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A Novel Dynamic Event-triggered Mechanism for
Dynamic Average Consensus
Tao Xu, Zhisheng Duan, Guanghui Wen, and Zhiyong Sun

Abstract—This paper studies a challenging issue introduced
in a recent survey, namely designing a distributed event-based
scheme to solve the dynamic average consensus (DAC) problem.
First, a robust adaptive distributed event-based DAC algorithm
is designed without imposing specific initialization criteria to per-
form estimation task under intermittent communication. Second,
a novel adaptive distributed dynamic event-triggered mechanism
is proposed to determine the triggering time when neighboring
agents broadcast information to each other. Compared to the
existing event-triggered mechanisms, the novelty of the proposed
dynamic event-triggered mechanism lies in that it guarantees the
existence of a positive and uniform minimum inter-event interval
without sacrificing any accuracy of the estimation, which is much
more practical than only ensuring the exclusion of the Zeno
behavior or the boundedness of the estimation error. Third, a
composite adaptive law is developed to update the adaptive gain
employed in the distributed event-based DAC algorithm and dy-
namic event-triggered mechanism. Using the composite adaptive
update law, the distributed event-based solution proposed in our
work is implemented without requiring any global information.
Finally, numerical simulations are provided to illustrate the
effectiveness of the theoretical results.

Index Terms—Dynamic average consensus, dynamic event-
triggered mechanism, adaptive control.

I. INTRODUCTION

The dynamic average consensus (DAC) problem was first
formulated and studied in [1], where each agent without a
particular model is assigned a time-varying reference signal
and expected to estimate the average of all reference signals.
The DAC problem has gained enormous popularity, due to
its numerous applications, such as distributed formation con-
trol [2], distributed state estimation [3], distributed convex
optimization [4], distributed resource allocation [5], and so
forth [6]. Many efficient distributed DAC algorithms have been
proposed; see [7]–[13] to cite a few.

The distributed DAC algorithms designed in [7]–[13] lack
robustness to initialization, since their implementation is de-
pendent on some specific initial conditions. For example, the
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sum of the initial values of the internal states of all agents in
these algorithms are required to be zero. This condition is vio-
lated when a group of agents is divided into several subgroups
due to communication link break. In this case, re-initialization
of the algorithm for each subgroup is required after every
network disruption. However, with a specific initialization, one
would need to detect the communication failure globally to
perform re-initialization, which is impractical in real appli-
cations. To eliminate special initialization requirement, robust
distributed DAC algorithms were designed in [14], [15], where
some global information about the communication topology is
needed to choose a constant gain. To reduce dependence on
global information, adaptive gains were introduced in [16],
resulting in robust adaptive distributed DAC algorithms.

Another issue with the distributed DAC algorithms proposed
in [7]–[13] is that continuous-time communication among
agents is required. Specifically, the information of each agent
is always transmitted to neighbors without a break via wireless
communication network, and then calculated in real time
through data processing units. This is impractical since the
channel bandwidth of wireless communication network and
the computing resource of data processing units are limited
[17]. An effective approach to reduce the requirement of
continuous communication is to take advantage of an event-
triggered mechanism, which enables agent-to-agent informa-
tion sharing to only occur when a specific event is triggered.
To date, event-triggered mechanism has been widely utilized
in some coordination control scenarios [18]–[20]. Designing
distributed event-based solutions to the DAC problem has been
regarded as an interesting yet difficult problem in the survey
[17]. Some efforts have been made to solve this problem; see
[21]–[25], where the estimation error is zero in [23], [24] and
bounded in [21], [22], [25].

Despite the progress achieved in the references above,
a couple of challenging issues still exist and deserve fur-
ther exploration. The distributed event-based DAC algorithms
developed in [21], [22] depend on specific initial condi-
tions. Moreover, some global information, e.g., the minimum
nonzero eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix associated with
the global communication topology or the total number of all
agents, is required in [23], [24] to design DAC algorithms
or event-triggered mechanisms. Although a robust adaptive
event-based distributed DAC algorithm has been proposed in
[23], the designed adaptive gain has no tendency to decrease,
since only nonnegative direct adaptive component is employed
to design the standard adaptive update law. Fast adaptation
achieved by the nonnegative standard adaptive update law
often accelerates the convergence at the expense of generating
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high-frequency oscillations of system response [26] and high
amplitude of system input [27]. To avoid these implementation
issues, a common method is to make use of the σ-modification
technique [18]–[20], i.e., introducing an additional damping
term into the standard adaptive update law. However, directly
following the design in [18]–[20] cannot guarantee a zero
estimation error in the DAC problem. Therefore, under the
premise of guaranteeing a zero-converging estimation error,
the design of a robust distributed solution with adaptive
gain and proper adaptive update law is worthy of further
investigation.

The triggering functions proposed in [23], [24] are guaran-
teed to generate a finite number of events within a finite time,
namely excluding the Zeno behavior. Nevertheless, the mini-
mum inter-event interval of each agent tends to zero with time.
It should be pointed out that with faster and faster samplings,
information updates and exchanges cannot be implemented on
a digital platform [28]. Therefore, the existence of a positive
lower bound of the inter-event intervals is more desirable in
practice. Although a positive minimum inter-event interval is
achieved in [21], [22], [25] by introducing a positive constant
term in the triggering function, the estimation error is only
guaranteed to be bounded rather than converging to zero. To
the best of our knowledge, how to design an event-triggered
mechanism that guarantees a positive and uniform minimum
inter-event interval without sacrificing DAC convergence is
still open.

This paper presents for the first time a robust adaptive
distributed event-based solution to deal with the DAC problem
with the challenging issues listed above. Compared with the
most relevant results [21]–[25], the main contributions of our
work are summarized in the following:

1) Compared with [21], [22], the distributed event-based
DAC algorithm of our work is robust to initialization,
and hence is applicable to the case of communication
link failure. Different from [23], [24], the distributed
event-based solution of our work is performed without
involving any global information. Unlike the standard
adaptive update law that only involves a direct adaptive
component as in [23], a σ-modification component is
introduced in our work. In addition to a damping term,
a dynamically updated compensation term is supple-
mented in the σ-modification component, which ensures
the achievement of zero estimation error.

2) Differing from the triggering function with a constant
term as in [21], [22], [25], which results in a bounded
estimation error, the dynamic triggering function pro-
posed in our work guarantees a zero estimation error.
Compared with the triggering function with an exponen-
tial decay term or with a dynamically updated internal
variable as in [23], [24], which only ensures a positive
lower bound of the inter-event intervals within a finite
time, the dynamic triggering function proposed in our
work guarantees a positive and uniform lower bound of
the inter-event intervals for all time.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

Let R, Rn and Rn×m denote the sets of real numbers,
n × 1 real vectors, and n × m real matrices, respectively.
For a scalar function f : [0,∞) → R, f(t+) is denoted
as the right-hand limit of f at t. The symbol A† represents
the Moore-Penrose inverse of a real matrix A. The notation
∥ · ∥ represents the Euclidean vector norm for a vector
and the induced matrix norm for a matrix. The symbol 1n

denotes a n-dimensional vector whose components are all
ones. For a vector function g : [0,∞) → Rn, we say that
g ∈ Lp, 1 ≤ p < ∞, if (

∫∞
0

∥g(t)∥p dt)
1
p < ∞ and g ∈ L∞,

if ess supt≥0 ∥g(t)∥ < ∞, where ess sup denotes the essential
supremum.

B. Graph theory

Consider a multi-agent system consisting of n agents, where
the communication graph is modeled by G = (V, E) with the
sets of nodes V = {1, 2, . . . , n} and edges E ⊆ V×V . For the
communication graph G, the adjacency matrix is denoted as
A = [aij ] ∈ Rn×n, i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n, where aii = 0, aij = 1,
if (j, i) ∈ E , and aij = 0, otherwise. The Laplacian matrix is
denoted as L = [lij ] ∈ Rn×n, where lij = −aij , for i ̸= j,
and lii =

∑n
j=1,j ̸=i aij , i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. The communication

graph is undirected and connected if (i, j) ∈ E is equivalent
to (j, i) ∈ E and there exists a path between every pair of
distinct nodes.

In our work, the communication graph among the n agents
satisfies the following standard assumption:

Assumption 1: The communication graph is undirected and
connected.

C. Reference signals

Denote ri(t) as the time-varying reference signal assigned to
agent i, i = 1, . . . , n, which is continuously differentiable. The
average reference signal is expressed by r̄(t) = 1

n

∑n
i=1 ri(t).

For simplicity, we consider that ri(t) ∈ R is a scalar, but all
results in our work are extendable to arbitrary dimensions.

An assumption about ri(t) and ṙi(t) is introduced in the
following:

Assumption 2: There exist positive constants ϵ1 and ϵ2 such
that

sup
i=1,...,n

|ri(t)| ≤ ϵ1, sup
i=1,...,n

|ṙi(t)| ≤ ϵ2.

D. Problem formulation

The objective of this paper is to present a novel robust
adaptive distributed event-based scheme using only local infor-
mation to solve the DAC problem, which not only guarantees
a zero estimation error, but also ensures that the information
interaction between neighboring agents is intermittent, asyn-
chronous, and has a positive time interval.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, some theoretical results will be developed
and some necessary discussions will be provided.
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A. Robust adaptive event-based DAC algorithm

Let xi(t) be the estimate of r̄(t). The general framework of
the DAC algorithm is proposed as follows [23]:

xi(t) =zi(t) + ri(t), (1)
żi(t) =− γzi(t) + ui(t), (2)

where the constant γ > 0, and the input ui(t) will be
developed subsequently.

Denote tki
i , ki = 0, 1, 2, . . ., with t0i = 0, as the triggering

event sequence of agent i, i = 1, . . . , n. Let x̂i(t) = xi(t
ki
i ) for

t ∈ [tki
i , tki+1

i ), where xi(t
ki
i ) denotes the latest information

that agent i broadcasts to its neighbors. Under event-based
communication, we propose the following robust adaptive
distributed input

ui(t) = −
n∑

j=1

aijcij(t)
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)
, (3)

where µ(t) = µ1e
−µ2t, with constants µ1, µ2 > 0, and

cij(t) represents the adaptive gain whose update law will be
presented later. Moreover, under the robust adaptive distributed
input ui(t) proposed in (3), the initial value of the internal state
zi(t) is allowed to be an arbitrarily chosen bounded constant,
without any constraint conditions as made in [7]–[13].

B. Novel dynamic event-triggered mechanism

Before designing the triggering function, the measurement
error is given by

ei(t) = x̂i(t)− xi(t). (4)

For t ∈ [tki
i , tki+1

i ), the novel dynamic triggering function
fi(t) is updated by

ḟi(t) = min{ηi(t), 0} − δi, fi(t
ki+
i ) = f̄i, (5)

where the constants δi > 0, f̄i > 0, and the internal triggering
variable ηi(t) is designed as

ηi(t) =αi

n∑
j=1

aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

− βi

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)|ei(t)|, (6)

where the constants 0 < αi ≤ 1 and βi ≥ 1, and the update
law of cij(t) will be developed subsequently.

The triggering condition is made as follows:

tki+1
i = inf

{
t > tki

i | fi(t) ≤ 0
}
. (7)

Once an event is triggered, ei(t) resets to 0 and fi(t) resets
to f̄i. Therefore, it always holds that 0 ≤ fi(t) ≤ f̄i and
ḟi(t) ≤ 0.

C. Composite adaptive update law

Partly motivated by [26], [27], the composite adaptive
update law of cij(t) is designed in the following:

ċij(t) = aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)
− σij(cij(t)− ĉij(t)),

(8)

where the constant σij = σji > 0, aij
|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|+µ(t) repre-
sents the direct adaptive component and −σij(cij(t)− ĉij(t))
represents the σ-modification component with ĉij(t) being the
compensation term updated by

˙̂cij(t) = νij(cij(t)− ĉij(t)), (9)

where the constant νij = νji > 0. The initial values of cij(t)
and ĉij(t) satisfy that cij(0) = cji(0) ≥ 1, ĉij(0) = ĉji(0) ≥
1, and cij(0) ≥ ĉij(0).

D. Main theorems

Two theorems of our work are developed in the following:
Theorem 1: Suppose that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Under

the robust adaptive distributed event-based DAC algorithm
(1)–(3), the novel dynamic event-triggered mechanism (4)–(7)
and the composite adaptive update law (8)–(9), the estimation
error

x̃i(t) = xi(t)− r̄(t), (10)

converges to zero as time tends to infinity. Moreover, the adap-
tive gain cij(t) and the compensation term ĉij(t) eventually
converge to the same positive constant.

Theorem 2: Under the same conditions stated in Theorem 1,
there exists a positive and uniform lower bound of the inter-
event intervals for any time.

The proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 will be provided in
Appendices A and B, respectively.

E. Some discussions

To clearly show the advantages of the theoretical design in
Sections III-A–III-C, some comparisons with other relevant
results are performed in Table I. In addition, some properties
of the proposed theoretical design are elaborated in this
subsection.

1) Discussion on the event-based communication: A block
diagram of the distributed event-based DAC solution for agent
i proposed in Sections III-A–III-C is presented in Fig. 1. It
can be observed from Fig. 1 that the event-based intermittent
state information x̂i(t) and x̂j(t) is employed to design the
input ui(t) of DAC algorithm, the internal triggering variable
ηi(t), and the composite adaptive update law ċij(t). Recall that
x̂i(t) and x̂j(t) are updated only at certain instants determined
by discrete events. Therefore, the information interaction and
computation of the proposed distributed event-based DAC
solution occurs only when agent i or one of its neighbors
trigger an event. Compared with some distributed DAC solu-
tions composed of continuous-time relative state xi(t)−xj(t),
which requires continuous-time information exchange and
computation, more communication and computing resources
are saved in our work.
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TABLE I
COMPARISONS WITH SOME EXISTING DISTRIBUTED EVENT-BASED SOLUTIONS TO THE DAC PROBLEM.

reference [21] [22] [23] [24] [25] this paper
avoiding specific initialization ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

requiring no global information ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

guaranteeing a zero estimation error ✓ ✓ ✓

ensuring a positive and uniform minimum inter-event interval ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Fig. 1. A block diagram of the distributed event-based DAC solution for
agent i proposed in our work, where the information in dotted line box is that
broadcast by neighbors of agent i.

2) Discussion on the dynamic triggering: The dynamic
property of the triggering function fi(t) proposed in our
work lies in that fi(t) itself is dynamically updated, which
is different from the traditional dynamic triggering functions
as designed in [23], [24], where only embedded internal
variables are dynamically updated. Moreover, compared with
the event-triggered mechanisms developed in [23], [24], the
implementation of the event-triggered mechanism in our work
does not depend on any global information. From (32), the
inter-event time of agent i is lower bounded by a positive
constant f̄i

η̄i+δi
, with η̄i defined below (28). If we choose

a larger f̄i or a smaller δi, the lower bound of the inter-
event time will become larger. Nevertheless, a larger f̄i will
increase V (0), the initial value of V (t) proposed in (11), and
a smaller δi will reduce the descent speed of V (t). Therefore,
under a larger f̄i and a smaller δi, the convergence rate
of the estimation error will be lowered down. Accordingly,
there exists a trade-off between estimation rate and triggering
performance.

IV. SIMULATIONS

The estimation effect stated in Theorem 1 and the triggering
performance argued in Theorem 2 are demonstrated in this
section, where the discretization period is 1× 10−4s.

A. Setting

Consider a multi-agent system involving 8 agents, which
are divided into two subgroups labeled as S1 = {1, . . . , 4}
and S2 = {5, . . . , 8}.

To show that the developed DAC algorithm is applicable
to the case of communication disruptions, the communication
graphs with network interruptions are shown in Fig. 2, where
the network links between agents 2 and 7 and between agents
4 and 5 only work during the first 6s, but fail after 6s.

(a) 0s ≤ t < 6s. (b) t ≥ 6s.

Fig. 2. Communication graphs with network link failure.

Fig. 3. The trajectories of ri(t), r̄1(t) and r̄2(t), i = 1, . . . , 8.

For agents 1–8, the individual reference signals are set as

ri(t) =ai sin(bit), i = 1, 3, 5, 7,

ri(t) =ai cos(bit), i = 2, 4, 6, 8,

where ai = i, bi = 0.1i, i = 1, . . . , 8. The trajectories of
the reference signals ri(t), i = 1, . . . , 8, and the average
reference signals r̄1(t) = 1

8

∑8
i=1 ri(t)(0s ≤ t < 6s) ∪

1
4

∑4
i=1 ri(t)(t ≥ 6s) and r̄2(t) = 1

8

∑8
i=1 ri(t)(0s ≤ t <

6s) ∪ 1
4

∑8
i=5 ri(t)(t ≥ 6s) are shown in Fig. 3.

Before validating the efficiency of Theorems 1 and 2, some
initial values and designed parameters are set here. The initial
values zi(0) are randomly chosen, i = 1, . . . , 8. The initial
values cij(0) = cji(0) are randomly chosen from the range
[60, 80], and ĉij(0) = ĉji(0) = 50, i, j = 1, . . . , 8. The
constant gains are chosen as γ = 1, µ1 = 1, µ2 = 0.01,
f̄i = 10, δi = 1, αi = 0.01, βi = 100, σij = σji = 5,
νij = νji = 5, i, j = 1, . . . , 8.

B. Demonstration of the estimation effect

This subsection is to show the convergence results of the
estimation error and the adaptive gain to demonstrate the
effectiveness of Theorem 1.

Simulation contents: The trajectories of xi(t), i = 1, . . . , 8,
and two average reference signals r̄1(t) and r̄2(t) are exhibited
in Fig. 4. The evolution of the estimation errors x̃i(t), i =
1, . . . , 8, is shown in Fig. 5. The trajectories of the adaptive
gains cij(t) and the compensation terms ĉij(t), i, j = 1, . . . , 8,
are shown in Fig. 6.
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Fig. 4. The trajectories of xi(t), r̄1(t) and r̄2(t), i = 1, . . . , 8.

Fig. 5. The evolution of x̃i(t), i = 1, . . . , 8.

Fig. 6. The trajectories of cij(t) and ĉij(t), i, j = 1, . . . , 8.

Simulation observations: It follows from Fig. 4 that each
agent achieves accurate estimation of the average reference
signals. Fig. 5 shows that the estimation error of each agent
converges to zero. It can be observed from Fig. 6 that
each adaptive gain and the corresponding compensation term
converge to the same positive constant.

C. Illustration of the triggering performance

This subsection aims to show the validity of Theorem 2
by providing some statistics relevant to the proposed novel
dynamic event-triggered mechanism.

Simulation contents: Take agents 2, 4, 5, 7 for example, the
evolution of the dynamic triggering functions fi(t), i =
2, 4, 5, 7, is shown in Fig. 7, where only the trajectories
from 11s to 12s are provided for clearer observation. Let
lowi =

f̄i
η̄i+δi

, which is the theoretical lower bound of inter-
event time of agent i derived from (32). Moreover, for each
agent, we denote by mini and totali the minimum inter-event
interval and the total number of the event instants derived
from the simulation, respectively. The numerical statistics
of lowi[×10−4s], mini[×10−4s] and totali are presented in
Table II.

Fig. 7. The evolution of fi(t), i = 2, 4, 5, 7.

TABLE II
NUMERICAL STATISTICS OF lowi , mini AND totali , i = 1, . . . , 8.

agent 1 agent 2 agent 3 agent 4
lowi 16 36 15 31
mini 35 38 32 33
totali 950 566 986 609

agent 5 agent 6 agent 7 agent 8
lowi 32 32 48 15
mini 33 71 59 32
totali 540 912 526 946

Simulation observations: It follows from Fig. 7 that the
dynamic triggering function fi(t) decays from f̄i and instantly
resets to f̄i when it reaches zero. From Table II, the minimum
inter-event interval of each agent derived from the simulation
is positive and larger than the theoretical lower bound of inter-
event time. Moreover, it can be observed that only a finite
number of events are triggered during the operation time.

V. CONCLUSION

A distributed event-based solution is provided in this paper
to deal with the DAC problem, where the estimation error
converges to zero. The proposed solution mainly involves three
parts, namely the distributed event-based DAC algorithm, the
distributed dynamic event-triggered mechanism, and the com-
posite adaptive update law of the adaptive gain. Local relative
information, which is updated only at certain discrete event
instants, is employed in the solution, such that continuous in-
formation exchange among neighboring agents is avoided. The
developed distributed event-based DAC algorithm is robust in
the sense that no specific initialization criterion is required
during the implementation. Under the developed dynamic
event-triggered mechanism, the inter-event intervals of each
agent are lower bounded by a positive constant for all time,
definitely excluding the Zeno behavior. Moreover, using the
adaptive gain together with its composite update law, the
proposed solution is performed without requiring any global
information. The effect of disturbance on the distributed DAC
solution design and analysis will be studied in our future work.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Before verifying the feasibility of Theorem 1, a useful
lemma is introduced as follows.
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Lemma 1: [16], [29] Suppose that Assumption 1 holds. The
Laplacian matrix L is symmetric positive-semidefinite with n
eigenvalues ordered by 0 = λ1 < λ2 ≤ . . . ≤ λn. Moreover,
for M = In − 1

n1n1
T
n , it holds that M = LL†.

The proof of Theorem 1 is detailed as below.
Proof Let x(t), x̃(t), z(t), r(t), and u(t) be the column stack
vectors of xi(t), x̃i(t), zi(t), ri(t), and ui(t), i = 1, . . . , n,
respectively.

The Lyapunov function is constructed as

V (t) = V1(t) + V2(t) + V3(t), (11)

where

V1(t) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

x̃2
i (t), (12a)

V2(t) =θ1

n∑
i=1

fi(t), (12b)

V3(t) =
1

4

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

[
(cij(t)− θ2)

2 +
σij

νij
(ĉij(t)− θ2)

2

]
,

(12c)

where the constants θ1 ≥ 1 + 2ϵ̄ and θ2 ≥ 2 + 6ϵ̄, with ϵ̄ =√
n

λ2
(γϵ1 + ϵ2) > 0.

Note that cij(0) = cji(0), ĉij(0) = ĉji(0), σij = σji > 0,
νij = νji > 0. Note also that aij = aji. From (8) and (9), it is
easy to verify that cij(t) = cji(t), ĉij(t) = ĉji(t). It follows
from (8) that cij(t) will instantly increase if cij(t) ≤ ĉij(t),
since ċij(t) ≥ 0 at the instant when cij(t) ≤ ĉij(t). At the
same time, from (9) cij(t) ≤ ĉij(t) implies that ˙̂cij(t) ≤ 0.
Hence, ĉij(t) will instantly decrease if cij(t) ≤ ĉij(t).
Combining cij(0) ≥ ĉij(0) leads to that cij(t) ≥ ĉij(t). It
further follows from (9) that ˙̂cij(t) ≥ 0, which indicates that
ĉij(t) ≥ 1 since ĉij(0) ≥ 1. Therefore, it always holds that
cij(t) ≥ ĉij(t) ≥ 1.

Substituting (1) into (10) and using vector notation, one
obtains

x̃(t) = z(t) + r(t)− r̄(t)1n = z(t) +Mr(t). (13)

It follows from (2) and (13) that

˙̃x(t) =ż(t) +Mṙ(t)

=− γ (z(t) +Mr(t)) + u(t) + γMr(t) +Mṙ(t)

=− γx̃(t) + u(t) +M (γr(t) + ṙ(t)) . (14)

Taking the derivative of V1(t) along the trajectory of (14),
one derives

V̇1(t) =− γx̃T (t)x̃(t) + x̃T (t)u(t)

+ x̃T (t)M (γr(t) + ṙ(t)) . (15)

Since aij = aji, cij(t) = cji(t), βi ≥ 1, and
(x̂i(t)−x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|+µ(t) ≤ 1, it follows that

1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)(ei(t)− ej(t))
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

≤1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)|ei(t)− ej(t)|

≤1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)|ei(t)|+
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)|ej(t)|

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|. (16)

From (4) and (10), one has x̃i(t) − x̃j(t) = xi(t) − xj(t) =
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))− (ei(t)− ej(t)). It follows from (3) and (16)
that

x̃T (t)u(t)

=−
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)x̃i(t)
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

=− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)(x̃i(t)− x̃j(t))
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

=− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)(ei(t)− ej(t))
(x̂i(t)− x̂j(t))

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

≤− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|. (17)

Similarly as in deriving (16), one has

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |ei(t)− ej(t)| ≤ 2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|,

(18)

where aij = aji, βi ≥ 1, and cij(t) ≥ 1 have been used.
It follows from Lemma 1 that L = LT and M = LL†. Let
y(t) = L†(γr(t) + ṙ(t)). Under Assumption 2 and Lemma 1,
it holds that ∥y(t)∥ ≤ ∥L†∥(∥γr(t)∥ + ∥ṙ(t)∥) ≤ ϵ̄, where ϵ̄
has been defined below (12c). Based on the above analysis,
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one obtains

x̃T (t)M (γr(t) + ṙ(t))

=x̃T (t)Ly(t) = yT (t)Lx̃(t)

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |yi(t)||x̃i(t)− x̃j(t)|

≤ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij (|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ |ei(t)− ej(t)|)

≤ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ 2ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|,

(19)

where yi(t) represents the i-th entry of y(t) satisfying that
|yi(t)| ≤ ∥y(t)∥ ≤ ϵ̄.

Combining (15), (17) and (19) leads to that

V̇1(t) ≤− γ

n∑
i=1

x̃2
i (t) + (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|

− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+ ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|. (20)

Taking the derivative of V2(t) along the trajectory of (5),
one obtains V̇2(t) = θ1

∑n
i=1 ḟi(t). Since ḟi(t) ≤ 0 and θ1 ≥

1 + 2ϵ̄, one obtains

V̇2(t) ≤(1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

ḟi(t)

=(1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

(min{ηi(t), 0} − δi)

≤(1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

ηi(t). (21)

The derivative of V3(t) along the trajectories of (8) and (9)
is calculated in the following:

V̇3(t) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij(cij(t)− θ2)
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

σij(cij(t)− θ2)(cij(t)− ĉij(t))

+
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

σij(ĉij(t)− θ2)(cij(t)− ĉij(t))

=
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij(cij(t)− θ2)
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

− 1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

σij(cij(t)− ĉij(t))
2

≤1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij(cij(t)− θ2)
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)
.

(22)

Combining (20)–(22) yields that

V̇ (t) ≤− γ

n∑
i=1

x̃2
i (t) + (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

ηi(t)

− θ2
2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+ ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|

+ (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|. (23)

Note that θ2 ≥ 2 + 6ϵ̄ and 0 < αi ≤ 1. Through simple
calculations, one has

− θ2
2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+ ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij |x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|

≤ − (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+ ϵ̄

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

aij
µ(t)|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

≤− (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αiaij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)
+ µ̄1e

−µ2t,

(24)

where µ(t)|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|
|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|+µ(t) ≤ µ(t) = µ1e

−µ2t has been used and
µ̄1 = ϵ̄n2µ1 > 0. It follows from (6), (23) and (24) that

V̇ (t) ≤− γ

n∑
i=1

x̃2
i (t) + µ̄1e

−µ2t + (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

ηi(t)

− (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αiaij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)

+ (1 + 2ϵ̄)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

βiaijcij(t)|ei(t)|

=− γ

n∑
i=1

x̃2
i (t) + µ̄1e

−µ2t. (25)

Integrating both sides of V̇ (t) ≤ −γ
∑n

i=1 x̃
2
i (t) +

µ̄1e
−µ2t = −γ∥x̃(t)∥2 + µ̄1e

−µ2t, one has

V (t) + γ

∫ t

0

∥x̃(ς)∥2 dς ≤V (0) +
µ̄1

µ2

(
1− e−µ2t

)
≤V (0) +

µ̄1

µ2
. (26)

On the one hand, it can be derived from (26) that V (t) ∈ L∞.
It follows from (12a) that x̃i(t) ∈ L∞ and from (12c) that
cij(t), ĉij(t) ∈ L∞. Under Assumption 2, ri(t), ṙi(t) ∈ L∞,
and hence r̄(t) ∈ L∞. It follows form (10) that xi(t) ∈ L∞,
which indicates that x̂i(t) ∈ L∞. From (3), one derives that
ui(t) ∈ L∞. It thus follows from (14) that ˙̃xi(t) ∈ L∞. On
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the other hand, it can be derived from (26) that x̃i(t) ∈ L2.
By Barbalat’s lemma [30, lemma 3.2.5], one concludes that
x̃i(t) → 0, as t → ∞.

Let c̃ij(t) = cij(t)− ĉij(t). It follows from (8) and (9) that

˙̃cij(t) = −(σij + νij)c̃ij(t) + aij
|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)− x̂j(t)|+ µ(t)
.

(27)

Note that |x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|2
|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|+µ(t) ∈ L∞ since x̂i(t) ∈ L∞. Note also

that xi(t)−xj(t) = x̃i(t)−x̃j(t) → 0 as t → ∞ since x̃i(t) →
0, as t → ∞, which implies that |x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|2

|x̂i(t)−x̂j(t)|+µ(t) → 0 as
t → ∞. By [31, Theorem 4], one concludes that c̃ij(t) → 0
as t → ∞, i.e., cij(t) → ĉij(t) as t → ∞. In addition, note
that ĉij(t) remains bounded because ĉij(t) ∈ L∞. Combining
˙̂cij(t) ≥ 0 yields that ĉij(t) converges to a positive constant.
Therefore, cij(t) and ĉij(t) eventually converge to the same
positive constant.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

The proof of Theorem 2 is detailed as below.
Proof It follows from (6) that

ηi(t) ≥ −βi

n∑
j=1

aijcij(t)|ei(t)|. (28)

From the proof of Theorem 1, one has that xi(t) and cij(t)
remain bounded. It follows from (4) that ei(t) is bounded.
Without loss of generality, we assume that cij(t) ≤ c̄ij ,
|ei(t)| ≤ ēi, where the constants c̄ij , ēi > 0. It thus
follows from (28) that ηi(t) ≥ −η̄i, where the constant
η̄i = βi

∑n
j=1 aij c̄ij ēi > 0. From (5), one has

ḟi(t) ≥ −(η̄i + δi), fi(t
ki+
i ) = f̄i. (29)

By the comparison lemma [32, Lemma 2.5], it holds that
fi(t) ≥ gi(t) for t ∈ [tki

i , tki+1
i ), with gi(t) being the solution

of

ġi(t) = −(η̄i + δi), gi(t
ki+
i ) = f̄i. (30)

Solving the equation (30) obtains that

t− tki
i =

f̄i
η̄i + δi

− gi(t)

η̄i + δi
. (31)

Note that fi(t) ≥ gi(t). Therefore, the inter-event time tki+1
i −

tki
i is lower bounded by the time that it takes for gi(t) to

decrease from f̄i to 0. It thus follows from (31) that

tki+1
i − tki

i ≥ f̄i
η̄i + δi

. (32)

It is concluded from (32) that the lower bound of the inter-
event time tki+1

i − tki
i is positive for any time t and uniform

for any index ki.
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