterogeneous robot swarms

on the sphere. In 2020 59th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), pages 5798-5803. IEEE,
2020.

[20] C. M. Topaz and A. L. Bertozzi. Swarming patterns in a two-dimensional kinematic model for biological

groups. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 65:152-174, 2004.

[21] L. Wang, J. Markdahl, Z. Liu, and X. Hu. Decentralized cooperative tracking subject to motion con-

straints. Automatica, 96:121-126, 2018.

(Hansol Park)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES
SEOUL NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 08826, REPUBLIC OF KOREA

FEmail address: hanso1960612@snu.ac.kr



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Universal covering space of spaces of constant curvature
	2.2. The Cucker-Smale model on manifolds

	3. Velocity alignment models on the flat torus Td
	3.1. Geodesics on the flat torus
	3.2. Construction of the modified model on the flat torus
	3.3. Condition of the communication functions 

	4. Velocity alignment models on general manifold
	4.1. Construction of the modified model on general manifold
	4.2. Reduction to the original CS model on manifold
	4.3. Emergent behaviors of the modified model
	4.4. Self-interaction effect

	5. Systems on quotient spaces of the Euclidean space
	5.1. Example 1: The flat torus Td
	5.2. Example 2: The flat Möbius strip M
	5.3. Example 3: The flat Klein bottle K

	6. Conclusion
	References

