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Abstract: This work is concerned with interconnected networks with non-identical subsystems.
We investigate the output consensus of the network where the dynamics are subject to external
disturbance and/or reference input. For a network of output-feedback passive subsystems, we
first introduce an index that characterises the gap between a pair of adjacent subsystems by
the difference of their input-output trajectories. The set of these indices quantifies the level of
heterogeneity of the networks. We then provide a condition in terms of the level of heterogeneity
and the connectivity of the networks for ensuring the output consensus of the interconnected

network.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few decades, consensus control of intercon-
nected networks has received a wide range of research
interests and extensive applications in many areas, such
as robot coordination (Qiao and Sipahi, 2015), power
grid (Yang et al., 2013), and distributed sensor networks
(Olfati-Saber and Shamma, 2005). In particular, passivity-
based approaches have outstanding relevance in the con-
sensus analysis for interconnected networks, and fruitful
research results have been achieved, see, e.g., Chopra and
Spong (2006); Biirger and De Persis (2015). For example,
Chopra and Spong (2006) studied the output consensus
of passive multi-agent systems over weight-balanced di-
graphs. In addition, by the internal model approach, the
consensus problem for a network of incrementally passive
systems over dynamic diffusive coupling was investigated
in Biirger and De Persis (2015).

It should be noted that a common feature of the afore-
mentioned literature is that the subsystems are expected
to be passive. In the engineering practice, however, many
systems are not inherently passive, (Kelkar and Joshi,
1998). Recently, there are fruitful results focusing on the
consensus problem of interconnected networks with non-
passive subsystems, see, e.g., Stan et al. (2007); Qu and
Simaan (2014); Zhang and Lewis (2018); Li et al. (2019).
For example, Stan et al. (2007) studied the consensus
problem for networks of cyclic biochemical oscillators with
identical incrementally output-feedback passive systems.
Besides, the consensus problem of multi-agent systems
with input feedforward passive agents over diffusive cou-
pling was investigated in Li et al. (2019).
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Moreover, in Scardovi et al. (2010), the consensus prob-
lem of interconnected networks with incrementally output-
feedback passive systems and external inputs was stud-
ied from a purely input-output perspective. A condition
of output with a high level of consensus is provided by
combining the input-output properties of the subsystems
with the connectivity of the network. However, it focused
only on homogeneous networks, i.e., the dynamics of the
subsystems in the interconnected networks are identical,
which might be restrictive and impractical in many cases.
In engineering practice, all physical systems of the inter-
connected systems are not exactly identical due to certain
undesirable environmental factors and parametric uncer-
tainties (Li et al., 2014). Therefore, this work attempts to
generalise the research result to the case of heterogeneous
networks.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as
follows: 1) An index that characterises the gap between a
pair of adjacent subsystems is introduced by the difference
of their input-output trajectories, and the set of these
indices quantifies the level of heterogeneity of the net-
works. 2) A non-conservative condition for obtaining this
index between two adjacent linear time-invariant (LTT)
subsystems is proposed. 3) A condition in relation to the
output consensus of the heterogeneous network is proposed
in terms of the level of heterogeneity and the connectivity
of the networks.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1 Notation
Let R be the set of real numbers. For a matrix A, denote

by AT its transpose, and rank(A) its rank. Denote by
I,, the m x m identity matrix. Let 1, := [1,...,1]T €
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R™. Given scalars ai,...,a,,, let the column vector

col(ar,...,am) = la1,...,am]" and diag{as,...,am} the
diagonal matrix with its ith diagonal entry being a;.
Given a symmetric matrix A = AT, we use A > 0
(resp., A = 0) to denote that A is positive definite
(resp., positive semi-definite). Define the signal space Ly =

{x : [0, 00) — IR’"|H95||2 = fooo |x(t)|2dt < oo} where || de-
notes the Euclidean norm. For any z : [0,00) — R™,
define the truncation operator (Prz) (t) = x(t) for t < T

and (Prxz)(t) = 0 for ¢ > T. Define Ly, as Lo, =
{z:[0,00) = R™|Pra € Ly,VT > 0}. Given z € Ly, and
1

T>0,|z|; = (fOT |ac(t)|2dt) * Given 2,y € Lo, and T >

0, (z,y)p := fOT 2T (t)y(t)dt. An operator H : Lo, — Lo, is
said to be causal if PrHPr = PrH, VT € R. All operators
H : Ly, — Lo, considered in this work are assumed to map
0 to 0.

2.2 Graph Theory

A graph is defined by G = (N, ), where N = {1,...,n}
is the set of nodes and & C N'x N is the set of edges. The
edge (i,7) € € denotes that node i can obtain information
from node j. Let N; = {j € N'|(i,j) € £} denote the
set of neighbours of node i. The graph G is said to be
undirected if (i,5) € & then (j,i) € £. G is said to
be strongly connected if there exists a sequence of edges
between every pair of nodes. For a graph G, its adjacency
matrix A = [a;;] € R"*" is defined as a;; = 1 if (4,5) € €
and a;; = 0 otherwise. It is assumed that there are no self-
loop, that is a;; = 0,7 = 1,...,n. The Laplacian matrix
L =1l;;] € R"*" of G is defined as:

n
li_j _ Z Qig, ? =]
g=1
7(11']',1' 7& j
For an undirected graph G, we may assign an orientation
to G by considering one of the two nodes of an edge to
be the positive end and the other one to be the negative
end. Denote by £, (resp., ;") the set of edges for which
node i is the positive (resp. negative) end. Let p be the
cardinality &, i.e., the total number of edges. Define the
incidence matrix D = [d;x] € R™*P of an undirected graph
G as
+1, ke ZF
-1, ke 2~
0, otherwise.
For an undirected graph G, it holds that D71, = 0 and
L = DDT (Bai et al., 2011, Definition 1.2). A spanning
tree in G is an edge-subgraph of G which has n — 1 edges
and contains all nodes (Biggs, 1993, p29).

dir, =

2.3 Passivity

In this work, we adopt the definitions of passivity from
Definition 2.2.1 in Van der Schaft (2000) and incremental
output-feedback passivity from Definition 2 in Scardovi
et al. (2010) for system described by input-output maps.

Definition 1. A causal operator H : Lo, — Lo is said to
be passive if

(Hu,u)p > 0, Yu € Ly, VT > 0. (1)

Given v € R, H is said to be ~-incrementally output-
feedback passive (OFP) if

(Hu—Hv,u—U)T27||Hu—HUH2T,Vu,v € Lo, VT > 0.
(2)

Problem Formulation

Consider n linear time-invariant systems H; : Lo, — Lo,
described by
where wu;,y; € Ls. denote respectively the input and
output of the i-th system. Suppose H; is real-rational
proper transfer functions and the group of systems is
interconnected by means of an undirected and connected
graph G = (N, &). Specifically, the input u; to the i-th
system, is given by

ui:wi—vi,iEN. (4)
Here, w; € Lo, is the external disturbance and/or reference

signals, and v; € Lg. depends on the relative outputs
between the i-th system and its neighbours as given by

vi= Y i (i — ), (5)
JEN;
where the scalars o;; = a; > 0. Let Y := col (y1,...,yn)
and the same notation is used to define the vectors V., W
and U. Substituting (5) into (4) and recalling the definition
of the incidence matrix D, it can be obtained that

U=W -V =W -DUDTY (6)

where U = diag{a,...,op} with a = o5,k € {1,...,p}
if dzk =1 and djk = —1.

The aim of this work is to derive conditions such that there
exists a gain p > 0 such that

|DTY ||, < p|| DTW ||, YW € Lge, VT > 0. (7)

Note that the external input W can be considered to be
the sum W = Wy + Wy with W; = wl,,, w € Lo, being a
reference signal and Ws € Loy being disturbance. Then,
if (7) holds, it implies that ||[DTY|| < p||DTWy|. As
remarked in Scardovi et al. (2010), HDTYHT quantifies
the synchrony of the outputs in the time interval [0, 7],
and (7) implies that the interconnected network enjoy
the property that external input with a high level of
consensus produces output with the same property. More
importantly, (7) can be extended to ensure synchronisation
in systems described with a state space formalism (with
arbitrary initial conditions) under the assumption of zero-
state reachability.

3. MAIN RESULT

Given two systems H; and Hj, suppose they are -
incrementally output-feedback passive, i.e.,
(Hiu — Hiv,u — v)p > v | Hiu — Hiv||2T
and
(Hju— Hyv,u—v)y > y||Hyu— Hyol 7
for all u,v € Lo, and T > 0. We introduce in the next

assumption an index ;; to characterise the gap between
Hi and Hj.



Assumption 2. For all T' > 0, there exists v;; € R, (i,7) €
& such that the operators H; and H; satisfy
(Hiu — Hjv,u — v)p > 5 || Hiu — HjUH2T , Vu,v € Lae.
(8)
Remark 8. When H; = H;, (8) reduces to H;, H; being

~vij-incrementally output feedback passive. The deviation
of 7;; from v capture the gap between H; and H;.

Given the LTT transfer function H;(s) and H;(s), define
the following transfer function matrix:

Hi(s) —H,(s)
) = | P TE Y @

1= Hi(s) 1 =i Hj(s)
The following lemma states a necessary and sufficient
condition that ensures (8) holds.

Lemma 4. Given the LTI transfer function H;(s) and
H;(s) and suppose €;;(s) is well-defined on Ly, (8) holds
if and only if €;;(s) is positive real, i.e., the following
conditions hold:
a) ;;(s) is analytic in Re[s] > 0.
b) Q;;(jw) + QZ-Tj(—jw) > 0 for any w € R such that jw
is not a pole of €;;(s).
c¢) The pure imaginary poles of Q;;(s) are non-repeated,
and the residue matrix at any pure imaginary pole
S0, limg—5, (s — 80) 45(s), is Hermitian and positive
semidefinite.

Proof. For all (i,5) € £, u,v € L, and T > 0, we have
(Hiu — Hjv,u — v)p — vij | Hyu — vaH,QT

T
= / (Hiu — va)T (u—v)dt
0
T
— / (Hyu — Hjv)" (Hiu — Hjv)dt
0
o T ’LL*’}/”HZ’LL T Hiuijv dt
B 0 ’U*")/inj’U Hj’U*HZ"U,
H; —H;

v —y;Hjv | —11; H; v — v Hyv

L —ijHi 1—~H;

T
(10)
From Theorem 1 in Willems (1972), €;,(s) is passive if
and only if Q;;(s) is positive real, i.e., conditions a)-c)
in Lemma 4 hold. Since (1 —~;;H;)u € La. if u € Ly,
(8) holds if and only if €;;(s) is passive, thus (8) holds if
and only if Q;;(s) is positive real, i.e., conditions a)-c) in
Lemma 4 hold. |

Given an undirected and connected graph G with an
incidence matrix D € R"*P let Ggr be any spanning tree
of G and let Dgp € R™*("=1) he the incidence matrix of
Gst. We present next two supporting lemmas.

Lemma 5. There exists a matrix Q € R("=1*? guch that
D = Dgr@ and rank(Q) =n — 1.

Proof. Since G is an undirected and connected graph and
Gsr is a spanning tree of G, rank(L) = rank(DT D) =
rank(D) = rank(Dgr) = n — 1 and there must exist a

matrix Q € R™=D*? such that D = DgpQ. Noting that
rank(AB) < min{rank(A4),rank(B)}, one has rank(Q) =
n— 1. O
Lemma 6. Given Q € R("=U*P guch that D = DgrQ,
R = diag{ri,...,rp} with r; > r > 0,4 € {1,...,p}, and
v € R. It holds that
M :=Q (vI,R+ RD"DR) Q" -0

if v +7rX2 > 0 where \g is the second smallest eigenvalue
of the Laplacian matrix L.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 5 that rank(Q) = n — 1. By
performing singular value decomposition (Dullerud and

Paganini, 2013, Theorem 1.11), we can write R:DTDR? =
Vv [Z 0} VT, where V. € RPXP is a unitary matrix,

Y = diag{6%,...,02_,} with 6; > > Op1 >
0, and 64,...,0,_1 are the nonzero singular values of

DR=. Since D = Dgsr@, we can obtain that [E 0] =

VIRzDTDRzV = VTR:QTDL,.DsrQR>V. Noting
Dgr € R™ =1 it follows from rank(D%,Dgsr) =
rank(Dgr) = n — 1 that DL.Dgr € RM=Dx(=1 jg
positive definite. By inspecting the equation

[E 0] — VT R}QT DYy DsrQRAV,

it can be implied that QR2V = [U 0] for some full-rank
U € R=Dx(n=1) and UTDL,.DsrU = X. Now, we are
ready to rewrite M into

M :=Q (vI,R+ RD"DR) Q"

— QR} (ylp n R%DTDR%) REQT

=QR2V (7[17 + [E OD VT R2QT

woi(on+ %) [%]

=U (yI-1 +3)UT. (11)
It follows from (11) that M > 0 if vI,,_1 + % = 0. On the
other hand, since rank(D) = n — 1, the nonzero singular
values of D can be ordered in a nonincreasing manner as
01> 09 > -+ > 0p—1 > 0. Noting that A\ is the smallest
nonzero eigenvalue of I = DDT, we have 0,1 = V).
According to the singular value inequalities in Loyka and
Charalambous (2015), one has s; (AB) > s; (A) Smin (B),
where Spin (B) is the smallest singular value of B, s; (A)
and s; (AB) are the ith largest singular values of A and
AB respectively. Therefore, we can obtain that 6, _, =

Sn—1 (DR%) > Sn—1 (D) Smin (R%) = Opn—1Smin (R%) >
VT2 > 0, where Smin (R%) is the smallest singular value

of R%, s,_1 (D) and s,,_, (DR%) are the (n—1)th largest
singular values (i.e., the smallest nonzero singular values)

of D and DR? respectively, and the last inequality follows
from r; > r > 0. Accordingly, we can conclude that if
¥+ 7y >0, then v+ 62, > 0 and thus vI,,_; + 3 = 0,
ie., M =Q (vI,R+ RDTDR) Q" > 0. |

For a homogeneous network (i.e., all nodes share the
same dynamics), suppose that the node dynamics are .-



incremental OFP and the linear diffusive coupling gain is
given by a constant «. It has been shown by Scardovi et al.
(2010) that (7) holds if 4. + a2 > 0. In the next theorem,
we generalise this result to the case of heterogeneous
networks.

Theorem 7. Consider the interconnected network (3)-(5)
and suppose Assumption 2 holds. Let ~,, = (m)ing v;; and
ij)e

a = min «;;. Then, (7) holds if 7, + als > 0.
(i,5)€€

Proof. According to Lemma 5, there exists a matrix
Q € R(»=DxP guch that D = DgrQ. Consequently, for
all U € Ly,

1
(UDTY.DTU), =5 D ouilyi — yjus
(i,5)€€

_uj>T

1 2
5 > v llyi = ysl7
(i,5)€€
(DY, I, ¥D"Y),
= (D5rY, QI ¥QTDgrY),  (12)
where the first inequality follows from Assumption 2, and
¥ is defined after (6). On the other hand, we have that

Y

T
<\I/DTY,DTV>T:/ YT DUD" DYDY dt
0

T
= / YT DsrQUDT DYQT DL, Y dt
0

= (D&Y, QUD"DYQT DELY) . (13)
Define M := Q (vmlpllf + \IIDTD\I/) QT. By hypothesis,
Ym + aXa > 0, and thus according to Lemma 6, M = 0,
leading to
T T T T T T
(vp'y,D'w) = (vD'Y,D'U), +(¥¢D'Y,D"V)_

T
2/ Y"Dsr MDY > u|| DL Y2,
0

where g is the smallest eigenvalue of M. Noting that
[wDTY |7 < a2 [ DTY [ and [|DTY |7 < & |[DEY 7,
where & = (g}%{g aj; and k is the largest eigenvalue of
QQT, and thus applying the Cauchy-Scharwz inequality
yields

|DTY|| . < p||D"W||,., YW € Lg., VT > 0,

where p = ka/pu > 0. O
4. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated the consensus problem for net-
works of heterogeneous LTI agents with external distur-
bance and/or reference input over diffusive coupling. We
introduced the indices that characterise the gaps between
the adjacent subsystems. It has been shown that the
output of the subsystems in the heterogeneous network
reach a certain level of consensus if the sum of the level of
heterogeneity of the network and the connectivity of the
communication graph is positive.
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