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Distributed Finite-time Differentiator for
Multi-agent Systems Under Directed Graph

Weile Chen, Haibo Du and Shihua Li

Abstract

This paper proposes a new distributed finite-time differentiator (DFD) for multi-agent systems (MAS) under directed graph,
which extends the differentiator algorithm from the centralized case to the distributed case by only using relative/absolute position
information. By skillfully constructing a Lyapunov function, the finite-time stability of the closed-loop system under DFD is proved.
Inspired by the duality principle of control theory, a distributed continuous finite-time output consensus algorithm extended from
DEFD for a class of leader-follower MAS is provided, which not only completely suppresses disturbance, but also avoids chattering.
Finally, several simulation examples are given to verify the effectiveness of the DFD.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The differentiator means that for a real-time measurable signal f(t), design an algorithm to estimate f (t) under certain
conditions. Based on the second-order sliding mode algorithm, namely the super-twisting algorithm [[I]], a famous differentiator
algorithm was proposed in [2]]. Considering that many mechanical systems can be modeled by a second-order system, the
super-twisting algorithm was employed to solve the control problem in [3]]. For the high-order systems, the corresponding
differentiator algorithm and output feedback control algorithm were introduced in [4]]. In order to accelerate the convergence
speed, uniformly convergent differentiators were proposed in [3], [6]].

The above differentiator can be regarded as centralized differentiator. With the development of science and technology,
networks are playing an increasingly important role [7]]. In the early stage, in [8], [9], the asymptotical consensus of second-
order leader-follower MAS was realized by designing distributed observers. The distributed observers for linear systems were
studied in [7]], [10], [IT]. In [12], the cooperative output regulation of LTI plant was solved based on the distributed observer.
Considering the uncertainty and disturbance of the system, robust distributed observers were proposed in [13]], [14]. Combining
with adaptive control method, adaptive distributed observers were proposed in [13]—[17]. In addition, distributed finite-time and
fixed-time observers were proposed in [[18], [19], respectively. However, most of these observers need the leader’s internal state
information (equivalent to f (t)) or control input information (equivalent to f (t)), so they are not distributed differentiators. To
the best of our knowledge, no related algorithm can achieve the same function, i.e., distributed finite-time differentiator.

In the cooperative control of leader-follower MAS, the full states or partial internal states of leader are required in most
works, which precludes many practical applications where only the output of the leader system is available [20]. In practice,
sometimes only the relative position information can be obtained rather than the absolute global position, and for each follower
agent, the more important information is the relative position and relative velocity between itself and the leader, rather than
the absolute global position and absolute global velocity. For example, for groups of mobile robots, the global positions of the
robots are usually not available while the relative position measurements should be used instead [21]]. In addition, it is more
difficult to get velocity and acceleration measurements than position measurement [22]], and the follower agents might not
be equipped with velocity sensors to save space, cost and weight [24]], [23]. Therefore, the study of distributed observer and
controller based only on the relative position information has important theoretical significance and practical value [26].

The main contributions of this paper are given as follows. Firstly, unlike the centralized finite-time differentiator, a framework
of distributed finite-time differentiator (DFD) is proposed, which can achieve the exact differential estimation only if the
differentiable signal f(t) is available for at least one agent. The distributed finite-time differentiator can be realized via
the absolute position information or relative position information, which is more available for formation control without
global position information. Secondly, the distributed finite-time differentiator is employed to design a new distributed finite-
time consensus control algorithm, which can achieve finite-time output consensus of a class of leader-follower MAS under
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disturbance. Unlike the discontinuous consensus controllers [27], [28], the consensus controller proposed in this paper is
continuous, which not only completely suppresses disturbance, but also avoids chattering.
Notations: For any vector x = [x1, x2, ..., xn]T € R", we give some notations.
(1) [x;]* = sgn(x;)|xi|% a > 0. Especially, when a = 0, define [z;]° = sgn(x;).
(2) diag(x) € R™*"™ indicates the diajgonal matrix with the diagonal element of vector x.
3) [x]* = {Lxl]“, |xz2], ...y [2n]*| € R™ a>0.
(4) If matrix Q = QT € R™ is positive definite, it is recorded as () > 0, and the eigenvalues of matrix () are sorted by size,

where the maximum and minimum values are recorded as A, (Q) and \; (@) respectively.
(5) Denote 1 = [1,...,1]T and 0 = [0, ...,0]7" with appropriate dimension.

II. NECESSARY PREPARATION
A. Graph theory

The directed graph is often used to describe the communication topology of MAS. ¥ = {V, E, A} represents the connectivity
among agents. V = {v;,i = 1,--- ,n} is the set of vertices, A = [a;;] € R"*" is the weighted adjacency matrix and E C V xV
is the set of edges. Define I' = {1,--- ,n} as node indexes. If (vj,v;) € E, then a;; > 0 and agent v; is a neighbor agent
of agent v;; otherwise, a,; = 0. The set of all neighboring agents of agent v; is represented by N; = {j : (v;,v;) € E}.
The output degree of v; is defined as: deg,,,(v;) = d; = Z;;l aij = D jen, @ij- D = diag{di,- - ,dyn} is called as the
degree matrix. Then L = D — A is called as the Laplacian matrix. The path from v; to v; in the graph W is a sequence of
different vertices, which starts with v; and ends with v; and each step is included in the set . A directed graph W is said to
be strongly connected if there is a path from v; to v; between each pair of distinct vertices v;, v;. In addition, if AT = A,
then W(A) is said to be an undirected graph. For every different vertices v; and v;, there is a path from v; to vj;, then ¥
is said to be connected. If there is a leader, the connectivity between the leader and each follower agent is represented by
vector b = [by,bo, ..., bn]T € R". If agent ¢ can get the leader’s information, then b; > 0, otherwise, b; = 0. Besides, define
B = diag(b).

B. Some useful lemmas

Lemma 1: [29] Consider the following system
= f(z), f(0)=0, xe€R" 1

where f(-) : R" — R" is a continuous function. Suppose there exist a positive definite continuous function V(z) : U — R, real

numbers ¢ > 0 and « € (0, 1), and an open neighborhood Uy C U of the origin such that V(z) + ¢(V (z))* < 0,z € Up\{0}.
l—a

Then V' (x) approaches 0 in a finite time. In addition, the finite settling time 7" satisfies that 7" < %.

Lemma 2: Let ¢,d > 0. For any ~ > 0, the following inequality holds for Vz,y € R:

c+d + 7c/d|y|c+d'

c d c
< -
|lz]y]* < C+d7lﬂ€| pril

Lemma 3: For any 2; € R,i=1,--- ,n, and a real number p € (0, 1],
O ) <D fal? <P i)’
i=1 i=1 i=1

Lemma 4: For any x; € R,i =1,--- ,n, and a real number p > 1,

n n n
n PO ) <> P < (D Jaal)”
=1 =1 =1

Lemma 5: [32] If the directed graph W(A) is strongly connected, then there is a column vector w = [wy, wa, ..., wn]T € R"
with all positive elements such that w? L(A) = 07". Specifically, set ||w||. = 1. In addition, for a nonnegative vector b € R", if
there exists b; > 0, then the matrix G = 3 (diag(w)L(A)+L(A)” diag(w)) +diag(w)diag(b) is positive definite. Specifically,
w = 1, if the communication topology is undirected and connected.



III. MOTIVATIONS

For better explanation, we first give the definitions of centralized finite-time differentiator and distributed finite-time differ-
entiator.

Definition 1: (Centralized finite-time differentiator) [2], [4]-[6] The differentiator means that for a real-time measurable
signal f(t), design an algorithm to estimate f(¢) in a finite time under the condition |f(#)| < I, where [ is a known positive
constant.

Definition 2: (Distributed finite-time differentiator) The differentiator is a distributed sensor network composed of multiple
agents. As long as some of agents (at least one agent) can directly measure the signal f(¢), then all agents can obtain exact
estimates of f(¢) and f(¢) in a finite time under condition |f(t)| <[, where [ is a known positive constant.

Similarity and difference of two kind of differentiators are as follows.

Similarity. Only signal f(t) is available under the condition |f(¢)| <[, while f(¢) and f(t) are not available.

Difference. The centralized finite-time differentiator means that each agent can obtain the signal f(¢), while some of agents
(at least one agent) can get the signal f(¢) for the case of distributed finite-time differentiator.

Centralized finite-time differentiator is generally implemented by second-order sliding mode algorithms or higher-order
sliding mode algorithms, which can be used for state observer design, disturbance observation, and output feedback control
[2], [4]-[6], [33]. However, centralized finite-time differentiator is not suitable for the distributed case, while the main aim
of this paper is to solve this problem. Besides, for the leader-follower MAS, in some practice, only the relative position
information can be obtained rather than the absolute global position [21]]. For example, for a group mobile robots, based on
the vision sensor, the relative position information can be easily got. Motivated by above analysis, the distributed finite-time
differentiator via relative position information is also proposed.

IV. DISTRIBUTED FINITE-TIME DIFFERENTIATOR
A. Problem statement
Assume that the leader’s and i-th agent’s positions are f(¢) and x;(¢), respectively. The main aim of this paper is to

o design a distributed finite-time differentiator via relative position information (DFD-R),

o design a distributed finite-time differentiator via absolute position information (DFD-A),

o extend DFD to controller form, which will solve the finite-time output consensus problem of a class of leader-follower
MAS.

As that in [18]], [19], [34], the communication network of MAS satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 1: The communication topology of follower agents is strongly connected and at least one agent can directly
obtain the relative or absolute position information of leader in real time.

Assumption 2: The acceleration information of leader agent is bounded, i.e.,

If@) <1, )

where [ is a positive constant.

B. Design of a distributed finite-time differentiator via relative position information

The dynamics of i-th follower agent is assumed to have the form of
ii(t) = ul(t) + §i(t), el 3)

where x;(t) is the position, w;(t) is the control input, J;(t) is the external disturbance which satisfies the following assumption.
Assumption 3: The external disturbance of each follower agent is bounded, i.e.,

where [; is a positive constant.
For each follower agent, a DFD-R is designed as follows

where
Yi = Z aij (ﬁz —pj— (ZCi — .’L'])) + bi(ﬁi — (z; — f)) (6)
JEN;

Theorem 1: For MAS under Assumptions [[13] if the DFD-R is designed as (3) and parameters k1, k2 are selected as
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where Iy = 1 +11,0 < p < 1,7 = (1+37)/(1 = p), 11 = (1 + p)max{w;}, then each follower agent can estimate the
relative position and relative velocity between leader and itself in a finite time, i.e., p; — (x; — f), ¢; — (&; — f) in a finite
time.

Proof : Define the estimation error ¢; = p; — (x; — f), zi= ¢ — (&; — f) Hence, the error equation is given as follows

e=z—hlyl>, #=-hly]°+d, ®)
\yhere e = [61,62,...,6n]T S Rn, Yy = [yl,yg,...,yn]T S Rn, zZ = [21,22,...,Zn]T S Rn, d = [dl,dg,...,dn]T € Rn,dl =
f(t) —di(t).
By noticing that y; = > a;j(e; — €;) + bse;, then
JEN;
= (L + B)e. )
Letting v = kil, k= ’Z—f, then
) 1 . 0 d
é=ki(v—lyl2), v=k(-[ly]"+ ) (10)

ks
It is easy to know |d;|/ks < l3/ka < p < 1. The Lyapunov function is constructed as

V=Vi+Vs, Y

where

n

n ) . 1 ,
Z /Lmz ls]2 —v;)ds, Vo = §Z|’Uz| (12)

i=1 i=1

The first step is to obtain the derivative of V7, i.e.,

V1=Zwi(Lyﬂ%— ‘ sz yi — [vil?)o;
i=1
<> wilyi)? —Ui)y'i+k712|yi— Loi]?]. (13)
i=1

i=1

For the first term, by Lemma [3 one has that

Z wi(|yi]? — vi)ws

(v—Lyﬁ) diag(w)y
=~ k(v — |y]%) diag(w)(L + B)(v — [y]*)
— — (v - Lyﬁ) G(v - [y]?)

Z v — w12 2. (14)
Applying Lemma [ to the second term of inequality (|EI) results in
1
lyi — Lo 1?] <Joil? + [oi = 912 — oif?
<3v;[? + 2Jv; — yi] 2|2 (15)
Substituting (I4) and (13) into (I3) leads to

Vi<-— (kl)\l - 2k71) Z Jos — Lyi2 |

+3]€’712|’UZ‘|2. (16)
=1



The second step is to get the derivative of V5, i.e.,

- d;
Z Loi1?k(= Ly k2)
Lol ?k([vi]° = [yi1° = [vi1° + E)

—p)Zlvi|2+kZ|vi|2|LyﬂO — [vi1°]. (17)

Next, we will estimate the last term of inequality (ﬂ) in two cases. Case 1: If y;v; > 0, then |y;]° — |v;]° = 0. Case 2: If
yiv; <0, then |[y;1° — |v:]°] < 2. |vs] < v — |ys]2]. In both cases, the following inequality always holds

i 2[19i1° — L0i1°] < 2Jv; — Lyi] ] (18)

Il
NgER

N
Il
-

Substituting (I8) into (I7) leads to
Vo< —k(1—p Z|UZ|2+2/€Z|UZ E (19)
To sum up, we have

V<= (khi(G) = 2k(0 + 7)) 3 foi = Lo B

-k vl (20)
=1

Using the gain condition (7) and k = :—f leads to

n

V<—k( Yl TP+ uil). @1
=1

i=1

On the other hand, one has

1
Vi <zwz|yz Lo 21lo: — Ly

2! 2 1
< i — il — (Yl 2] 22
‘1+p§i:1:'y [o1?lles — L] )
By inequality (13) and Lemma 2] one obtains

1
lyi — M]QHW — lwil?]
1 1
<3lvil|vi — [wil 2| + 2Jvi — Lwi] 7]
<2|v[® + 3Jv; — |yi]2 2. (23)

Substituting this inequality into 22) leads to

V<Y lo— w3+ l?). 24)
i=1 i=1

where 75 = 121; + 2. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma [3] that

n

Vi R LN 2
(5;) = Xl = Lal*] 2l (25)

As a result, substituting (23) into 1) leads to
. _2
V< —ky, *VE, (26)

2
which implies that V' will converge to 0 in a finite time and the setting time T satisfies that T < 3~3V(0)/k. In other
words, it means that v = y = 0, which implies that z = 0. Furthermore, from Lemma 2.5, it can be seen that G =



1 (diag(w)L(A) + L(A)" diag(w)) + diag(w)B is positive definite, and thus it is easy to obtain that L + B is a nonsingular
matrix. Therefore, one has that e = (L + B) "'y = 0. B

Remark 1: If the communication topology is undirected and connected, according to Lemma 2.5, we have w = 1, i.e.,
w; = 1. This means that v; = 1 + p, G = L(A) + diag(b), and the Lyapunov function (1) is also simplified, which makes
the subsequent proofs simpler. To avoid repetition, the proof is omitted.

Remark 2: In some situations, such as without GPS and other global measuring equipment, the absolute global position
and absolute global velocity cannot be obtained. Our proposed algorithm only needs the relative position information, which
is more suitable for some practical situations [21]], [26]], [36], [37]. Besides, many formation tracking/flying scenarios can be
divided into two parts: distributed state estimation and desired state tracking by only using relative position information, which
has important theoretical significance and practical value.

C. Design of distributed finite-time differentiator via absolute position information
Theorem 2: For MAS under Assumptions [Tl and 2 if the DFD-A is designed as
pi = — kalyil® 4 = —ka|yi1"
yi= Y aij(pi —p;) +bi(pi — f), i€T, (27)
JEN;
where parameters k1, ko are selected as (), then the distributed finite-time differential estimation is realized, i.e., p; — f,
G; — [ in a finite time. . )
Proof : For each agent, defining e¢; = p; — f, z; = ¢; — f, d; = —f, then one has

éi =2 —kawil% %= —ka|yi]® + di,

Yi :Z aij(ei — €j) + biei, 1 E F, (28)
j=1

or in the form of vector
é=z—k|ylY? z=-kly]°+d. (29)

According to Assumption [2] it is evident that |d;| < I. By using a same proof as that in Theorem [l it can be proved that the
system (29) is finite-time stable. H

Remark 3: Compared to the first-order observer and second-order observer proposed by [37], the distributed finite-time
differentiator presented in this paper has three differences. Firstly, the proposed method in this paper only assumes that fis
bounded, without any additional assumptions on the own and neighbors’ velocity. Secondly, the estimation result of ¢; is always
continuous and converges to f in a finite time. Thirdly, for a first-order multi-agent system, as demonstrated in Theorem 5.1,
the proposed distributed finite-time differentiator algorithm can be used to design a continuous finite-time consensus controller.
Howeyver, if the first-order observer of is used, only a discontinuous finite-time consensus controller can be designed to
suppress the disturbances.

Remark 4: The main difference between the two DFDs lies in their usage conditions or scenarios. DFD-A utilizes the leader’s
global absolute position information, enabling all follower agents to obtain the leader’s global absolute position information
and global absolute velocity information. In contrast, DFD-R utilizes the relative position information with the leader, enabling
all follower agents to obtain the relative position and relative velocity information with the leader. However, the connection
between the two DFDs lies in two aspects. Firstly, they are both distributed differential estimation algorithms, i.e., distributed
finite-time differentiator. Secondly, they share the same mathematical essence, i.e., equation (8).

V. Design of distributed finite-time consensus controller for leader-follower MAS

Inspired by the duality principle, we will show that how to extend the DFD to a new distributed finite-time consensus
control algorithm such that all agents’ output can achieve consensus in a finite time. Without loss of generality, the dynamics
of follower agent ¢ is given as follow

@i (t) = fi(t,zs) + gi(t, xi)us,
si = 5i(t, x;), (30)

where n; is the order of system, f;(¢,x;),g;(t,2;) € R™ are smooth vector functions, x; € R is the state vector, u; € R is
the control input, and s; € R is the output. Assume that the relative degree of output is one with regard to control input, i.e.,

5 = ai(t, m;) + bi(t, x4 )us, Gh



where a;(t, ;) is an unknown smooth function including possible uncertainties and external disturbance, etc., b; (¢, z;) > 0 is
a known function.
The dynamics of leader agent is as follow

&o(t) = fo(t, o), so = so(t,z0), 50 = ao(t, o), (32)

where ng is the order of system, fy(t,z9) € R™ is a smooth vector function, zo € R™ is the state vector, sg € R is the
output, and ag(t, zo) is an unknown smooth function.

Remark 5: Note that for any different agent 7 and agent j, the functions f;, g;, si, a;, b; and system’s order n; can be
different from f;, g;, sj, a;j, b; and n;, respectively. It means that the dynamics of each agent can be completely different,
i.e., heterogeneous.

Assumption 4: For Vi € T, |a;(t, z;) — ao(t,x0)| <, I is a positive constant.

Theorem 3: For the leader-follower MAS (B0)-(32) under Assumptions [Il and [ if the distributed controller is designed as

1 _ 11/2) 4 10
Uq _bi(t,xi) (Ul K1 lyil )7 U = —kalyil",
Yi = Z aij(si — Sj) + bl(Sl — So), el (33)
JEN;

where the parameters k1, ko are selected as (7)), then the output of all followers’ agents can track the leader’s output in a finite
time, i.e., s; — So in a finite time.
Proof : For each agent, define e; = s; — so, 2; = v; + a; — ag, d; = a; — aop, then

€; Zzi—lﬂ[yﬂl/za é’i:_kZLyi—|0+di7 S
yi =Y aiei —e;) + bies, oy
Jj=1

or in the vector form
e=z—k|yl]"? z=-kly]"+d. (35)

According to Assumption ] it is evident that |d;| < I. As a sequel, the following proof can be achieved by using a same proof
as (8) in Theorem [1] and is omitted here. W

Remark 6: Actually, for the consensus tracking problem of MAS (B0)-(32), based on the variable structure control method,
the finite-time consensus can be also achieved [27]]. Inspired by but different from discontinuous consensus controllers [27],
(28], the consensus controller proposed in this paper is continuous, which not only completely suppresses disturbance, but also
avoids chattering.

VI. Numerical examples and simulations

One typical communication topology is shown in Fig. 1.

[EY

Fig. 1: Communication topology A among agents.

A. Distributed finite-time differentiator via relative position information

In the simulation, we set xo(t) = sin(t), 01(t) = —0.25sin(0.5¢), d2(t) = —0.25co0s(0.5t), d3(t) = —1.21 cos(1.1¢),
d4(t) = —0.64sin(0.8t), u; = 0,Vi € {1,2,3,4}. The initial values of four followers are set as z1(0) = 0,22(0) = 1, 25(0) =
1,24(0) = 0. The initial values of distributed finite-time differentiator () are set as: p;(0) = ¢;(0) = 0,Vi € {1,2,3,4}. The
gains of differentiator are selected as: k; = 5, ko = 4. The response curves of relative position estimation and relative velocity
estimation under communication topology A are shown in Fig. 2] and Fig. B respectively. It can be seen from the figures that
each follower agent can estimate the relative position and relative velocity between itself and the leader in a finite time, which
verifies the effectiveness of DFD-R.
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Fig. 2: The response curves of relative position estimation under communication topology A.
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Fig. 3: The response curves of relative velocity estimation under communication topology A.

B. Distributed finite-time differentiator via absolute position information

The signal to be observed is: f = 0.6sin(t) 4+ 0.25 cos(2t), thus f = 0.6 cos(t) — 0.5sin(2t) and |f| < 1.6 < [ = 3 under
a conservative estimate. The initial values of distributed finite-time differentiator 27) are set as: p;(0) = ¢;(0) = 0,Vi €
{1,2,3,4}. The gains of differentiator are selected as: k; = 5, ko = 4. The response curves of absolute position estimation
and absolute velocity estimation under communication topology A are shown in Fig. [ It can be seen from Fig. [ that each
follower agent can estimate the absolute position and absolute velocity of leader in a finite time, which verifies the effectiveness
of DFD-A.

C. Distributed finite-time consensus controller

On the basis of works [27]], [38], we consider the following leader-follower MAS: $o(t) = ao(t), 5i(t) = a;(t) + u;,
where sp and s; are the output of leader agent and i-th follower agent respectively, ap and a; are unknown functions
with bounded change rate, u; is the control input of i-th follower agent. In this simulation, we set ag(t) = cos(t) +
0.2 cos(0.2t), a1 (t) = sin(1.5t),az(t) = 2cos(t),as(t) = cos(1.5t),as(t) = sin(0.5¢). Then, |a,;(t) — ao(t)] < 3.1. For
controller 33), b; = 1 and we set k1 = 8, ko = 6, [v1(0),v2(0),v3(0),v4(0)] = [0,0,0,0]. The initial values of the system
are set as [s0(0), s1(0), s2(0), s3(0), s4(0)] = [-1,1, 1.5, —1, 2]. The response curves of MAS’ output and control input under
communication topology A are shown in Fig. 5 Note that the controller is continuous which is chattering-free and is also an
advantage by comparing with the discontinuous controller.
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VII. Conclusion

In this paper, distributed finite-time differentiator (DFD) has been proposed by using relative or absolute position information,
and its finite-time stability has been proved by skillfully constructing Lyapunov function. The output consensus of a class of
leader-follower MAS has been achieved by extending DFD. In the future, we will try to extend the DFD to higher-order case,
and apply the algorithm to formation coordination control by only using relative position information.
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