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Abstract

In view of the problems of large consumption of communication and
computing resources in the control process, this note studies a fundamen-
tal property for a class of multi-agent systems under event-triggered strat-
egy: the S-stabilizability of a group of multi-agent systems with general
linear dynamics under weakly connected directed topology. The results
indicate that the S-stabilizability can be described in some way that the
stabilizability region and feedback gain can evaluate the performance of
the protocol. Firstly, a new distributed event-triggered protocol is pro-
posed. Under this protocol, a kind of hybrid static and dynamic event-
triggered strategy are presented, respectively. In particular, by using Lya-
punov stability theory and graph partition tool, it is proved that the
proposed event-triggered control strategy can guarantee the closed-loop
system achieve S-stabilizability effectively, if at least one vertex in each
iSCC cell receives information from the leader, which reflects the ability of
distributed control law. Further, we demonstrate that the stabilizability
can be realized if the initial system matrix A is Hurwitz. Moreover, it is
confirmed that the designed static event-triggered condition is a limit case
of dynamic event condition and can guarantee Zeno-free behavior. Finally,
the validity of the theoretical results is proved by numerical simulation.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the distributed cooperative control [1] [2]of multi-agent sys-
tem has become an issue of widespread concern in control engineering, biology,
physics and other disciplines because of its strong practical application back-
ground. For example, controllability [3] – [5] and consensus [6] [7]. As an
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effective method to deal with formation control problems in recent years, con-
trollability has become an essential direction of multi-agent system research.
The controllability of multi-agent system was first proposed by Tanner [8]. It
should be noted that the concept of controllability essentially includes the pos-
sibility of executing any position at any time, which leads to some shortcomings
of multi-agent systems in corresponding application fields. Therefore, some
scholars have raised a question about whether we ask too much. This inspired
the naming of “stabilizability” of multi-agent systems with single integrator [9].
In recent years, the research on the stabilizability of multi-agent systems has
become more and more extensive. [10] [11] extended model to general linear
multi-agent systems. However, the above studies on the stabilizability of multi-
agent systems focus on the network structure and local information feedback
including neighbor state feedback and self-state feedback.

Actually, the design of neighbor state feedback gain is only to adjust the
interconnect gain, which has been applied to plague control in some power
grids [12]. An interesting theoretical question is whether the whole network can
only be stabilized by adjusting the interconnect gain. For an interconnected
continuous system consisting of two linear subsystems, Duan et al. solved this
problem completely [13], where the designed interaction gain is called harmonic
control. However, how to design the interaction gain to stabilize a complex
network composed of more than two subsystems is still an open problem. In
2018, Liu et al. studied the stabilizability of heterogeneous multi-agent systems
under harmonic control [14].

In practical applications, the energy of the agent itself and the bandwidth of
communication channel are limited. In general, measurement, communication
and control protocol updates in control tasks are performed periodically, i.e. the
periodic sample control method [15] [16]. In order to guarantee the performance
of all execution points, the sampling time constant usually takes a conservative
value, which usually results in a waste of communication and computing re-
sources. With the deepening of research and solving the waste of computing
and communication resources caused by the periodic execution of tasks by the
controller in practical application, the multi-agent control strategy based on
event-trigger was proposed and had attracted wide attention [17] [18]. Under
the event-triggered control strategy, control tasks are only executed on demand,
so as to save system resources including the computing power, communication
capability, and energy reserve of the agent. At present, many meaningful re-
search results have been achieved on the consensus of multi-agent systems based
on event-triggered control. In [19], event-triggered control protocol and condi-
tion related to the state of the agent for first-order systems were designed. In
addition, it is confirmed that there is no Zeno behavior. The results showed
that the event-triggered control has the expected performance and reduces the
number of samples. In [20], the consensus of second-order multi-agent systems
under event-triggered conditions was considered. The event-triggered control
of linear multi-agent systems and nonlinear systems were investigated in [21],
respectively.

Under directed topology, although some literatures considered the consen-
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sus of multi-agent system under event-triggered condition, as far as the author
knows, the stabilizability has hardly been discussed because system matrix A
exists divergence. Moreover, the influence of topology structure on the stabiliz-
ability under event-triggered controller has not been considered fully. Based on
the above challenging problems, this note focuses on a systematic study about
stabilizability of general linear multi-agent systems under event-triggered con-
troller in directed topology, a kind of hybrid static and dynamic event-triggered
conditions based on system state are given. In addition, from the designed event-
triggered conditions, it can be seen that each agent does not need to monitor
the state of neighboring agents continuously, hence this reduces the frequency
of driving updates and communication among agents. Based on Lyapunov sta-
bility theory, it is proved that the proposed control strategy and designed event-
triggered condition can guarantee the closed-loop system achieve stabilizability
effectively, and there is no Zeno behavior. The main contributions of this work
are stated as follows. (1) The definition of S-stabilizability is proposed, and a
new trigger protocol that can guarantee S-stabilizability is designed; (2) It is
proved that the stabilizability is a special case of S-stabilizability. If the initial
system matrix A is stable, the closed-loop system can realize stabilization, that
is, lim

t→∞
xi (t) = 0; (3) The influence of topology structure on the stabilizabil-

ity of the system is revealed from the perspective of graph division; (4) The
designed dynamic event-triggered condition has obvious advantages than static
trigger condition in reducing the number of events.

The structure of this note is as follows: In Section II, we briefly introduce
the concept and problem description of graph theory. In Section III, the event-
triggered strategy and two kinds of event-triggered conditions are established.
the accuracy of the theorem is verified by simulation experiments in Section IV.
Section V summarizes this note.

2 Preliminaries and problem description

2.1 Theory of graph

A directed graph is represented by G= (V, E ,A), where V = {1, · · · , N}
is the set of vertex, F = {1, . . . ,m} and R = {m+ 1, . . . , N} represent the
set of followers and leaders, respectively. E ⊆ V × V is the edge set, and
A = (aij) ∈ RN×N denotes adjacency matrix of G. aij > 0 represents (i, j) ∈ E .
Assume that (i, i) /∈ E , hence aii 6= 0. Note that aij > 0 indicates agent i
can receive information from agent j, in which i is called child vertex and j is
called parent vertex. Here we choose Ni= {j ∈ V, (i, j) ∈ E , j 6= i} as the set of
neighbors of vertex i in V. For a given graph G, with adjacency matrix A, the
Laplacian matrix is L = D − A, where D is a diagonal matrix with diagonal
elements dii =

∑
j∈Ni aij . Therefore, the element in L is

Lik =

{ ∑
j∈Ni

aij , k = i

−aik, k 6= i.
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A directed path from vertex i to vertex j is a sequence of ordered edges in the
form of (s, s+ 1) ∈ E , where s = i, . . . , j−1. A weak path refers to the existence
of (s, s+ 1) ∈ E or (s+ 1, s) ∈ E . The graph G contains a directed spanning
tree, if there exists a root vertex so that there exists a directed path from the
root vertex to any other vertices. If there exists a weak path between every pair
of distinct vertices, then graph G is said to be weakly connected.

2.2 Basic Definitions and Lemmas

Lemma 1: [7] Consider a weighted directed topology graph G, L contains
a simple zero eigenvalue, and all the non-zero eigenvalues are with positive real
parts if and only if graph G contains a directed spanning tree. Without losing
generality, we sort the eigenvalues of L as

0 = λ1 (L) ≤ Re (λ2 (L)) ≤ · · · ≤ Re (λN (L))

Lemma 2: [9] Matrix A = [aik] ∈ Rn×n is strictly diagonally dominant if it
satisfies:

(1) |aii| ≥
n∑

k=1,k 6=i
|aik| for all i = 1, · · · , n;

(2) |aii| >
n∑

k=1,k 6=i
|aik| for at least one i.

Definition 1 (independent strongly connected component): An independent Strongly
Connected Component (iSCC) of graph G= (V, E ,A) is the largest strongly con-

nected induced subgraph
^

L1=
(
^

V1,
^

E 1,
^

A1

)
, and for any vj ∈ V\

^

V1, vi ∈
^

V1

satisfies (vi, vj) /∈ E .

Under this partition, L can be written as follows:

L =



^

L11 0 · · · 0 0

0
^

L22 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · ·
^

Lcc 0

Lc+1,1 Lc+1,2 · · · Lc+1,c

^

Lc+1,c+1


By Lemmas 1, 2,

^

Ljj ∈ R|Nj |×|Nj | (j = 1, · · · , c) has a zero eigenvalue, and the

other non-zero eigenvalues have positive real parts;
^

Lc+1,c+1 is Hurwitz matrix.

Lemma 3: [10] Suppose that directed topology G is weakly connected and
L is the Laplacian matrix of G. Then rank (L) = N − c holds if and only if G
contains c iSCC cells.

Definition 2: Denote X = {xm+1, . . . , xN} as the status of leaders. Then
the convex hull containing all the points of X can be described as

S :=

{∑N

j=m+1
tjxj |xj ∈ X,

∑N

j=m+1
tj = 1, tj ∈ [0, 1]

}
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Lemma 4: [22] [Young’s inequality] Given x, y ∈ Rn, for υ > 0, 2xT y ≤
υxTx+ yT y

υ .

Remark 1: Given a directed topology G, it is assumed that follower network
GF is weakly connected and contains c (c ≥ 1) distinct iSCC cells. Matrix H =

LF +
∑N
j=m+1Dj is strictly diagonally dominant if for each iSCC cell, there

exists at least one vertex i (i ∈ F) such that dij > 0 (j ∈ R). And all eigenvalues
lie in the open right-half complex-plane C>0, where Dj = diag {d1j , · · · , dmj},
and LF is the Laplacian matrix corresponding to the follower network GF .

Lemma 5: [23] [Comparison principle] Consider a differential equation du
dt =

f (t, u) , u (t0) = u0, where t > 0, f (t, u) is continuous and satisfies the local
Lipschitz condition in t. Let [t0, T ) be the maximum existence interval of the
solution u, where T can be infinite. If, for any t ∈ [t0, T ) , v = v (t) satisfies

dv

dt
≤ f (t, v) , v (t0) ≤ u0,

then v (t) ≤ u (t) , t ∈ [t0, T ).

2.3 Problem description

Consider a leader-follower network consisting of N agents, the dynamics of
agent i is described as{

ẋi (t) = Axi (t) , i ∈ R
ẋi (t) = Axi (t) +Bui (t) , i ∈ F (1)

where xi (t) ∈ Rn and ui (t) ∈ Rp represent the state and inter-agents con-
trol input of agent i, respectively. A ∈ Rn×n is the system matrix and B ∈
Rn×p is the input matrix. F = {1, . . . ,m} represents the set of followers,
R = {m+ 1, . . . , N} represents the set of leaders.

Remark 2: For undirected graphs, multi-agent systems (1) can only achieve
consensus under protocol ui (t) = K

∑
j∈Ni aij (xj − xi). Under a directed

topology, to the author’s knowledge, there is almost no literature that can
guarantee the system state converges to 0. Therefore, we relax the objective.
Accordingly, we propose the definition of S-stabilizability below.

Definition 3 (S-stabilizability): The S-stabilizability of a networked system

(1) can be realized, if for any initial state x (0) =
[
xT1 (0) , . . . , xTm (0)

]T
, the

system state x (t) can be driven by the control input u (t) into the convex hull
S formed by the leader state.

3 The main results

3.1 Static Event-Triggered Control (SETC)

In this subsection, we solve the S-stabilizability of linear multi-agent systems
under event-triggered conditions. To achieve this, we explicitly make several key
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Assumptions before analysis.

Assumption 1: The follower network GF is weakly connected and contains c
distinct iSCC cells.

Assumption 2: The pair (A,B) is stabilizable.

It should be noted that all eigenvalues of A cannot be guaranteed to be on the
closed left half-complex plane.

Under Assumption 2, there is a symmetric positive definite matrix R > 0
that satisfies Riccati inequality with ς > 0,

ATR+RA− ςRBBTR < −ςI.

Next, the event-triggered control strategy will be designed. For agent i, define{
tik
}
k∈Z≥0

as the trigger instant sequence with tik+1 = inf
{
t : fi (t) ≥ 0, t > tik

}
,

where fi (t) ≥ 0 is the event-triggered condition to be designed later. Here, it
is assumed that ti0 = 0.

Based on the above description, the following control mechanisms are con-
sidered:

ui (t) =

{
0, i ∈ R

−KPi
(
tik
)
, i ∈ F (2)

where Pi (t) =
∑m
j=1 aij (xi (t)− xj (t)) +

∑N
j=m+1 bij (xi (t)− xj (t)), and K is

the feedback gain matrix to be designed.

Remark 3: Noted that the control mechanism only need the state xi
(
tik
)

rather than the real-time state of the agent i within interval t ∈
[
tik, t

i
k+1

)
.

Therefore, this reduces the number of data transmission during the operation of
the system, improves the network efficiency and reduces energy consumption.

We pursue the following event-trigger functions for determining the trigger in-
stants in the analysis:

fi(t) =

∫ t

tik

‖ei(s)‖2ds−
∫ t

tik

(
ki
∥∥Pi(tik)

∥∥2
+ βe−σs

)
ds > 0,

i ∈ F
(3)

For the convenience of discussion, define x (t) =
[
x1 (t)

T
, · · · , xm (t)

T
]T

,

e (t) =
[
e1(t)

T
, · · · , em(t)

T
]T

, where ei (t) = Pi
(
tik
)
− Pi (t) for t ∈

[
tik, t

i
k+1

)
.

By substituting protocol (2) into (1), the closed-loop system can be summa-
rized as

ẋi (t) =Axi (t)−BKPi (t)−BKei

=Axi (t)− (Li: ⊗BK)x (t)−BK
∑N

j=m+1
bijxi (t)

+BK
∑N

j=m+1
bijxj (t)−BKei

(4)
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Above systems can be given in a compact form of

ẋ =

[
Im ⊗A− LF ⊗ (BK)−

∑N

j=m+1
diag {b1j , . . . , bmj} ⊗ (BK)

]
x

+
∑N

j=m+1
[diag {b1j , . . . , bmj} ⊗ (BK) (1m ⊗ xj)]− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)

=

[
Im ⊗A−

(
LF +

∑N

j=m+1
Boj

)
⊗ (BK)

]
x

+
∑N

j=m+1
(Boj ⊗ (BK)) (1m ⊗ xj)− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)

= [Im ⊗A−M⊗ (BK)]x− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)

+
∑N

j=m+1
(Boj ⊗ (BK)) (1m ⊗ xj)

(5)

where Boj = diag {b1j , . . . , bmj}, M = LF +
∑N

j=m+1 Boj.
Define the state difference ε (t) among leaders and followers as

ε (t) = (M⊗ In)x−
∑N

j=m+1
(Boj ⊗ In) (1m ⊗ xj)

= (M⊗ In)

[
x−

∑N

j=m+1

((
M−1Boj

)
⊗ In

)
(1m ⊗ xj)

] (6)

The above equation holds because M is strictly diagonally dominant and M−1

exists.
Denote a variable x̃i = xi −

∑N
j=m+1 χijxj , where χij is the i-th element of

M−1Boj1m.
Then

˙̃xi = ẋi −
∑N

j=m+1
χij ẋj

= Axi −BKPi
(
tik
)
−
∑N

j=m+1
χijAxj

= Axi −BKPi (t)−
∑N

j=m+1
χijAxj −BKei (t)

(7)
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Furthermore, x̃ evolves according to

˙̃x = (Im ⊗A)x−
[(
LF +

∑N

j=m+1
Boj

)
⊗BK

]
x

− (Im ⊗BK) e(t) +
∑N

j=m+1
(Boj ⊗ (BK))(1m ⊗ xj)

−
∑N

j=m+1

((
M−1Boj

)
⊗ In

)
(Im ⊗A) (1m ⊗ xj)

=(Im ⊗A)

{
x−

∑N

j=m+1
((M−1Boj)⊗ In)(1m ⊗ xj)

}
+ (M⊗ BK)

∑N

j=m+1

((
M−1Boj

)
⊗ In

)
(1m ⊗ xj)

− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)− (M⊗ BK)x

= (Im ⊗A−M⊗ BK)

{
x−

∑N

j=m+1

((
M−1Boj

)
⊗ In

)
× (1m ⊗ xj)

}
− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)

=(Im ⊗A−M⊗ BK) x̃− (Im ⊗BK) e (t)

(8)

Before discussing the S-stabilizability of system under the event-triggered con-
dition (3), we will first review the important property of M.

Remark 4: M is strictly diagonally dominant, which means that there exists
a positive definite diagonal matrix Ψ and a positive number η, such that ΨM +
MTΨ > ηΨ, where Ψ = diag {ψ1, . . . , ψN}.

Theorem 1: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, consider multi-agent system (1)
with protocol (2). Agent i determines the triggering time sequence

{
tik
}∞
k=1

by
(3). If for each iSCC cell in weakly connected follower network GF , there exists
at least one vertex i (i ∈ F) such that bij > 0 (j ∈ R), then S − stabilizability
of system (1) can be realized by choosing kmax <

ςv1
ρ1‖H‖+v1ς , ς = ηλmin (Ψ)− v1

.

Proof 1: Construct candidate Lyapunov functions

V1 = x̃T (Ψ⊗R) x̃

Then the derivative of V1 along the trajectories of system (8) yields

V̇1 =2x̃T (Ψ⊗R) {(Im ⊗A−M⊗ BK) x̃− (Im ⊗BK) e}
=2x̃T (Ψ⊗ (RA)− (ΨM)⊗RBK) x̃− 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e

=x̃T
{

Ψ⊗
(
ATR+RA

)
−
(
ΨM + MTΨ

)
⊗RBK

}
x̃− 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e

(9)

According to the Remark 4, the above formula is equivalent to

V̇1 ≤x̃T
{

Ψ⊗
(
ATR+RA

)
− ηΨ⊗RBK

}
x̃− 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e

=x̃T
{

Ψ⊗
(
ATR+RA− ηRBK

)}
x̃− 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e

(10)
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If K = BTR, from the algebraic Riccati inequality, one can obtain that

V̇1 ≤ x̃T {Ψ⊗ (−ηI)} x̃− 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e

≤ −ηλmin (Ψ) ‖x̃‖2 − 2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e
(11)

Further, using the Lemma 4, we have

−2x̃T (Ψ⊗RBK) e ≤ v1‖x̃‖2 + ρ1
v1
‖e‖2 (12)

where ρ1 = λmax

[
Ψ2 ⊗ (RBK)

2
]
. Based on (12), (13) holds.

V̇ ≤ −ς‖x̃‖2 + ρ1
v1
‖e‖2 (13)

where ς = ηλmin (Ψ)− v1.
Recalling the event-triggered condition (3), we obtain that∫ t

tik

‖ei (s)‖2ds ≤ 1

1− ki

∫ t

tik

(
ki‖Pi (s)‖2 + βe−σs

)
ds (14)

It can be further obtained from the above equation,

∫ t

t0

‖e (s)‖2ds ≤
1

1− kmax

∫ t

t0

(
kmax‖(H ⊗ In) x̃ (s)‖2 +mβe

−σs
)
ds

Integrating (13) over [t0, t), yields

V1 (t)− V1 (t0) ≤−
(
ς − ρ1kmax‖H‖

v1(1−kmax)

)∫ t

t0

‖x̃ (s)‖2ds

+
ρ1Nβ

v1σ (1− kmax)

(
e−σt0 − e−σt

) (15)

where kmax <
ςv1

ρ1‖H‖+v1ς .

Because V1 (t) > 0, e−σt ≥ 0, which can be obtained from (15)∫ t

t0

‖x̃ (s)‖2ds ≤ V1 (t0) v1σ (1− kmax) + ρ1Nβe
−σt0

ςv1σ (1− kmax)− ρ1kmax ‖M‖

Therefore,
∫ t
t0
‖x̃ (s)‖2ds is bounded. And (15) indicates V1 (t) is bounded, hence

V̇ is bounded. Furthermore, we can deduce that d
dt2

∫ t
t0
‖x̃ (s)‖2ds is bounded.

Therefore, according to Barbalat’s Lemma, we can get

lim
t→∞

d

dt

∫ t

t0

‖x̃ (s)‖2ds = lim
t→∞

‖x̃ (s)‖2 = 0,

i.e.

lim
t→∞

{
x−

∑N

j=m+1

(
M−1Boj1m

)
⊗ xj

}
= 0.
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Next, we prove that the follower’s state converges to the convex hull spanned
by leaders.

Denote LFR = LF/(n−m), since (LF ⊗ In) (1m ⊗ xR) = 0, hence

ε (t) = (M⊗ In)x−
∑N

j=m+1
(Boj ⊗ In) (1m ⊗ xj)

= (M⊗ In)x−
∑N

j=m+1
((LFR +Boj)⊗ In)× (1m ⊗ xj)

= (M⊗ In)

{
x−

∑N

j=m+1

(
M−1 (LFR +Boj) 1m

)
⊗ xj

} (16)

Note that ∑N

j=m+1
M−1 (LFR +Boj) 1m

=
∑N

j=m+1
M−1 (LF/(n−m) +Boj) 1m

=
∑N

j=m+1
M−1M1m = 1m

Consequently, ∑N

j=m+1

(
M−1 (LFR +Boj) 1m

)
⊗ xj

=
∑N

j=m+1

(
M−1Boj1m

)
⊗ xj

(17)

is the column vector of a convex combination of points in X = {xm+1, . . . , xN}.
Thus, it is concluded that system (1) achieves S-stabilizability.

Remark 5: Obviously, lim
t→∞

xj (t) = 0 for j ∈ {m+ 1, . . . , N} if A is Hurwitz

matrix, then lim
t→∞

xi (t) = 0, where i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. That is, system (1) realizes

stabilizability.

Remark 6: The event-trigger mechanism is distributed, because the control
protocol of each agent only depends on the state of itself and its neighbors,
without any prior knowledge of global parameters. In addition, from the event-
trigger condition (3), each agent does not need to monitor the state of neighbors
continuously, hence this greatly reduces the frequency of driving updates and
communication among agents.

Theorem 2: Under the conditions of (3), the system (1) does not exhibit
Zeno behavior. The interval between any two consecutive event-trigger instants
of the system is not less than

1
‖A‖ ln

(
1 + ‖A‖

hi

(
βe−σ(tik+τ ik)

) 1
2

)

10



Proof 2: According to the definition of ei (t), we can obtain that

ėi (t) =− Ṗi (t)

=−
∑m

j=1
aij
(
Axi (t)−BKPi

(
tik
))

+
∑m

j=1
aij

(
Axj (t)−BKPj

(
tjk′
))

−
∑N

j=m+1
bij
(
Axi (t)−BKPi

(
tik
))

+
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Axj (t)−BKPj

(
tjk′
))

=−
∑m

j=1
aij (Axi (t)−Axj (t))−

∑N

j=m+1
bij (Axi (t)−Axj (t))

+BK
∑m

j=1
aij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+BK
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

=−APi (t) +BK

[∑m

j=1
aij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))]

=BK
∑m

j=1
aij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+BK
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+A
(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pi (t)− Pi

(
tik
))

=BK
∑m

j=1
aij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+BK
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+Aei (t)−APi
(
tik
)

(18)

For t ∈
[
tik, t

i
k+1

)
, it can be derived that

d ‖ei (t)‖
dt

≤ ‖ėi (t)‖ ≤ ‖A‖ ‖ei (t)‖+ Γi (19)

where

Γi =
∥∥∥−APi (tik)+BK

[∑m

j=1
aij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))

+
∑N

j=m+1
bij

(
Pi
(
tik
)
− Pj

(
tjk′
))]∥∥∥∥ ,

From Theorem 1, one can obtain that xi(t) is bounded, corresponding Pi
(
tik
)

is bounded, so there exists a constant hi that satisfies Γi ≤ hi. According to
(19), it can be induced that

d ‖ei (t)‖
dt

≤ ‖A‖ ‖ei (t)‖+ hi (20)

Consider a nonnegative function, Ξ : [0,∞)→ R≥0, which satisfies

Ξ̇ = ‖A‖Ξ + hi,Ξ (0) =
∥∥ei (tik)∥∥ = 0 (21)

where Ξ (t) = hi
‖A‖

(
e‖A‖t − 1

)
is the solution of (21). According to Lemma 5,

we can easily get ‖ei (t)‖ ≤ Ξ
(
t− tik

)
. From event trigger function (3), if

‖ei (t)‖2 ≤ βe−σt (22)

11



then fi (t) ≤ 0. Therefore, we can know that the lower bound of the event-trigger
interval of agent i can be lower bounded by the evolution time for Ξ2

(
t− tik

)
to evolve from 0 to βe−σt, that is the lowest bound of τ ik can be obtained by
(23):

βe−σ(tik+τ ik) =
h2
i

‖A‖2

(
e‖A‖τ

i
k − 1

)2
(23)

The above equation is equivalent to

τ ik = 1
‖A‖ ln

(
1 + ‖A‖

hi

(
βe−σ(tik+τ ik)

) 1
2

)

The following conclusion can be proved by contradiction. It is assumed that
the Zeno behavior occurs, which means that there exists a positive constant
t∗ such that lim

t→∞
tik = t∗. Let ε0 = 1

2τ
i
k. There exists a positive integer N0

such that t∗ − ε0 ≤ tik ≤ t∗ for ε0 > 0 by the definition of sequence limit,
where k ≥ N0. Therefore, t∗ + ε0 ≤ tik + 2ε0 ≤ tik+1 holds when k ≥ N0. This
contradicts with t∗ ≥ tik+1 for k ≥ N0. Thus, Zeno behavior is strictly excluded.

The proof is completed.

Remark 7: If ki = 0, we call (3) as a state-independent event-triggered con-
dition. (3) is named as a state-dependent event-triggered condition if β = 0.
These two event conditions are feasible to obtain stabilizability of system (8).
Thus, (3) can be named as hybrid trigger condition, which is universal.

3.2 Dynamic Event-Triggered Control (DETC)

In this section, in order to improve the effect of event-triggered mechanism,
we introduce dynamic variable ϕi to consider the stabilizability of the system:

ϕ̇i (t) = −µiϕi (t) + ξi(ki
∥∥Pi(tik)

∥∥2
+ βe−σt − ‖ei(t)‖2),

Θi > ϕi (0) > 0, µi > 0, ξi > 0
(24)

Theorem 3: Suppose the communication topology is a directed graph and
weakly connected. Given parameter kmax <

ςv1
ρ1‖H‖+v1ς and the first event trigger

time ti1 = 0, the trigger time of agent i is determined by the following trigger
function:

tik+1 = max
r≥tik

{
r : ϕi (t) ≥ θi(‖ei‖2 − ki

∥∥Pi (tik)∥∥2 − βe−σt),∀t ∈
[
tik, r

]}
(25)

If for each iSCC cell of the follower network GF , there exists at least one vertex
i such that bij > 0(i ∈ F , j ∈ R), then the S-stabilizability of the multi-agent
system (8) can be realized under the event triggered protocol (25), and there is
no Zeno behavior in the closed-loop system.

12



Proof 3: According to the function (24) and trigger condition (25), we have

ϕ̇i (t) ≥ −µiϕi (t)− ξi
θi
ϕi (t) = −

(
µi + ξi

θi

)
ϕi (t) (26)

so

ϕi (t) > ϕi (0) e
−
(
µi+

ξi
θi

)
t
> 0. (27)

Constructing Lyapunov candidate function

V = V1 + V2 (28)

where

V2 =
∑N

i=1
ϕi (t)

Then

V̇2 =
∑N

i=1
ξi

(
ki
∥∥Pi (tik)∥∥2

+ βe−σt − ‖ei (t)‖2
)
−
∑N

i=1
µiϕi (t)

≤−
∑N

i=1
µiϕi (t)− ξmax (1− kmax) ‖M‖2‖e‖2

+ ξmaxkmax‖M‖2‖x̃‖2 +mβe−σt

The derivative of V along the trajectory (8) is

V̇ ≤− ς‖x̃‖2+
ρ1

v1
‖e‖2 −

∑N

i=1
µiϕi (t) +mβe−σt

− ξmax

(
1− kmax‖M‖2

)
‖e‖2 + ξmaxkmax‖M‖2‖x̃‖2

≤− ϑ‖x̃‖2 −
∑N

i=1
µiϕi (t) +mβe−σt

(29)

where ϑ = ς − ξmaxkmax‖M‖2, ξmax = ρ1
v1(1−kmax‖H‖2)

.

Let kw = min
{

ϑ
λmax(Ψ⊗P ) , µi

}
> 0, then

V̇ ≤ −kwV +mβe−σt

According to the comparison principle, we have 0 ≤ V1 ≤ ψ (t), where ψ̇ (t) =
−kwψ (t) +mβe−σt, ψ (0) = V1 (0). Therefore, we can further obtain that

ψ (t) =

{
e−kwtψ (0) +mβte−kwt, kw = σ

e−kwtψ (0) + mβ
(kw−σ)

(
e−σt − e−kwt

)
, kw 6= σ

(30)

Obviously, when t → ∞, ψ (t) → 0 holds. Therefore, we can deduce that
V (t)→ 0 when t→∞, i.e. lim

t→∞
x̃i (t) = 0. Moreover, system (8) is convergent

exponentially, so the S-stabilizability is solved.
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Next, we prove that the event-trigger interval among agents has a strict
lower bound of positive time to exclude Zeno behavior. According to (19), one
get

d‖ei (t)‖2

dt
= 2 ‖ei (t)‖ d ‖ei (t)‖

dt

= 2 ‖A‖ ‖ei (t)‖2+2 ‖ei (t)‖Γi

(31)

In addition,

d‖ei (t)‖2

dt
≤ (2 ‖A‖+ 1) ‖ei (t)‖2 + Γ2

i
(32)

holds, because of 2 ‖ei (t)‖Γi ≤ ‖ei (t)‖2 + Γ2
i . With

∥∥ei (tik)∥∥ = 0, and Γi ≤ hi,
integrating (32) from tik to t, one can obtain that

‖ei (t)‖2 ≤
∫ t

tik

eσ(t−s)h2
i ds =

h2
i

σ

(
eσ(t−tik) − 1

)
(33)

Based on the event-triggered condition (25), the following equation can be ob-
tained

‖ei (t)‖2 > ϕi
θi

+ ki
∥∥Pi (tik)∥∥2

+ βe−σt ≥ Θi

θi
(34)

Combined with the formula (33)(34), it can be deduced that the low bound of

event-trigger interval of agent i is τi = 1
σ ln

(
1 + σΘi

θih2
i

)
> 0. Therefore, no Zeno

behavior will exhibit.

Remark 8: Obviously, when θi is infinite, the static event-triggered condition
(3) can be regarded as a limit case of the dynamic trigger condition (25).

4 Simulation

In this section, for verifying the accuracy of theoretical results, we perform
a series of simulation experiments on the stabilizability of systems. Consider a
group of general linear multi-agent systems with

A1 =

[
1 1
2 −3

]
, A2 =

[
−1 1
2 −3

]
, B =

[
−1
0

]
.

By solving Riccati inequality by MATLAB, the feedback gain matrices K1 =[
−0.0254 −0.0012

]
, K2 =

[
−0.1450 −0.0425

]
can be obtained. Assume

system (1) consists of 6 agents with x10
=
[
−2 4.3

]
, x20

=
[

7 −4.5
]
,

x30
=
[
−4 3

]
, x40

=
[

8 2
]
, x,50

=
[

2 2
]
, x60

=
[

2 1
]
, where

F = {1, . . . , 4} is follower set, R = {5, 6} is leader set. The communication
topology is described in Fig.1. According to the previous analysis, let vertices 1
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Figure 1: Communication topology graph
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Figure 2: States xi1 of followers with A1 and B
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Figure 3: States xi2 of followers with A1 and B

and 3 receive the leader’s information. Fig.2 and Fig.3 show the state trajectory
of the followers when the system matrix is A1. It can be found that the system
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Figure 4: States xi1 of followers with A2 and B
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Figure 5: States xi2 of followers with A2 and B
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Figure 6: Triggering times of followers in (3)

is divergent in this case. The corresponding renderings when the system matrix
is A2 are shown in Fig.4 - Fig.8. The evolutions of state xi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, with
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Figure 7: Triggering times of followers in (24)

Table 1: The number of triggers for two event-triggered Schemes

Type of event Agent 1 Agent 2 Agent 3 Agent 4

SETC 524 638 401 245

DETC 395 418 236 203

A2 and B are shown in Fig.4 and Fig.5. Fig.6 and Fig.7 show the event instants
corresponding to two event-triggered conditions in (3) and (24), respectively.
Obviously, there is no Zeno behavior. Furthermore, in order to compare the
two event-triggered law, we present the number of event triggering in TABLE
I, respectively. It can be seen that the dynamic event-triggered law guarantees
a larger event interval than the static trigger law.

5 Conclusion

In this note, we have studied how to select control vertices to achieve the
S-stabilizability of general linear multi-agent systems under event-triggered con-
ditions by graph partition. A new class of event-triggered protocols has been
proposed for solving the S-stabilizability on directed topology. Under this proto-
col, static and dynamic event-triggered conditions were proposed, respectively,
and some sufficient conditions to ensure the S-stabilizability of the system were
derived. And we confirmed that stabilizability can be realized if A is Hurwitz
matrix. In addition, it has been proved that the proposed static event-triggered
condition is a limit case of dynamic event-trigger condition. Future work will
focus on solving the stabilizability of systems under switching topology.
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