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Consensus Control for Multi-Agent Systems
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Abstract— This paper addresses the finite-time non-
overshooting leader-following consensus problem for
multi-agent systems, whose agents are modeled by a dy-
namical system topologically equivalent to the integrator
chain. Based on the weighted homogeneity, a nonlinear
consensus control protocol is designed. A tuning scheme
ensures the finite-time stability of the consensus error
such that the agents do not have overshoots in the first
component of the state vector. Simulations are presented
to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed design.

Index Terms— Finite-time non-overshooting consensus,
homogeneous control, safety, multi-agent system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consensus in Multi-Agent Systems (MAS) has been an
important research topic over the past two decades. This study
seeks some control protocol to ensure all agents’ states reach
an agreement. In particular, the leader-following consensus,
where the agreement is the leader’s state, has received sub-
stantial focus [1]–[3]. Despite considerable research progress,
there has been limited research addressing leader-following
consensus in the context of both time constraints, which affect
the convergence rate, and space constraints, which impact the
safety of agent movements.

The primary technique involved in the control problem
considering time constraints is the finite-time stability strategy,
which ensures the system state reaches equilibrium at a time
dependent on the initial system state. This method, known
since the 1960s [4]–[7], has seen considerable development
and application in recent years, particularly in addressing the
consensus problem for the MAS [2], [3], [8].

On the other hand, numerous results have focused on the
consensus under space constraints. Specifically, constrained
consensus, first introduced in [9] and actively studied by [10]–
[12], aiming at a consensus limiting each agent to a closed
convex set. Additionally, research on positive systems [13]–
[15] contributes to the consensus study, leading to the positive
consensus, which means a consensus with agent states being
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positive [16]–[20]. Moreover, the study of non-overshooting
stabilization [21]–[23], which ensures that a partial system
state is uniformly bounded by its terminal value, has been
integrated into the consensus research by [24]. Nevertheless,
few works focus on consensus considering both time and space
constraints. This topic is vital as it contributes to the MAS’s
working efficiency and safety.

This paper aims to address the consensus problem under
both time and space constraints. Specifically, we tackle the
finite-time non-overshooting leader-following consensus prob-
lem for MAS with high-order integrator dynamics. The MAS
operates under a directed graph that allows local transmission
of both the agents’ states and a supporting vector using only
local information, similar to the configurations in [25]–[28].
Regarding this MAS, we propose a consensus control protocol
that guarantees finite-time convergence, improving upon [3] by
a distributed design. The main technique for achieving finite-
time convergence is homogeneity-based control.

Homogeneity is a property characterizing a wide class of
systems, including all linear systems and a large subset of
nonlinear systems. An asymptotically stable homogeneous
system can exhibit finite-time convergence with a negative
homogeneity degree. This motivates the “upgrading” from
linear control to homogeneous control [29], [30], which is one
of the most effective ways to obtain a homogeneous control.

Based on the above establishment, we propose a linear
protocol that ensures asymptotic non-overshooting consensus,
where the followers’ first state component does not exceed
the one of the leader. This non-overshooting behavior is
ensured by the strict positive invariance of the consensus error
within a linear cone. Building on this, the linear protocol is
upgraded to a homogeneous one, resulting in a finite-time
non-overshooting consensus protocol. This ensures consensus
error achieves finite-time stability and strict positive invariance
within a homogeneous cone. Additionally, a class of distur-
bances affecting agent dynamics is characterized, under which
the homogeneous protocol can maintain the non-overshooting
property. Finally, simulations confirm the control effectiveness.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
II describes the problem to be studied. Section III provides
some useful knowledge and results. Section IV outlines the
design of the linear non-overshooting consensus protocol
and its upgrade to a homogeneous one. Section V presents
simulations. Finally, Section VI concludes this work.

Notations: R is the set of real numbers; R+ (resp., R−) is the
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set of positive (resp., negative) real numbers; R≥0=R+∪{0};
N+ is the set of positive integers; a series of positive integers
1, . . . ,N is denoted as 1,N; let n∈N+, Rn and Rn×n denote
the n×1 real vector and the n×n real matrix, respectively;
Rn
+ (resp., Rn

−) denotes the n×1 real vector whose elements
are positive (resp., negative); In is the n×n identity matrix;
diag{σi}n

i=1 is the (block) diagonal matrix with the diagonal
entry σi of proper dimension; {σi j} is the n1×n2 (block) matrix
of a proper dimension with element σi j, i=1,n1, j=1,n2,
n1,n2∈N+; 1n∈Rn (resp., 0n∈Rn) with elements are all ones
(resp., zeros); let P={Pi j}∈Rn1×n2 , Pi j∈R, P≥0(resp., ≤0)
means Pi j≥0(resp., ≤0), ∀i=1,n1, ∀ j=1,n2; let P∈Rn×n,
P≻0(resp.,≺0) means that P is symmetric and positive (resp.,
negative) definite; P is anti-Hurwitz if −P is Hurwitz; exp(P)=
∑

∞
i=0

Pi

i! ; λmax(P) (resp., λmin(P)) represents the maximum
(resp., minimum) eigenvalue of P; ⊗ represents the Kronecker
product; B(R) is a ball centered at the origin of radius R∈R+;
ηi∈Rn (resp., ξi∈RN) is the ith element of the canonical
Euclidean basis in Rn (resp., RN); let x=(x1, . . . ,xn)

⊤∈Rn,
∥x∥ is a norm in Rn; ∥x∥P=

√
x⊤Px, P∈Rn×n satisfies P≻0;

∥x∥∞=maxi=1,n |xi|; the function α :R≥0→R≥0 is said to be of
class K if it is continuously strictly increasing with α(0)=0;
the function β :R≥0×R≥0→R≥0 is said to be of class KL

if for each fixed t the function s 7→β (s, t) is of class K and
for each fixed s the function t 7→β (s, t) is continuously strictly
decreasing; L∞(R,Rn) is the space of Lebesgue measurable
essentially bounded functions q :R→Rn with a norm ∥q∥L∞ :=
esssupt∈R+

∥q(t)∥∞<+∞.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a MAS composed of N+1 agents, characterized
by the agent dynamics, the transmitted data, and the commu-
nication network, as Fig. 1.

1) Agent dynamics: the agent dynamics is as follows

ẋi(t)=Axi(t)+Bui(t), i=0,N, t∈R+

A=
(0n−1 In−1

0 0⊤n−1

)
, B=

(
0n−1

1

)
,

(1)

where x0∈Rn is the state of the leader, with u0=0; and xi∈Rn,
i=1,N be the state of followers, with ui∈R, i=1,N be the
control input to be designed.

2) Transmitted data: the transmitted data of agent i is
(xi,vi)∈Rn×Rn, where vi:= fvi(xi,x j1 , . . . ,x jni

,v j1 , . . . ,v jni
), fvi :

Rn×Rnin×Rnin→Rn, ni is the number of agents which could
convey information to agent i.

Remark 1: If vi, ∀i=0,N be unavailable, the setting corre-
sponds to some classical configurations of MAS [31]–[33]; a
quasi-decentralized configuration is achieved by letting v0=0,
v1(t)=. . .=vN(t)=ug(t), ug :R→R [3]; in addition, [25]–[28]
report a distributed design with v jl=u jl , l=1,ni, i=1,N. The
extension of the transmitted data with the vector vi helps agents
gather more information useful for control design.

3) Communication network: the communication network is
described by a fixed and directed graph, and denoted by G=
{V ,E ,W }. Here, V ={0,N} represents the set of vertices,
with vertex 0 (the leader) serving as the root and vertices 1,N
(followers) serving as the terminals of at least one directed
path originating from the root. Detailed definitions on V , E ,

and W are presented further on (Section III-A). Regarding this
graph, we have v0=0n.
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Fig. 1: The configuration of the MAS: agent i, i=1,N receives
the transmitted data (x jl ,v jl )∈Rn×Rn, l=1,ni, and send out
(xi,vi)∈Rn×Rn.

4) Control problem: regarding the MAS defined above, we
introduce some new definitions based on the classical leader-
following consensus introduced in [1].

Definition 1: Let e=(e⊤1, . . . ,e
⊤
N)

⊤ with ei=xi−x0 be the
consensus error. The MAS (1) with some ui, i=1,N achieves
a) finite-time [34] (resp., asymptotic [1]) consensus if
limt→T ∥e(t)∥=0, ∀e(0)∈RNn, T=Tc(e(0)) (resp., T=+∞);
b) finite-time (resp., asymptotic) non-overshooting consensus
if the finite-time (resp., asymptotic) consensus is achieved and
there exists a non-empty set Ω⊂Σ:={e∈RNn : (IN⊗η⊤

1 )e≤0}
being strictly positively invariant for the error system.

Remark 2: The positive invariance of Ω guarantees the non-
overshooting stabilization of e if e(0)∈Ω. In other words, if the
follower’s first state component is initially behind the leader,
this condition guarantees this behindness in the transient phase
of reaching consensus.

The problem of finite-time/asymptotic non-overshooting
consensus is inspired by the practical reason of safety-critical
control systems [35], with its notion drawn from the theory
of non-overshooting stabilizers [22], [36]. To address this
problem, this paper extends the concept of non-overshooting
(safety) control to MAS by a proper design of a transmitted
vector vi= fvi(xi,x j1 , . . . ,x jni

,v j1 , . . . ,v jni
), i=1,N and a dis-

tributed control protocol ui= fui(vi), fui :Rn→R, i=1,N such
that the closed-loop error equation

ė= f (e), f :RNn→RNn (2)

is globally finite-time1 (asymptotically) stable, and properly
designed a non-empty set Ω∈Σ is strictly positively invariant
for the error equation (2).

Remark 3: The consensus control protocol obtained in re-
solving the above-defined problem is valid for the MAS with
nonlinear agent dynamics{

ẋi= fs(xi,ui),
yi= fo(xi,ui),

fs:Rn×Rm→Rn, fo:Rn×Rm→Ro, i=0,N

which is topologically equivalent [39] to the dynamics (1).

1The system ẋ(t)= f (x(t)), t∈R+, x(0)=x0∈Rn, is globally finite-time stable
[37] if it is Lyapunov stable [38] and there exists a settling-time function
T (x0), T :Rn→R+ such that ∥x(t)∥=0, ∀t≥T (x0).
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III. PRELIMINARIES

A. Elements of Graph Theory
A fixed directed graph G is characterized by the vertex

set V , the edge set E and the weighted adjacency matrix
W . Specifically, the vertex set V ={1,N} is a collection
of all nodes at the graph indexed by i=1,N. The edge set
E={(i, j)|i, j∈V }, (i, j)∈E if node j could transfer its local
information to node i; ni denotes the number of incoming
edges of node i. The weighted adjacency matrix W ={wi j}∈
RN×N , with wi j, i, j∈V , wi j =1 if (i, j)∈E , and wi j =0
otherwise. The self-loop is excluded in this paper, i.e., wii=0.
The Laplacian matrix associated to the graph G is defined as
L={li j}∈RN×N , where li j=−wi j for i̸= j, and li j=∑

N
k=1wik for

i= j. The latter immediately implies that ∑
N
j=1li j=0, ∀i=1,N.

A directed path from vertex j to vertex i is formulated if there
is a sequence of vertices i1, is, with i1= j, is=i and (iι+1, iι)∈E ,
ι=1,s−1, 2≤s∈N+. If there exists a vertex ir has at least one
directed path from itself to any one of the rest nodes while
(ir, j)/∈E , ∀ j∈V , we call ir the root. The graph connected and
acyclic is called the tree. The tree with a unique root and where
every other vertex has exactly one incoming edge is called the
directed spanning tree. The directed graph with a unique root
contains a directed spanning tree, and the associated Laplacian
matrix has one simple zero eigenvalue while all others have
positive real parts [40].

Lemma 1: Let Gl f={Vl f ,El f ,Wl f } denote a directed graph
with a unique root labeled by 0, where Vl f ={0,N}, Wl f =
{wi j}∈R(N+1)×(N+1), and the associated Laplacian matrix be
L={li j}∈R(N+1)×(N+1). Then
a) there exists an invertible matrix E∈R(N+1)×(N+1) such that

E−1L E=
(

0 0⊤N
0N L̃

)
,

with L̃∈RN×N being invertible.
b) the algebraic equation ω0=0m,

ωi=
1

∑
N
j=0wi j

∑
N
j=0wi j(M(xi−x j)+ω j) , M∈Rm×n,ωi∈Rm, i=1,N

(3)
has a unique solution, where wi j∈R is the element of the
matrix Wl f , and xi, i=0,N is the state vector of MAS (1).

Proof: Claim a) is obtained by referring the Lemma 3
of [41] with l0 j=0, ∀ j=0,N since the root is labeled by 0.

For claim b), rewrite (3), with ω0=0m, as

∑
N
j=0 wi jωi−∑

N
j=1 wi jω j=−∑

N
j=0 wi jM(x j−xi).

The latter is equivalent to L̃iω=(L̃i⊗M)e, yielding a compact
form L̃ ω=(L̃⊗M)e, ω=(ω⊤

1 , . . . ,ω⊤
N )⊤, L̃i is the ith line of

L̃ . Since L̃ is invertible the latter algebraic equation has a
unique solution ω=(IN⊗M)e. The proof is completed.

B. Elements of Homogeneity Theory
Homogeneity describes the symmetry with respect to a

transformation called dilation. For example, let a function
h :Rn→R, whose homogeneity is represented as ∃µ∈R such
that h(exp(s)x)=exp(µs)h(x), ∀s∈R. In this example, the
argument x is uniformly scaled by exp(s), which is the simplest
case of dilation. However, consider a non-uniform scaling on

x, which can be denoted as x→d(s)x, where d(s) is an operator
maps Rn to Rn, ∀s∈R. To be a dilation, d(s) has to satisfy:
• group property: d(0)=In, and d(a+b)=d(a)d(b), a,b∈R;
• limit property: lims→±∞ ∥d(s)x∥=exp(±∞), x∈Rn\{0}.
In many cases, we require the continuity of d(s), which is
determined by the continuity of function s 7→d(s)x, ∀x∈Rn.
We say d(s) is a monotone dilation if the latter function
is strictly increasing [30]. The linear dilation is defined as
d(s)=exp(sGd), s∈R, Gd∈Rn×n is anti-Hurwitz and known as
the generator of the dilation. Particularly, if Gd=diag{ri}n

i=1,
ri∈R+, i=1,n, the generated dilation is called the weighted
dilation. The following result supports us in determining a
proper Gd∈Rn×n for a continuous linear control system ẋ=
Ax+Bu, x∈Rn, A∈Rn×n, B∈Rn×m, u∈Rm×n.

Lemma 2: [30] Given µ ̸=0, a nilpotent A∈Rn×n, and
a matrix B∈Rn×m such that (A,B) controllable, then there
always exists an anti–Hurwitz matrix Gd satisfying:

AGd=(µIn+Gd)A, GdB=B. (4)
If (A,B) takes a canonical form as (1) then the equation (4) has
an explicit solution Gd=diag{1−µ(n−k)}n

k=1, µ< 1
n−1 . Based

on the concept of dilation, the homogeneity is defined below.
Definition 2: [30] A vector field f :Rn→Rn (resp., function

h :Rn→R) is said to be d-homogeneous if there exists a µ∈R
such that

f (d(s)x)=exp(µs)d(s) f (x), ∀s∈R, ∀x∈Rn

(resp., h(d(s)x)=exp(µs)h(x), ∀s∈R, ∀x∈Rn)

where d is a dilation, µ is known as the homogeneity degree.
One main feature of homogeneous systems is the improved

convergence rate characterized by its homogeneity degree µ .
Lemma 3: Let f :Rn→Rn be a continuous d-homogeneous

vector field of degree µ∈R, and the origin of the system ẋ= f (x)
be globally asymptotically stable. Then the origin of the system
ẋ= f (x) is globally finite-time stable for µ∈R−.

Another important feature of homogeneous systems is the
robustness, in the sense of ISS2, with respect to disturbances.

Lemma 4: [30] Assume a continuous vector field fq :Rn×
Rp→Rn+p takes the form of

fq(x,q)=
(

f (x,q)
0p

)
, x∈Rn, q∈L∞(R,Rp), f :Rn×Rp→Rn

and d-homogeneous of degree µ with respect to a dilation d=(
dx 0n×p

0p×n dq

)
in Rn+p. If the system ẋ= f (x,0) is asymptotically

stable at the origin, then the system ẋ= f (x,q) is ISS.
Next, we define the canonical homogeneous norm.
Definition 3: The functional ∥ · ∥d : Rn→R≥0 defined as

∥0∥d=0 and ∥x∥d=exp(sx), where sx∈R :∥d(−sx)x∥=1, d is a
linear monotone dilation, is called the canonical homogeneous
norm induced by a norm ∥ · ∥ in Rn.

The canonical homogeneous norm is not a norm in the
usual sense but indeed a norm in Rn

d being homeomorphic
to Rn [30]. If d(s)=exp(s)In, then, ∥ · ∥d=∥ · ∥. Moreover, the
canonical homogeneous norm has the following properties:

2Input-to-State Stability. The system ẋ(t)= f (x(t),q(t)), x∈Rn, q∈Rp, t∈R+,
x(0)=x0 is ISS if there exist β∈KL and γ∈K such that

∥x(t)∥≤β (∥x(0)∥, t)+γ (∥q∥L∞ ) , ∀x(0)∈Rn, ∀q∈L∞(R,Rp).
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• homogeneous of degree 1, i.e., ∥d(s)x∥d=exp(s)∥x∥d, ∀s∈R;
• ∥x∥=1⇔∥x∥d=1;
• ∥ ·∥d is a locally Lipschitz continuous function on Rn\{0};
• if ∥x∥=∥x∥P, where P∈Rn×n satisfies P≻0, PGd+G⊤

d P≻0,
then, the linear dilation d(s)=exp(sGd) is monotone and

∂∥x∥d
∂x = ∥x∥dx⊤d⊤(− ln∥x∥d)Pd(− ln∥x∥d)

x⊤d⊤(− ln∥x∥d)PGdd(− ln∥x∥d)x
, x∈Rn\{0}.

C. Distributed Homogeneous Consensus
In contrast to the quasi-decentralized homogeneous leader-

following consensus control relying on a centralized design of
vi, i=0,N in [3], we propose a distributed scheme.

Theorem 1: Let µ∈[−1, 1
n−1 ). Let (X ,Y )∈Rn×n×R1×n be the

solution of the following LMI:

X≻0, GdX+XGd≻0, AX+XA⊤−BY−Y⊤B⊤≺0, (5)

where Gd=diag{1−µ(n−k)}n
k=1. Let d be a dilation group

generated by Gd. Let the transmitted vector

v0=0n, vi=
1

∑
N
j=0 wi j

∑
N
j=0 wi j (xi−x j+v j) , i=1,N (6)

and the distributed homogeneous consensus protocol

ui=−∥vi∥1+µ

d Kd(− ln∥vi∥d)vi, i=1,N (7)

with K=Y X−1, ∥ · ∥d is induced by the weighted Euclidean
norm ∥ · ∥P, P=X−1, such that
• equation (6), (7) and (2) have unique solution vi, ui and ei,
i=1,N, respectively;
• closed-loop error equation (2) is globally finite-time stable
for µ∈[−1,0).

Proof: Recall Lemma 1 with ωi=vi, i=0,N, M=In, the
equation (6) has a unique solution v=e, v=(v⊤1 , . . . ,v

⊤
N )

⊤. In
this case, the closed-loop error equation (2) yielding

ė= f (e)

=
(

IN⊗A−diag{∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥1+µ

d BKd(−ln∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥d)}N

i=1

)
e,

(8)
has a unique solution. We notice equation (8) is completely
decoupled component-wise, i.e., the dynamics of ei can be
written as ėi= fi(ei)=(A−∥ei∥1+µ

d BKd(− ln∥ei∥d))ei, fi:Rn→
Rn, i=1,N. In this case, the stability of ei∈Rn, i=1,N is
exhibited by e∈RNn.

We first concentrate on the homogeneity. Equation (4)
implies (IN⊗A)d̃(s)=exp(µs)d̃(s)(IN⊗A) and exp(s)(IN⊗B)=
d̃(s)(IN⊗B) [30], where d̃=IN⊗d. The vector field e7→ f (e) is
d̃-homogeneous of degree µ∈R with respect to e→d̃(s)e since
f (d̃(s)e)=exp(µs)d̃(s) f (e), ∀s∈R. Similarly, ei 7→ fi(ei) be d-
homogeneous of degree µ∈R with respect to ei→d(s)ei since
fi(d(s)e)=exp(µs)d(s) fi(e), ∀s∈R.

Then, we prove ∥ei∥d be the Lyapunov candidate for ėi=
fi(ei). Indeed,

d∥ei∥d
dt =

∥ei∥
1+µ

d e⊤i d⊤(− ln∥ei∥d)P(AX+XA⊤−BY−Y⊤B⊤)Pd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei

e⊤i d⊤(− ln∥ei∥d)P(GdX+XGd)Pd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei
.

We have d∥ei∥d
dt <0 since (5) is satisfied. Since the latter analysis

is valid for any i=1,N, then we have the error equation ė=
f (e) being globally asymptotically stable. Finally, the proof is
completed by recalling Lemma 3.

For µ = −1 the control (7) has a discontinuity at the point
vi = 0n. In this case, solutions of the closed-loop system are
understood in the sense of Filippov [42]. Moreover, if some
model uncertainty is introduced to the dynamics of agents (1)
as below,

ẋi(t)=Axi(t)+Bui(t)+qi(t), qi∈L∞(R,Rn), i=0,N. (9)

The error equation becomes

ė= f (e,q)

=(IN⊗A)e−diag{∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥1+µ

d BKd(−ln∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥d)}N

i=1e+q,
(10)

with f : RNn×RNn →RNn, q=((q1−q0)
⊤, . . . ,(qN−q0)

⊤)⊤∈
L∞(R,RNn).

Corollary 1: Let the conditions of Theorem 1 hold. Let µ∈
(−1,0). The error equation (10) is ISS with respect to q∈
L∞(R,RNn).

Proof: Recall Lemma 4, let fq(e,q)=( f⊤(e,q),0⊤Nn)
⊤, fq:

RNn×RNn→R2Nn. It is validated that fq(d̃(s)e,exp(µs)d̃(s)q)=
exp(µs)diag{d̃(s),exp(µs)d̃(s)} fq(e,q), ∀s∈R. Thus we have
the vector field fq:RNn×RNn→R2Nn be homogeneous of degree
µ with respect to dilation (e,q) 7→ (d̃(s)e,exp(µs)d̃(s)q). The
asymptotic stability of ė= f (e,0) is guaranteed by Theorem 1.
Therefore, the claimed property is obtained.

IV. FINITE-TIME NON-OVERSHOOTING CONSENSUS
CONTROL DESIGN

A. Asymptotic Non-overshooting Consensus
For a constant λ∈R+, let us introduce the row vectors

hk=−η
⊤
1 (A+λ In)

k−1, k=1,n

and consider a positive cone

Ω={e∈RNn :(IN⊗H)e≥0}⊂Σ, H=(h⊤1 , . . . ,h
⊤
n )

⊤, (11)

where Σ={e∈RNn :(IN⊗η⊤
1 )e≤0}.

Theorem 2: Let λ∈R+. Let the transmitted vector vi be
given by (6), and the consensus control protocol be defined as

ui=−Klinvi, Klin=η
⊤
1 (A+λ In)

n, i=1,N. (12)

The control (12) asymptotically stabilizes the error equation
(2), and renders Ω strictly positively invariant for the equation
(2). Moreover, if

∑
k−1
ζ=0C

k−1
ζ

λ
ζ

η
⊤
k−ζ

ei(0)≤0, ∀k=2,n, ∀i=1,N, (13)

with Ck−1
ζ

= (k−1)!
(k−1−ζ )!ζ ! then e(0)∈Ω.

Proof: Equation (6) has unique solution v=e by recalling
Theorem 1, then (12) is compactly written as u=−(IN⊗Klin)e,
u=(u1, . . . ,uN)

⊤∈RN , and the error equation (2) becomes

ė= f (e)=(IN⊗(A−BKlin))e, e=(e⊤1, . . . ,e
⊤
N)

⊤ (14)

which is decoupled component-wise satisfying ėi= fi(ei)=(A−
BKlin)ei, fi :Rn→Rn, ei=(ei,1, . . . ,ei,n)

⊤∈Rn. Let the barrier
function φi=(φi,1, . . . ,φi,n)

⊤, φi,k :Rn→R be

φi,1=−ei,1, φi,k=φ̇i,k−1+λφi,k−1, k=2,n (15)

namely, φi,k=hk−1ėi+λhk−1ei=hk−1Aei−hk−1BKlinei+λhk−1ei.
Since hk−1B=0, then φi,k=hk−1(A+λ In)ei=hkei. Thus φi=
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Hei, and can be compactly written as φ=(φ⊤
1 , . . . ,φ⊤

N )⊤=(IN⊗
H)e. The positive orthant {φ∈RNn:φ≥0} is identical with the
positive cone Ω. Furthermore, IN⊗H is invertible if and only
if H is invertible. Indeed, matrix H is the observability matrix
of the pair (−η⊤

1 ,A+λ I), while yields zero-state observability
i.e., suppose a continuous linear system ẋ=(A+λ I)x, x∈Rn,
y=−η⊤

1 x∈R, if y=0, one has x=0. Thus H and IN⊗H are
invertible, and e=(IN⊗H−1)φ . Besides, since hnB=−1, then

φ̇i,n=hnėi=hnAei−hnBKlinei=−λhnei=−λφi,n.

Together (15) we have φ̇i=(A−λ In)φi, and

φ̇=(IN⊗(A−λ In))φ . (16)

Since IN⊗(A−λ In) is Metzler, then φ -system (16) is positive
[15] and Ω={φ∈RNn :φ≥0} be strictly positively invariant.

Next is to prove φ(e(0))=(φ⊤
1 (e1(0)), . . . ,φ⊤

N (eN(0)))⊤≥
0. The latter inequality is guaranteed by φi(ei(0))≥0, ∀i=
1,N, and φi(ei(0))≥0 is guaranteed by φi,k(ei(0))≥0, ∀k=
1,n. Indeed, for any k≥2, we have φi,k(ei(0))=hkei(0)=
∑

k−1
ζ=0 Ck−1

ζ
λ ζ h1Ak−1−ζ ei(0). Notice that for ζ=k−1, we have

h1A0=−η⊤
1 ; for ζ =k−2, we have h1A=−η⊤

2 , etc. Then,
φi,k(ei(0))=−∑

k−1
ζ=0 Ck−1

ζ
λ ζ η⊤

k−ζ
ei(0). Therefore, φi,k(ei(0))≥

0, ∀k=2,n, ∀i=1,N provided (13) holds. The latter implies
φ(e(0))≥0, i.e., e(0)∈Ω.

Finally, notice that equation (16) is asymptotically stabilized
to the origin. Recall e=(IN⊗H−1)φ , equation (14) has solution
e(t)=(IN⊗H−1)exp(IN⊗(A−λ I)t)(IN⊗H)e(0), which means the
consensus error e∈RNn is asymptotically stable.

Corollary 2: Given e(0)∈intΣ, inequality (13) always holds
if λ∈R+ is large enough.

Proof: e(0)∈intΣ implies φi,1(0)≥0, ∀i=1,N. Besides,
inequality (13) can be written as

−λ
k−1

φi,1(0)+∑
k−2
ζ=0 Ck−1

ζ
λ

ζ
η
⊤
k−ζ

ei(0)≤0, ∀k=2,n, ∀i=1,N,

which always holds for a sufficient large λ∈R+.

B. Finite-time Non-overshooting Consensus
By a proper scaling of the control gain Klin, the linear

control given by (12) can be upgraded into a homogeneous one
[3], [29], [30]. In this paper, a similar scheme is developed by
using the special structure of the transmitted vector vi, i=1,N.

Theorem 3: Let µ∈[−1,0). Let P∈Rn×n be the solution of
the following LMI:

P≻0, PGd+GdP≻0, P(A−BKlin)+(A−BKlin)
⊤P≺0, (17)

where Gd=diag{1−µ(n−k)}n
k=1, Klin is defined in (12). Let d be

a dilation group generated by Gd. Let the transmitted vector
vi∈Rn be defined in (6), and the homogeneous consensus
control protocol

ui=−∥vi∥1+µ

d Klind(− ln∥vi∥d)vi, i=1,N (18)

with ∥ · ∥d be induced by the weighted Euclidean norm ∥ · ∥P,
such that the error equation (2) be globally finite-time stable
and the homogeneous cone3

Ωd={e∈RNn : diag{Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)}N
i=1e≥0}

3A non-empty set Ωd∈Rn is said to be a homogeneous cone if x∈Ωd⇒
d(s)x∈Ωd, ∀s∈R.

be a strictly positively invariant set for the equation (2), and
e(0)∈Ωd⊂Σ if e(0)∈Ω and ∥ei(0)∥P≤1, ∀i=1,N, with Ω⊂Σ

and H are defined in (11).
Proof: Recall Theorem 1, equation (6) has a unique

solution v=e, then the equation (18) becomes

u=−diag{∥ei∥1+µ

d Klind(−ln∥ei∥d)}N
i=1e, u=(u1, . . . ,uN)

⊤∈RN .

Thus the closed-loop error equation (2) becomes

ė= f (e)

=
(
IN⊗A−diag{∥(ξ⊤

i ⊗In)e∥1+µ

d BKlind(−ln∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥d)}N

i=1

)
e.

(19)
Similar with (8), the error equation (19) is component-wise
decoupled and the stability of e∈RNn is equivalent to ei∈Rn,
i=1,N. Select ∥ei∥d as the Lyapunov candidate, and repeat
the analysis in Theorem 1, we can obtain the homogeneity of
e7→ f (e) and ei 7→ fi(ei) as well as d∥ei∥d

dt <0, i=1,N since (17)
holds. Thus the homogeneous error equation (19) is globally
finite-time stable for µ∈[−1,0).

Consider the homogeneous barrier function φi :Rn→Rn as
φi(ei)=Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei. Then,

dφi
dt =−

d∥ei∥d
dt

∥ei∥d
HGdd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei

+Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)
(
A−∥ei∥1+µ

d BKlind(− ln∥ei∥d)
)
ei.

Reusing d(s)A=exp(−µs)Ad(s), d(s)B=exp(s)B, ∀s∈R has
dφi
dt =

−
d∥ei∥d

dt
∥ei∥d

HGdd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei+∥ei∥µ

d H(A−BKlin)d(− ln∥ei∥d)ei,

and straightforwardly
dφi
dt =∥ei∥µ

d H(A−BKlin+γiGd)d(− ln∥ei∥d)ei, (20)

where γi =−∥ei∥−µ−1
d

d∥ei∥d
dt >0, ei ∈Rn\{0}, ∀i=1,N. Ac-

cording to Theorem 2, H(A−BKlin)H−1=A−λ In, which im-
plies H(A−BKlin)=(A−λ In)H. Besides, HGd=H(In+Π)=
H+(Π⊤h⊤1 , . . . ,Π

⊤h⊤n )
⊤, Π=diag{−µ(n−k)}n

k=1. We notice
hkΠ=−µ(n−k)hk−λ µ(k−1)hk−1, which indicates HGd=ΓH
with Γ=Gd+λdiag{−µ(k−1)}n

k=1A⊤. Then (20) becomes

dφi
dt =∥ei∥µ

d (A−λ In+γiΓ)φi. (21)

Notice that Γ≥0 for µ∈ [−1,0). This directly implies A−
λ In+γiΓ is Metzler. Let φi be compactly presented as φ =
(φ⊤

1 , . . . ,φ⊤
N )⊤=diag{Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)}N

i=1e, with the dynamics

dφ

dt =( d⊤φ1
dt , . . . , d⊤φN

dt )⊤=diag{∥ei∥µ

d (A−λ In+γiΓ)}N
i=1φ :=Λφ .

(22)
Thus φ -system (22) is positive since Λ∈RNn×Nn being Metzler
[15], and the homogeneous cone Ωd={φ∈RNn : φ≥0} is a
strictly positively invariant set, which means for e(0)∈Ωd⇒
e(t)∈Ωd, ∀t∈R+. Moreover, Ωd⊂Σ by construction.

Next, we are supposed to prove e(0)∈Ωd, i.e., φ(e(0))≥0,
with φ(e(0))=diag{Hd(− ln∥ei(0)∥d)}N

i=1e(0). On the one
hand, for all i=1,N, ∥ei(0)∥P≤1⇔∥ei(0)∥d≤1⇔− ln∥ei(0)∥d≥
0 and ∥ei(0)∥P=1⇔∥ei(0)∥d=1⇔− ln∥ei(0)∥d=0⇔φ(e(0))=
(IN⊗H)e(0). On the other hand, let φs :R→Rn with an auxiliary
function be φs(s)=Hd(s)x, s∈R≥0, x∈Rn, yields φs(0)=Hx≥0.
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We prove φs(s) is non-decreasing on s∈R≥0. Indeed, dφs
ds =

HGdd(s)x=Γφs, with Γ=Gd+λdiag{−µ(k−1)}n
k=1A⊤. Notice

that for µ∈ [−1,0), Γ is anti-Hurwitz since it is a lower-
triangular matrix with positive diagonal entries. Therefore,
φs(s)≥0, ∀s∈R≥0. Based on the above, we have φi(ei(0))≥0
if ∥ei(0)∥P≤1 and Hei(0)≥0, ∀i=1,N, and it is concluded as
φ(e(0))≥0 provided ∥ei(0)∥P≤1, ∀i=1,N and e(0)∈Ω.

C. Robustness Analysis
Now we move to the disturbed case by considering the

model uncertainty defined in (9). The error equation is

ė= f (e,q)

=
(
IN⊗A−diag{∥(ξ⊤

i ⊗In)e∥1+µ

d BKlind(−ln∥(ξ⊤
i ⊗In)e∥d)}N

i=1

)
e+q.
(23)

with q=((q1−q0)
⊤, . . . ,(qN−q0)

⊤)⊤∈L∞(R,RNn).
Before analysis, according to [43], we claim P(A−BKlin)+

(A−BKlin)
⊤P≺0 defined in (17) of Theorem 3 implies that there

exists ρ∈R+ such that

P(A−BKlin)+(A−BKlin)
⊤P+ρP≺0. (24)

Corollary 3: Let the conditions of Theorem 3 hold. Then,
a) for µ∈(−1,0), the closed-loop error equation (23) is ISS
with respect to q∈L∞(R,RNn);
b) for µ ∈ (−1,0), and q∈L∞(R,RNn

− ), the homogeneous
cone Ωd={e∈RNn : diag{Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)}N

i=1e≥0} is strictly
positively invariant for equation (23);
c) for n=2, µ =−1, and qi =Bq̂i, q̂i ∈L∞(R,R), i=0,N
the error equation (23) is globally finite-time stable and the
homogeneous cone Ωd={e∈R2N : diag{Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)}N

i=1e≥
0} is strictly positively invariant for the error equation (23) if

∥q̂i−q̂0∥L∞≤min
{

ρ

2|P1/2| ,
λϑ λmin(P−1/2H⊤HP−1/2)

λ
1/2
max(P−1/2η1η⊤

1 P−1/2)

}
, ∀i=1,N

(25)
with ρ∈R+ defined in (24), and ϑ= ρ

2λmax(P−1/2(PGd+GdP)P−1/2)
.

Proof: Claim a) is obtained by recalling Corollary 1.
In addition, since q∈L∞(R,RNn

− ), claim a) implies d∥ei∥d
dt <0,

∀i=1,N on e∈RNn. Recall Theorem 3, Λ∈RNn×Nn defined in
(22) is Metzler on e∈RNn. Consider the homogeneous barrier
function φi:Rn→Rn as φi(ei)=Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei. Then,
dφ

dt =Λφ−(IN⊗H)diag{d(−ln∥ei∥d)}N
i=1q̃, φ=(φ⊤

1 , . . . ,φ⊤
N )⊤

(26)
where q̃=−q∈L∞(R,RNn

+ ). Recall the definition of H in (11),
the matrix−(IN⊗H)diag{d(− ln∥ei∥d)}N

i=1≥0. Therefore, the
φ -system (26) is positive [15], and claim b) is obtained.

For claim c), we have q=(IN⊗B)(q̂1−q̂0, . . . , q̂N−q̂0)
⊤ in (23).

It is clear the stability of error equation (23) is equivalent to
the stability of ėi= fi(ei,B(q̂i−q̂0)), i=1,N, fi :R2×R2→R2.
Let ∥ei∥d be the Lyapunov candidate, whose derivative along
ėi= fi(ei,B(q̂i−q̂0)) be
d∥ei∥d

dt

=
e⊤i d⊤(−ln∥ei∥d)(P(A−BKlin)+(A−BKlin)

⊤P)d(−ln∥ei∥d)ei+e⊤i d⊤(−ln∥ei∥d)PB(q̂i−q̂0)

e⊤i d⊤(− ln∥ei∥d)(PGd+GdP)d(− ln∥ei∥d)ei
.

It is noticeable that, in the latter equation, e⊤id⊤(−ln∥ei∥d)(P(A−
BKlin)+(A−BKlin)

⊤P)d(−ln∥ei∥d)ei<−ρ since (24) holds and

∥d(−ln∥ei∥d)ei∥P=1. In addition, e⊤i d⊤(−ln∥ei∥d)PB(q̂i−q̂0)≤ρ

2
since (25) holds. Then d∥ei∥d

dt ≤−ϑ , ∀i=1,N, and the error
equation (23) is globally finite-time stable [30]. Moreover,
since d(s)B=exp(s)B, ∀s∈R, HB=−B, the homogeneous
barrier function φi(ei)=Hd(− ln∥ei∥d)ei yields

dφ

dt =diag
{
∥ei∥−1

d

( 2γi−λ 1

λγi−
(q̂i−q̂0)φi,1

|φi|2
γi−λ−

(q̂i−q̂0)φi,2
|φi|2

)}N

i=1
φ (27)

with φ=(φ⊤
1 , . . . ,φ⊤

N )⊤, γi=−d∥ei∥d
dt >0, ∀i=1,N. Moreover, the

system matrix of the φ -system (27) is Metzler if

λγi−
(q̂i−q̂0)φi,1

|φi|2
≥0, ∀i=1,N (28)

which holds if ∥q̂i − q̂0∥L∞ ≤ λγi|φi|2
φi,1

, ∀i = 1,N. We

notice γi ≥ ϑ , ∀i = 1,N, λ
1/2
min (P

−1/2η1η⊤
1 P−1/2) ≤

φi,1 ≤ λ
1/2
max(P−1/2η1η⊤

1 P−1/2), λmin(P−1/2H⊤HP−1/2) ≤
|φi|2 ≤ λmax(P−1/2H⊤HP−1/2). Then, (28) holds if
∥q̂i − q̂0∥L∞ ≤ λϑλmin(P−1/2H⊤HP−1/2)

λ
1/2
max(P−1/2η1η⊤

1 P−1/2)
, as (25) claims. Thus

the φ -system (27) is positive [15], and claim c) is proved.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The simulation is given under a scenario as Fig. 2, in
which a Multi-Robot System (MRS), comprised of one leader
(robot 0) and three followers (robot 1,3). The robots are
omnidirectional and modeled on the point of mass subjecting
to the following dynamics, with their motion in the X- and
Y-coordinates considered separately,

Ẋi(t)=AXi(t)+BuXi(t)+BqXi(t),
Ẏi(t)=AYi(t)+BuYi(t)+BqYi(t),

A=
(

0 1
0 0

)
, B=

(
0
1

)
, i=0,3.

(29)
where Xi=(Xi,1,Xi,2)

⊤∈R2, Yi=(Yi,1,Yi,2)
⊤∈R2, (Xi,1,Yi,1) repre-

sents the position of robot i; Xi,2 and Yi,2 represent the velocity
of robot i along X- and Y-coordinate, respectively; uXi ∈R
and uYi∈R are the control input of robot i with uX0=uY0=0;
qXi ,qYi∈R represents some matched disturbance.

A. Finite-time Non-overshooting Consensus
In MRS (29), we let qXi =qYi =0. The leader moves on

the smooth barrier surface with a constant velocity, and the
followers aim to achieve consensus with the leader. During
this process, the followers must be guaranteed a safe move,
i.e., followers must keep themself behind the leader in X-
coordinate. To this end, we aim to design some proper uXi

and uYi , i=1,3 such that the finite-time leader-following
consensus is achieved without overshoots in X-coordinate,
i.e., let eX =(e⊤X1

,e⊤X2
,e⊤X3

)⊤, eXi =Xi−X0, eY =(e⊤Y1
,e⊤Y2

,e⊤Y3
)⊤,

eYi=Yi−Y0, eX and eY be globally finite-time stable, and for
eX (0)∈Ω⊂Σ={eX ∈R6 : (I3⊗η⊤

1 )eX ≤0}, eX (t)∈Ω, ∀t∈R+,
η1=(1,0)⊤.

Let wi j =1 for (i, j)∈E . Let vi be defined in (6) with
xi=Xi, i=0,3 and xi=Yi, i=0,3, using Theorem 1, one has
the solution vX =eX , vX =(v⊤X1

,v⊤X2
,v⊤X3

)⊤∈R6 and vY =eY ,
vY=(v⊤Y1

,v⊤Y2
,v⊤Y3

)⊤∈R6, respectively. Let uXi take form of the
finite-time non-overshooting consensus control (18), then

uXi=−∥vXi∥
1+µ

d Klind(− ln∥vXi∥d)vXi , vXi=eXi , i=1,3. (30)
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Fig. 2: The diagram of (a) the MRS with specified initial posi-
tion (Xi,1(0),Yi,1(0)), i=0,3; and (b) communication topology.

Let uYi take form of the finite-time consensus control (7), then

uYi=−∥vYi∥
1+µ

d Kd(− ln∥vYi∥d)vYi , vYi=eYi , i=1,3. (31)

For the controller (30), let λ =1, according to equation
(12), one has Klin=(λ 2,2λ )=(1,2). Let µ=−0.2, then Gd=
diag{1.2,1}. YALMIP gives the solution of (17) as follows,

P=
(

0.0020 0.0005
0.0005 0.0012

)
.

Based on the above parameters, the real-time value of ∥eXi∥d in
(30) is provided by a online solution of ∥d(− ln∥eXi∥d)eXi∥P=
1 using the “HCS Toolbox for MATLAB” available in [44].

For the controller (31), let µ=−0.2, thus Gd=diag{1.2,1}.
YALMIP gives the solution of (5) as follows,

X=
( 0.8281 −0.3107
−0.3107 0.9377

)
, Y=(0.7502 0.5000) ,

immediately we have

P=X−1=
(

1.3791 0.4569
0.4569 1.2178

)
, K=Y X−1=(1.2630 0.9517) .

Similarly, the real-time value of ∥eYi∥d in (31) is provided by
the online solution of ∥d(− ln∥eYi∥d)eYi∥P=1.

Let the initial position of the MRS be Fig. 2 gives,
and the initial velocity (X0,2(0),Y0,2(0))=(0[m/s],1[m/s]),
(Xi,2(0),Yi,2(0))=(1[m/s],1[m/s]), i=1,3. The implicit Eu-
ler method is employed to solve the closed-loop dynamics
equation (29), (30), (31) on MATLAB. The performance of
non-overshooting finite-time consensus is shown in Fig. 3.

B. Robust Non-overshooting Finite-time Consensus

Let the matched disturbances of MRS (29) be defined as
below: q̂X0=0, q̂Xi∈R is uniformly distributed in the interval
(−0.540,0.540), (−0.444,0.444) and (−0.462,0.462) for i=
1, i=2 and i=3, respectively; and q̂Yi ∈R is distributed in
the interval (−0.030,0.030), (−0.428,0.428), (−0.533,0.533)
and (−0.441,0.441) for i=0, i=1, i=2 and i=3, respectively.

Let µ=−1. Let the initial conditions be the same with
Section V-A. The homogeneous controller (30) and (31) reg-
ulate the followers to reach the leader in a finite time without
overshoots. As a comparison, the linear controller (by letting
µ=0 for (30) and (31)) cannot ensure a safe movement for
the MAS. This comparative performance is shown in Fig. 4.

Fig. 3: The finite-time non-overshooting leader-following con-
sensus with the homogeneous controller (30), (31).

(a)

(b)

Fig. 4: The trajectory of the MRS considering disturbance by
employing the (a) homogeneous control protocol with µ=−1;
and (b) linear control protocol.
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VI. CONCLUSION

This paper addresses the finite-time non-overshooting
leader-following consensus for MAS. A control protocol en-
suring an asymptotic non-overshooting consensus is designed.
By upgrading the linear protocol into a homogeneous one,
the finite-time non-overshooting consensus is achieved. It is
further shown that the homogeneous control protocol preserves
the non-overshooting performance of the MAS even in the
presence of some class of disturbances. Simulation results
validate the obtained controls.
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