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Abstract

In this paper, we deal with first and second-order alignment models with non-universal
interaction, time delay and possible lack of connection between the agents. More precisely,
we analyze the situation in which the system’s agents do not transmit information to all
the other agents and also agents that are linked to each other can suspend their interaction
at certain times. Moreover, we take into account possible time lags in the interactions. To
deal with the considered non-universal interaction, a graph topology over the structure of
the model has to be considered. Under a so-called Persistence Excitation Condition, we
establish the exponential convergence to consensus for both models whenever the digraph
that describes the interaction between the agents is strongly connected.

Keywords Alignment models - Cucker-Smale model - Non-universal interaction -
Communication failures - Time delay

1 Introduction

Multiagent systems have been deeply investigated in these last years, due to their wide
application to several scientific disciplines, among others biology [7, 19], economics [1],
robotics [6], control theory [5, 36, 42], social sciences [3, 9, 39]. Among them, there is
the Hegselmann-Krause opinion formation model [31] and its second-order version, the
Cucker-Smale model, introduced in [19] for the description of flocking phenomena, such
as the flocking of birds, the swarming of bacteria and the schooling of fish (see also [22,
23]). Also, let us mention the Kuramoto model [34], which describes the behavior of a
large set of coupled oscillators. Typically, for the solutions of the aforementioned multiagent
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systems, the convergence to consensus, in the case of the Hegselmann-Krause model, the
exhibition of asymptotic flocking, in the case of the Cucker-Smale model, and the asymptotic
synchronization, in the case of the case of the Kuramoto model, are investigated.

In multiagent systems, it is important to consider the presence of time delay effects. Indeed,
in the applications, one has to take into account certain time lags due to the propagation of
information among the agents or to reaction times.

The analysis of the Hegselmann-Krause model and the Cucker-Smale model in the pres-
ence of time delays (that can be constant or, more realistically, varying in time), has been
carried out by many authors, [10-13, 20, 26, 27, 29, 32, 33, 35, 37, 38]. Most of them require
an upper bound on the time delay size in order to obtain converge to consensus results.
However, the recent papers [27, 41] prove the asymptotic flocking without requiring any
smallness conditions on the time delay, for the Cucker-Smale and Hegselmann-Krause mod-
els respectively. Generalizing and extending arguments in [41], the exponential convergence
to consensus for both models, in the presence of time-variable time delays, has been proved
in [16] and [15], for the first- and second-order model respectively, without assuming the time
delay size to be small. We mention also [28, 30] dealing with alignment models with state-
dependent delay. Finally, asymptotic synchronization results for Kuramoto oscillators with
time delays have been recently achieved in [8] (for the connection between Cucker-Smale
and Kuramoto models cf. [21]).

It may happen that the agents involved in an opinion formation or flocking process are not
able to exchange information with the whole system’s agents, namely each agent can influence
or can be influenced only by some agents. In this case, we say we are in the presence of a
non-universal interaction. To deal with this kind of interaction a network topology over the
structure has to be considered (cf. [8, 14]).

A possible scenario that can also occur in the analysis of such models is the one in which
the system’s particles sometimes suspend the interactions they have with the agents they are
linked to. As a consequence, there is a temporary lack of connection between the system’s
elements that, of course, hinders the convergence to consensus, for the first-order model, or
the flocking for the second-order one. Then, it is important to find conditions guaranteeing
the system’s alignment.

In [4], the convergence to consensus and the asymptotic flocking for a class of Cucker-
Smale systems under communication failures, namely with interaction weights possibly
degenerating among the system’s agents, have been proved under suitable assumptions in
the case of symmetric interaction coefficients. The convergence to consensus for a first-order
alignment system involving weights depending on the couple of agents that can eventually
degenerate has been also proved in [2] under a Persistence Excitation Condition. In the case
of nonsymmetric interaction coefficients, the exponential convergence to consensus for the
Hegselmann-Krause model with time delay and possible communication failures has been
obtained in [17].

In this paper, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solutions to first and second-
order alignment models, i.e. Hegselmann-Krause and Cucker-Smale models, in the presence
of (pair and time-dependent) time delays, non-universal interaction, and possible lack of
interaction among connected agents during the evolution. Namely, in these models, time-
and pair-dependent weight functions that can degenerate are considered. In this case, the
interaction can be missing sometimes not only among agents that are not linked to each
other but also among agents that are generally able to exchange information. Under a Per-
sistence Excitation Condition, we establish the exponential consensus and flocking for the
Hegselmann-Krause opinion formation model and the Cucker-Smale model whenever the
digraph that describes the interaction among the agents is strongly connected.
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This is done by dealing with a general influence function (no symmetry or monotonicity
assumptions are needed) and without requiring any smallness assumptions on the time delay
size. Our result seems very general and greatly improves previous related works [2, 4, 17].
Indeed, in [2] only the first-order model is analyzed, with a less general influence function,
in the case of all-to-all interactions. Furthermore, time delay effects are not considered and
the convergence to consensus is not achieved exponentially fast. Here, we deal with non-
universal interaction, in the presence of time delays, pair and time dependent, and very
general influence functions. This generality requires finer and more sophisticated arguments.
With respect to [17], where only the first-order model is analyzed, the main novelties are
the more general weight and time delay functions (now pair-dependent). Moreover, here, we
work in the network topology setting. For the first-order model, we mention also [40] where
a consensus result for a linear version of the model is obtained, under a weaker network
topology assumption. Finally, the paper [4] deals with the second-order model too. However,
the analysis requires symmetry conditions on the weight functions and all-to-all interaction.
Moreover, no time delays are included.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish the exponential convergence
to consensus for the solutions of the Hegselmann-Krause model, namely the first-order align-
ment model. In Section 3, the discussion is extended to the second-order version, namely
the Cucker-Smale model. The proof of the exponential flocking for the Cucker-Smale model
requires more careful analysis with respect to the one carried out in Section 2, since in this
case, we have to prove that the agents synchronize their velocities and the distances between
the agents’ positions are bounded. Finally, in Section 4, some numerical tests illustrate the
theoretical results.

2 The first-order alignment model

Consider a finite set of N € N agents, with N > 2. Let x;(t) € IR? be the opinion of the
i-th agent at time 7. We shall denote with |-| and (-, -) the usual norm and scalar product on
IRY, respectively. Let us denote with Ny := N U {0}. The interactions between the elements
of the system are described by the following Hegselmann-Krause type model:

d
O =) by O = () = xi@0), >0, Vi=1,....N, (@21
! Ji#

where the time delay functions t;; : [0, +00) — [0, +00) are assumed to be continuous and
satisfy the following:

0<wjt)<t, Vi>0,Vi,j=1,...,N, (2.2)

for some positive constant t.
Here, the terms ;; are so defined

1, if j transmits information to i,
Xij = ) (2.3)
0, otherwise.
Moreover, the communication rates b;; are of the form
1 .o
bij (1) := ﬁaij(t)\ﬁ(xi(f),xj(l —-7;j(), t>0,Vi,j=1,...,N, 249
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where the influence function ¥ : IR? x IR — IR is positive, bounded and continuous with

K = {llco. (2.5)

and the weight functions «;; : [0, +00) — [0, 1] are £'-measurable and satisfy the following
Persistence Excitation Condition (cf. [2, 4]):

(PE) there exist two positive constants 7" and & such that
(+T
/ a;j(s)ds > a, ¥t >0, (2.6)
t

foralli, j =1,..., N such that x;; = I.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that the positive constant & appearing in (2.6)
satisfies K < 1. Let us note that (2.6) becomes relevant when T is large and & is small.
In this case, the agents could eventually suspend their interaction for long enough. We also
point out that, in the case in which «;;(#) = 1, fora.e.t > Oand foranyi, j =1,..., N, ie.
in the case in which the agents do not interrupt their exchange of information, the condition
(2.6) is of course satisfied.

Due to the presence of the time delay, the initial conditions are functions defined in the
interval [—7, O]. The initial conditions

xi(s) = x?(s), Vs e[-1,0],Vi=1,...,N, 2.7
are assumed to be continuous functions.
We set
Co := max max |x;(s)|, (2.8)
i=1,..,N s€[—1,0]
Yo:= min Y(y,2). (2.9)
Iyl,1z1=Co

We will consider a graph topology over the model structure. Let G = (V, £) be a digraph
consisting of afinite setV = {1, ..., N} of verticesand aset £ C V x )V of arcs. We assume that
the agents are located at the vertices and interact with each other via the underlying network
topology. For each vertex i, we denote by A the set of vertices that directly influence the
vertex i, namely

Ni={j=1,....,N:x; =1} (2.10)

The set A; can also be defined in the following way: j € N; if and only if (i, j) € £. Also,
we denote with
N; == |Ni. 2.11)

Throughout the paper, we will exclude self-loops, i.e. we assume that i ¢ Aj; forall 1 <i <
N. We also denote the network topology via its (0, 1)-adjacency matrix (x;;);;. A path in a
digraph G from i to i), is a finite sequence g, iy, ..., i, of distinct vertices such that each
successive pair of vertices is an arc of G. The integer p is called length of the path. If there
exists a path from i to j, then vertex j is said to be reachable from vertex i and we define the
distance from i to j, in notation dist(i, j), as the length of the shortest path from i to j. A
digraph G is said to be strongly connected if each vertex is reachable from any other vertex.
We assume that our digraph G is strongly connected. We define the depth y of the digraph
as follows:

y = max Ndist(i, J). (2.12)

i,j=1,...,
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Thus, any particle can be connected to the other individuals of the system via no more than
y intermediate agents. By definition, since i ¢ N, for all i = 1,..., N, we have that
y < N — 1. Also, since the digraph is strongly connected, y > 1.

For well-posedness results for alignment models in the presence of time delay effects we
refer to classical texts on functional differential equations [24, 25]. Here, we will focus on
the asymptotic behavior of the solutions.

Now, we give the rigorous definition of convergence to consensus for solutions of the
Hegselmann-Krause model (2.1). We define the diameter d(-) of the solution as

d(t) == max |x;(t) —x;(t)], Vt=>-T1.
i,j=1,..., N
Definition 2.1 We say that a solution {x;};=1
d(t) — 0,ast — oo.

~ to system (2.1) converges to consensus if

.....

We will prove the following exponential convergence to consensus result.

Theorem 2.1 Assume (2.2) and that the digraph G is strongly connected. Let ¥ : IR? x
R? — IR be a positive, bounded, continuous function. Assume that the weight functions
a;j : [0, +o0) — [0, 1] are L' -measurable and satisfy (PE). Let x? :[—7,0] > IRY be a
continuous function, foranyi = 1, ..., N. Then, every solution {x;};=1,... n to (2.1) with the
initial conditions (2.7) satisfies the following exponential decay estimate

i) < (i,jgllz,l.).(.,Nr,sgl[g);o]m (r) — x,»(s)|> e >0, 2.13)
where C1, Cy are the positive constants defined as
Cr= 1 : (2.14)
| — e~ KG@H3)(T+0)+7) (ﬁal )V

1 1
= In ,
y(I'+1)+7 | — e~ KGO T+0)+7) (}\s/[foal )”

Cy: (2.15)

being y > 0 the depth of the digraph, T and & the positive constants in (2.6), and o the
positive constant in (2.9).

Remark 2.2 Let us note that the velocity decay C» in (2.15) decreases for increasing values
of y, t and T and decreases for decreasing values of &. Indeed, for fixed values of 7, T and

o, we have
1

——— — 0, asy — +oo.
y(T+1) +1 v

Moreover, being N > 2 and @K < 1, we have % < Yo < Ka < 1, from which

N4
(1\17/[00{1> — 0, asy — +4o0.

1 2
Also, e KGU H3T+9+0) 5 0 a5y — +00. Thus, In — 1 _ —
l—e KGW +3y)<T+f)+r)(;$oal )y

0, as y — +o0. Therefore, Co, — 0, as y — 4o00.
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Analogously, C» — 0, as t — 400 or T — +oc0. Finally, for & — 0, it is easy to see that
C2 — 0.

So, Cp decreases as y, T, T grow and as & decays. This is expected since, for large values of y
and T and for small values of &, the connection among the agents can be very weak. Further-
more, increasing time lags in the interaction among the agents slow down the convergence
to consensus for the Hegselmann-Krause model.

2.1 Preliminary lemmas

Let {x;};=1,..,n be solution to (2.1) under the initial conditions (2.7). We assume that the
hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. We present some auxiliary lemmas.

Definition 2.2 Given a vector v € RY, forall n € No we define

L =h(yT+1)+1)—7,n(y(T +71) +7)]
m, = minj_;, .y Mmingey, (X;(s), v),
M, = max;_i,.. N MaXsey, (X;(s), v).

iy c=minj—y N {xjn(y(T + 1) + 1)), ),
A;I,'l’ '=max =1, Ny (T + 1)+ 1)), 0).

Lemma 2.3 For each vector v € IR?, we have that
mg < (x; (1), v) < Mg, (2.16)
forallt > —t and foranyi =1,..., N.

Proof First of all, we note that the inequalities in (2.16) are satisfied for every ¢ € [—t, 0].
Now, let v € IRY. For all € > 0, we define

max

K€:={t>0: (
i=1,..N

xi(s),v) < M§j + €, Vs € [0, t)},
and
S :=supK€.

By continuity, we have that K€ # ¢ and S€ > 0.
We claim that S¢ = +o0. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that S¢ < 4o00. By definition of
S€, it turns out that

_ qlaxN(xi(t), v) < M§j +€, Vie(0,S59, (2.17)
1=1,...,

lim max (x;(¢),v) = My +e. (2.18)
t—Se—i=l,..N

Foralli =1,..., N, fort € (0, S), we have that

d 1
E(xi(l), v) = N1 Z Xijoij(OW(xi (), xj(t — 7 () {x; (¢ — 75 (1) — x; (1), v).
Jij#
Now, being ¢ € (0, §€), it holds that t — 7;;(¢) € (=7, §¢). Then, from (2.17)
(xjt —7j(),v) <My +e€, Vj=1,...,N, (2.19)
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where hare we have used the fact that the second inequality in (2.16) is satisfied in [—, 0].
Therefore, using (2.5), (2.17), (2.19) and recalling that x;;, o;; < 1, for a.e. t € (0, §¢) we
can write

d 1 .
E(xi(t), v) < Y1 Z Xijoij (DY (xi(2), x;(t — 1 (1) (My + € — {x; (), v))
Jij#E
< K(My + € — (xi(), v)).

Thus, the Gronwall’s inequality yields

{(xi (1), v)

IA

'
e*Kt(xi 0), v) + K(Mj + 6)/ K@= g5
0

e K1 (x;:(0), v) + (MY 4 €)e KT (KT — 1)
= e K (xi(0), v) + (M§ +)(1 — e *")
KMy + MY 4 € — Mle KT —ee™ K1
MY + e —ee X

_ €
My +e—ee kst

IIA

IA

for all € (0, S€). We have so proved that, Vi = 1,..., N,
(xi (1), v) < MY + ¢ —ee X5 v € (0, 59).

Thus, we get
max {x;(1),v) < Mg + € — ee X5 vre(0,59. (2.20)

i=

.....

Letting t — S€~ in (2.20), from (2.18) we have that
My +e <M +e—ee K < Mg + e,
which is a contradiction. Thus, S¢ = +o0 and

max

(xi(t),v) < My +€, Vt>0.
i=1,...N

From the arbitrariness of € we can conclude that

max (x;(t),v) < My, V>0,
i=1,..N
from which
(xi(®),v) <My, Vt>0,Vi=1,...,N.

So, the second inequality in (2.16) is proven.
Now, to show that the other inequality holds, fix v € IR?. Then, foralli = 1,..., N and
t > 0, by applying the second inequality in (2.16) to the vector —v € IR? we get

—(xi (1), v) = (x; (1), —v) =< j:IIll’é}_{stelfl_a1>§01<Xj(S), —v)

_ . . ' _
=Ty g ) v = o,
from which
(xi(t),v) =mgy, Vi=0,YVi=1,...,N.
Thus, also the first inequality in (2.16) is fulfilled. O
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Using the same arguments employed in the proof of the previous lemma, one can prove
the following more general result.

Lemma 2.4 For each vector v € IR? and for all n € Ny, we have that
m, < (x;j(t),v) < M, (2.21)
forallt > n(y(T +1)+ 1) —tandforanyi =1,..., N.
Now, we define the following quantities.

Definition 2.3 For all n € Ny, we define

Dy, := max max |x;(r) — x;(s)|.
i,j=1,...Nr,sel,

Let us note that, forn = 0,

Dqy := max max |(x;(r) — x; (s = max max Xi(r)—Xx;(5)|.
R e Nr,se]o| i(r) = xj(s)l ij=1,.., Nr,se[fr,O]| i(r) = x; ()l

So, the exponential decay estimate in (2.13) can be written as
d(t) < CiDoe” ', Vi >0,

where C1 > 0 and C> > 0 are the constants in (2.14) and (2.15), respectively.

Lemma 2.5 For each n € Ny, we have that

1xi (s) = x; ()] < Dy, (2.22)
foralls,t > n(y(T + 1)+ 1) —tandforanyi,j=1,...,N.
Proof Fixn € Ng.Leti, j=1,...,Nands,t > n(y(T 4+ t) + t) — 7. Then, if |x; (s) —

xj(1)| = 0,(2.22) is obviously satisfied. So we can assume |x; (s) —x;(t)| > 0. Let us define

the unit vector
xi(s) — x;(t)

V= —
lxi (s) — x (2]
Then, using (2.21) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

[xi () — x; ()] = (xi(s) — x; (1), v) = (x;(s), v) — {x;(t), v) < M} —m,
< max ma)} |xx(r) — x;(0)| = Dy.
r,oel,

kI=1,..,N
O
Remark 2.6 Note that (2.22) yields
dt)<D,, Vt=n(y(T +1)+71)—T1. (2.23)
Moreover, from (2.22) it comes that
Dpt1 < Dy, Vn eNp. (2.24)

Next, we show that the agents’ opinions are bounded by a constant that depends on the
initial data.
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Lemma 2.7 Foreveryi =1,..., N, we have that
|x;(1)] < Co, Vt=>-—r, (2.25)

where C is the constant defined in (2.8).

Proof Giveni = 1,...,N and t > —t, if |x;(¢)| = O, then trivially Cyp > |x;(¢)|. On the
contrary, if |x;(¢)| > 0, we define
x; (1)
v= ,
|x; ()]

which is a unit vector. Then, by applying (2.16) and by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we get

x; (O] = (x;(),v) <MY = max max (x;(s),v
lxi (D] = (x; (1), v) < M, j-gax Nse[—r,0]< j(s), v)
< max max |x;(s)|lv]= max max |x;(s)| = Co,
= j=l,.., Nse[—r,O]l j @] i=1,.. Nse[—r,O]' i)l 0
and (2.25) is satisfied. m]

Remark 2.8 From the estimate (2.25), since the influence function v is continuous, we deduce
that

Y (x; (1), x;(t — 75(1))) = Yo, (2.26)
forallt >0, foralli, j =1,..., N, where v is the positive constant in (2.9).
2.2 Consensus estimate

In order to prove the consensus result, we need the following crucial proposition, inspired
by a previous argument in [27].

Proposition 2.9 For all v € R, it holds

my 4+ T(MY —mY) < (xi(0),v) < MY — T (MY — i), (2.27)
forallt € Iy and foralli =1, ..., N, where T is the positive constant defined as follows
5\
= e—K(%(J/2+3V)(T+T)+T) < Vo ) ) (2.28)
N-—1

Remark 2.10 Let us note that I' € (0, 1) since we have assumed ® K < 1. Moreover, by
definition of T, the positive constants C, C; in (2.13) can be rewritten in the following way
(see (2.14) and (2.15)):

1 1
C) = In .
y(T+1)+71 1-T
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Proof of Proposition 2.9 Fix v € RY. Let L =1,..., N be such that (x2(0), v) = mg. Note
that from (2.16), My > mg. Then, for a.e. t € [0, y (T + 1) + 7], using (2.16) we have

d
E(XL(Z), v) = Z XL @Obr; () ((x;(t — 7L (1)), v) — (xL (), V)

Jij#L
< Y xuibrLi(OMg — (x.(1), v))
Jij#L
K v .
SN_1 D (M§ — (xL(1),v) = K (Mg — (xL.(1), v)).

JiJ#FL
Thus, the Gronwall’s inequality yields

(@), v) < e K xp(0),v) + MY — e X
= e Ky + M (1 — e K1)
=M — e K (Mg — mY)
< Mg _ e*K()/(T‘FT)‘FT)(M(l)} _ n~10).

Hence,
(x (1), v) < My — e KOTHDID Mg — g, Vi€ [0,y(T+1)+7]. (229)

Now, leti; =1,..., N\ {L} besuchthat x;, 1 = 1. Such an index i; exists since the digraph
is strongly connected. Then, for a.e. ¢t € [t, y (T + 1) + 7], from (2.29) we get

d
S @O, 0) = 3 i j (O (= T j (1), v) = (xig (1), v)
J#i,L

+bi LO(xL(E = T3, L(1), v) — (xi, (1), V)
< Y Xiajbi i (MY — (xi, (1), v)

J#i,L

iy (1) (M — e KTTED Mg — g — (x; (1), v))
= (M§ — (xiy (1, 0)) Y Xiyjbiyj (1)

J#i,L

iy (1) (Mg — e KOTE0 MG — i) — (3, (6, v) ).

Note that

K K N;
Z Xiyjbiy j (1) = Z Xiyjbiy j()—=bi; L (1) < N1 Z Xiyj—bi,L(t) = N —”l —bi L (1).
J#i,L J#i J#i

@ Springer



Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations

Thus, it comes that

d K N;, v v
77 K 0, v) = == (Mo = {xiy (1), v) = biy (1) (Mg — (xi, (1), v))

b (0 (M — e KT My — i) — (xi, (1), v))

KN; - ;
= v 1Mo — (i, (0, v) = e KTTEEI MG — )by (1)
KN; - ; Yo
< v TS = i (0, v) = e KT — a0
KN: B - ) KN;
_ S _le(l); _e K(y(T+r)+r)(M(1)) _ m())ailL(t)ﬁ _ Y _ll1 (xi] ), v).

Hence, the Gronwall’s estimate yields

—ﬂ(t—‘[) v —ﬂ(t—r)
(xiy (1), v) < e V- (xi (T), v)) + My(1 — e -1 )

K(y(T+0)4+7) 2o Yo [ A1)
_e Ky(T+o)+r (M(l)i _mO)N_ 1/ Oli]L(S)e N—1 s
T

IA

KN, KN,
e—ﬁ(t—r)Mg + My - e~ W= 7T

t
e KT+ (g _ﬁig)e—l(y(mr)%/ i 1(s)ds
T

t
= Mj — e—K(zy(T+r)+r)(M0" - %0)‘N¢j . / ai,1(s)ds,
T

forall ¢t € [z, y(T + 1) + t]. In particular, for ¢t € [T + 7, y(T + t) 4 ], we find
(i 1), v) = My — e KT gy ity Vg (2.30)

where here we have used the fact that, from (2.6),

t T+t
/ a; L (s)ds > / a; L(s)ds > a.
T T

Let us note that, if y = 1, estimate (2.30) holds for each agent. If y > 1, let us consider an
index i € {1,..., N} \ {i1} such that x;,;, = 1. Then, fora.e.t € [T + 27, y(T + 1) + 7],
from (2.30) it comes that

d
E( L (1), V) = Z Xinjbinj (1) ((x (1 — i, j (1)), v) — (xi, (1), V)
J#iD
Fbiniy () (xiy (1 = Tiiy (1)), V) = (x5, (1), V)
< (M§ = (xiy (10, 0) Y injbin ()
J#FL
+bi2i1 () (M(S) - efK(Zy(T+r)+r)(M(')J - ﬁo)%& B (Xiz ®. v>> .
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Thus, arguing as above,

d KN, v v
77 Hia (1), v) == (Mg — (xi, (1), v)) = bigiy () (Mg — {xi (1), v)

+ biyi, (1) (Mg — e KCrTHo+D (b ) Yo 5_ (xi, (1), v>)

N —1

KN; _ - Yo -
= (MG = (xiy (0, 0)) = by (e KO IFOID g —afyy =

N —1 N —1

KN; _ ) vo \2.
<2 (MY — (x1, (1), V) — @y, (e K@Y TFOFD gy ity a

N —1 N -1

KN; B ) Yo \2.
= _lzl Mg — apyi (e K(2V(T+r)+r)(M(1)’ — myg) <N — l) o

KN;
- ﬁ(xiz(t)v v).

Again, using Gronwall’s estimate it comes that

XM 1) L P
(xip (1), v) <e” NI (xiy (T +27), v) + My (1 — e~ T )

Yo 2 t KN,
_ e*K(Zy(TJrr)H)(Mg — ) 5[/ i, (s)e_ﬁ(’_s)ds
N -1 T427

N -1

forall t € [T + 27, y(T + t) + 7). In particular, for ¢t € [2T + 27, y(T + 1) + 7], the
condition (2.6) yields

2 t
<My — e KCYTFD=D) (pgy gy ( Vo ) @ f iy, ()ds,
T+2t

2
(xiy (1), v) < M{ — e KCYTHFO=D (pp _ 1) (N‘”O 1) a’. (231

Finally, iterating the above procedure along the path i, iy, ..., i, ¥ < y, that starts from
io = L we find the following upper bound

_ (k-1 5\ k
(e (), 0) < ME — e K (G (T+0)— (15 l)(T+r)+r)(M6) —nEO)( Vod > )

N-—-1
forall 1 <k <randforallt € [k(T 4+ 7), y(T + 1) + 7]. In particular, if the path has
length y, for k = y, since Z}/;ol | = w inequality (2.32) reads as
5 \7
(s (1), v) < MY — e KAOHNT+010 (g ey (%) , (2.33)

forallt € [y(T + 1), y(T + 1)+ 7]
Let us note that (2.33) holds for every agent in the path starting from ip = L for ¢t €
[y(T + ), y(T + t) + t]. Then, from the arbitrariness of the path and since the digraph is
strongly connected, (2.33) holds for all the agents.

Now, let R =1, ..., N be such that }\;1(‘)’ = (xr(0), v). Then, arguing as before, we get

(xr(0), v) = my(1 + e KOTFOFD Y b)), Ve e [0, y(T +1)+1].  (2.34)

Employing the same arguments used above, we can conclude that

(xi (), v) > m{ + eiK(%(VZHV)(TJrr)“)(Mg —mg) <N g

Yoo )y
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forallt € [y(T +t),y(T +7)+ t]andforalli =1,..., N. Finally, we can deduce that
estimate (2.27) holds. ]

The following proposition generalizes the previous one in successive time intervals. Its
proof is analogous to the previous one, so we omit it.

Proposition 2.11 Letv € RY. For any n € Ny, it holds
m; + I‘(A;I,’; —m,) < (xi(1),v) < M, —T(M, —m}), (2.35)
forallt € Iy andforalli =1,..., N, where I is the positive constant in (2.28).

Now, we are able the consensus Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 Fix v € IR?. Let us define the quantities
Dy =M, —m;, Vn € Ny,

where M,, m}, are the constants introduced in Definition 2.2. Note that, for all n € No, we
have D}, > 0, being M} > m].

LetI" € (0, 1) be the constant in (2.28). We claim that
i1 < (1=T)Dy, VneN. (2.36)

Indeed, fixn € Ng. Leti, j =1,..., Nands,t € I, be such that (x;(s), v) = M;H and
(xj(#),v) =m, . Then, applying Lemma 2.11, we can write

Doyt = My —my g = (xi(s),v) — (x; (1), v)
< M! —m® —T (M —m’) — (MY —m?). (2.37)

Now, we distinguish four cases.

Case I) Assume that MY — /2 = 0 and M? — m? = 0. Then, since from (2.21)

v
n

m;, <m, <M, =m},

S <

v
n

we get

3
I
‘Sl
Il
S

As a consequence, (2.37) becomes

Dl <0=(1-T)D..

n

Case IT) Assume that MY — ¥ = 0 and M’ — m? > 0. Then, since from (2.21)

we can write

As a consequence, (2.37) becomes
DYy <MY —ml —TM!+Tml =(—T)M —m’) = (l—T)D..

n

Case III) Assume that M, —m}, > 0 and ~,¥ —m, = 0. Then, from (2.21) we have

<

v ~ v U
mnimii n_mm

N

from which
v

~y
m, =m,.
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As a consequence, (2.37) becomes

DY < M! —ml —TM! + Tl = (1 —T)(M! —m?) = (1 —T)D..

n

Case IV) Assume that MY — /¥ > 0 and MY — m? > 0. In this case, using the fact that
1\71,7 > m), from (2.37) we get

w<(1—-T)M), —my)=(-T)D,.

V<A —=T)(M! —m)) —TM} + T

Hence, (2.36) is fulfilled.
As a consequence, since the positive constant I" in (2.36) does not depend of the choice of
the vector v, we find the following estimate :

Dyy1 < (1 —=T1)D,, VneNy. (2.38)
To see this, fixn € N. Leti, j =1,..., N and s, t € I, be such that
Dyt1 = |xi(s) — x;(1)].
Let us define the unit vector
o xi(s) — x; (1)
|xi (s) — x; ()]
Then, using (2.21) and (2.36),
Dyy1 = (xi(s) — xj (1), v) = (xi (), v) — {x; (1), v)

<My —myy =Dy,

< (1-T)D! = (1 - )M —m?)

<(1-=T — =(1-0I)D,.

=<( )k’lmlax Nrglufgnl)ck(r) xj(w)] = ( )Dy

.....

Thus, (2.38) holds true.
Now, from (2.38) it comes that

D, <(1-01)'Dyg, VneNy. (2.39)
Let us note that (2.39) can be rewritten as
D, < ¢ "CTHOFI p) - vp e Ny, (2.40)

where C» is the positive constant in (2.15).
Now, let t > 0. Thus, ¢t € [n(y(T + 1) + 1), (n + D)(y(T 4+ 1) + 7)], for some n € Ny.
Then, using (2.23) and (2.40), it comes that

dit) <D, < efnC2(J/(T+r)+r)D0 < 67C2(17V(T+r)7r)D0 _ €7C2[C1 Do,

where C is the positive constant in (2.14). This concludes our proof. ]
Remark2.12 Assume that x;; = 1, foralli,j = 1,...,N,i # j,ie. assume that the
interaction is all-to-all. Then, if foralli, j = 1,..., N we have o;; () = a(¢), fora.e.t > 0,

and 7;;(t) = t(¢), for all + > 0, where «(-) and 7(-) are suitable functions satisfying (2.6)
and (2.2) respectively, the constants C1, C in Theorem 2.1 can be chosen independently of
the number of agents (see [17]).
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3 The second-order alignment model

Consider a finite set of N € N particles, with N > 2. Let x;(¢) € IR and v; (1) € IR? denote
the position and the velocity of the i-th particle at time #, respectively. We shall denote with
|-| and (-, -) the usual norm and scalar product in IR¢, respectively. The interactions between
the elements of the system are described by the following Cucker-Smale type model with
pair and time variable time delays,

xi(t) = vi (1), t>0,Vi=1,...,N,
Loy = Y xijeij (O —1;0) —vi (1), 10, Vi=1,... N, 4D
i

where the time delay functions 7;; : [0, +00) — [0, +00) are as in (2.2) and the terms ;;
are defined as in (2.3).
Here, the communication rates c;; are of the form

1 5
€ij(1) = 1 (OP (3 (1) = xj(t = 7D, >0, ¥i j=1....N. (342)

where & : [0, +00) — 1R is a positive, bounded, and continuous function and
K =¥ loos

and the weight functions «;; : [0, +00) — [0, 1] are £!-measurable and satisfy the Persis-
tence Excitation Condition (PE). Without loss of generality, we can assume that the positive
constant & appearing in (2.6) satisfies §K < 1.

The initial conditions

xi(s) = xP(s), vi(s) =0v0(s), Vse[-7,0,¥i=1,...,N, (3.43)
are assumed to be continuous functions.
We set
cy = ()], 3.44
0 Jax SEIEE‘;(O]WI(VN (3.44)
Méx ‘= max max |x;(s) — x; (¢)]. (3.45)
i=l,..., N s,te[—1,0]

We define the space and velocity diameters as follows

%
|
=

dx(t) := max |x;(t) —x;(@)], Vt

i,j=1,...N

dy(t) == max |v;(t) —v;@)], Vt
i.j=1,...N

A%
|
_

Definition 3.1 We say that a solution {(x;, v;)}i=1,...,
flocking if it satisfies the two following conditions:

N to system (3.41) exhibits asymptotic

1. there exists a positive constant d* such that
sup dx (1) < d*;
t>—1
2. lim dy(t) =0.
1——+00

Our main result is the following.

@ Springer



Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations

Theorem 3.1 Assume (2.2) and that the digraph G is strongly connected. Let ¥ : [0, +00) —>
IR be a positive, bounded, continuous function that satisfies

+00 . Y
/ < minJ \k(r)> dt = 400, (3.46)
0

rel0,z

where y is the depth of the digraph. Assume that the weight functions a;; : [0, +00) — [0, 1]
are LY-measurable and satisfy (PE). Moreover, let xio, v? :[—7,0] —» RY be continuous
functions, foranyi = 1, ..., N. Then, for every solution {(x;, v;)}i=1.... N to (3.41) with the
initial conditions (3.43), there exists a positive constant d* such that

.....

sup dx(¢t) < d*, (3.47)

1>—t
and the following exponential decay estimate holds
dy(t) < Cj3 ( max max |v;(r) —v; (s)l) e G V>0, (3.48)
i,j=1,...,N r,se[—1,0]
where C3, Cy4 are the positive constants defined as
1
C3 = , (3.49)

—K(3@2430)(T+0)+o &\ .
—e (2 ’ 7 ) (Ncil) (mlnre[O,d*] w(r))y

1 1

= In
T+ +r —K (L2430 (T +0)+ NV, .
v I—e (Z(J/ 7 o 1’) (Ncil) (mlnre[o,d*] W(’”))y

(3.50)

’

being y > 0 the depth of the digraph, T and & the positive constants in (2.6).

Remark 3.2 Letus note that, if the function 1/~/ is nonincreasing and the interaction is universal,
i.e. y = 1, then the condition (3.46) reduces to

400
Y (t)dt = 400,

which is the classical assumption to obtain unconditional flocking (see e.g. [41]). Since
here we deal with an influence function not necessarily monotonic and the interaction is
not universal, we require the stronger assumption (3.46) (cf. [15] for the case of universal
interaction).

Remark 3.3 Let us note that, analogously to the first-order model (see Remark 2.2), the decay

velocity Cy4 tends to 0 as y, T or T goes to 400 and as & — 0. Therefore, C4 decreases for
increasing values of y, T and 7 and for decreasing values of &.

3.1 Preliminary lemmas
Let {x;, vi}i=1,...~ be solution to (3.41) under the initial conditions (3.43). We assume that

the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. The following lemmas hold. We omit their proofs
since they can be proved using the same arguments employed in Section 2.
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Definition 3.2 Given a vector v € R?, for all n € Ny we define

v . .
r’ ;= min min (v;(s), v
n jun Nsel,,< i (s), v),

RY := max max (v;(s), v),
L D A (vj(s) v)

where, as in the previous section,
Li=hyT+v)+7)—1,0nyT+71)+17)]
Also, we define, for all n € Ny,

i = min (0 (T + 0 +0), v,
Ry = max (0;(n(y(T + 1) +1).0).

Lemma 3.4 For each vector v € IR? and for any n € Ny, we have that

ry < {vi(®),v) <Ry, (3.51)
forallt > n(y(T +1)+71) —tandforanyi =1,...,N.
Definition 3.3 For all n € Ny, we define

Fy = max max |v;(r) —v;(s)].
i,j=1,..., N r,sel,

Remark 3.5 Let us note that

Fy := max max |v;(r) — v;j(s = max max vi(r)—vils)|.
e Nr,selo| i(r) = vj ()] ij=1 Nr,sE[—r,0]| i) = vj(s)l

.....

Then, the exponential decay estimate in (3.48) can be written as
dy (1) < C3Fpe™ ', Vi =0,
where C3 > 0 and C4 > 0 are the constants defined in (3.49) and (3.50), respectively.
Lemma 3.6 For eachn € Ny, we have that
i (s) — v ()] < Fu, (3.52)
foralls,t > n(y(T +t)+1)—tandforanyi,j=1,...,N.
Remark 3.7 Let us note that (3.52) yields
dy(t) < F,, Vt>n(y(T+1)+7)—T1. (3.53)
Furthermore, from (3.52) it follows that
Foi1 < F,, Yn e Np. (3.54)

Also, arguing as in Section 2, we can find a bound on the velocities |v; (#)|, which is
uniform with respecttof andi = 1,..., N.

Lemma 3.8 Foreveryi =1,..., N, we have that
i) <€), Vt=-1, (3.55)

where CS/ is the constant defined in (3.44).
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We now provide the following result, in which an estimate of the position diameters is
established.

Lemma3.9 Foreveryi,j=1,..., N, we get
i (1) = x;(t = ;)| < TC) + M +dx(1), Vi =0, (3.56)
where C(y and Mé( are the positive constants in (3.44) and (3.45), respectively.
Proof Giveni,j=1,..., N andt > 0, we have
lxi (1) — xj(t — 7 ()] < |xi (1) — x| + |x; (1) — x; (@ — 75 ()] 3.57)
Sdx(t) + |xj(t) — xj(t — 7 ()]

Now, we estimate
lxj(t) — xj(t — i (1))
Ift — 7;;(t) > 0, from (2.2) and (3.55) we get

t

(1) = x; (= 7y (1)) < / v (s)lds

=1 (t)
< CYmjt) < tCy.

On the other hand, if t — 7;;(t) < 0, thent < 7 and

[xj(t) —x;j(t — ;)] < |x;(0) — x;(t — 7;;(1)] +f0tlvj(8)|ds
< M§ +1¢) < ME +1¢].
Therefore, in both cases,
j (6) = xjt = ;)| < Mg +Cy,
from which (3.57) becomes

lxi (1) — x;(t — 7, ()| < M +1Cy +dx ().

3.2 The flocking estimate

To prove the flocking result we need, as before, a crucial proposition. First of all, we give the
following definition.

Definition 3.4 We define
é(t) := min {&(r) ‘re [o, tCY + MY + max ]dx(s)“ ,
se[—1,1
forallt > —t.
Remark 3.10 Let us note that from (3.56)

Y (lxi (1) — xj(t — wj(t)) > ¢(t), Yt =>0,Vi,j=1,...,N.

from which

cij(t) > @j($), Vi=0,Vi,j=1,...,N. (3.58)

N —1
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Proposition 3.11 For all v € R?, it holds

r6 + T1(RY — rg) < (v (1), v) < R§ — T1(RY — 7). (3.59)
forallt € Iy and foralli =1, ..., N, where I'| is the positive constant defined as follows
< ~\V
Iy i o KA 3T+ <¢(V(T T+ ”“) . (3.60)
N -1

Remark 3.12 Let us note that I'; € (0, 1) since we have assumed aK < 1.

Proof of Proposition 3.11 Fix v € Re. Let L =1,..., N be such that (vz (0), v) = 7y Note
that from (3.51), R§ > 7. Then, fora.e. € [0, y (T + 7) + 7], from (3.51)

d

E(UL(t)v v) = Z xejcLi @) (vt — (1), v) — (v (1), v))
JUAL

D xwjej (R — (L (0), v))

J#L

IA

K .
v o7 2 R — (), v) = K(RY = (w0, v)).
Ji#L
Thus, the Gronwall’s inequality yields
(1), v) < e KL (0),v) + R{(1 — e X"
=R} —e KRy — 7))
< R(l)) _ e—K(y(T+T)+t)(R(1)) _ ;;6))
Therefore, we have
(vr(t),v) < Ry — e_k(V(T"'TH't)(R('j — 7)), Vtel0,y(T+1)+1l (3.61)

Now, leti; =1,..., N\ {L} be suchthat x;, ; = 1. Such an index i; exists since the digraph
is strongly connected. Then, for a.e. t € [z, y(T + 1) + 7], from (3.61) we get

d
T @) = 3 X jein O = (1)), v) = (v, (1), v)
J#i,L
i L (O (VL (= Ty L (1)), v) = (Vi (1), V)
D Xinjcin (O RE — (viy (1), v))
j#i,L
e (0 (RY = e KOTEODRE — ) — (v, (1), v))
= (R§ — (viy (10, v) D Xiyjciyj(8)
J#i,L

+ei L (1) (Rz; — e KOO0 (RY 7 — (v, 1), v>) :

Note that
Z Xll]cllj(l)_ Z th]cllj(t) CzlL([) = N Z Xiyj— C”L(t) CzlL(l)-
J#iL J#i J#ll L
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Thus, from (3.58) it comes that

d KNy )
a“’fl(”’ v) < N l(Ro — (v (1), v)) — i, L(O(Ry — (v (), v))

i (0) (RY — e KOTHOTI(RY — ) — (v, (1), v))

< KW g — 00 ) = (02RO T 00y i
K

N; ¢() K 2y _ KN
=N 111 Ry — OlzlL(t) KT+ (RY — 7)) — ﬁ(vil(t),v).

Hence, the Gronwall’s estimate yields

RNy . KNy
(viy (1), v) < e N1 (vi (1), v)) + Ry(1 — ™ N=1 )

_e—K()’(T+T)+T)(R(l)J _ fg)

KNy KN,
< e—ﬁ(f—f)Rg + Ry(1 — e~ mAT U

_R on R 1 b
—e K(y(T+f)+T)(R6) _ r('j)e Ky(T+t)N — / (Z)(S)Oll'lL(S)dS
T

. 1 r
Ry — e KCrTH+n+0) (o _ ;g)ﬁ/ o (s)aj 1 (s)ds,
T

forall ¢ € [z, y(T + 1) + t]. Note that, since é is a nonincreasing function,
o) > ¢y (T +1)+71), Vrel0,y(T+1)+1] (3.62)
Then, we can write

e Rertsrn gy @THDED [ g

(Vi (1), v) < RY — -
T

forallt € [z, y(T + 1) + t]. In particular, for ¢t € [T + 7, y(T + 1) 4 7], we find
T
(vi, (1), v) < Rio) —K(2V(T+f)+f)(Rv )M: (3.63)

where here we have used the fact that (2.6) implies the following inequality

t T+t
/ a; L (s)ds > / o L(s)ds > a.
T T

Now, if y = 1, (3.63) holds for each agent. On the other hand, if y > 1, let us consider an
index ir € {1, ..., N} \ {i1} such that x;,;, = 1. Then, fora.e.t € [T + 27, y(T + 1) + 7],
from (3.63) it comes that
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d
— i), v) = ; XijCinj (D0 (1 = Ty j (1)), V) = (v, (1), V)
JFLL12
Feiyiy () (Vi) (¢ = Tiniy (1)), V) = (Vi (1), )
< (RY = (0 (1), 0) Y XijCinj (1)
JFi02
+ciyiy (1) <R8 — e K@yt gy _ )W~ (v, (0, v)).

Hence, arguing as above we obtain

d KN, ;
dl<v,2(t) v) < N (Ro (viy (1), V) — cipiy () (Ry — (v, (1), v))

+ciyiy () (Rg _ ROyt gu )W~ (i, (1), v))

KN; : .
< (RO = iy (0. v) — iy (e~ KQrT+O+O(RY _ 7y
(T +1)+71)

(N — 1)

Again, using Gronwall’s estimate it comes that

o).

—%(t—T—ZI) v —%(I—T—Zr)
(v, (1), v) < e 1 (i, (T +27), v)) + RY(1 — ¢~ 71 )
¢ b(y (T
_eReyr+o+o gy ;5)¢(V( + f)2+ 2
(N -1 T+2¢

e KOra+o-1) gy _ O)Mﬂ;f)a
(N-1 T+42¢

forall t € [T 4 2t, y(T + t) + t]. In particular, for t € [2T + 2z, y(T + t) + 7], the
condition (2.6) and the inequality (3.62) imply that

- KN,
B(5)atiyi, (s)e” F=1 U9 gs

<Ry - B(s)aiyi, (s)ds,

- 2
¢ T+t T
(i (1), V) < Ry — e KOVT+O=D) gy _ 7y ("W) a’. (3.64)
Finally, iterating the above procedure along the path iy, i1, ..., i, withr < y, starting from

io = L we find the following upper bound

)

_ _ k-1 b(v(T 5

(Vi (1), v) < RY — ¢ KEHDY T+ (T+0)(Xh5 ’>“)(R5 _) <¢(y( N+_r)1+ T)a

(3.65)

forall 1 <k <randforallt € [k(T + ), (T + t) + t]. In particular, if the path has
length y, for k = y, since Z}:Ol V(V D inequality (3.65) reads as

- A\ 7
(v, (1), v) < RY — kG2 HNTHO+0 Ry _f) <¢(V(TN+_T)1+ r)a) (3.66)

forallt € [y(T + ), y(T + t) + t]. Arguing as in Proposition 2.9, we can say that (3.66)
holds foreveryi =1,..., N.
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Now, let R =1, ..., N be such that R’g = (vr(0), v). Then, arguing as before, we get
(Wr(1), v) = rf 4+ e KOTFOFORY 18y Vi € [0, (T + 1) + 7]. (3.67)

Employing the same arguments used above, we can conclude that

- Y
(wit), v) = rd + e—K(%(y2+3y)(T+‘[)+T)(R8 — ) (¢(V(T +1)+ t)a)
V) > N1 ,

forallt € [y(T + 1), y(T + 1)+ t]andforalli =1, ..., N. Finally, we can deduce that
estimate (3.59) holds. ]

The following proposition extends the previous one in successive time intervals. We omit
its proof since it is analogous to the previous one.

Proposition 3.13 Let v € RY. For any n € N, it holds

Y+ Tyt (R — 1Y) < (i), v) < R — Tpyr (RY — 7)), (3.68)
forallt € Iny1 andforalli =1,..., N, where I'y,11 is the positive constant defined as
- A\
Py i o KA Hn@ros) (9@ + DET +1) +1)d ) (3.69)
N—1
Remark 3.14 Let us note that from (3.68) it comes that
Ry =71y < (I =Tui)(R, —1y), VneNy. (3.70)

where I';, 11 € (0, 1) is the constant in (3.69).
Indeed, given n € Ng, leti, j = 1,..., N and s,¢ € [, be such that (v;(s), v) = RIZH
and (v;(¢), v) = ry . Then, applying Lemma 3.13, we can write

RY =)y = (vi(s), v) — (v (1), v)
< R —rY —Tyi1(RY — 7)) — D1 (RY — 1)), (3.71)

Then, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we get that estimate (3.70) holds.
=\
Also, setting C* := KGN T+0)+0) (ﬁ) , it holds that

Tui1 = C*@((n+ DT +1)+1))7. ¥neNp. (3.72)
As a consequence, (3.70) can be written as
Rypi =1y = (1= C* @+ DT+ +D)N)R, = 1), ¥neNo. (373)
In particular, from (3.70) and (3.73), arguing as in Theorem 2.1, it comes that
Foy1 < (1 —=Tyy1)Fy, Vn e Ny, (3.74)
or, equivalently,

Fop1 < (1= C*@((n+ DT + 1) + 1)) F,, Vn e N, (3.75)

Now, we are able to prove Theorem 3.1.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1 Let {(x;, v;)}i=1
(3.43). Let us define

n be solution to (3.41) under the initial conditions

,,,,,

= l—‘rH-l
Iﬂn+l = B
y(T+0) +7

Let us introduce the function £ : [—1, +00) — [0, +00),

Vn € Np.

F()’ re [_Ta V(T+T)+T];
W)= En((T + ) +0) (1= Tt = n(y (T +0) + 7)),
temy(T+0)+0),n+1)(y(T+7)+1)],n>1.

By definition, £ is continuous, nonnegative and nonincreasing. Moreover, we claim that
F,<&), Vtel[-t,n(y(T +1)+1)], Yn € Np. (3.76)
We prove this by induction. For n = 1, from (3.54) we can immediately say that
Fi<Fy=&@), Vte[-1,y(T+71)+1]

Now, assume that (3.76) holds for some n > 1. We have to show that (3.76) is true also for
n + 1. From the induction hypothesis and by using again (3.54), we have that

Fn+1 <F, Sg(t)a

forallt € [—7,n(y(T + 1) + 7)]. It lasts to prove that F,, 1| < £(¢), forallt € (n(y(T +
)+ 1), (n+ D)(y(T + 1) + t)]. From (3.74), it comes that

EQD =&+ DT +0)+)=EnyT +)+ )0 =T (T + 1)+ 1))
= (1 - Fn+l)Fn = Fn+l,

forallt € (n(y(T + 1)+ 1), (n+ 1)(y(T 4 ) 4 1)], where in the above inequalities we
have used the fact that £ is nonincreasing. Hence, (3.76) is proven.
Now, for almost all time (see [15] for further details)

L i)

d <
max dx(s) < o

— <dy(t). 3.77
dt se[—t.1] =dv(®) ( )

Next, let us define the function W : [—1, +00) — [0, +00),

max

|4 X o
. * TCO +MO +sel—r,r+y(T+r)+rJdX(3) . 7 Y
W) =T +1)+1)E@)+C ITR)II]I/I(U) dr,
0 oel0,r

for all + > —t. By construction, WV is continuous. Also, for each n > 1 and for a.e. ¢t €
m(y(T+ 1)+ 1), n+ D(y(T 4 ) + 1)), from (3.53), (3.76) and (3.77) it follows that

%W([) =W (T +17)+ r)%é’(t) + CHpt + Y (T + 1) + 1)) %Selir‘hg(l;a(xpﬂ”r)]dx (s)
< —Emy(T + 1)+ 0)C*@((n + DT + 1) + 1))
+CH (P +y (T + 1)+ ) dy(t + (v (T + 1) + 1))
< C*Fa(—(@((n+ DT + 1)+ )N + (@((n + D((T + 1) + 1)) =0.
Then,
%W(l) <0, ae.t>y(T+1)+T1, (3.78)
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which implies
W) Wy (T +1)+1), Vi>y(T+1)+T. (3.79)

Now, by definition of W, being £ a nonnegative function, we have
rC3/+M3(+ max dx (s) 5 14
c* / el ( min yf(a)) dr =Wy (T + 1)+ 1),
0 o€l0,r]
forallt > y(T + t) + 7. Letting t — oo in the above inequality, we can conclude that
sup

TCy +M§+ dx (s) . Y
C*/ sel-t.+00) ( min ¢(g)> dr < Wy (T + 1) + 7). (3.80)
0

o€l0,r]

Finally, since the function v satisfies property (3.46), from (3.80), we can conclude that there
exists a positive constant d* such that

tCY +ME+  sup  dx(s) <d*. (3.81)
s€[—1,+00)
Now, let us define . ~
¢ = i Y(r).

Note that ¢ > 0. Also, (3.81) yields
¢ <pt), Vi=-t. (3.82)
Then, from (3.75) and (3.82) we have
Fup1 < (1 —C*¢")F,, Vn € N. (3.83)
Thus, thanks to an induction argument, we can write
F, < (1—C*¢")Y'Fy, Vn e Nj. (3.84)

~ 1 ~ Y ~ Y
Note that C*¢? = e—K(j(y2+3y)(T+f)+f) (ﬁ) (minre[o,d*] w(r)) . Thus, the positive

constants C3 and Cy4 in (3.48) can be rewritten in the following way (see (3.49) and (3.50)):

1

Cy=—r),
1 — C*¢v

1 1
Cy = In < ~ > .
T+ +71) 1 — Cx¢7
As a consequence, inequality (3.84) can be rewritten as
Fy < e "GUIHDID R - vn e Ny, (3.85)

where Cy is the positive constant in (3.50).
Finally, let# > 0. Then, ¢ € [n(y(T + ) + 7), (n + 1)(¥ (T + t) + 1)], for some n € Ny.
Then, using (3.53) and (3.85)

dv(t) < F, < e—nC4()/(T+r)+T)FO < e—C4(t—J/(T+r)—r)FO — e_C“C3F0,

where C3 is the positive constant in (3.49). This concludes our proof. O
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Fig.2 Numerical solution of the first-order model in the case y = 6.

4 Numerical simulations

In this section, we present some numerical simulations for the first-order model (2.1) and
the second-order model (3.41) in the one-dimensional case, i.e. d = 1, to give evidence to
the theoretical results. We consider the influence functions in the definitions (2.4) and (3.42)
defined by

Y,y =)y =9 (r =7, r.r €10, 400).

In particular, we assume that the function ¥ *(-) takes the form
V) = eV e [0, +00). (4.86)

Meanwhile, for simplicity, the weight functions «;;(-) forall i, j =1, ..., N coincide with
a piecewise functions «(-) equal to 1 or O alternately in time intervals of length 2. The initial
conditions were set to be constant and drawn from a random distribution in the interval
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Fig.3 Numerical solution of the second-order model in the case y = 6.
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000000O0O0O0T1
1000000110

Fig.4 Strongly connected digraph and its adjacency matrix, y = 4

[0, 1]. To produce the tests, we used MATLAB environment. The solutions of the systems
are computed using the MATLAB functions dde23, which computes the solution of a given
delay differential equations (DDEs) with a constant time delay vector, and ode45, which
performs the solution of an ordinary differential equation (ODE). In all our simulations, we
consider a discretization of the time with a time step of 0.1 and the size of the population
N = 10. For any agenti € {1, ..., N}, we assume the time delays 7;; given by a constant
vector in which each entrance takes value in the interval [0, 1] as follows:

(tit, ..., in) = (0.3804, 0.5678, 0.0759, 0.0540,
0.5308, 0.7792, 0.9340, 0.1299, 0.5688, 0.4649).

Another strongly connected digraph is considered in Figure 4, with depth y = 4. Figure 5
and Figure 6 provide numerical tests for such a network structure for the first and second-order
model respectively.

In Figure 1, we draw the network structure which describes the interaction between the
agents and the adjacency matrix associated with that structure. For this particular case, the
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Fig.5 Numerical solution of the first-order model in the case y = 4.

velocity
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Fig.6 Numerical solution of the second-order model in the case y = 4.

depth of the graph is y = 6. In this framework, in Figure 2 we perform the dynamic of the
solution for the first-order Cucker-Smale and in Figure 3 we compute the solutions for the
second-order model. One can see that the opinion and velocity trajectories of all the agents
converge to the same limit, ensuring consensus in the first case and flocking for the second
case. Notice that we can see the effect of the presence of the function (), that causes a lack
of connection in some time intervals.
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5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have analyzed the asymptotic behavior of solutions to first and second-order
Cucker-Smale models with pair and time-dependent time delays, possible lack of connection
among the system’s agents during the system’s evolution and non-universal interaction.

Under a so-called Persistence Excitation Condition, we were able to prove the exponential
consensus for both the first and second-order model, provided that the digraph describing
the interaction among the agents is strongly connected (see Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.1).
This was done without assuming any smallness conditions on the time delay size and any
monotonicity assumptions on the influence function. Finally, some numerical examples of
our theoretical results were illustrated.

As future research directions, different network topologies could be analyzed. Moreover,
some ideas here developed can be useful for the analysis, still widely open, of Hegselmann-
Krause and Cucker-Smale models with changing-sign interactions (cf. [18]).
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