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In this work, we leverage the 2-contraction theory, which
extends the capabilities of classical contraction theory, to
develop a global stability framework. Coupled with pow-
erful geometric tools such as Poincaré index theory, the
2-contraction theory enables us to analyze the stability of
planar nonlinear systems without relying on local equilib-
rium analysis. By utilizing index theory and 2-contraction
results, we efficiently characterize the nature of equilib-
rium points and delineate regions in R2 where periodic
solutions, closed orbits, or stable dynamics may exist. A
key focus of this work is the identification of regions in the
state space where periodic solutions may occur, as well as
2-contraction regions that guarantee the nonexistence of
such solutions. Additionally, we address a critical prob-
lem in engineering—the determination of the basin of at-
traction (BOA) for stable equilibrium points. For systems
with multiple equilibria identifying candidate BOAs be-
comes highly nontrivial. We propose a novel methodol-
ogy leveraging the 2-contraction theory to approximate a
common BOA for a class of nonlinear systems with mul-
tiple stable equilibria. Theoretical findings are substanti-
ated through benchmark examples and numerical simula-
tions, demonstrating the practical utility of the proposed
approach. Furthermore, we extend our framework to an-
alyze networked systems, showcasing their efficacy in an
opinion dynamics problem.

1 INTRODUCTION
Stability has been a cardinal aspect of control system

design and analysis. When it comes to the stability analy-
sis of nonlinear systems, the notion of equilibrium state or
nominal motion comes into the picture. If the nonlinear
system is equipped with a unique equilibrium point, com-
menting on global stability around that has been studied
extensively in the literature. On the contrary, numerous
systems have multiple equilibrium points. Commenting
on the overall stability in such cases has been sparsely
solved in literature. Conventional stability notions com-
ment on the stability around an equilibrium point. In
the case of multiple equilibria, the stability analysis has
revolved around the respective points of interest. As
in existing literature, we often encounter many nonlin-
ear dynamical system models, such as opinion dynamics
[1, 2, 3], epidemiology model [4, 5] and Lurie problem
[6, 7], etc. which exhibit multiple equilibria and evaluat-
ing their global behavior may help us lucidly understand
their inherent physical properties.

Traditional approaches, such as Lyapunov stability
theory, have provided a robust framework for address-
ing stability problems. However, these methods require
explicit knowledge of equilibrium points and their lo-
cal behavior, limiting their applicability in systems with
complex dynamics. Contraction theory possesses several
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powerful properties for the analysis of dynamical systems
[8, 9, 10, 11]. Unlike usual Lyapunov methods to analyze
the global asymptotic behavior of trajectories with respect
to nominal motion, contraction ensures convergence of
trajectories with respect to each other. The theory has
been extensively used for observer design, synchroniza-
tion, and frequency estimation [12, 13], and [14]. It re-
formulates the conditions of Lyapunov stability by defin-
ing quadratic functions of differential states [15]. These
functions are defined by a Riemannian contraction metric
characterizing sufficient conditions for incremental expo-
nential convergence of trajectories [16, 17] and [18]. The
advantage of contraction-based analysis compared to the
usual notion of stability is manifold. It provides power-
ful tools for analyzing the asymptotic behavior of time-
varying nonlinear systems. The theory provides a frame-
work for analyzing the robustness of a system to distur-
bances and uncertainties, an inherent property of contrac-
tion. The problem of finding an appropriate Lyapunov
function is nontrivial, and it comes down to solving a par-
tial differential equation. In contraction theory, the con-
traction metric for a quadratic function of the differen-
tial state can be determined by solving computationally
tractable Linear Matrix Inequalities (LMIs) [19]. Another
highlight is the preservation of contraction properties in
the case of interconnected systems such as cascade, par-
allel, etc. [20].

As already mentioned, contraction theory offers a
complementary perspective by ensuring the convergence
of neighboring trajectories to a nominal trajectory. Yet, it
does not guarantee convergence to an equilibrium point,
thereby necessitating additional tools for a comprehen-
sive understanding of a system’s global asymptotic be-
havior. For nonlinear systems with multiple isolated equi-
libria, the limitations of Lyapunov and classical contrac-
tion (1-contraction) theory become apparent, prompting
the need for a novel analytical framework. In recent stud-
ies, there has been an attempt to solve such problems us-
ing 2−contraction theory [6, 7, 21]. The framework is a
geometric generalization that enables us to study the time
evolution of the volume of a 2−dimensional parallelo-
tope formed by two different trajectories evolving from
two different initial conditions with respect to a nominal
trajectory at each instant of time. This article uses the
2−contraction theory as the backbone to analyze the dy-
namical systems with multiple equilibria.

The main contributions of this paper are highlighted
in the following points.

• An analytical procedure is presented to illustrate the
utility of 2-contraction and Poincaré Index theory in
assessing the global stability of a nonlinear system

with multiple isolated equilibrium points.
• Analytical procedure to compute 2-contraction re-

gion for a class of planar nonlinear system has been
demonstrated. Sufficient conditions are derived us-
ing 2-contraction to rule out or possible existence of
closed orbit or periodic solutions in a nonlinear pla-
nar system.

• A novel methodology is proposed leveraging the 2-
contraction theory to approximate a common BOA
for a class of planar nonlinear systems with multiple
isolated stable equilibria.

• To highlight the efficacy, the proposed idea is imple-
mented in a class of networked system, further ex-
tending the analysis to opinion dynamics.

The outline of this paper is as follows: Section 2
covers key mathematical preliminaries, emphasizing con-
traction theory and Poincaré index theory, while also in-
troducing the need for an alternative stability analysis
approach for nonlinear systems with multiple equilib-
ria, supported by an example. Section 3 details the pro-
posed framework, outlining the procedure to identify the
BOA for systems with multiple isolated stable equilib-
rium points. Section 4 illustrates several examples to val-
idate the theorems and corollaries introduced in Section
3. Section 5 demonstrates the application of the proposed
framework to networked systems, with a focus on opin-
ion dynamics. Section 6 provides an overview of the 2D
divergence theorem, explores its potential for analyzing
nonlinear systems with multistability, and discusses its
limitations. Finally, Section 7 concludes the paper and
suggests directions for future research.

2 PRELIMINARIES
2.1 Contraction analysis
2.1.1 Standard contraction or 1-contraction

Contraction is a property that tells us about the con-
vergence between two arbitrary trajectories of a system
originating from two different sets of initial conditions.
A nonlinear dynamical system is said to be contracting if
initial conditions or temporary disturbances are forgotten
exponentially fast.

Consider a nonlinear dynamical system

ẋ(t) = f(x) (1)

where f(x) ∈ Rn is continuously differentiable function.
We assume that the solutions evolve on a closed and con-
vex state-space E ⊂ Rn, and that for any initial condition
a ∈ E , a unique solution x(a) exists and satisfies x(a) ∈ E



for all t ≥ 0. Now, let δx(t) be the virtual displacement in
the state x(t), which is the infinitesimal displacement at
a fixed time. Introducing the concept of virtual dynamics,
the first variations of the system can be written as:

δẋ(t) = ∂f(x)
∂x

δx(t) (2)

From (2), we drive the time derivative of the virtual dis-
tance quadratic tangent form as follows:

d

dt
(δxT (t)δx(t)) = 2δxT (t)∂f(x)

∂x
δx(t)

≤ 2λmax(x, t)δxT (t)δx(t)

Assume that λmax(x, t) is the maximum eigenvalue of

1
2
( δf(x)

δx
+ ( δf(x)

δx
)
T

) and is uniformly strictly negative

(i.e. ∃β > 0,∀x,∀t ≥ 0, then λmax(x, t) ≤ −β < 0)
then, any infinitesimal length ∣∣δx(t)∣∣22 converges expo-
nentially to zero. By path integration, this immediately
implies that the length of any finite path converges expo-
nentially to zero. In general, if there exists a matrix mea-
sure µp(.) (refer to Table 1) with respect to some well-
defined norm p and η0 > 0, such that:

µp(J(x)) ≤ −η0 < 0, ∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ E

then the system (1) is called 1-contractive. This idea is
pictorially represented in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. Evolution of virtual dynamics δx(t) with respect to time.

Definition 1. Given the system (1), a region of the
state space is called a contraction region, if the Jacobian
∂f
∂x

is uniformly negative definite in that region. By ∂f
∂x

uniformly negative definite we mean that

∃β > 0, ∀x, ∀t ≥ 0, 1

2
( ∂f
∂x
+ ∂f
∂x

T

) ≤ −βI < 0

Consider now a ball of constant radius centered about a
given trajectory, such that given this trajectory the ball
remains within a contraction region at all times (i.e.,
∀t ≥ 0). Because any length within the ball decreases
exponentially, any trajectory starting in the ball remains
in the ball (since by definition the center of the ball is a
particular system trajectory) and converges exponentially
to the given trajectory (refer Fig. 2).

Fig. 2. Convergence of two trajectories in a contraction region.

However, a limitation of this approach is that con-
traction alone does not guarantee the convergence of tra-
jectories to an equilibrium point. It ensures that neighbor-
ing trajectories converge towards a nominal trajectory but
does not necessarily lead them to an equilibrium. There-
fore, to conclusively determine convergence to an equilib-
rium point, additional information such as the existence
of equilibrium inside E is also required to give conclu-
sive proof of stability. Suppose the system is contractive
and has a single equilibrium point, that implies it exhibits
global exponential stability (GES). Such a phenomenon
is often seen in linear systems, where the local stability of
the unique equilibrium point suggests global stability. But
it may not be the case in nonlinear systems, because non-
linear systems often admit multiple equilibrium points.
Hence, finding a global contraction region is difficult.

Let us see a simple example of a planar nonlinear
system that admits multiple equilibrium points, where 1-



contraction analysis does not give global stability infor-
mation. For example the following planar nonlinear sys-
tem

ẋ1 = x2
ẋ2 = 4x1 + 3x2 − x31 − 3x21x2

(3)

has three equilibrium points: (0,0), (2,0), and (−2,0),
where (2,0) and (−2,0) are stable and (0,0) is a saddle.
Fig. 3 shows that depending upon the choices of differ-
ent initial conditions, the phase trajectory converges to an
equilibrium point. Ten distinct random initial conditions
are selected, as depicted in Fig. 3, to illustrate the behav-
ior of phase trajectories. Trajectories originating within
BOA 1 are observed to converge to the equilibrium point
(2,0), while those starting in BOA 2 similarly converge
to the equilibrium point (−2,0).

Definition 2. For a nonlinear system (1), consider
an attracting set A ⊂ Rn, where A can be a (a) fixed
point, (b) a limit cycle, (c) a more complex attractor, such
as chaotic strange attractor; then the basin of attraction
(BOA) can be defined as

B(A) = {x0 ∈Rn∣ lim
t→∞

x(x0, t) = A}

where, x(x0, t) is the solution (trajectory) of the system
originating from initial condition x0.

Fig. 3. The phase trajectories originating from 10 different initial
conditions for system (3).

The presence of multiple stable equilibria creates
separate local BOAs in the state space for each respective

isolated stable equilibrium point. In other words, com-
menting on the steady state of the system, knowledge of
the initial conditions plays a crucial role in the case of
systems that exhibit multi-equilibria.

In systems with multiple stable equilibrium points,
the significance of global stability and the uniform con-
traction properties seen in single-equilibrium systems is
no longer applicable. Instead, the dynamics are gov-
erned by local stability and localized contraction behav-
iors within individual basins of attraction. To extend the
understanding of the global asymptotic properties of such
systems, it becomes imperative to move beyond classi-
cal contraction theory. This motivates the development
of k-contraction theory, particularly 2-contraction, which
generalizes contraction analysis to characterize the evolu-
tion of areas (or higher-dimensional volumes) in the state
space. This theory bridges the gap between local stability
properties and the global asymptotic behavior of nonlin-
ear systems. For systems with multiple equilibria identi-
fying a common BOA (A contains all the stable equilib-
rium points) becomes highly nontrivial. We intend to pro-
pose a novel methodology leveraging the 2-contraction
theory to find a common BOA for a class of nonlinear
systems with multiple stable equilibria.

2.1.2 2-contraction

2-contraction theory generalizes classical contraction
theory by extending its focus from the contraction of tra-
jectories (distance between solutions) to the contraction
of areas in the state space. While classical contraction
theory ensures that all trajectories in the state space con-
verge exponentially to a unique trajectory or equilibrium
point under a contraction metric, 2-contraction theory
examines the evolution of infinitesimal two-dimensional
volumes (area) formed by neighboring solutions. Specif-
ically, in a 2-contractive system, the area spanned by any
set of nearby trajectories decreases over time, eventu-
ally collapsing onto a lower-dimensional manifold. This
property allows 2-contraction to capture the dynamics of
systems with multiple stable equilibria, where the global
contraction of distances may not hold. By quantifying
how regions of the state space evolve and shrink, the 2-
contraction theory provides a rigorous framework for an-
alyzing the structure of basins of attraction, separatrices,
and transitions between different attractors.

We first define a few important terms to explore the
mathematical conditions for 2-contraction of the nonlin-
ear system (1).



Compound matrices and matrix measures
To define compound matrices, the following nota-

tions are used. For two integers i, j, with i ≤ j, let
us take [i, j] ∶= {i, i + 1, i + 2, . . . , j}. Let Qk,n de-
note the set of increasing sequences of k numbers from
[1, n] ordered lexicographically. For example, Q2,3 =
{(1,2), (1,3), (2,3)}. For a detailed review of set the-
ory and lexicographic order, refer to [22]. The I stands
for the Identity matrix with its usual definition and ap-
propriate size. Given any matrix, A ∈ Rn×m and k ∈
[1,min{n,m}], the minor of order k of A is the determi-
nant of some (k × k) sub-matrix of A. Let us define the

n!
k!(n−k)!

× m!
k!(m−k)!

minors of order k of the main matrix
A. Each such minor is described by a set of row indices
ki ∈ Qk,n and column indices kj ∈ Qk,m. This minor is
depicted by A(ki∣kj). For detailed explanations of com-
pound matrices, the reader is suggested to refer [23, 24].

Computation of compound matrix

Let A =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

1 6

−7 0

5 10

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦3×2

so, A({1,3}∣{1,2}) = det [
1 6

5 10
]

For n = m = 3 and k = 2, the multiplicative compound
matrix of A:

A(2) =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

A({1,2}∣{1,2}) A({1,2}∣{1,3}) A({1,2}∣{2,3})
A({1,3}∣{1,2}) A({1,3}∣{1,3}) A({1,3}∣{2,3})
A({2,3}∣{1,2}) A({2,3}∣{1,3}) A({2,3}∣{2,3})

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
By definition, we can find some important relation, such
that: A(1) = A, and if A ∈Rn×n then A(n) = det(A).

It is important to note that any entry in A(k) is a
polynomial in the entries of A. The kth additive com-
pound matrix of A ∈ Rn×n is defined by A[k] ∶= d

dϵ
[I +

ϵA](k)∣
ϵ=0

. This implies (I + ϵA)(k) = I + ϵA[k] +
HOT (ϵ); where ϵA[k] is the first-order term in the Taylor
series expansion of (I + ϵA)(k).

Let us now consider the case where n = 2 and k = 2.
Then the procedure to calculate A[2] additive compound
matrix of a (2 × 2) matrix A is depicted as shown below:

A = [
a11 a12

a21 a22

] ⇒ (I + ϵA)(2) = [
1 + ϵa11 ϵa12

ϵa21 1 + ϵa22

]
(2)

We find,

A[2] = d

dϵ
[(I + ϵA)(2)]

ϵ=0

= a11 + a22 = Trace(A)

A[k] can be explicitly described in terms of the entries aij
of the original matrix A.

Matrix measures
Let us consider a vector norm ∣∣.∣∣ ∶ Rn → R+.

The induced matrix norm ∣∣.∣∣ ∶ Rn×n → R+ is ∣∣A∣∣ ∶=
max∣∣x∣∣=1 ∣∣A.x∣∣ and the induced matrix measure µ(.) ∶
Rn×n →R is µ(A) ∶= limϵ→0+

∣∣I+ϵA∣∣−1
ϵ

.
Based on the corresponding norm considered, the

matrix measure definition changes which can be referred
to in the following table [25].

Vector Norms ∣∣(.)∣∣ Matrix Measure µ(A)

∣∣x∣∣1 = ∑n
i=1 ∣xi∣ µ1(A) =maxj (ajj +∑i≠j ∣aij ∣)

∣∣x∣∣2 = (∑n
i=1 ∣xi∣2)

1
2 µ2(A) = λmax(A+A

T

2
)

∣∣x∣∣∞ =max1≤i≤n ∣xi∣ µ∞(A) =maxi (aii +∑i≠j ∣aij ∣)

Table 1. Matrix Measures Corresponding to Vector Norms.

Again, the matrix measures for any additive com-
pound matrix A[k] can be formulated as shown [21]:

µ1(A[k]) = maxi(
k

∑
p=1

aip,ip +∑
j∉i

(∣aj,i1 ∣ + . . . + ∣aj,ik ∣))

µ2(A[k]) =
k

∑
i=1

λi(
A +AT

2
)

µ∞(A[k]) = maxi(
k

∑
p=1

aip,ip +∑
j∉i

(∣ai1,j ∣ + . . . + ∣aik,j ∣))

the maximum is taken over all k−tuples, where i =
{i1, i2, . . . , ik}.

Matrix measures, or logarithmic norms, play a cru-
cial role in dynamical system analysis as they provide in-
sights into system stability, robustness, and convergence
behavior. For linear systems, matrix measures character-
ize the exponential growth or decay of solutions, directly
indicating stability (e.g., µ(A) < 0 implies asymptotic
stability). In nonlinear systems, they are used in conjunc-
tion with the Jacobian to analyze local stability near equi-
librium points. Matrix measures also facilitate contrac-
tion analysis, where negative values indicate that trajecto-
ries converge over time. They are essential for bounding
solutions.

Mathematical formulation of 2-contraction
Consider x1 and x2 are two neighboring trajectories

originating from two different initial conditions with re-
spect to the nominal trajectory x∗. For the n−dimensional
system (1), define n−infinitesimal vectors δx1 = y1 and
δx2 = y2 in the tangent space with respect to its nominal



trajectory x∗. The infinitesimal area vector spanned by
y1 and y2 is defined as

z = y1 ∧ y2 = [y1 y2]
(2)

Defining variational dynamics of the virtual area is (refer
to Fig. 4)

ż = J [2]z (4)

The magnitude of the virtual area vector is S = zT z =∥
z ∥22. So, the evolution of S with respect to time can be
defined as follows:

Ṡ = 2S((J
[2])T + J [2]

2
)S

⇒ Ṡ ≤ 2µ2(J [2])S (5)

The system (1) is said to be 2-contractive; i.e. the in-
finitesimal area formed by two trajectories originating
from two different initial conditions at each time t with
respect to a nominal trajectory x∗ will shrink to zero as
t→∞ if in the condition (5) µ2(J [2]) < 0.

Fig. 4. Evolution of area z(t) with respect to time.

A few key results that are tightly linked with 2-
contraction analysis are highlighted as follows:

Lemma 1. [21] If there exists a scalar η > 0 and
a vector norm ∥ . ∥, with induced matrix measure µ ∶
Rn×n →R, such that

µ(J [2](x)) ≤ −η < 0, ∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ E (6)

then (1) is 2-contractive.

Lemma 2. [26] Consider the nonlinear system (1),
where f ∶ Rn → R is C1. Assume that its trajectories
evolve in a convex and compact set E and that µ(J [2]) < 0
for all x ∈ E . Then every solution emanating from E con-
verges to the set of equilibria.

Lemma 3. [21] Suppose that one of the inequalities

µ(J [2](x)) < 0 or µ(J [2](x)) > 0

holds for all x ∈ Rn. Then the system (1) has no non-
constant periodic solutions.

2.2 Poincaré Index theory [27, 28]
Local analysis, such as linearizing a system around

an equilibrium point and examining the eigenvalues of
the Jacobian, provides a microscopic view of the trajecto-
ries near the equilibrium. However, it cannot predict the
behavior of trajectories once they exit the local neighbor-
hood [28]. Index theory analyzes the behavior of a vector
field over a simple closed curve C (i.e. does not intersect
itself), providing global insights into the system’s proper-
ties, such as the total number and nature of equilibrium
points, that are enclosed by C, without requiring local
analysis. We intend to utilize this idea to comment on
the behavior of vector fields or the nature of equilibrium
points of a nonlinear planar system that exhibits multiple
equilibrium points, without explicitly doing local analy-
sis.

Define a planar system (1) for n = 2 with f(x) to
be C1. Consider C (refer to Fig. 5) that does not pass
through any equilibrium points of the system. C is not
necessarily to be a trajectory, it is simply a loop that has
been put in the phase plane to probe the behavior of the
vector field. The index of a closed curved C is an inte-
ger that measures the winding of the vector field on C.
Then at each point x on C, the vector field ẋ = [f1 f2]T

makes a well-define angle Φ = tan−1( f2
f1
) with the posi-

tive x1−axis (refer to Fig. 5).



Fig. 5. Definition of the Poincaré index.

The index IC is given by:

IC(f) =
∆Φ

2π
(7)

where, ∆Φ is the net change in the direction of f upon
traversal of the loop. When f is C1, ∆Φ can be obtained
by integrating along the curve:

IC(f) =
1

2π
∮
C
dΦ = 1

2π
∮
C

f1df2 − f2df1
f21 + f22

(8)

This can be computed easily if the C is written in para-
metric form. Few important observations of IC(f) in (8)
are summarized [28]:

• If C encloses a stable or an unstable equilibrium
point then IC(f) = +1.

• If C encloses a closed orbit or a non-constant peri-
odic solution then IC(f) = +1.

• IfC encloses a saddle equilibrium point then IC(f) =
−1.

• If C does not enclose any equilibrium points,
IC(f) = 0.

The summary of the index theory is stated in the form of
two lemmas as follows:

Lemma 4. [28] If a closed curve C surrounds N iso-
lated equilibrium points x∗1,x

∗

2, . . . ,x
∗

N, then the total in-
dex

IC(f) =
N

∑
i=1

Ii(f) (9)

where, Ii is the index of x∗i , for i = 1,2, . . . ,N .

3 FINDING A COMMON BOA FOR A NONLIN-
EAR SYSTEM WITH MULTIPLE EQUILIBRIA
Let us consider a class of nonlinear planar system

ẋ = Ax + f(x) (10)

with;

A = [
0 1

b1 b2
] , f(x) = [

0

−b3x2s+11 + b4x2m1 x2q+12

]

where x = [x1 x2] ∈ R2 is the state vector, f ∶ R2 → R2

is assumed to be of class C1, x(t) is the state time-
evolution with initial condition x(0) = x0. Let f(x) sat-
isfies f(x1,0) = −f(−x1,0), f(0) = 0. Also, {m,q} ∈
W, s ∈ N and bi ∈ R, i = 1,2,3,4;bj > 0, j = {1,3}.
System (10) has three equilibrium points, x∗1 ∶ (0,0),

x∗2 ∶ ( b1b3
1
2s ,0), x∗3 ∶ ( − b1

b3

1
2s ,0). The position of

the equilibrium points is independent of the parameters
{m,q, b2, b4}.

The class of system (10) is commonly found and
studied in various fields of physics, engineering, biology,
and applied mathematics [28, 29].

3.1 Computation of 2-contraction region
In this section, we formally define the 2-contraction

region for system (10) in the form of Proposition 1.

Proposition 1. Given the system (10) there exists a
2-contractive region Ω ⊆R2; defined as

Ω = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣b2 + b4(2q + 1)x2m
1 x2q

2 < 0} (11)

Proof. For a general nonlinear system (1) to be 2-
contractive condition (6) should be satisfied. For the

class of system (10), Jacobian J = (A + ∂f(x)
∂x
), hence

µ2(J [2]) = Trace(J) = Trace(A + ∂f(x)
∂x
) ≤ −η < 0, η >

0,∀x ∈R2. For the system (10) to be 2-contractive in the
region Ω condition (11) should be satisfied. ∎
Remark 3. Based on condition (11) we can define two
other regions Ω0 and Ω1 in the state space. These regions
are defined as

Ω1 = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣b2 + b4(2q + 1)x2m
1 x2q

2 > 0}

Ω0 = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣b2 + b4(2q + 1)x2m
1 x2q

2 = 0}.
(12)



In Ω1, J [2] > 0 implies µ2(J [2]) > 0. As a result, based
on Lemma 3, Ω1 cannot contain any non-constant peri-
odic solutions. Suppose λi(x), i = 1,2 are two state-
dependent eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix of the origi-
nal system (10) and in Ω1, J [2] = Trace(J(x)) = λ1(x)+
λ2(x) > 0,∀t ≥ 0, so no stable equilibrium points lie in
Ω1. Hence, the possible natures of equilibrium point that
exist in Ω1 are (i) saddle and/or (ii) Unstable. On the
other hand, Ω0 is the boundary between Ω1 and Ω where
µ2(J [2]) = 0. If any equilibrium points lie on Ω0, non-
constant periodic trajectories can emerge in their vicinity.
So it is assumed that no equilibrium points lie on Ω0 (in
case there exists a Ω0). The overall behavior of the system
dynamics can be accessed by combining the information
obtained from Ω1,Ω0 and Ω.

3.2 Nature of equilibrium points
The nature of each equilibrium point of (10) is as-

sumed to be unknown, and we avoid local analysis, such
as linearizing the system around individual equilibrium
points. In this section the application of Lemma 4 has
been shown to characterize the equilibrium points. Sys-
tem (10) has three equilibrium points x∗1,x

∗

2 and x∗3, i.e.
N = 3. Now, consider a counterclockwise oriented simple

closed circular curve C = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣x21 + x21 = r0}.

The positive scalar r0 is chosen such that it encloses all
the equilibrium points. Using Lemma 4 assume that,
IC(f) = I1(f)+ I2(f)+ I3(f) = +1. Then the only possi-
ble combination is IC = −1 + 1 + 1. It indicates that there
must be one saddle (i.e. index -1) inside C. Let us con-
sider x∗1 be the saddle equilibrium point, then x∗1 ∈ Ω1

as defined in (12). As already assumed, no equilibrium
points lie on Ω0. So, x∗2 and x∗3 must lie in the Ω region.
Based on Lemma 3, Ω does not include any non-constant
periodic trajectories. So, these equilibrium points may
be stable or unstable. As per the definition of condition
given in (11), Ω does not contain any unstable equilibrium
points. Hence, {x∗2,x∗3} ∈ Ω have to be stable. Suppose
IC(f) = +1 and there does not exist Ω1 and Ω0 regions for
system (10) then all the equilibrium points x∗i , i = 1,2,3
lie in Ω. On the other hand, suppose IC(f) = +1 and
there does not exist Ω region, all the equilibrium points
x∗i , i = 1,2,3 must lie in Ω1. These aspects are also dis-
cussed in the examples discussed subsequently.

3.3 Definition of common BOA for a planar system
The following definition 4 is introduced to formally

define the common BOA for the generalized nonlinear
planar system (1) when n = 2.

Definition 4. An open setD0 ⊆R2 is a common BOA
for the planar system ẋ = f(x) such that x(0) ∈ D0

then x(t) → x∗i ; i = {1,2, . . . ,N} as t → ∞, where
x∗i is any one of the isolated equilibrium points from
{x∗1,x∗2, . . . ,x∗N} in D0.

3.4 General steps to compute common BOA
In this section, we provide the required steps for com-

puting the common BOA for a general nonlinear planar
system. Later we adopt these steps for characterizing a
candidate D0 for different classes of systems.

• Step 1: Identify the region Ω in R2 state space
that satisfies the 2-contraction condition (6) (refer to
Lemma 1). If Ω exists, then proceed to Step 2.

• Step 2: Select C such that it encloses all the isolated
equilibrium points admitted by the planar system.
Identify the nature of isolated equilibrium points us-
ing Lemma 4. If IC(f) = +1, then proceed to step
3.

• Step 3: To satisfy Lemma 2, boundedness of the sys-
tem trajectories is to be ensured. Define a candidate
energy function E(x) for the system. Then find out
the region U , where dE(x)

dt
≤ 0,∀t ≥ 0.

• Step 4: Finally, the common BOA is defined asD0 =
Ω⋂U .

We provide Theorem 5 to compute D0 for system
(10) adopting the algorithm given in this section.

Theorem 5. Suppose, for system (10) there exists a
region Ω and also a simple closed curve C such that
IC(f) = +1. Then there exists a candidate energy func-
tion E(x) given in (13)

E(x) = 1

2
x22 −

b1
2
x21 + (

b3
2s + 2)x

2s+2
1 (13)

with level set ∂U = {(x1, x2) ∈R2∣E(x) = r} and

U = {(x1, x2) ∈R2∣E(x) < r} (14)

such that dE(x)
dt

≤ 0 in U . Then common basin of at-
traction D0 is D0 = Ω⋂U , where Ω is the 2-contraction
region defined in (11). The scalar r can be selected to
adjust the overall shape of U .



Proof. To prove that U is bounded, let us define a candi-
date energy function E(x) which is continuously differ-
entiable in R2. The choice of E(x) is inspired by double
well potential function theory [28, 30]. For the class of
system (10) we define E(x) as given in (13). We evalu-
ate

dE

dt
= b2x22 + b4x2m1 x2q+22 < 0 (15)

The region U given in (14) is said to be bounded if at
each point in U condition (15) is satisfied. This implies

that the level set ∂U = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣E(x) = r} (refer

to Fig. 6) is a closed and bounded region, that means
x(0) ∈ U → x(t) ∈ U ,∀t ≥ 0.

According to Lemma 3, Ω region does not con-
tain any closed orbit and non-constant periodic solutions.
Also, U is proved to be a bounded region. Now the com-
mon BOA for system (10) is D0 = Ω⋂U . So, according
to Lemma 2 if x(0) ∈ D0 then x(t) converge to one of
the equilibrium points as t→∞. ∎

Fig. 6. Energy function E(x) (13) is plotted with level set
curves for the system (10) with b1 = 1, b2 = −1, b3 = 1, b4 =
0, s = 1. (a) Energy function E(x), (b)The level set curve (red
colored curve) for r = 0.5.

4 APPLICATION TO BENCHMARK EXAMPLES
In this section, the application of the Theorem 5 is

shown with the help of three benchmark examples in or-
der to highlight different cases.

4.1 Example 1: A system with Ω =R2

The parameters for system (10) are chosen as fol-
lows: b1 = 1, b2 = −1 < 0, b3 = 1, b4 = 0 and s = 1.

ẋ = [
0 1

1 −1
]x + [

0

−x31
] (16)

The equilibrium points of system (16) are x∗1 = (0,0),
x∗2 = (1,0) and x∗3 = (−1,0). The 2-contraction region is
computed as

Ω = {(x1, x2)∣x1 ∈R, x2 ∈R} (17)

which suggests that entire R2 space is globally 2-
contractive. So Ω0 and Ω1 do not exist. So, all the equi-
librium points x∗1,x

∗

2 and x∗3 are contained in Ω.
Consider a counterclockwise oriented simple closed

circular curve C = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣x21 + x21 = 16} that

encloses all the equilibrium points. Applying the index
theory, we get IC = +1 (refer to Appendix A for detailed
calculation). Based on the analysis given in Section 3.2,
we can conclude that one equilibrium point is saddle and
the rest of the two equilibrium points are stable in nature.

According to Theorem 5, U is given as

U = {(x1, x2) ∈R2∣1
2
x22 −

1

2
x21 +

1

4
x41 < r}

where, E(x) = 1
2
x22 − 1

2
x21 + 1

4
x41 and dE(x)

dt
≤ 0,∀t ≥ 0 in

U .
So, the common BOA for the system (16) is D0 =

Ω⋂U . As Ω is the entire R2 state space, so D0 = U . The
system is simulated to generate BOA for different values
of r as shown in Fig. 7. Ten different initial conditions
x(0) ∈ D0 are used to simulate for computing phase tra-
jectories. All the trajectories are converging to one of the
equilibrium points.

4.2 Example 2: A system with Ω ⊂R2

The parameters for system (10) are chosen as fol-
lows: b1 = 4, b2 = 3 > 0, b3 = 1, b4 = −3 < 0, q = 0,m = 1
and s = 1.

ẋ = [
0 1

4 3
]x + [

0

−x31 − 3x21x2
] (18)

The equilibrium points of system (18) are x∗1 =
(0,0), x∗2 = (2,0) and x∗3 = (−2,0). Let us now com-
pute

Ω = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣1 − x2
1 < 0}

Ω0 = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣1 − x2
1 = 0}

Ω1 = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2∣1 − x2
1 > 0}.

(19)



Fig. 7. D0 regions (blue colored region) for four different values
of r. Phase trajectories are shown for 10 different x(0) ∈ D0.
All the trajectories are converging to one of the equilibrium points.
(a) For r = 0, (b) For r = 1 (c) For r = 2, (d) For r = 4.

Let us consider the same C (as the previous example);
that encloses all x∗i ; i = 1,2,3. If we follow the identical
steps as in Example 1, we get IC = +1, and by simi-
lar analogy, it can be found that x∗1 is a saddle which is
contained in Ω1, x∗2 and x∗3 are stable equilibrium points
contained in Ω.

According to Theorem 5, E(x) = 1
2
x22 − 2x21 + 1

4
x41

and dE(x)
dt
≤ 0,∀t ≥ 0 in U . So, the common BOA for

the system (18) is D0 = Ω⋂U . The system is simulated
to generate Ω and D0 are shown in Fig. 8. Ten differ-
ent initial conditions x(0) ∈ D0 are used to simulate for
computing phase trajectories. All the trajectories are con-
verging to one of the stable equilibrium points.

4.3 Example 3: A system with no Ω region
The parameters for system (10) are chosen as fol-

lows: b1 = 4, b2 = 3 > 0, b3 = 1, b4 = 3 > 0, q = 0,m = 1
and s = 1.

ẋ = [
0 1

4 3
]x + [

0

−x31 + 3x21x2
] (20)

For system (20), J [2] = 3+3x21 > 0,∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈R2.
So, there is no Ω for this system (20), hence there does
not exist any D0.

Fig. 8. (a) Ω region (dark blue colored region), (b)D0 = Ω⋂U
(yellow colored region), (c) Phase trajectories originating from 10
different initial conditions x(0) ∈ D0 and x(t) converge to one
of the stable equilibrium points at t→∞.

5 A NETWORK OF COMMUNICATION BE-
TWEEN TWO AGENTS: AN APPLICATION
In multi-agent or network systems, the interactions

among the components lead to the existence of multi-
ple equilibrium points, even with the same set of inputs
and/or initial conditions. Analyzing the stability of such
systems is non-trivially challenging. To address this, we
adopted the general procedure depicted in Section 3.

Consider a class of systems as follows:

ẋ = −Λx + πWΨ(x) (21)

where;

• x = [x1 x2]T be the state vector. xi(t) represents
the state of each node or agent at time instant t.

• ∆ = diag[δ1, δ2] represents the inertia or resistance
of each agent to change their state. δi > 0, i = {1,2}.

• W is the adjacency matrix representing how each
agent’s state influences the others. It is an irreducible
and hollow matrix, also assumed to be non-negative.

• Ψ(x) = [ψ1(x1) ψ2(x2)] is a nonlinear function
representing the interactions between agents. Con-
sider Ψ(x) = −Ψ(−x). Also, Ψ(0) = 0 and
limt→∞Ψ(x) = ±1. Typical choices of Ψ(x) are
hyperbolic tangent function, Boltzmann functions
Ψ(xi) = 1−e−2xi

1+e−2xi
etc.

• π > 0 ∶ A scalar parameter.

5.1 Properties of the system (21)
System (21) has only one equilibrium point x∗1 =

(0,0) if π < 1. At π = 1, the system (21) undergoes a



pitchfork bifurcation, creating x∗1 = (0,0), and the other
two symmetric equilibrium points; i.e. x∗2 = (x∗1, x∗2) and
x∗3 = (−x∗1,−x∗2). In [31], detailed bifurcation analysis
has been done for π > 1. We want to demonstrate the effi-
cacy of the use of 2-contraction analysis to find a common
BOA if a system exhibits multiple stable equilibria. The
system (21) is not 1-contractive with respect to any norm.
So we use the 2-contraction theory to study the behavior
of the system. For system (21), we get J [2] = −(δ1 + δ2).
So, µ2(J [2]) < 0,∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ R2. System (21) has
Ω = {(x1, x2)∣x1 ∈ R, x2 ∈ R}. As Ω is the entire R2

space, by Lemma 3 no closed orbit or limit cycle can ex-
ist in R2.

We provide Theorem 6 to computeD0 for the system
(21) adopting the algorithm given in Section 3.4.

Theorem 6. Suppose, for system (21) there exists a
region Ω and also a simple closed curve C such that
IC(f) = +1. Then there exists a candidate energy func-
tion E(x) given in (22)

E(x) = 1

2
xTx (22)

with level set ∂U = {(x1, x2) ∈R2∣E(x) = r} and

U = {(x1, x2) ∈R2∣E(x) < r} (23)

such that dE(x)
dt

≤ 0 in U . Then common basin of at-
traction D0 is D0 = Ω⋂U , where Ω is the 2-contraction
region for (21). The scalar r can be selected to adjust the
overall shape of U .

Proof. The first part of the proof, using index theory to
analyze equilibrium behavior, aligns with the approach
described in the proof of Theorem 5. We find that x∗1
is saddle, x∗2 and x∗3 are stable equilibrium points. As
already proved for system (21), Ω is the entire R2 state
space, so all the equilibrium points are contained in Ω.

To compute the bounded region U , let us evaluate

dE(x)
dt

= −xTΛx + πxTWΨ(x)

Now define, δ = min(δ1, δ2) > 0. In the second term
πxTWΨ(x)

• W is a hollow (zero diagonal) and non-negative adja-
cency matrix. This implies xTWx ≥ 0 for any x, and

henceWΨ(x) only depends on interactions between
agents.

• Since Ψ(x) is bounded (Ψ(x) → ±1 as x →∞), the
term πxTWΨ(x) is bounded for any x.

Thus,

∥ πxTWΨ(x) ∥≤ π ∥ x ∥∥WΨ(x) ∥≤ C1 ∥ x ∥

where C1 is a constant depending on π, W , and the
boundedness of Ψ(x). Now we get,

dE(x)
dt

≤ −δ ∥ x ∥2 +C1 ∥ x ∥

⇒ dE(x)
dt

≤ −δ ∥ x ∥ ( ∥ x ∥ −C1

δ
)

To comment on the boundedness of trajectories, consider
two cases:

• When ∥ x ∥≥ C1

δ
then dE(x)

dt
≤ 0.

• When ∥ x ∥≤ C1

δ
then dE(x)

dt
≤ 0.

Thus, the system is globally bounded, with C1

δ
serving as

an upper bound on ∥ x ∥. That suggests r can be chosen
as large as possible. Finally D0 = Ω⋂U = U as Ω is the
entire R2 state space. ∎

5.2 Nonlinear opinion dynamics model
Consider a model for nonlinear opinion dynamics be-

tween two agents as depicted in Fig. 9.

Fig. 9. Pictorial representation of an opinion dynamics model
between two agents.

The general networked system model (21) can be
used in this context. Now, xi(t) represents the opinion
of ith agent at time t. The −δixi represents the “for-
getting term”. π represents a community social effort



[31]. For the analysis purpose we consider; π = 2, δ1 =

0.2, δ2 = 0.4,W = [
0 0.5

0.7 0
] ,Ψ(xi) = tanh(xi). We

consider no self-influence in this example; i.e. w11 =
0,w22 = 0. This parameter set up gives x∗1 = (0,0),x∗2 =
(−4.99,−3.499),x∗3 = (4.99,3.499). Using index theory
we find out x∗1 is saddle and x∗i , i = 2,3 are stable equilib-
rium points. Also, as the system is globally 2-contractive,
there does not exist any cyclic pattern or periodic behav-
ior of opinions between the agents. As proved earlier the
system trajectories are bounded.

According to Theorem 6, we can select U =

{(x1, x2) ∈R2∣ 1
2
x21+ 1

2
x22 < r}, whereE(x) = 1

2
x21+ 1

2
x22

and dE
dt
≤ 0,∀t ≥ 0 in U . Finally, D0 = Ω⋂U = U as Ω is

the entire R2. Now, if the initial opinion x(0) ∈ D0 then
x(t) → x∗i , i = {1,2,3} as t → ∞. On the other hand if
x(0) ∈ D0−Ms, whereMs is the stable manifold of sad-
dle equilibrium point x∗1, then x(t) → x∗i , i = {2,3}. So it
is observed that despite having polarization in the dynam-
ics, each agent can achieve a stable opinion at a steady
state. In fact, careful consideration of initial opinions and
choice of parameters {π, δi,wij} may lead to a consen-
sus of opinions between two agents. As for example; if
π > 1 and w12 = w21, δ1 = δ2 then x∗2 = (x∗, x∗),x∗3 =
(−x∗,−x∗). Fig. 10 depicts the evolution of opinions
of agents A and B where twenty different initial opinions
(initial conditions) are chosen randomly. It is seen that
that all the opinions converge to one of the steady state as
t→∞.

Fig. 10. Evolution of opinions of agents A and B are shown. (a)
Polarization of opinions between two agents, (b) Phase trajecto-
ries.

6 CONCLUSIONS
An analytical procedure is proposed to find a com-

mon basin of attraction for a general nonlinear planar
system that exhibits multiple isolated stable equilibrium
points. Further, the procedure is adopted to character-
ize the common basin of attraction. With the help of
Poincaré index theory, we have effectively gained insights
into the behavior of equilibrium points without relying
on local analysis. Leveraging the results of 2-contraction
and Poincaré index theory, a methodology is proposed
to compute a common basin of attraction. Further, this
methodology has been applied to different benchmark ex-
amples including an opinion dynamics problem to study
the global behavior of the system. Numerical simulations
are employed in every example to validate the theoretical
results.

The immediate extension is to apply such an analyt-
ical approach to higher-order nonlinear systems (n > 2).
The proposed region of interest D0 is not unique, nor
claimed to be the best choice for a common basin of at-
traction. The characterization and computation of such
regions can be improved by considering different energy-
like functions.

APPENDIX A
Calculation of IC

The parametrized form of C can be written as:

C = {(x1(θ), x2(θ))∣x1(θ) = 4cos(θ), x2(θ) = 4sin(θ);

θ ∈ [0,2π)}

The vector field f(x) along C: f(θ) = [f1(θ) f2(θ)]
T

.

Where,

f1(θ) = 4sin(θ)
f2(θ) = −4sin(θ) + 4cos(θ) − 64cos3(θ)

To compute the total change in angle (∆Φ) of f as θ goes
from 0 to 2π, follow these steps:

• The angle Φ(θ) of the vector f(θ) is given by:

Φ(θ) = arctan(f2(θ)
f1(θ)

)



• Let us track the Change in Φ(θ): We tabulate the
angle at key points and compute the incremental
changes (refer to Table 2):

θ f1(θ) f2(θ) Φ(θ) ∆Φ

0 0 −60 270○ -
π
2

4 −4 315○ +45○

π 0 60 90○ +135○

3π
2

−4 4 135○ +45○

2π 0 −60 270○ +135○

Table 2. Angle Φ(θ) and its incremental changes.

• Total change in Φ(θ):

∆Φ = 45○ + 135○ + 45○ + 135○ = 360○ (or 2π radians)

• Calculating IC using (7), we get

IC =
∆Φ

2π
= 2π

2π
= +1.
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