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Abstract—This article reviews some main results and progress that a central station is available and powerful enough to
in distributed multi-agent coordination, with the focus on papers  control a whole group of vehicles. Essentially, the ceizeal
published in major control systems and robotics journals sice approach is a direct extension of the traditional singleicle-

2006. Distributed coordination of multiple vehicles, inclding .
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), unmanned ground vehicles based control philosophy and strategy. On the contrary, the

(UGVs) and unmanned underwater vehicles (UUVs), has been distributed approach does not require a central station for
a very active research subject studied extensively by the stems control, at the cost of becoming far more complex than the
and control community. The recent results in this area are c&go-  centralized one in structure and organization. Althougthbo

rized into several directions, such as consensus, formati@ontrol, approaches are considered practical depending on the situa

optimization, distributed task assignment, and estimatia. After fi d diti fth | licati the distab
the review, a short discussion section is included to summgee 1ONS @nd conaitions of the real applications, the distenu

the existing research and to propose several promising regsech ~ approach is believed more promising due to many inevitable
directions along with some open problems that are deemed physical constraints such as limited resources and engngyt

important therefore deserving further investigations. wireless communication ranges, narrow bandwidths, argklar
Index Terms—Distributed coordination, formation control, sen- ~ Sizes of vehicles to manage and control. Therefore, thesfocu
sor network, multi-agent system of this overview is placed on the distributed approach.

In distributed control of a group of autonomous vehicles, th
main objective typically is to have the whole group of veégl
working in a cooperative fashion throughout a distributeat p

ONTROL theory and practice may date back to th&ocol. Here,cooperativerefers to a close relationship among

beginning of the last century when Wright Brothersll vehicles in the group whermformation sharingplays a
attempted their first test flight in 1903. Since then, contrakntral role. The distributed approach has many advaniages
theory has gradually gained popularity, receiving more arathieving cooperative group performances, especially it
wider attention especially during the World War Il when ibperational costs, less system requirements, high robsstn
was developed and applied to fire-control systems, misaile nstrong adaptivity, and flexible scalability, therefore Hmeen
igation and guidance, as well as various electronic autematwidely recognized and appreciated.
devices. In the past several decades, modern control thexry  The study of distributed control of multiple vehicles was
further advanced due to the booming of aerospace technolgmgyhaps first motivated by the work in distributed com-
based on large-scale engineering systems. puting [1], management science2][ [3], and statistical

During the rapid and sustained development of the modgshysics g]. In the control systems society, some pioneering
control theory, technology for controlling a single vekicl works are generally referred t6][ [6], where an asynchronous
albeit higher-dimensional and complex, has become relgtivagreement problem was studied for distributed decision-
mature and has produced many effective control tools suctaking problems. Thereafter, some consensus algorithmes we
as PID control, adaptive control, nonlinear control, iigeint studied under various information-flow constrain®@—{11].
control, and robust control methodologies. In the past twthere are several journal special issues on the relatedstopi
decades in particular, control of multiple vehicles hagieed published after 2006, including the IEEE Transactions on
increasing demands spurred by the fact that many benefits €ontrol Systems Technology (vol. 15, no. 4, 2007), Proceed-
be obtained when a single complicated vehicle is equiviglenings of the IEEE (vol. 94, no. 4, 2007), ASME Journal of
replaced by multiple yet simpler vehicles. In this endeavddynamic Systems, Measurement, and Control (vol. 129, no.
two approaches are commonly adopted for controlling mleltip5, 2007), SIAM Journal of Control and Optimization (vol.
vehicles: a centralized approach and a distributed approa48, no.1, 2009), and International Journal of Robust and
The centralized approach is based on a basic assumptionlinear Control (Vol. 21, no. 12, 2011). In addition, taer

are some more recent reviews and progress reports given in
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in the following directions, which are not independent bulirected graphs. The Laplaciahhas at least one single zero
actually may have overlapping to some extent: eigenvalue with a corresponding eigenvectoconsisting of
1. Consensus and the like (synchronization, rendezvoud). numeric 1. Here and throughout, all matrices and vectors
Consensus refers to the group behavior that all ti#e assumed to have comparable dimensions unless otherwise
agents asymptotically reach a certain common agreeméilicated.
through a local distributed protocol, with or without
predefined common speed and orientation.
2. Distributed formation and the like (flocking). DistributedB. Stochastic Matrices

formation refers to the group behavior that all the agents nonnegative square matrix is called (row) stochastic

form a pre-designed geometrical configuration througQayix if its every row is summed up to one. The product

local interactions with or without a common reference. ;¢ v stochastic matrices is still a stochastic matrix. Avro
3. Distributed optimization. This refers to algorithmic déve ;o hastic matrixP € R"*" is called indecomposable and

opm_ents for the analysis and optimization of large'scaéﬁ)eriodic iflimy_,.. P* = 147 for somey € R” [25].
distributed systems.

4. Distributed task assignment. This refers to the imple-
mentation of a task-assignment algorithm in a distributed I1l. CONSENSUS
fashion based on local information.

5. Distributed estimation and control. This refers to dis- Consider a group of. agents, each with single-integrator
tributed control design based on local estimation aboliinematics described by
the needed global information.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Sectign

basic notations of graph theory and stochastic matrices ar, .
introduced. Sectionsl , IV, V, VI, andVII describe the recentWﬁere v:(t) and u;(t) are, respectively, the state and the

. . control input of theith agent. A ical consensus control
research results and progress in consensus, formatiorotont P ! g P

optimization, task assignment, and estimation, respagtiti- algorithm is designed as

nally, the article is concluded by a short section of dismrss n

with future perspectives. wi(t) =Y aii(t)[x;(t) — (b)), 2
j=1

Il. PRELIMINARIES . o . .
) . ) . whereaq;;(t) is the (4, j)th entry of the corresponding adja-
This section mtroduces_ basm_concepts and notations &fncy matrix at time. The main idea behindj is that each
graph theory and stochastic matrices. agent moves towards the weighted average of the states of
its neighbors. Given a switching network topology, couglin
A. Graph Theory coefficients a;;(t) in (2), hence the graph topologies, are
For a system of. connected agents, its network topologgenerally time-varying, due to the continuous motions @ th
may be modeled as a directed graph dendgfee: (V,»V), dynamic agents. It is shown inl], [11] that consensus
whereV = {v1,v2,--- ,v,} andW C V x V) are, respectively, is achieved if the underlying directed graph has a directed
the set of agents and the set of edges which directiona$ipanning tree in some jointly fashion in terms of a union of
connect the agents together. Specifically, the directede edtp time-varying graph topologies.
denoted by an ordered pa(r;,v;) means that agent can The idea behind consensus serves as a fundamental principle
access the state information of ageni#ccordingly, agent in the design of distributed multi-agent coordination algo
is a neighbor of agenj. A directed path is a sequence ofithms. Therefore, investigating consensus has been a main
directed edges in the form dfvy,v2), (v2,v3), -+, with all research direction in the study of distributed multi-ageox
v; € V. A directed graph has a directed spanning tree if theoedination. To bridge the gap between the study of consensus
exists at least one agent that has a directed path to evesy otidlgorithms and many physical properties inherited in pcatt
agent. The union of a set of directed graphs with the same sgstems, it is necessary and meaningful to study conserysus b
of agents,{G;,, -+, G, }, is a directed graph with the sameconsidering many practical factors, such as actuationtrabn
set of agents and its set of edges is given by the union @immunication, computation, and vehicle dynamics, which
the edge sets of all the directed graghs, j = 1,--- ,m. A characterize some important features of practical systéhis
complete directed graph is a directed graph in which eaah p&i the main motivation to the study of consensus. In the
of distinct agents is bidirectionally connected by an ediges following part of the section, emphasis is on an overview
there is a directed path from any agent to any other agentahthe research progress in the study of consensus regarding

the network. stochastic network topologies and dynamics, complex dy-
Two matrices are frequently used to represent the netwarlimical systems, delay effects, the sampled-data frankewor
topology: the adjacency matrid = [a;;] € R™™ with asynchronous effects, quantization, convergence spewt, a

a;; > 0if (vj,v;) € W anda;; = 0 otherwise, and the finite-time convergence, mainly after 2006. Several milest
Laplacian matrixC = [(;;] € R™™™ with ¢;; = 2?21 a;; results prior to 2006 can be found i&][ [S]-[7], [9]-[11],
and ¢;; = —a;;, © # j, which is generally asymmetric for [26].



A. Stochastic Network Topologies and Dynamics integrator kinematics due to the difference nature of thal fin
. states (constant final states for single-integrator kirtesiand
In multi-agent systems, the network topology among a}ossible dynamic final states for double-integrator dyraini
vehicles plays a crucial role in determining consensus. TRgsed by the substantial dynamical difference. It is atil
objective here is to explicitly identify necessary and/offis open question as if some general conditions (corresponding

cient conditions on the network topology such that consensyy some specific algorithms) exist for consensus with deuble
can be achieved under properly designed algorithms. integrator dynamics.

It is often reasonable to consider the case when the network

topology is deterministic under ideal communication chan- |nstead of focusing on analyzing the conditions on the
nels. Accordingly, main research on the consensus problegtwork topology such that consensus can be achieved, a
was conducted under a deterministic fixed/switching nd(wogpeciaj type of consensus algorithm, the so-called gossip
topology. That is, the adjacency matti(t) is deterministic. algorithm [37], [38], has been used to achieve consensus in
Some other times, when considering random communicatigfe stochastic setting. Due to probabilistic pairwise camim
failures, random packet drops, communication channehinstations, the gossip algorithm can always guarantee consens
bilities inherited in physical communication channels. et  almost surely if the available pairwise communication chan
is necessary and important to study consensus problem in #igs satisfy certain conditions (such as a connected graph o
stochastic setting where a network topology evolves adegrd a graph with a directed spanning tree). The way of network

to some random distributions. That is, the adjacency matrgpology switching does not play any role in the considerati
A(t) is stochastically evolving. This motivates the study off consensus.
the consensus problem under a stochastic network topology.

In the deterministic setting, consensus is said to be aetliev The current study on consensus over stochastic network
if all agents eventually reach agreement on a common stdtgpologies has shown some interesting results regardig: (
In the stochastic setting, consensus is said to be achiewetisensus algorithm design for various multi-agent system
almost surely(respectivelyjn mean-squarer in probability) (2) conditions of the network topologies on consensus, and
if all agents reach agreement on a common state almost sui@y effects of the stochastic network topologies on the con-
(respectively, in mean-square or with probability 1). Noteergence rate. Future research in this topic includes, but n
that the problem studied in the stochastic setting is diightimited to, the following two directions: (1) when the netko
different from that studied in the deterministic settingedo topology itself is stochastic, how to determine the proligbi
the different assumptions in terms of the network topologgf reaching consensus almost surely? (2) compared with the
Consensus over a stochastic network topology was perhagserministic network topology, what are the advantagek an
first studied in 7], where some sufficient conditions on thealisadvantages of the stochastic network topology, reggrdi
network topology were given to guarantee consensus wihch as robustness and convergence rate?
probability1 for systems with single-integrator kinematid3, (
where the rate of convergence was also studied. FurtheAs is well known, disturbances and uncertainties often
results for consensus under a stochastic network topologyist in networked systems, for example, channel noise;com
were reported in 48—[36], where research effort was con-munication noise, uncertainties in network parameters, et
ducted for systems with single-integrator kinemati@8]+ In addition to the stochastic network topologies discussed
[35] or double-integrator dynamic8]. Consensus for single- above, the effect of stochastic disturbanc&8]{[44] and
integrator kinematics under stochastic network topologg huncertainties45], [46] on the consensus problem also needs
been extensively studied, in particular, where some géneiravestigation. Study has been mainly devoted to analyieg t
conditions for almost-surely consensus was deriB8j [31], performance of consensus algorithms subject to distudsanc
[34]. Loosely speaking, almost-surely consensus for singland to presenting conditions on the uncertainties such that
integrator kinematics can be achievee,, z;(t) — z;(t) — 0 consensus can be achieved. In addition, another integestin
almost surely, if and only if the expectation of the networHirection in dealing with disturbances and uncertaintigs i
topology, namely, the network topology associated with thie design distributed local filtering algorithms so as toesav
expectationE[A(t)], has a directed spanning tree. It is wortlenergy and improve computational ability. Distributeddbc
noting that the conditions are analogous to that %], filtering algorithms play an important role and are more
[11], but in the stochastic setting. In view of the speciaffective than traditional centralized filtering algoritk for
structure of the closed-loop systems concerning consensuglti-agent systems. For example, the authors 4{[49]
for single-integrator kinematics, the basic propertiesttid designed some distributed Kalman filters to implement data
stochastic matrices play a crucial role in the convergentiesion. In [50], by using the analysis of consensus and pinning
analysis of the associated control algorithms. Consensus ¢ontrol in synchronization of complex networks, the aushor
double-integrator dynamics was studied B6]} where the discussed distributed consensus filtering in sensor nkswor
switching network topology is assumed to be driven by Recently, Kalman filtering over a packet-dropping network
Bernoulli process, and it was shown that consensus canvik&s designed through a probabilistic approdst.[Today, it
achieved if the union of all the graphs has a directed spgnniemains a challenging problem to incorporate both dynamics
tree. Apparently, the requirement on the network topolagy fof consensus and probabilistic filtering (Kalman) into &fieli
double-integrator dynamics is a special case of that falsin methodology.



B. Complex Dynamical Systems

Since consensus is concerned with the behavior of a group
of vehicles, it is natural to consider the system dynamics
for practical vehicles in the study of the consensus problem
Although the study of consensus under various system dynams®
ics is due to the existence of complex dynamics in practical
systems, it is also interesting to observe that system digzam
play an important role in determining the final consensus
state. For instance, the well-studied consensus of mgéira
systems with single-integrator kinematics often converge
a constant final value (i.e., a time function) instead. Haavev
consensus for double-integrator dynamics might admit a dy-
namic final value. These important issues motivate the study
of consensus under various system dynamics.

As a direct extension of the study of the consensus prob-
lem for systems with simple dynamics, for example, with
single-integrator kinematics or double-integrator dyi@n .
consensus with general linear dynamics was also studied
recently b2]-[57], where research is mainly devoted to finding
feedback control laws such that consensus (in terms of the
output states) can be achieved for general linear systems

®3)

where A, B, and C are constant matrices with compatible
sizes. Apparently, the well-studied single-integratmeknatics
and double-integrator dynamics are special cases3)ofaf
properly choosingd, B, andC.

As a further extension, consensus for complex systems has
also been extensively studied. Here, the teromsensus for
complex systemis used for the study of consensus problem
when the system dynamics are nonlinea8]f[91] or with
nonlinear consensus algorithm82[-[94]. Examples of the
nonlinear system dynamics studied in the consensus problem

iy = Az + Buy,  y; = Cuy,

inner coupling matrix describing the inner interactions
between different state components of agents. It is easy
to see that modellj with control input @) is a special
case of ) with f = 0.

Nonholonomic mobile robots6[], [83], [89], [96]. The
dynamics are described by

j?i :uicosﬁi,yi = uisinﬁi,éi :wi,i: 1, ,N,
(6)

where [z;,y;] denotes the location of theéth agent,

and u; andw; denote, respectively, its translational and
rotational velocity. Note that there are three states aid tw
control inputs. Therefore, the dynamics for nonholonomic
mobile robots are underactuated. This poses substantial
difficulties in designing proper consensus algorithms with
corresponding stability analysis.

Rigid bodies and the like6P]-[72], [84], [85], [91]. One
typical (but not unique) description of the dynamics is

Mz(%)%‘f'cz(q“Qz)(h‘f'gz(%) = Ti, 1= 1a T 7N7 (7)

whereq; € RP? is the vector of generalized coordinates,
M;(q;) € RP*P js the symmetric positive-definite inertia
matrix, C;(qi, ¢;)¢;: € RP is the vector of Coriolis and
centrifugal torquesg;(¢;) is the vector of gravitational
torques, andr; € RP? is the vector of torques produced
by the actuators associated with tile agent. In practice,
the dynamics of many mechanical systems are similar
to (7). A notable property regarding the dynamics of rigid
bodies is thaMi(qi)—2Ci(qi, G;) is skew-symmetrici(e.,
2T[M;i(qi) — 2Ci(gi, ¢;)]z = 0 for all z € RP), which
plays a crucial role in finding Lyapunov functions and
the subsequent stability analysis.

include:
« Nonlinear oscillators §3]. The dynamics are often as-

Although the aforementioned system dynamics are different
from the well-studied single-integrator kinematics and/ole-

integrator dynamics, the main research problem is same,
namely, to drive all agents to some common states through
local interactions among agents. Similarly to the consensu
algorithms proposed for systems with simple dynamics, the
consensus algorithms used for these models are also based
whered; andw; are, respectively, the phase and naturain a weighted average of the state differences, with some
frequency of theith oscillator, N is the number of additional terms if necessary. Main research work has been
oscillators, andK is the control gain. Generally, theconducted to design proper control algorithms and derive
control gain K plays a crucial role in determining thenecessary and/or sufficient conditions such that conserzsus

sumed to be governed by the Kuramoto equation

. K
Gi:wi+ﬁj;sin(9j—9i), i:1,2,"',N, (4)

synchronizability of the network.
o Complex networks@1], [73]-[77], [86]—-[88], [90], [95].
The dynamics are typically represented as

N
ai(t) =f(z:(t) +c Y ai(OT(z;(t) — 2:(t)),
=L
i=1,2,---,N, (5)

wherez; = (x;1, zi2, - - - ,:cm)T € R™ is the state vector
of theith node,f : R™ — R"™ is a nonlinear vector func-
tion, c is the overall coupling strengttd(¢) = [a;;(t)] is
the outer coupling matrix withu;;(t) = 1 if node: and
node; are connected at timebut otherwiseu;; (t) = 0,
with a;;(t) = k; (degree of node), andI" is a general

be achieved ultimately.

Note that although the objective is same,, to guarantee
reaching agreement on some final states, the problem is more
complicated due to the nonlinearity of the closed-loopeyst.

In addition, most properties of stochastic matrices cannot
be directly applied to their convergence analysis. The main
techniques used in their stability analysis include desiity
theory B8], nonsmooth analysi®B], [94], [96], and especially
Lyapunov functions§3], [69], [71], [72], [96], [97].

One particular interesting topic is synchronization in eom
plex networks which has been widely investigated in the
past decade9@], [99]. Mathematically, the definitions for
synchronization in complex networks and consensus in multi
agent systems are very similar, so to differentiate these tw



definitions and promote research exchanges in these tpractical systems due to actuation, control, communinatio
topics, their differences are briefly summarized below. and computation.

1) Different Asymptotic State@Nonlinear Dynamics ver-  Knowing that time delay might degrade the system per-
sus Linear Dynamics). In the studies of synchronization fiormance or even destroy the system stability, studies have
complex networks, researchers focus on synchronizatitin wbeen conducted to investigate the effect of time delay on
self-nonlinear dynamics where each single system is ulestabystem performance and stability. A well-studied conssnsu
and thus the final asymptotic synchronization state is glfyic algorithm for () is given in @), where it is now assumed that
time-varying B8], [100. However, in the investigations of time delay exists. Two types of time delagpmmunication
multi-agent systems, the individual self-dynamics on eaclelay andinput delay have been considered in the literature.
system is usually linear or zero and therefore the asyngpto@ommunication delay accounts for the time for information
consensus state is usually a constamt [[9]. being transmitted from its origin to its destination. More

2) Different Focuseg(Known Connectivity versus Time- precisely, if it takes tim&;; for agenti to receive information
varying Distributed Protocol). In synchronization of cdep from agentj, the closed-loop system of) using @) under a
networks, the aim is to reveal how the network structurectvhi fixed network topology becomes
is known in priori, affects the nonlinear collective dynami n
[98], [99], while the aim of consensus in multi-agent systems ii(t) = Z aij(t)[x;(t — Tiy) — i (t)). (8)
is to figure out how the designed distributed local protocol =1
concerning mobile time-varying network structure affettis . . . . , .

An interpretation of §) is that at timet, agent: receives

consensus behavio?]| [9], [10]. . . : .
3) Different Approache§lyapunov Method versus Stochas formation from ageny and uses data, (¢ — Ti;) instead of
tic Matrix Theory). Since both complex networks and multis7 (t) d“? to_ the time delay. Not_e that agentan get its own
information instantly, therefore, input delay can be cdestd

agent systems are networked systems, algebraic graphytheor : X . . .
g y y 9 grapty as the summation of computation time and execution time.

[107] is a common approach to use. Because of the nonlin(?\%re precisely, if the input delay for agenis given byT?,

terms in synchronization of complex networks, Lyapuno .
function method is usually used together with matrix theort\éen the closed-loop system df) (using @) becomes

[61], [95], [10Q. In order to show consensus in multi-agent ) n

systems with time-varying network structures, stochastic i(t) = Z aij(B)[z;(t = T7) — it = T7)]: ©)
trix theory [B]-[7], [10] and convexity analysislfl] are often j=1

applied. Clearly, @) refers to the case when only communication

4) Different Inner Matriced" (General Inner Matrix versus delay is considered while9d) refers to the case when only
Particular Inner Matrix). In the typical simple consensuput delay is considered. It should be emphasized that both
model, the inner matrice§' are usually an identity matrix communication delay and input delay might be time-varying
and a rank-one matri{ O 1) for multi-agent systems 2nd they might co-exist at the same time.

. ] ) 0 0 ) In addition to time delay, it is also important to consider
with single-integrator kinematics9] and double-integrator packet drops in exchanging state information. Fortunately

dynamics 102-[104, respectively. In consensus models withyonsensus with packet drops can be considered as a special
higher-order dynamics1p9, the inner matrix is similar. 456 of consensus with time delay because re-sending packet

However, the inner matrix in systers)(is a general one.  after they were dropped can be easily done but just having
In summary, synchronization in complex networks focusg,e delay in the data transmission channels.

on nonlinear dynamics while consensus in multi-agent 8yste 1,5 the main problem involved in consensus with time de-
focuses on distributed cooperative control, and thus miffe lay is to study the effects of time delay on the convergence an

approaches are utilized. _ performance of consensus, refer tocamsensusabilitj10§.
The current research on consensus with complex systeMgeacause time delay might affect the system stability, it
focuses on fully-actuated systems although consensus jfor;

] ) A ) important to study under what conditions consensus can
nonholonomic mobile robotSp], [89], [9€], whichis atypical g pe guaranteed even if time delay exists. In another

underac_tuated system, has also_ been studied. Note_ that MABYd, can we find conditions on the time delay such that
mechanical systems are described by systems with undgfhsensus can be achieved? For this purpose, several papers
actuation. Therefore, it is important to develop apprdpriajestigated the effect of time delay on the consensusgbili
consensus algorithms for underactuated systems. of (1) using ). When there exists only (constant) input delay,
a sufficient condition on the time delay to guarantee consens

C. Delay Effects under a fixed undirected interaction graph is presente@]in [

Time delay appears in almost all practical systems due $pecifically, an upper bound of the time delay is derived
several reasons: (1) limited communication speed when-infander which consensus can be achieved. This is a well-
mation transmission exists; (2) measurement time requiyed expected result because time delay normally degrades the
the sensor to get the measurement information; (3) compusgstem performance gradually and will not destroy the syste
tion time required for generating the control inputs; anyl (4tability unless the time delay is above certain threshold.
execution time required for the inputs being acted. In galnerFurther studies can be found in, e.gl0¥]-[117], which
time delay reflects an important property inherited in evedemonstrate that forlj using @), the communication delay



does not affect the consensusability but the input delay.doéor kT < t < (k + 1)T, whereT is the sampling period
In a similar manner, consensus with time delay was studiadd k is the discrete-time index. Essentially,0f is a zero-
for systems with different dynamics, where the dynamigs (order-hold version ofi;(¢) in the sense that the control inputs
are replaced by other more complex ones, such as doubksnain unchanged during each sampling period. Under this ci
integrator dynamics and the lika(3, [118-[125, complex cumstance, consensus is studied in a sampled-data frakiewor
networks [L26]-[129, rigid bodies and the like130], [131], calledsampled-data consensushich reflects the limitations
and general nonlinear dynamick3p. inherited in physical measurement and control units. Mean-
In summary, the existing study of consensus with timghile, it is also important to point out that the sampledadat
delay mainly focuses on analyzing the stability of consensuonsensus algorithms require much less information exgghan
algorithms with time delays for various types of systerand computational power than the continuous-time consensu
dynamics, including linear and nonlinear dynamics. Genegigorithms. Accordingly, consensus under the sampled-dat
ally speaking, consensus with time delay for systems wiftamework deserves certain consideration.
nonlinear dynamics is more challenging. For most consensussampled-data consensus was investigated in, €1g1],[
algorithms with time delays, the main research question [i$33-[147. Consensus for systems with single-integrator
to determine an upper bound of the time delay under whig&inematics {) was studied under a sampled-data framework
time delay does not affect the consensusability. For commwith a fixed or a switching network topology, in134,
nication delay, it is possible to achieve consensus undef185, where some necessary and/or sufficient conditions were
relatively large time delay. A notable phenomenon in thisresented to guarantee achieving consensus. Sampled-data
case is that the final consensus state is constant. Comgjdegionsensus of systems with double-integrator kinematics wa
the linear/nonlinear system dynamics in consensus, the mgiudied under fixed or switching network topologies 12]],
tools for stability analysis of the closed-loop systemdude [133, [136-[142. Due to the fact that an infinitely large
matrix theory [L0§, [109, Lyapunov functions 126, [127], sampling period will cause no information exchange among
frequency-domain approacii]d, passivity 12§, and the the agents, the main research question is to find conditions
contraction principle 107]. on the sampling period’, which might be time-varying,
Although consensus with time delay has been studigdch that consensus can be achieved. The conditions on the
extensively, it is often assumed that time delay is eith@etwork topology for the sampled-data closed-loop systems
constant or random. However, time delay itself might obsy itre mostly similar to that for the continuous-time closedg
own dynamics, which possibly depend on the communicatiggstems. Note that the existing research on consensus in a
distance, total computation load and computation caggbilisampled-data framework mainly focuses on the simple system
etc. Therefore, it is more suitable to represent the timaydeldynamics and thus the closed-loop system can be represented
as another system variable to be considered in the studyeof th terms of a linear matrix equation. The corresponding net-
consensus problem. In addition, it is also important to @eTs work stability can be analyzed by investigating the prapsrt
time delay and other physical constraints simultaneoustfié¢ of the system matrices constructed based on the proposed

study of the consensus problem. consensus algorithms and the given network topology. Uario
approaches, including Lyapunov functiod8§], [137], matrix
D. Sampled-data Framework theory [121], [13§, [141], [147], stochastic matrices1BY,

The previous three subsections describe the main reseaggll linear matrix inequalities B6, [137], have been adopted,
work in the study of the consensus problem. The followingnd some necessary and/or sufficient conditions have been
introduces a few other aspects, namely, sampled-data framerived for guaranteeing sampled-data consensus.
work, quantization, asynchronous effect, convergencedpe |t is natural to consider the sampled-data effect for consen
and finite-time convergence, that have been considerecein 8ys with general linear or nonlinear dynamics (seg.,[143).
consensus problem as well. Among these topics, samplgg-addition, it is meaningful to consider the case when all
data framework, quantization, and asynchronous effe@s gehicles do not necessarily share the same sampling period o
considered due to some physical limitations in practicat sythe sampling period is not necessarily constant. Accotging
tems while convergence speed and finite-time convergerce iglis expected that a careful design of the sampling periods
concerned with the performance for some proposed conseng@isociated with the proposed algorithms) might lead to the
algorithms. optimization of the closed-loop systems under the proposed

Due to the limitations in the measurement and control unitgigorithms subject to certain cost functions, such as masim
it is often impossible to acquire information measuremenggnvergence rate and minimum total information exchange. |
at an arbitrarily fast speed and to execute the control ignother word, it is intriguing to move from analysis to desig

puts instantaneously. Accordingly, the closed-loop systare \hen investigating the consensus problem in a sampled-data
modeled in a hybrid fashion. That is, the system plant {sgmework.

described in a continuous-time setting while the measun¢sne
and control inputs are described in a piecewise constant
fashion. For instance, in a sampled-data settiaypecomes E. Asynchronous Effects
n In most existing research of the consensus problem, it is
wi(t) = ui(kT) = ai;(kT)[z;(kT) — z;(kT)]  (10) assumed that all agents update their states synchronously,
j=1 which requires a synchronized clock for the whole group of



agents. However, such a synchronized clock might not existthe network size. In148), coding/decoding strategies were
in real applications. This motivates the design of consgnsiatroduced to the quantized consensus algorithms, wherasit
algorithms in an asynchronous fashion; that is, each agshbwn that the convergence rate depends on the accuraay of th
updates its own states regardless of the update times aof oth@antization but not the coding/decoding schemes.14g]|
agents. [150, quantized consensus was studied via the gossip algo-
In most studies of the asynchronous consensus probleithm, with both lower and upper bounds of the convergence
for networked systems, due to the intrinsic technical difime derived in terms of the network size. Further results
ficulties, usually only single-integrator kinematic$) (and regarding quantized consensus were reported 51]{[159],
double-integrator dynamics are considered. 199, such where the main research was also on studying the convergence
an asynchronous consensus problem with time delay wé#se for various proposed quantized consensus algoritlens a
investigated by utilizing some basic properties of stotihaswell as the quantization effects on the convergence timis. It
matrices. Similarly in144], the asynchronous consensus probntuitively reasonable that the convergence time depemds o
lem was studied by using matrix theory and graph theory, ahdth the quantization level and the network topology. It is
in [145, by employing the paracontracting theory. 1b4f], then natural to ask if and how the quantization methods &ffec
the authors studied the asynchronous consensus problemtlier convergence time. This is an important measure of the
double-integrator dynamics and presented sufficient ¢cimmdi robustness of a quantized consensus algorithm (with respec
to guarantee consensus, where a condition based on lineathe quantization method).
matrix inequalities was given. Note that it is interesting but also more challenging to gtud
Note that consensus in an asynchronous fashion has beensensus for general linear/nonlinear systems with dzeant
considered mainly for single-integrator kinematics andlde- tion. Because the difference between the truncated sigmhl a
integrator dynamics but not for other system dynamics. Ftre original signal is bounded, consensus with quantinatio
certain linear systems, it might be expected that asynciusn can be considered as a special case of one without quaatizati
communication does not affect the consensusability as showhen there exist bounded disturbances. Therefore, if cese
in [109, [144] for single-integrator kinematics. However, acan be achieved for a group of vehicles in the absence of
similar conclusion may not hold for systems with generguantization, it might be intuitively correct to say thatth
dynamics, especially nonlinear dynamics. It is important differences among the states of all vehicles will be bounded
quantify the effects of the asynchronous communication dithe quantization precision is small enough. Howeversit i
the consensus problem. still an open question to describe the quantization effeots
consensus with general linear/nonlinear systems.
F. Quantization G. Convergence Speed
Quantized consensus has been studied recently with motivay, addition to the study on the consensus problem with

tion from digital signal processing. Here, quantized Coss8 physical constraints mentioned in the previous subsegtion
refers to consensus when the measurements are digitaf rajpgs a1so important to study the control performance of the
than analog therefore the information received by eachtagegnsensus problem. From the control’s perspective, ittisrah
is not continuous and might have been truncated due to Higi{g propose proper control algorithms and analyze the stabil
finite precision constraints. Roughly speaking, for an @galjiy ' and to optimize the proposed control algorithms under
signal s, a typical quantizer with an accuracy parameier certain control performance indexes. In this subsectiba, t
also referred as quantization step size, is described By =  convergence speed problem is reviewed, which is an impiortan
q(s,9), whereQ(s) is the quantized signal angl-,-) is the performance measure for consensus algorithms.
associated quantization function. For instance, a quemtiz For (1) using algorithm 2) in a connected undirected graph,
rounding a signals to its nearest integer can be expressgfle worst-case convergence speed was showg]ito[be the
147 Q(s) =n, if s€[(n—1/2)d,(n+1/2)0], n€ Z i : XTLx _

as [ ) , ; » _Laplacian spectral gaminy o 17x—0 253 = A2, Where
whereZ denotes the integer set. Note that the type of quantizer : X1 oo
might be different for different systems, hen@és) may differ is an all-zero column vector’ = (w1, 2] L is the

. ' . . aplacian matrix withA, being smallest nonzero eigenvalue.
for different systems. Due to the truncation of the signa

. . . . . -Here, one should recall that the smallest eigenvalue of a
received, consensus is now considered achieved if the nahxi . . . .
. . . aplacian matrix for a connected undirected graph is zetb an
state difference is not larger than the accuracy level gssat

with the whole system. A notable feature for consensus wiﬁ%I the other elgenvalues are positive.
e . . In order to increase the convergence speed, the above
guantization is that the time to reach consensus is usuall

finite. That is, it often takes a finite period of time for a"sgectral gap should be enlarged. For this purpose, aniverat

, . . algorithm was proposed in1p9 to maximize the above
agents’ states to converge to an accuracy interval. Acaglyli : e .

; . . : . spectral gap, by employing a semidefinite programming solve
the main research is to investigate the convergence ti

. : . “Other than the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of the Laplacian
associated with the proposed consensus algorithm. g P

) . . matrix, another commonly used measure for the convergence
Quantized consensus was probably first studied1ii/]f y g

where a quantized gossip algorithm was proposed and its C(S)R?ed 's the following ratio, introduced i, [161;
X (@) — X

vergence was analyzed. In particular, the bound of the aenve

1/t
gence time for a complete graph was shown to be polynomial P= HOOV}(IE#X* (||X(O) _ X*||> ' (11)



where X* represents the final equilibrium given by, where of the consensus problem covering multiple physical priger
o is a constant. and/or control performance analysis has been largely aghor

In [160, this problem of finding the fastest convergenckn another word, two or more problems in the aforementioned
speed was casted into a semidefinite programming problesubsections might need to be taken into consideration simul
Furthermore, the convergence speed defined 1) (vas taneously when studying the consensus problem. In addition
studied in both deterministic and stochastic settings.hie tconsensus algorithms normally guarantee the agreement of a
deterministic setting, it was studied ing1]-[163 with esti- team of agents on some common states without taking any
mation of lower bounds. In the stochastic setting, this b group formation into consideration. To reflect many praadtic
was studied in27], [30], [164], with a per-step convergenceapplications where a group of agents are normally required
factor introduced and discussed ib6f], which itself can be to form some preferred geometric structure, it is desirable
considered a measure of the convergence speed. consider a task-oriented formation control problem for@ugr

The existing study mainly focuses on the analysis of the agents, which motivates the study of formation control
convergence speed under various network topologies and ppesented in the next section.
timization of the convergence speed for certain given ngtwo
topologies. Considering the fact that consensus undesrdiit
network topologies may demonstrate different convergence IV. FORMATION CONTROL
speeds, a natural question is how to design an optimal (switc

. ) . . Compared with the consensus problem where the final states
ing) network topology with proper adjacency matrix suchttha . . .

4 . of all agents typically become a singleton, the final states o
optimal convergence speed can be achieved.

all agents can be more diversified under the formation cbntro
S scenario. Indeed, formation control is more desirable imyna
H. Finite-time Convergence practical applications such as formation flying, coopeeati
As an extension of the study of convergence speed for tti@nsportation, sensor networks, as well as combat igegite,
consensus problenfinite-time consensyseaching consensussurveillance, and reconnaissance. In addition, the pedoce
in a finite time, has also been studied recently. Comparetia team of agents working cooperatively often exceeds the
with most existing research in the consensus problem, finitgmple integration of the performances of all individuatats.
time consensus demonstrates a disturbance rejectionrprop€or its broad applications and advantages, formation obntr
and robustness against uncertainties. In addition, dudedo has been a very active research subject in the control sgstem
finite-time convergence, it is often possible to decoupke ttommunity, where a certain geometric pattern is aimed to
consensus problem from other control objectives when th&yrm with or without a group reference. More precisely, the
are considered simultaneously. main objective of formation control is to coordinate a group
For a group ofn agents, e.g. with dynamicsl)( the of agents such that they can achieve some desired formation
objective is to desigm;(t) such thatz;(t) = x;(t) fort > T, such that some tasks can be finished by the collaboration
whereT is a constant. Her€l is called the consensus time. of the agents. Generally speaking, formation control can be
Finite-time consensus for networked systems with singleategorized in terms of a group reference. Formation cbntro
integrator kinematics1) in the continuous-time setting waswithout a group reference, callddrmation producingrefers
solved in P2], [94], [165-[169. Finite-time consensus for to the algorithm design for a group of agents to reach some
networked systems with double-integrator dynamics in thme-desired geometric pattern in the absence of a group refe
continuous-time setting was studied ih7[]. An important ence, which can also be considered as the control objective.
common characteristic of the proposed algorithms is the uSermation control with a group reference, callfamation
of the signum function. It is well known that linear consemsuracking refers to the same task following the predesignated
algorithms can normally guarantee asymptotic convergengeoup reference. Due to the existence of the group reference
but not finite-time convergence. On the contrary, the fitiitee  formation tracking is usually much more challenging than
consensus algorithms developed ®2]f [94], [165-[167], formation producing and control algorithms for the latteégit
[169, [17Q, which utilize the signum function, are able tonot be useful for the former. As of today, there are still many
do so. open questions in solving the formation tracking problem.
Note that the existing research on finite-time consensusin the following part of the section, emphasis is on re-
mainly focuses on systems with simple dynamics, such @igwing and discussing recent research results and poares
single-integrator kinematics and double-integrator @yita. formation control, including formation producing, forrat
Because many practical systems are better and more propatking, and connectivity maintenance for consensus and
to be described by general linear/nonlinear dynamics, it fisrmation control, mainly after 2006. Several milestongutes
natural to study finite-time consensus for systems with ggneprior to 2006 can be found inlf1-[173.
linear/nonlinear dynamics in the future.

I. Remarks A. Formation Producing

In summary, the existing research on the consensus problenthe existing work in formation control aims at analyzing
has covered a number of physical properties for practidhle formation behavior under certain control laws, alonthwi
systems and control performance analysis. However, thiy stistability analysis.



1) Matrix Theory: Considering the nature of multi-agentoy w;(t) = Z?Zl bij(||lzi — x;|)[zi(t) — x;(t)], whereb;;(-)
systems, matrix theory has been used frequently in thelisgabiis a nonnegative function. Assuming that each agent can
analysis of their distributed coordination. communicate with all other agents within a radiis the

Note that consensus input to each agent (see €)p.ijq agents will disperse in space with the relative distance/béen
essentially a weighted average of the differences between any pair of agents larger thaR.
states of the agent’s neighbors and its own. As an extensiorFor the case of leaderless flocking, research has been
of the consensus algorithms, some coupling matrices wemnducted to stabilize a group of agents towards some de-
introduced here to offset the corresponding control infiayts sired geometric formation, where the inter-agent intéoads

some angles174-[177]. For example, givenl), the control described directly or indirectly by some nonnegative ptéén

input (2) is revised as function V;; (||x; — z]||) regardless of the final group veloc-
n ity. Some notable properties fa;; (||x; — z;||) includes: (i)
wi(t) = Z a;j ()Clz;(t) — zi(t)], (12)  Vi;(||z; — z;]|) achieves its minimum whel; — ;|| is equal
j=1 to the desired inter-agent distance between agérasd j,

whereC is a coupling matrix with compatible size.4f € R3, (i) Vi;(||z; — z;]|) increases afz; — z;|| decreases from the
then C' can be viewed the 3-D rotational matrix. The maiflesired distance to zero and;(||z; — z;|) could approach
idea behind 12) is that the original control input for reachinginfinity as||z; — z;|| approaches zero, and (i} (||x; — z;||)
consensus is rotated by some angles. The closed-loop systegheases agz; — ;|| increases from the desired distance to
can be expressed in a vector form, whose stability can B maximum communication range. The basic idea behind
determined by studying the distribution of the eigenvalags the potential functionV;;(||z; — z;[|) is to drive the inter-

a certain transfer matrix. Main research work was conduct@gent distance to the desired value while avoiding possible
in [174-[177) to design proper algorithms and analyze thiter-agent collision. The corresponding control law fack
collective motions for systems with single-integratorddmat- agent is usually chosen to be the same as the corresponding
ics and double-integrator dynamics. consensus algorithm except that the— «; term is replaced

Note that the collective motions for nonholonomic mobil®y V.,V (||lz; — x;||) here. A fundamental limitation is that
robots were also studied recently, in, e.d.7§, [179. Al- all agents will normally converge to some (constant) inter-
though the study inl[74-[177 is different from that in 17§, agent configuration locally in the sense that some nonnegati
[179], similarities exist in the sense that all agents will nopotential function achieves its local minimum. Accordingl
move to the weighted average of the states of neighborifif inter-agent distance might not converge to the desakav
agents, but to some offsetted state. Noticeably, the oigetglobally. It is an interesting future research topic to eaghat
state in [L74-[177] is properly designed, yet the offsettedhe desired inter-agent distance can be achieved globadigru
state in 178, [179 is induced by the special nonlinear systenproperly designed control algorithms. In addition, thewgek
dynamics. topology associated with a team of agents is usually assumed

In the study of formation producing with linear closed-looo be undirected, which is not applicable to many practical
systems, it is observed that the associated system matix Bgstems which are directed.
two interesting properties: (1) the existence of at least on For the case of circular formation and the like, the main
zero eigenvalue, and (2) the existence of at least one pairrésearch in 178, [179, [192, [194, [196 was devoted to
eigenvalues on the imaginary axis. The two properties pl#ye collective motion for nonhonolomic mobile robots witiet
an important role in the formation producing problem undétynamics given in). Denoter; = x; + ty;, where. = v—1.

a fixed network topology. However, the two properties mighthen @) becomes’; = w;e'?s, 6; = w;, i =1,---,N.

not be able to solve the formation producing problem undBue to the nature of the nonlinear dynamics, a consensus-
a switching network topology, which is still a challengindike algorithm often renders a circular-like ultimate faation
problem due to the complexity in the analysis of switching/here the trajectories of all agents are circular and thegivel
systems. phase difference (namely, — 0,) is constant. The current

2) Lyapunov Function ApproachAlthough matrix theory work mainly focuses on the case when all agents share
is a relatively simple approach for stability analysis o tha common unit speed. Similar circular-like formation was
formation producing problem, it is not applicable in many-fo analyzed in 193, [195, where the system dynamics are
mation producing scenarios, especially with nonlineatesys. different from @) but share a similar nonlinearity. Due to the
It is then natural to consider the Lyapunov function apphpacnonlinearity of the system dynamics, it is a challengingtas
a powerful and efficient approach that has been used frelgueno incorporate time delay, disturbances, quantizatior, iato
to perform stability analysis. the existing research.

By using the Lyapunov function approach, several typical 3) Graph Rigidity: For a network with a given number
formation producing scenarios have been studied, inctudiof agents, the edges are closely related to the shape of
the inverse agreement proble8[)], leaderless flocking and formation. Roughly speaking, if enough information regagd
stabilization L81]-[191], and circular formation alike1[7g, edge distances for a team of agents is available, the geiometr
[179, [197-[195. In the inverse agreement problerh8[), structure of all agents is determined. Then the graph for the
the objective is to force a team of agents to disperse agents isrigid. According to 197, a graph ofn agents is
space. Roughly speaking, for the single-integrator kirtemaigid if at least2n — 3 edge distances are available.
ics (1), the corresponding control input has the form given Motivated by the graph rigidity, research has been conducte
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in [198-[202 to drive a group of agents to the desired interreference was discussed while R08-[210 a general system
agent configuration by ensuring that a certain number of edg®del was considered. How to solve formation tracking for
distances are identical to the desired ones. The graphtyigidgeneral linear systems with a general group referencelis sti
recovery after loss of an agent has also been investigatad.open problem.

Compared with other formation producing algorithms which The formation tracking problem can be converted to a tradi-
require edge vector information€., z; —z;), less information tional stability problem by redefining the variables as ttrers

is required in edge distance informatiare(, |x; — x;||). As between each agent’s state and the group reference. Then,
a tradeoff, some unstable equilibria, such as a collingdalin the formation tracking problem is solved if the correspoigdi
configuration the initial states of all agents are linearly depen-errors can be driven to zero. However, the formation pratyci
den) and a common initial statehe initial states of all agents problem, in general, cannot be solved in this way. Therefore
are identica), rather than the desired inter-agent configurationnder a switching network topology, the formation tracking
might exist. In practical applications, it is important tesign problem is generally easier than the formation producing
proper control algorithms such that a team of agents camavpiroblem.

converging to the unstable equilibria. 2) Lyapunov Function ApproachDue to the broad appli-

4) Receding Horizon ApproachReceding horizon con- cations of the Lyapunov function approach in the stability
trol (RHC), known also as model predictive control, hagnalysis, it has become an important tool in the study of the
been introduced into the formation stabilization probléy. formation tracking problem as well.
nature, RHC is a finite-horizon optimization problem. The Flocking with a dynamic group reference has been stud-
employment of RHC in the formation stabilization problened recently 11-[215, where the objective is to design
is motivated by the fact that RHC is more capable of dealirdtistributed control algorithms such that a team of agents
with constraints. move cohesively along the group reference. Compared with

The main research in this topi2Q3-[205 has been leaderless flocking where no specific final group velocity is
devoted to deriving proper distributed control algorithfos required, the study of flocking with a dynamic group refeeenc
a team of agents such that they can reach some desiiednuch more challenging both theoretically and technycall
formation by optimizing some finite-horizon cost functionslue to the existence of the dynamic group reference and the
in scenarios with or without time delay. Because RHC igequirement on the cohesive movement of the agents along
essentially an optimization-based control strategy, tie dthe dynamic group reference. In other words, the agents not
tributed control algorithms are typically given by solvingonly have to maintain some desired geometric formation but
optimization problems. Therefore, more computationaletimglso need to follow the group reference as a whole. The com-
is required by RHC than other control approaches. Thergfohénation of the two objectives makes the problem much more
the potential computation-induced time delay needs tokenta challenging than the leaderless flocking problem where only
into consideration in practical applications. the first objective is involved. If enough information of the
group reference is known, such as acceleration and/oriteloc
information of the group reference, flocking with a dynamic
group reference can be solved by employing a gradient-based

Although formation control without a group reference isontrol law R11]-[213. Another approach was proposed
interesting in theory, it is more realistic to study fornoati in [214], where a variable structure-based control law was used
control in the presence of a group reference because it maysolve the problem with less information required. Simjla
represent a control objective or a common interest of thelevhao the study of the leaderless flocking problem, the existing
group. This scenario is now reviewed in this subsection. research on flocking with a dynamic group reference can

1) Matrix Theory: Similarly to the case of formation pro-only reach a local minimization of certain potential fuiocts
ducing, matrix theory is often used in the study of formatiobecause the potential function is generally unspecified but
tracking problem. satisfies the conditions stated in Subsectiéf . Accordingly,

An interesting problem in formation tracking is to design ¢he inter-agent distance is not identical to the desired one
distributed control algorithm to drive a team of agents &zkr However, the potential based control can be easily designed
some desired state. For example, given the single-integrab guarantee collision avoidance and maintain the initiger
kinematics, control algorithms were designed 204, [207, agent communication patterns. Nevertheless, it is stibbjaen
where the algorithms are similar to those consensus ahgoesit problem to consider the task with global inter-agent distan
except that an extra term is introduced here due to tkwbilization, collision avoidance, and initial commuation
existence of the group reference. If properly designed, alattern maintenance.
agents can track the group reference accurately as reporteBormation control with a group reference was studied in
in [206] while, with bounded tracking errors analyzed #0[], both linear system[L6-[218 and nonlinear system®19—
where a discretized version ir2Q6 was considered. It is [227] when the potential functionV (||z; — z;||) is re-
worth mentioning that the group reference can be arbiyrariplaced by some known functions, generally in the form of
chosen as long as its derivative is bounded.208-[210, |z; —z; — dij||2, whered;; denotes the desired distance be-
the synchronization of a group of linear systems to the dutpween agents and ;. Briefly, the nonlinear systems studied in
of another linear exosystem was investigated with or withothis case include nonholonomic mobile robots (8% [221]—
parameter uncertainties. I2Qg, [207, a general group [229, rigid bodies (see®)) [226, [227], and linear systems

B. Formation Tracking
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with nonlinear termsZ19, [220. Compared with the flocking Considering practical applications, however, it mightuieg

problem, the problem studied here is relatively easier duethat the formation be adaptive with respect to the events

the knownV (||z; — z;||). In general, the inter-agent distanceerformed by the team of agents. In addition, it is important

can be driven to the desired one. As a tradeoff, the collisi@a consider constraints, such as input saturation, quetitiz,

avoidance and initial communication pattern maintenaeeein and power limitation, in the formation control problem. Nea

to be considered separately. while, the robustness is another important factor thatrdese

considerable attention in real applications where noisg¢ an

C. Connectivity Maintenance for Consensus and Formatighsturbances exist. .

Control In terms of connectivity maintenance for consensus and for-

. .. mation control, research has been devoted to continumes-ti

In both consensus and formation control problems, it Is . .
- sxstems but practical systems are more suitable to be nmbdele

often assumed that the network topology satisfies certal . . . .

in_a discrete-time setting, which makes the study of connec-

fundamental conditions, for example, is connected or hast.a : : .
ivity maintenance for discrete-time systems more meduing

directed spanning tree. However, a practical communlnan?n general, the connectivity maintenance for discretestim

m_odel |s.typ|cally d|stan_ce based, -8, tV\.’O a!ge”ts canom systems is more challenging due to the fundamental liroitati
nicate with each other if and only if their distance is snralle . . o .
. L . of the corresponding control input, which is usually pietsav
than a certain threshold, calle@mmunication rangeThis is '
: constant rather than continuous.
particularly true for sensor networks. In order to guarante

consensus or formation control be achieved asymptotically V. OPTIMIZATION
connectivity maintenance mechanism is essential, whi&h ha 5imization is an important subject in the studies of oohtr

been studied recently. systems. The main objective of optimization is to find an

The main approach to maintaining the connectivity of Gptimal strategy subject to some given constraints such as

team of agents is to define some artificial potentials (be“we@ost functions. Recently optimization in distributed nmult

any pair of agents) in a proper way such that if two agents aa{Sent coordination has been studied concerning conveggenc

neighbors initially then they will always communicate withy,ooq and some specific cost functions, which are respyctive
each other thereafte214)], [228-[237]. In general, the artifi- rgviewed below. P ’ pigc

cial potential between a pair of agents grows to be suffiient

large (could be unbounded) when the distance between themconyergence Speed

increases to be equal to the communication range. For gyoper . . . .
) : ) As discussed above, one important problem in consensus is

designed control algorithms, which are usually composed t%fe convergence speed. which characterizes how fast en

the gradients of the artificial potentials, the total aridic g heed,

- . . . L " can be achieved therefore is desirable to optimize. In this
potential is nonincreasing. This then indicates that thialn . .

o regard, the convergence speed is the cost function to be
communication patterns can be preserved because otherwi :
the total potential will become larger than the initial fota”P |m|z¢d. : : :

Consider a group of: agents with dynamics described by

grtificial potential, as soon as some c_ommunication patt single-integrator kinematics)( Equipped with 2), the
is broken. Although this approach provides a systematic Wa%amical equationl) can be written in a matrix form, as

to guarantee the connectivity, the corresponding control a )
gorithms might require infinite large control inputs, whiish X(t) = —LX(t), (13)
not practical. Meanwhile, it is not even necessary to alan\%ereX(t) = [21(t), - ,2n(t)]” and £ is the Laplacian

maintain the initial communication patterns in order to §uUayatrix. For a network with a fixed topology, is a constant
antee the connectivity. Therefore, how to find a more effecti,, 4¢rix.

way to guarantee connectivity deserves further investigat  \otivated by the observation that the smallest nonzero
In contrast to the studies ir214, [228-[237], the authors gjgenvalue of the Laplacian matrid,(£), determines the

in [23§ investigated an interesting problem where the numbgfy st-case convergence speed], [research has been con-
of initially existing communication patterns plays a role i §cted to maximize the convergence speddd], [239 by

the connectivity maintenance for the consensus probleim Wghoosing optimal weights associated with edges. In cantras
single-integrator kinematics) and control inputZ). Roughly 4 [159], [239], where the systems are assumed to have single-
speaking, if the initial graph is “sufficiently” connected i jntegrator kinematics, optimization of the convergenceesp
the sense that each agent has at least a certain NUMBEHoyble-integrator dynamics was considered?(, where

of neighbors, consensus can be guara_nteed to be aCh'e_Yﬁél-convergence speed is defined in a similar way to the
Note that the result can only be applied to systems wil{y £) for the case with single-integrator kinematics. It is
single-integrator kinematics therefore further investign is  \yorth mentioning that optimal convergence for generaldine
expected for systems with high-order linear dynamics Qystems and nonlinear systems is still an open problem.

nonlinear dynamics. As mentioned above, other than (L), another commonly
used measure for the convergence speed is givei )y The
D. Remarks corresponding optimization problem is
Current research in formation control mainly focuses on max p, (14)

a fixed formation where the inter-agent distance is fixed. ui(t)



12

wherep is defined in {1). Existing research in16Q, [241] setting P4§]. In the existing research, time delay and distur-
focuses on the case when all agents converge to the averageces have not been taken into consideration. Theretore, i
of the initial states,ie., X* = [L3"  ;(0)]1. For an is important to consider time delay and disturbances in the
arbitrary fixed or switching network topology, the optintisa  distributed multi-agent optimization problem due to theide
problem (L4) is challenging ifX* is unknown. But if X* is existence in wireless sensor networks.

chosen ag< > | z;(t)]1, then the problem becomes much In addition to the distributed multi-agent optimizatioropr
easier. lem where the cost function is a sum of a series of convex
functions, distributed optimization has also been considle
for both infinite-horizon cost function2f7—-[251] given by

N o Ji= [TIXT()QX (1) + UT(t)RU(t)dt and finite-horizon

In addition to the fastest convergence spe_ed_ requiremenyey functions 252-[255 given by.J; = J"Otf (XT()QX (t)+
various cost functions are also subject to minimization. UT(t)RU(t)|dt, where X € R" is the state[/ € R” is the

One interesting problem studied in this setting is distoU o] input, and, is a positive constant. It is worth mention-

multi-agent optimization, which is motivated by solvingeon ing that the RHC approach discussed in Sectién typically
challenge in wireless sensor networks, namely, (o esimaf&q finite-horizon cost functions. Different from the resba
the environment parameters and/or some functions Qf mer%ported in p43-[246], which is to find the optimal estimated
such as temperature and source locatid4. As a Simple giate the objective here is to find the optimal control laws

strategy, each sensor node can send its data to some exis{{iiect to the minimization of certain cost functions. Dae t
central location which can then process the data if the @ntfaq irements of optimizing the cost functions when designi
location is sufficiently powered. However, due to the lirdite o control laws, the computational complexity becomes an

power resources and communication capabilities, thisegya ;mnortant problem to study. Meanwhile, the network topglog
is often not applicable. An alternative approach to achigvi plays a significant role in the optimization problem with

a similar objective is to estimate the environment pararsete. . iain cost functions, therefore it is also useful to ofgen

and/for some functions of interest locally, which requiregh o hetwork topology subject to certain cost functions.
less communication bandwidth and power. In wireless sensor

networks P47, the estimation problem is usually modeled
as a distributed multi-agent optimization problem. Royghl = .
speaking, the objective of distributed multi-agent opziation ~ Distributed task assignment refers to the study of task
is to cooperatively minimize the cost function’” , fi(x), assignment of a group of dynamical agents in a distributed

where the functionf; : R s R represents the cost of agenfh@nner, which can be roughly categorized into coverage
i, known by this agent only, and € R™ is a decision vector. control, scheduling, and surveillance. Compared with tiee p

In [242, an incremental subgradient approach was used PUS stu_d|es discussed in Sectidiis 1V, andV, qhstnbuted
solve the optimization problem for a ring type of network. }aSk assignment focuses on the three task-oriented résearc
should be noted thaP@7] does not provide much discussiorPToPlems, where each topic has its unique features.

on the optimization problem under other types of network

topologies. A. Coverage Control

Ref. [243 was probably the first paper studying the dis- Coverage control is an active research direction in mobile
tributed multi-agent optimization problem under a consens sensor networks, where the objective is to properly assign t
based framework. The problem considered therein is formwpbile sensors’ motion in order to maximize the detection
lated as o N probability.

minimize >, Zi(x) Let Q be a convex space with represent the distribution
5.t z €RY, density function which indicates the probability that some
where eachy; : R” — R is assumed to be a convex functiongvent takes place ové} [256. Consider a group of mobile
Inspired by the average consensus algorithm and the sthndzgnsors whose locations are specified ®y= [p1,-- -, pn].
subgradient method, a consensus-like algorithm was pespodhe sensor performance at a pointdegrades with respect
as to the distances|q — p;||, which are all described by a
- nondecreasing differentiable functiofi, The coverage con-
zi(k+1) = Zaij(k)x-j(k) —ogi(@i(k)) (15) o) problem is to find a local controller for each mobile
=1 sensor such that the following cost function is minimized:
wherea is the step size ang;(x;(k)) is the subgradient of J = Y7 | [ f(|l¢ — pil|)¢(¢)dg. This coverage control by
fi(z) atx = z;(k). In [242), Z};l a;;(k)x;(k) in (15 was nature is an optimization problem. Main research in thisctop
replaced byz,;_1 (k) with z¢(k) = =, (k — 1). Note that the was reported in, e.g.2p71-[264], where the coverage control
algorithm (L5) can only find sub-optimal solutions, determinegroblem was considered in two directions, namely, analysis
by the constant step size Further results in this topic can beof coverage control under various practical constrainishs
found in [244-[246], where a similar distributed multi-agentas limited sensing/communication capaciti@s], load bal-
optimization problem was studied within various scenarioancing P63, and nonholonomic mobile robot264], and
such as under constraint84d4], over random network2@5, algorithms for coverage contra2§(. Noting that time delay
and with broadcast-based communications in an asynchsonand uncertainties have not been considered in the coverage

B. Specific Cost Functions

VI. DISTRIBUTED TASK ASSIGNMENT



13

control problem, it is interesting to consider the effect of VIlI. ESTIMATION
time delay and uncertainties in the coverage control prable
Moreover, the density function might be time-dependent in
real systems, which is another interesting research tapic

further study.

Due to the absence of global information, used for achieving
group coordination in many cases, a distributed estimation
scheme is needed for estimation. The first problem is to desig
local distributed estimators such that some global infdiona
can be estimated asymptotically or in finite time. The second
B. Scheduling problem is to design local controllers based on the local

Another interesting topic in distributed task assignment ?st!matprs such th.at .the closed-loqp system IS sta_ble. The
distributed scheduling, which refers to the scheduling of &stimation-based distributed control is essentially a tuoa
group of dynamical agents in a distributed manner. Disteibu tion of both peqtrallzed contrql and dl_strlbuted.conFrolswch
scheduling has many potential applications in military anyWay that distributed control is used in the estimation afiso
civilian sectors, and can be roughly categorized into t obal |nformat|on_and the cen_trallged control is u_sed m [t
typical problems, namely sequence optimizati>8d and task cal controllers Qe3|gr_1. The est|mat|on-based dlstrll_mtardrol
allocation R66—-[270. The objective of sequence optimizatior?trategy pften inherits the ments.o.f both centrahze_d_mjnt
is to schedule a team of agents such that some metrics &3¢ distributed control. However, it is worth emphasizihat
be optimized. For instance, ir2§5, an optimal scheduling aclosc_ed-loop syste_m with dlstrlbu_ted estlmators is mupi’emo
sequence was designed to fuel a group of UAVs via dynanﬁemp_l'cated to des_|gn than one without distributed estimsat
programming, where the metric is the total spending time Th_Main research in this topic has been reported 167,
objective of task allocation is to distribute certain numbe [279-[284, where the joint estimation and control problem
tasks to a team of agents such that they can balance the t§faf considered subject to disturbancegq, [281], [28]
tasks. If the number of tasks for each agent is considere@aWithout disturbances1p7, [280, [283, [284. In [167],
variable in the consensus problem, the task allocation mid479-[284, a joint estimation and control problem is solved
be viewed as a consensus problem except that a limitatigrthe sense that the d_|str|buted estimator is used in thlgruies
on the total number of tasks for all agents exists. A notabfé Proper control algorithms such that certain global otiyec
feature of the distributed task assignment problem is tHe&n Pe achieved. Without the aid of distributed estimators,
various constraints may exist due to the physical progertif'® control design is very hard and even impossible. As
associated with the agents. In view of the difference objeg@n be noticed from285-[291], the distributed estimation
tives for sequence optimization and task allocation, itris @roblem has been considered without much discussion on

interesting topic to consider combining both objectiveshaf SPECific control problems. In general, the joint estimatoni
two problems simultaneously. control idea has been an important approach in the study

of distributed multi-agent coordination where only neighb
based information is not sufficient for the controllers desi
C. Surveillance On the other hand, in real applications properly designed

Distributed surveillance means to monitor a certain area Bjstributed estimators might be used to replace some exfgens
using a group of mobile agents in distributed coordinatioR€NSOr-

Distributed surveillance has a number of potential apfitbess, [N general, it remains a challenging problem to study
such as board security guarding, forest fire monitoring,aihd task-oriented coordination control systems where the dse o
spill patrolling. distributed estimation is either necessary or an apprtpria

The main motivation of distributed surveillance is that f&Placement of certain expensive measurement devices, at
team of agents can monitor a given (large) area more effd@e costs of difficult control system design and complex
tively than a single agent when the team of agents works irf¥%Stem stability analysis. Moreover, physical limitagosuch
cooperative fashion. Accordingly, an important reseancibp @S bounded control input, asynchronous communication, and
lem in distributed surveillance is to design environmeasér information quantization, could potentially enhance thpla
cooperative control laws for all coordinated agents suei tHfability of the joint estimation and control scheme in vaso
the given area can be monitored efficiently. Recent reseaféfitributed multi-agent coordination systems.
in distributed surveillance has been reported 2@ 1]-[278],
where a number of physical limitations were identified and VI
considered such as time delay and uncertain@&€][ [277,
collision avoidance between agen®3 |, and heterogeneously This article has reviewed some recent research and devel-
distributed agents2[77]. The current research is conductedpment in distributed multi-agent coordination. In adufiti
under the assumption that each agent has enough power docthe theoretical results reviewed above, many experisnent
that any designed control law can be applied. However, duere also conducted to validate the theoretical designs and
to the power constraints, each agent might be subjectedatmalysis, as can be found ir292-[297], to name just a
constraints such as bounded control input, limited distatioc few representative reports. Although the existing thecaét
travel, and finite accuracy level, etc., therefore it isiesting research and experiments have solved a number of technical
and important to consider these limitations in the distedu problems in distributed multi-agent coordination, there a
surveillance problem in the future. still many interesting, important and yet challenging eesh

D IscussION
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problems deserving further investigation. Some of them are
briefly summarized as follows:

controlled. As a sensible example, current economic cri-
sis actually illustrates some disadvantages of behavioral

o Quantization effects in distributed coordination algo-
rithms. The current research efforts focus on studying
distributed coordination problems with control inputs
and measurements being analog signals with continuous
values. However, digital signal processing techniques
require digital inputs and sampled-data measurementsy
Although quantization effects have been studied in severj
coordination problems, the quantization effect in somel?]
other distributed coordination problems remain unsolved[3
and even untouched.

Optimization with integrated individual and global cost [4]
functions. Optimization problem in distributed coordi-
nation has been studied with various cost functions. Ins)
real systems, each individual agent has both local and
global objectives, contributing to an integration of both (6l
individual and global cost functions. Therefore, optimiz-
ing a combined objective is more realistic but also more
challenging. Another interesting problem is to investigat 7]
how to balance the individual cost functions and the
global cost function toward a common objective.
Intelligent coordinationIntelligent coordination refers to
the distributed coordination of a team of agents in the
presence of (artificial) intelligence, namely, each agent9]
is intelligent, therefore can choose the best possible
responses based on its own objective. Intelligent OOk )
dination has potential applications not only in engineer-
ing and technology but also in economics and social
studies. Although research problems, such as pursuéi‘—l
invader problem 298—-[301] and the game theory in
distributed coordination302—[307], have been studied [12]
recently, there are still many open questions, especially
the understanding of group behaviors in the presence
of agent intelligence. One interesting problem is how13]
to interpret the underlying complex networks as well as
to stabilize and optimize the network in the presence of
agent intelligence. [14]
Competition and cooperatiorifoday, most research is
conducted based on local cooperation but not competjys;
tion. This posts an obvious limitation because competition
not only exists but also plays an positive role in group
coordination. For example, due to the lack of competition[,16]
the final states of the traditional consensus algorithms are
always limited to be within some region in the state spacé’]
determined by the initial agent states. One interestinaS]
question is how to introduce competition into distributed
coordination so as to arrive at different regions and td19]
improve the system performance that rewards different
agents with different benefits. [20]
Centralization and decentralizatiodlthough decentral-
ization shows obvious advantages over centralizatio
such as scalability and robustness, decentralization also
has its own drawbacks. One shortcoming is that, undge2]
decentralized protocols, some agents cannot predict the
group behavior based only on the available local infor-[
mation. Consequently, some group behavior cannot be

(8]

)

] N. A. Lynch, Distributed Algorithms

decentralization. One interesting question, therefae, i
how to balance decentralization and centralization so as
to further improve the overall systems performance.
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