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Abstract— This paper proposes a model reduction approach
for simplifying the interconnection topology of Lur’e network
systems. A class of reduced-order models are generated by the
projection framework based on graph clustering, which not
only preserve the network structure but also ensure absolute
stability. Furthermore, we provide an upper bound on the input-
output approximation error between the original and reduced-
order Lur’e network systems, which is expressed as a function
of the characteristic matrix of graph clustering. Finally, the
results are illustrated via a numerical example.

Index Terms— Lur’e system, model reduction, absolute sta-
bility, graph clustering

I. INTRODUCTION

Lur’e systems represent an important class of nonlinear
systems that consist of linear dynamics with a static nonlinear
feedback. Many physical nonlinear systems, such as mechan-
ical systems, power systems, and hyperchaotic attractors can
be modeled as Lur’e systems, see some examples in [1], [2].
The interconnection of Lur’e systems gives rise to networked
Lur’e systems, which gain much attention from the literature,
see e.g., [3]–[5].

From the perspective of design and optimization, dealing
with large-scale models of dynamic systems can often be
challenging. Therefore, model reduction serves as an indis-
pensable tool for generating lower-order approximations that
facilitate efficient design and optimization processes. Various
methods have been developed for the model reduction of
Lur’e systems. [6] introduces the dissipativity-based model
reduction for Markov jump Lur’e systems using linear matrix
inequalities. [1] proposes a balanced truncation approach
for Lur’e systems, which preserves the absolute stability of
the reduced-order model, while [7] presents a generalized
balanced truncation approach for Lur’e networks, focusing
on preserving the synchronization property of the networks.
In the context of Lur’e network systems, how to reduce the
number of interconnected subsystems (or nodes) is also a cru-
cial research problem. In [8], a method based on Kullback-
Leibler divergence is applied to simplify the interconnected
structure of Lur’e networks. However, the model reduction
error is difficult to characterize since only the linear part
is considered for the divergence analysis, disregarding the
nonlinear component of the system.
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In general, reducing a system containing nonlinear ele-
ments is challenging, especially when dealing with nonlinear
systems with network structure. Nevertheless, insights can
be drawn from model reduction techniques employed in
linear network systems. In such systems, a mainstream
method for reducing complicated network structures is graph
clustering, which is realized by dividing the subsystems into
several disjoint clusters [9], [10]. Different from conventional
model reduction methods such as balanced truncation [11] or
moment matching [12], the reduced order system obtained
by clustering can still be represented as a network system
with fewer number of nodes than its full-order counter part.
How to find suitable clusters becomes the key in this kind of
methods. [13] proposes a clustering-based model reduction
method for networked passive systems by analyzing the
controllability and observability properties of associated edge
systems. [14] introduces the notion of clustering reducibility,
which is related to the approximation error. The works in
[15]–[17] present a dissimilarity-based clustering approach
for both undirected and directed network systems, where the
dissimilarity between two nodes can be featured in the dif-
ference of node behaviors with respect to external inputs. In
[18], clustering method is generalized to scale-free networks,
where the reduced system is obtained by minimizing the
scale-free cost function. However, compared to the reduction
of linear network systems, model reduction for nonlinear
network systems is remain relatively underdeveloped.

In this paper, we propose a clustering-based model re-
duction method for reducing the network structure of the
Lur’e network, meanwhile preserving the absolute stability.
The main framework is based on the clustering-based project
using the characteristic matrix of a clustering. Different from
[8], we consider both the linear and nonlinear parts of Lur’e
networks in the framework, i,e, both parts will determine
the upper hound of the approximation error. Moreover,
the clustering-based projection framework guarantees the
preservation of the absolute stability in reduced-order Lur’e
networks. In this paper, an explicit expression of the upper
bound on input-to-output error between the original and
reduced-order network systems is provided, where the bound
can be calculated via a linear system parameterized by the
characteristic matrix of a graph clustering.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows.
The preliminaries and problem setting are introduced in
Section II. Section III then provides the clustering-based
model reduction method for Lur’e networks and analyze the
bound on the reduction error. In Section IV, an example
is shown to illustrate the results. Finally, in Section V, the
conclusion remarks and potential future works are given.
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Notation: The symbol R denotes the set of real numbers,
and R+ denotes the set of nonnegative real numbers. In
represents the identity matrix of size n. 1 represents a vector
with all the elements equal to 1. ∥x(t)∥2 denotes the L2-norm
of a signal x(t), and ∥G(s)∥H∞ denotes the H∞-norm of
the transfer function G(s) of a linear time-invariant system.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM SETTING

In this paper, we consider a Lur’e network system com-
posed of N subsystems formulated as follows:

Σi : ẋi = −aixi + ui − ϕ(xi), i = 1, 2, · · · , N, (1)

where xi ∈ R and ui ∈ R are the state and the input of the
ith subsystem Σi. vi ∈ R is the feedback. ϕ(xi) ∈ R 7→ R is
a continuous nonlinear function. Throughout the paper, we
assume that the nonlinearity ϕ(xi) in each subsystem i is
slope-restricted as

0 ≤ ϕ(xa)− ϕ(xb)

xa − xb
≤ µi, (2)

for all xa, xb ∈ R and xa ̸= xb, where ϕ(0) = 0, µi > 0 is
known.

Define the input to each subsystem as

ui = ΣN
j=1wij(xj − xi) + bikuei, (3)

where wij is the weight of the edge between the two nodes
i and j, and uek is the external input with the gain bik ∈ R,
which is 0 if k-th input does not affect node i. Thus the
compact networked system can be expressed as

Σ : ẋ = ALx+Bue − Φ(x) (4)

where x = [x1, x2, · · · , xN ]T , ue = [ue1, ue2, · · · , uep]
T ,

and Φ(x) = [ϕ(x1), ϕ(x2), · · · , ϕ(xN )]T , with p the number
of external inputs, and B ∈ RN×p is a matrix with bik as its
(i, k)-th entry.

AL := −A− L, (5)

where A = diag(a1, a2, · · · , aN ), and L is the Laplace
matrix of graph G, and its each element is defined as

Lij =


− wij , i ̸= j

N∑
j=1,j ̸=i

wij , otherwise.
(6)

Clearly, AL is symmetric and negative-definite.
This paper aims for structure-preserving model reduction

for diffusively coupled Lur’e networks in the form of (4), and
the reduced-order model not only approximates the input-
output behavior of the original network system with a certain
accuracy but also inherits an interconnection structure with
diffusive couplings. Specifically, the problem addressed in
this paper is as follows.

Given a networked Lur’e system (4), our objective is to
derive a simplified model described by:

Σ̂ : ż = ÂLz + B̂ue − Φ̂(x̂), x̂ = Πz, (7)

where z ∈ Rr denotes the state of the reduced-order system,
and x̂ ∈ RN represents an approximation of x. The matrix
ÂL can be composed of a diagonal matrix Â and a Lapla-
cian matrix L̂ characterizing a reduced undirected graph.
Additionally, the reduction error ∥x(t) − x̂(t)∥2 remains
sufficiently small relative to the external input ∥u(t)∥2.

III. MAIN RESULTS

This section presents the main results of this paper, where
we first show the absolute stability can be preserved by the
proposed method and then analyze the upper bound of the
approximation error.

A. Absolute Stability

To guarantee the approximation error ∥x(t) − x̂(t)∥2 to
be up-bounded w.r.t. the external inputs u(t), we need to
study the condition under which both the original network
system (4) and the reduced-order system (7) are stable.
Specifically, we consider the concept of absolute stability,
which essentially means that the origin of a Lur’e system is
globally uniformly asymptotically stable for any nonlinearity
in the given sector.

Note that if each subsystem has a slope-restricted non-
linearity as in (2), then it is not hard to show that the
nonlinearity Φ(x) in the Lur’e network system will satisfy
the incrementally sector-bounded condition described as:

[Φ(xa)−Φ(xb)]
T [Φ(xa)−Φ(xb)−Kµ(xa − xb)] ≤ 0 (8)

for all xa, xb ∈ RN , xa ̸= xb and Φ(0) = 0, where

Kµ = diag(µ1, µ2, · · · , µN ).

Based on that we provide a sufficient condition for the
absolute stability of the Lur’e network system (4).

Lemma 1. The unforced original system is absolutely
stable if there exist a positive definite symmetric matrix P ,
a symmetric matrix W and a positive constant ϵ such that

PAL +AT
LP = −WTW − ϵP (9a)

P = Kµ −
√
2W. (9b)

Proof: Let the external input ue = 0, then the Lur’e
network system becomes

ẋ = ALx− Φ(y), y = x (10)

From Lemma 10.3 in [19], the system (10) is absolutely
stable if Z(s) = IN +Kµ(sIN − AL)

−1 is strictly positive
real. Apparently, (AL, IN ) is controllable and (AL,Kµ) is
observable, then according to Lemma 10.3 in [19], Z(s) =
IN +Kµ(sIN − AL)

−1 is strictly positive real if and only
if (9a) and (9b) satisfy.

In the following, we assume that the sector bound Kµ of
the original Lur’e network system (4) satisfies (9). Then, in
the next section, we study how to generate a reduced-order
model (7) such that it can be interpreted as a reduced network
system, and moreover, the absolute stability is retained.



B. Clustering-based Model Reduction

Clustering-based methods is a well-studied model reduc-
tion method for simplifying network systems [9], allowing
the reduced model to be interpreted as a reduced network,
where each node in the reduced network corresponds to a
cluster of nodes in the original network.

Graph clustering is to partition all the nodes in a graph into
several nonempty and disjoint subsets. A graph clustering can
be characterized by a binary matrix Π ∈ {0, 1}N×r, whose
element is defined as

Πij :=

{
1 if node i is included in clustering j,

0 otherwise.

Since each node can only belong to one cluster, we have
Π1N = 1r, where N and r represent the numbers of
nodes and clusters, respectively. Given the reduced order r,
clustering-based model reduction is to find a graph clustering
with r clusters of nodes such that x ≈ x̂ = Πz, where Π ∈
RN×r is the characteristic matrix of the clustering. Here, x̂i

represents an approximation of the collective behavior of all
the nodes in cluster i.

In this paper, we also resort to graph clustering to reduce
the networked Lur’e system (4) for preserving the network
structure. Let Π ∈ RN×r be the characteristic matrix of a
clustering of the underlying graph, and denote:

Π† := (ΠTKµΠ)−1ΠTKµ (11)

with Kµ in (8), such that Π†Π = Ir. Then the coefficient
matrices in the reduced-order model (7) are given by

ÂL = Π†ALΠ, B̂ = Π†B, Φ̂(·) = Π†Φ(·). (12)

First, we show that the reduced-order network model in
the form of (7) preserves not only the network structure but
also the absolute stability.

Theorem 1. The reduced-order Lur’e network system in
(7) is absolutely stable and preserves the network structure
such that ÂL is the sum of a positive diagonal matrix and a
reduced-dimension Laplacian matrix.

Proof: For the reduced-order Lur’e network system
(13), its unforced system is

ż = ÂLz −Π†Φ(x̂), x̂ = Πz (13)

First, we need to prove (ÂL,Π
†) is controllable, (ÂL,Π) is

observable. The controllability and observability can be seen
from the controllability and observability matrices

Ĉ =
[
Π† ÂLΠ

† Â2
LΠ

† · · · Âr−1
L Π†

]
,

Ô =
[
Π (ΠÂL)

T (ΠÂ2
L)

T · · · (ΠÂr−1
L )T

]T
,

which are full rank due to rank(Π) = rank(Π†) = r.
Following the similar reasoning as the proof of Lemma 1,

to show the absolute stability of the above system, we need to
prove Ẑ(s) = IN +KµΠ(sIr − ÂL)

−1Π† is strictly positive
real. Notice that (ÂL,KµΠ) is observable since (ÂL,Π) is
observable and Kµ is nonsingular, By Lemma 10.2 in [19],
Ẑ(s) = IN + KµΠ(sIr − ÂL)

−1Π† is positive real if and

only if there exist a positive definite symmetric matrix P̂ ,
matrix Ŵ and a positive constant ϵ such that

P̂ ÂL + ÂT
LP̂ = −ŴT Ŵ − ϵP̂ (14a)

P̂Π† = ΠTKµ −
√
2ŴT (14b)

From (14a), we have

P̂Π†ALΠ+ΠTAT
L(Π

†)T P̂ = −ŴT Ŵ − ϵP̂ (15)

By (14b) and (15), we have

P̂ = ΠTKµΠ−
√
2ŴTΠ (16)

and

(ΠTKµ −
√
2ŴT )ALΠ+ΠTAT

L(Π
TKµ −

√
2ŴT )T

= −ŴT Ŵ − ϵ(ΠTKµΠ−
√
2ŴTΠ) (17)

If we choose Ŵ = WΠ, from (17), we have

ΠT (Kµ −
√
2W )ALΠ+ΠTAT

L(Kµ −
√
2W )Π

= −ΠTWTWΠ− ϵ(ΠTKµΠ−
√
2ΠTWΠ), (18)

From (9), we can obtain

ΠTPALΠ+ΠTAT
LPΠ = −ΠTWTWΠ− ϵΠTPΠ. (19)

Thus (14a) and (14b) hold if (9) satisfies, then Ẑ(s) = IN +
KµΠ(sIr − ÂL)

−1Π† is strictly positive real, which implies
the unforced reduced-order system is also absolutely stable.

Theorem 1 shows that by using the specific formulation
of reduced-order matrices in (12), the reduced-order Lur’e
network system (7) is guaranteed to be absolutely stable,
regardless of the choice of the characteristic matrix Π. Then,
in the following section, we will study how the matrix Π
can affect the approximation error between the original and
reduced-order systems.

C. Analysis of Reduction Error

In this section, we derive an upper bound on the reduction
error between the original and reduced-order Lur’e networks,
represented as a function of Π, i.e., the characteristic matrix
of graph clustering.

Before proceeding, the following lemma first presents the
upper bounds on the approximation errors on the linear parts.

Lemma 2. Denote the following transfer matrices for the
linear parts in the original and reduced-order systems:

gue
(s) = (sIN −AL)

−1B, gv(s) = (sIN −AL)
−1,

ĝue(s) = Π(sIr − ÂL)
−1B̂, ĝv(s) = Π(sIr − ÂL)

−1Π†.
(20)

Assume (9) holds, then the following error bounds hold:

∥gue(s)− ĝue(s)∥H∞ ≤ γH∥gue(s)∥H∞ , (21)
∥gv(s)− ĝv(s)∥H∞ ≤ γH∥gv(s)∥H∞ , (22)

where γH is the H∞ norm of the following linear system

H(s,Π) = CH(sIr −AH)−1BH +DH , (23)



with AH = Π†ALΠ, BH = Π†AL(IN − ΠΠ†), CH = Π,
and DH = IN −ΠΠ†. ■

The proof of Lemma 2 is shown in Appendix A. Since
Π†ALΠ = (ΠTKµΠ)−1ΠTKµALΠ, which is Hurwitz for
any full rank characteristic matrix Π, the H∞ norm of
H(s) always exists. Based on Lemma 2, we present the
approximation error bound in the following.

Theorem 2. Assume (9) holds. If ∥gv(s)∥H∞ <
1

(γH+1)µmax
, the H∞ norm of the approximation error is

bounded by

∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2 ≤ Γ(γH)∥ue(t)∥2, (24)

where

Γ(γH) =
γHκue

[1− (γH + 1)µmaxκv] (1− µmaxκv)
, (25)

and κue
= ∥gue

(s)∥H∞ , κv = ∥gv(s)∥H∞ . ■
The proof of Theorem 2 is provided in the Appendix B.
Remark 1. The assumption of the theorem κv =

∥gv(s)∥H∞ < 1
(γH+1)µmax

implies that the two terms in
the denominator of Γ(γH), i.e. 1 − (γH + 1)µmaxκv and
(1−µmaxκv), are both positive. Hence the error bound (24)
is well-defined.

Observe that in (25), only γH is dependent on the choice of
Π, or equivalently, graph clustering of the original network.
The other parameters, µmax, κue

and κv , are priori since they
are determined by the original network system.

Furthermore, it can be verified that Γ(γH) is a monoton-
ically increasing function with respect to γH , i.e. a smaller
γH will lead to lower Γ(γH). As γH is the H∞-norm of the
linear system H(s), we can use a Riccati inequality or an
LMI to characterize H∞, then Π can be selected to minimize
γH . This would also lead to a lower error bound on the
approximation the nonlinear Lur’e network. In particular, if
Π = IN , then γH = 0, which yields Γ(γH) = 0, meaning
that the reduced-order model has exactly the same outputs
as the original system with the same external inputs applied.

It is also worth mentioning that since the dimension of
AH in (23) is r, that is the dimension of the reduced-
order system, to obtain γH does not require an expensive
computation. Therefore it will be beneficial for the subse-
quent optimization procedure that is to find an optimal Π to
minimize γH . However, we leave the detailed discussion to
our future work.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

To illustrate the proposed model reduction approach for
Lur’e networks, we consider a netwrok example of 100 nodes
which is shown as Fig. 1a. The network is generated by the
B-A Scale-Free Network Generation algorithm [20]. The 100
nodes are divided into 7 clusters: nodes 1, 2, 3-22, 23-42, 43-
62, 63-81, and 82-100. The reduced-order network resulting
from the given clustering is shown in Fig. 1b. Note that the
reduced graph is now bidirectional, but it is not undirected,
as Π†LΠ is no longer symmetric.
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Fig. 1: (a) The topology of the original network. (b) The
topology of the reduced network. The input nodes are
highlighted by the red color.

For the original system in (4) and (5), we choose A =
2I100, F = [I2, 098×98]

T . The nonlinearity of each subsys-
tem is

ϕ(xi) = |xi + 0.1| − |xi − 0.1|,

thus Kµ = 0.2I100.
First, we show both the unforced original system and the

reduced-order system are absolutely stable. Set the external
input ue = 0 and choose random values ranging from −1
to 1 as initial states of both the original and reduced-order
systems. From Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b, we observe that the states
of both the original and the reduced-order Lur’e network
systems asymptotically converge to 0, which implies the
stability.

Then we choose both the external inputs as sin(t), and
set the initial states of both systems are zero. The state
trajectories are plotted in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b, respectively,
where the nodes in the same cluster are indicated by the
same color. Note that nodes 1 and 2 form two clusters, and
the approximation errors are shown to be relative small. In
contrast, the other clusters are formed without any optimiza-
tion, leading to larger approximation errors.

To validate the error bound in Theorem 2, we estimate the
input-to-output error of the model reduction as follows:

γ2
ϵ =

∫ T

0
xT (t)x(t)dt∫ T

0
uT (t)u(t)dt

≈
∑T/δt

k=0 xT (k)x(k)δt∑T/δt
k=0 uT (k)u(k)δt

,

where T is the length of the simulation time, and δt is
the stepsize. In this simulation, we obtain γϵ = 0.0761.
Meanwhile, using Lemma 2, we compute ∥gue

(s)∥H∞ =
0.1372, ∥gv(s)∥H∞ = 0.5, and γH = 1.2607. Therefore,
∥gv(s)∥H∞ < 1

(γH+1)µmax
holds. It then leads to the error

bound Γ(γH) = 0.2484, according to Theorem 2.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have introduced a clustering-based model
reduction technique aimed at preserving the network struc-
ture of Lur’e network systems while ensuring the crucial
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Fig. 2: (a) State trajectories of the original Lur’e network
system with random initial states and ue = 0. (b) State
trajectories of the reduced-order system with random initial
states and ue = 0.
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Fig. 3: (a) State trajectories of the original and reduced-
order Lur’e network system for Clusters 1 and 2. (b) State
trajectories of the original and reduced-order Lur’e network
system for Clusters 3 to 7. The solid curves represent the
trajectories of the original network, and the dashed ones
represent the trajectories of the reduced network.

property of absolute stability. We have provided the input-
output error bound, which is determined by the H∞-norm
of a linear system parameterized in the characteristic matrix
of a graph clustering. As for our future works, we will
extend the proposed model reduction approach to Lur’e
network systems with non-scalar subsystems. Additionally,
we will explore the preservation method of other important
properties, such as synchronization and passivity.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 2

The transfer function of the error system for ue is

gue
(s)− ĝue

(s) = Ce (sIN+r −Ae)
−1

Be, (26)

where Ae =

[
AL

ÂL

]
, Be =

[
F

F̂

]
, Ce =

[
I −Π

]
.

Inspired by [14], we introduce a pair of transfer matrices

T =

[
−Π† Ir
IN 0

]
, T−1 =

[
0 IN
Ir Π†

]
(27)

such that

Ãe = TAeT
−1 =

[
Π†ALΠ Π†AL(−IN +ΠΠ†)

0 AL

]
,

B̃e = TBe =

[
0
F

]
,

C̃e = CeT
−1 =

[
−Π IN −ΠΠ†] .

(28)

Thus, from (28), we have

gue
(s)− ĝue

(s) = C̃e

(
sIN+r − Ãe

)−1

B̃e

=
[
Π(sIr −Π†ALΠ)−1Π†AL + IN

]
(IN −ΠΠ†)

= H(s)gue
(s),

(29)

where H(s) is shown as (23). Similarly, we obtain

gv(s)− ĝv(s) = C̃ve

(
sIN+r − Ãve

)−1

B̃ve = H(s)gv(s),

(30)
where H(s) is shown as (23).

Then, we show that Π†ALΠ is Hurwitz for any full rank
characteristic matrix Π. Note that there exists a positive
definite matrix PH := ΠTKµΠ such that

(Π†ALΠ)TPH + PHΠ†ALΠ

=ΠTAT
LKµΠ+ΠTKµALΠ

=ΠT (AT
LKµ +KµAL)Π < 0. (31)

Therefore, H(s) is asymptotically stable, and its H∞-norm
is well defined.

Finally, according to (29) and (30), the inequality (21) and
(22) hold.

B. Proof of Theorem 2

In the complex frequency domain, we have

X(s) = gue
(s)Ue(s) + gv(s)V (s), (32a)

X̂(s) = ĝue(s)Ue(s) + ĝv(s)V̂ (s), (32b)

where X(s) and X̂(s) are the Laplace transforms of the
time domain signals x(t) and x̂(t), respectively, assuming
zero initial conditions. All the transfer matrices are defined in
(20). Then, the approximation error in the complex frequency
domain is given as

X(s)− X̂(s)

= [gue(s)− ĝue(s)]Ue(s) + [gv(s)− ĝv(s)]V (s)

+ ĝv(s)[V (s)− V̂ (s)],

(33)

which leads to the following upper bound in the time domain:

∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2 ≤∥gue(s)− ĝue(s)∥H∞∥ue(t)∥2
+ ∥gv(s)− ĝv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)∥2
+ ∥ĝv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2.

(34)

Then, we analyze each terms in the above error bound.
First, we discuss the bound of ∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2 and ∥v(t)∥2.

Following a same procedure in [7], we make use of the



incremental sector bounded condition (8) and obtain

[v(t)− v̂(t)]T [v(t)− v̂(t)]

≤ [v(t)− v̂(t)]T [v(t)− v̂(t)]

− [v(t)− v̂(t)]T [v(t)− v̂(t)−Kµ(x̂(t)− x(t))]

= [v(t)− v̂(t)]TKµ[x̂(t)− x(t)]

≤ 1

2
[v(t)− v̂(t)]T [v(t)− v̂(t)

+
1

2
[x(t)− x̂(t)]TK2

µ[x(t)− x̂(t)].

Thus, [v(t)− v̂(t)]T [v(t)− v̂(t)] ≤ µ2
max[x(t)− x̂(t)]T [x(t)−

x̂(t)], where µmax > 0 is the largest element of Kµ. This also
implies

∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2 ≤ µmax∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2. (35)

Since Φ(0) = 0, which leads to

∥v(t)∥2 ≤µmax∥x(t)∥2 ≤ µmax∥gue
(s)∥H∞∥ue(t)∥2

+µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)∥2.
(36)

If ∥gv(s)∥H∞ < 1
µmax

, then

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ µmax∥gue(s)∥H∞

1− µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞

∥ue(t)∥2. (37)

According to (21), it has

∥gue(s)− ĝue(s)∥H∞∥u(t)∥2
≤ γH∥gue(s)∥H∞∥u(t)∥2. (38)

By (37) and (22),

∥gv(s)− ĝv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)∥2

≤ γHµmax∥gue
(s)∥H∞∥gv(s)∥H∞

1− µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞

∥ue(t)∥2.
(39)

According to (35) and (22), it can be obtained that

∥ĝv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2
≤ ∥gv(s)− ĝv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2
+ ∥gv(s)∥H∞∥v(t)− v̂(t)∥2

≤ (γH + 1)µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2.

(40)

Thus, by (38), (39) and (40), we obtain

∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2 ≤ (γH +1)µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2
+ γH∥gue(s)∥H∞∥ue(t)∥2

+
γHµmax∥gue

(s)∥H∞∥gv(s)∥H∞

1− µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞

∥ue(t)∥2. (41)

If ∥gv(s)∥H∞ < 1
µmax(γH+1) , then ∥gv(s)∥H∞ < 1

µmax
also

holds. The error bound is obtained as

∥x(t)− x̂(t)∥2

≤
γH∥gue

(s)∥H∞ +
γHµmax∥gue (s)∥H∞∥gv(s)∥H∞

1−µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞

1− (γH + 1)µmax∥gv(s)∥H∞

∥ue(t)∥2,

which can be simplified to the inequality (24) with Γ(γH)
defined in (25).

REFERENCES

[1] B. Besselink, N. van de Wouw, and H. Nijmeijer, “An error bound for
model reduction of Lur’e-type systems,” in Proceedings of the 48th
IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2009 held jointly with the
2009 28th Chinese Control Conference. IEEE, 2009, pp. 3264–3269.

[2] S. Lee, S. Choi, D. Ji, J. H. Park, and S. Won, “Synchronization for
chaotic lur’e systems with sector-restricted nonlinearities via delayed
feedback control,” Nonlinear Dynamics, vol. 59, pp. 277–288, 2010.

[3] J. A. Suykens, P. F. Curran, and L. O. Chua, “Robust synthesis for
master-slave synchronization of lur’e systems,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems I: Fundamental Theory and Applications, vol. 46,
no. 7, pp. 841–850, 1999.

[4] R. M. Murray, “Recent research in cooperative control of multivehicle
systems,” 2007.

[5] F. Zhang, “Distributed control of networked lur’e systems,” 2015.
[6] Y. Zhang and Y. Ou, “Dissipativity-based model reduction for discrete-

time piecewise homogeneous markov jump lur’e systems,” in 2015
American Control Conference (ACC). IEEE, 2015, pp. 601–606.

[7] X. Cheng, J. M. A. Scherpen, and F. Zhang, “Model reduction of
synchronized homogeneous lur’e networks with incrementally sector-
bounded nonlinearities,” European Journal of Control, vol. 50, pp.
11–19, 2019.

[8] K. Deng, S. Goyal, P. Barooah, and P. G. Mehta, “Structure-preserving
model reduction of nonlinear building thermal models,” Automatica,
vol. 50, no. 4, pp. 1188–1195, 2014.

[9] X. Cheng and J. M. A. Scherpen, “Model reduction methods for
complex network systems,” Annual Review of Control, Robotics, and
Autonomous Systems, vol. 4, pp. 425–453, 2021.

[10] N. Monshizadeh and A. van der Schaft, “Structure-preserving model
reduction of physical network systems by clustering,” in Proceedings
of 53rd IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC). IEEE,
2014, pp. 4434–4440.

[11] A. C. Antoulas, Approximation of Large-Scale Dynamical Systems.
Philadelphia, USA: SIAM, 2005.

[12] A. Astolfi, “Model reduction by moment matching for linear and
nonlinear systems,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 55,
no. 10, pp. 2321–2336, 2010.

[13] B. Besselink, H. Sandberg, and K. H. Johansson, “Clustering-based
model reduction of networked passive systems,” IEEE Transactions
on Automatic Control, vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 2958–2973, 2015.

[14] T. Ishizaki, K. Kashima, J.-i. Imura, and K. Aihara, “Model reduction
and clusterization of large-scale bidirectional networks,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Automatic Control, vol. 59, no. 1, pp. 48–63, 2013.

[15] X. Cheng, Y. Kawano, and J. M. A. Scherpen, “Reduction of second-
order network systems with structure preservation,” IEEE Transactions
on Automatic Control, vol. 62, pp. 5026 – 5038, 2017.

[16] ——, “Model reduction of multiagent systems using dissimilarity-
based clustering,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 64,
no. 4, pp. 1663–1670, 2018.

[17] X. Cheng and J. M. A. Scherpen, “Clustering-based model reduction
of laplacian dynamics with weakly connected topology,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Automatic Control, vol. 65, no. 10, pp. 4393–4399, 2019.

[18] N. Martin, P. Frasca, and C. Canudas-de Wit, “Large-scale network
reduction towards scale-free structure,” IEEE Transactions on Network
Science and Engineering, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 711–723, 2018.

[19] H. K. Khalil, Noninear Systems. New Jersey, the USA: Prentice Hall,
1996.

[20] M. George, “B-A Scale-Free Network Generation and Visualization,”
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/
11947-b-a-scale-free-network-generation-and-visualization
MATLAB Central File Exchange, 2023.

https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/11947-b-a-scale-free-network-generation-and-visualization
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/11947-b-a-scale-free-network-generation-and-visualization

	Introduction
	Preliminaries and Problem Setting
	Main Results
	Absolute Stability
	Clustering-based Model Reduction
	Analysis of Reduction Error

	Simulation Results
	Conclusions
	Proof of Lemma 2
	Proof of Theorem 2

	References

