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Abstract
The paper presents a novel approach for the analysis and control of a multi-agent system with non-identical agents and a pathgraph topology. With the help of irrational wave transfer functions, the approach describes the interaction among the agents from
the ‘local’ perspective and identify the travelling waves in the multi-agent system. The local treatment of the multi-agent system
is complementary to the traditional ‘overall’ approach. It is shown that the different dynamics of the agents creates a virtual
boundary that causes a partial reflection of the travelling waves. Undesired effects due to the reflection of the waves, such as
amplification/attenuation, long transient or string instability, can be compensated by the feedback controllers introduced in this
paper. A set of functions in MATLAB, which allows numerical simulation of the proposed approach, have been made available on
MATLAB Central.
Keywords: multi-agent system, travelling waves, wave transfer function, path graph, irrational transfer function

1. Introduction
1.1. Motivation
A path graph is one of the simplest and most studied interaction topology of a multi-agent system. It represents interactions
in a system where each agent, except of the first and last ones,
interacts with two neighbouring agents. Although a path-graph
topology is relatively simple, it serves, for instance, as a model
of vehicular platoons [9], [33], discretized flexible structures
[29] or [7], or a spatially-discretized models of long electrical
transmission lines [6]. A path graph is also called a chain graph,
see for instance [8] or [4].
The interaction between the agents causes that a change in
the agent output, for instance, its position, of even a remote
agent affects all the other agents. The propagation of the change
in the multi-agent system can be described with the help of travelling waves. We will illustrate it on an example of a multiagent system with identical agents and a path-graph topology.
If the first agent changes its output, then all following agents
sequentially respond to this change. If we study their response
from the local point of view, see [22], [17] or [30], we can notice that the change is propagated as a wave. The wave departs from the first agent and travels along the system to the last
agent, where it reflects and travels back. When it reaches the
first agent, it reflects back again. These two reflections on the
system boundaries significantly prolong the settling time.
The same phenomenon is apparent if the agents are nonidentical, for instance, if the agents have different dynamics,
or different controllers. In fact, the travelling wave is partially
reflected on non-identical agents inside the multi-agent system,
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see [18]. We can imagine this behaviour as the reflection of the
wave if it encounters a boundary between two media of different properties, see for instance [10]. However, a wave reflection
is usually an undesired effect since it prolongs the settling time.
One way to avoid the reflections inside the system is to force
the agents to be identical, which is usually impractical, or even
impossible. On the other hand, a wave description allows us
to design a feedback controller that compensates the different
dynamics of the agents, which shortens the settling time.
In this paper, we aim to provide the mathematical description
of the travelling waves propagating along a multi-agent system
with non-identical agents and path-graph topology. The underlying questions are: How do the different dynamics of the
agents affect the travelling wave? How to mathematically describe this effect? How to compensate it?
1.2. Laplacian and transfer function approaches to path
graphs
A popular tool for the convergence analysis of multi-agent
systems comes from the algebraic graph theory, for instance,
the spectral properties of the Laplacian matrix, see [20], [25]
and [27] for a thorough overview.
The analysis of a multi-agent system with a path-graph topology focuses on the scaling of the magnitude of frequency response with the increasing size of the system, see e.g., [21],
[11] and [12], as well as the locations of poles and zeros affecting the input-output behaviour of a path graph, see e.g., [2].
Another topic of interest is the scaling of the transient with the
size of the system, see e.g., [34], [3] and [15].
The system analysis is related to vehicular-platoon control,
where the string stability is widely used as an analytic measure
of system performance. Although the string stability usually
refers to vehicle-following applications, see e.g., [9] and [26],
it is defined for an arbitrary interconnected system [32].
July 3, 2015

2. Mathematical preliminaries

These approaches are well suited for the analysis of overall
system behaviour such as the asymptotic stability. However,
they do not treat a local behavior of the agents, for instance,
how the disturbance is locally propagated from an agent to its
immediate neighbours. This local-performance analysis can be
carried out with the travelling-wave approach proposed in the
paper.

2.1. Local control law
We consider a multi-agent system with a path-graph interaction topology, for instance, a platoon of vehicles on a highway.
The goal of the system is to drive along a line with equal distances between the agents.
The dynamics of agents is described by a linear single-inputsingle-output model, the transfer function Pn (s), where n is index of the agent. The output, Xn (s), is described as

1.3. Transfer-function approach to travelling waves
The transfer-function approach has recently been revisited in
a series of papers for lumped models (see [22] and [35]) and
for continuous flexible structures (see for the overview [30]).
The travelling wave approach has also been applied to vibration control [19] and it seems to be related to the impedance
matching in the power networks, see for instance [14].
The description of the travelling waves is based on the assumption of the spatial causality, that is, the boundary condition
does not affect the wave travelling towards it. This assumption is applied to the description of infinite number of agents
in the multi-agent system, which results in the description by
irrational transfer function. The analyses of irrational and rational transfer functions differ in several aspects, see [5] for a
thorough overview. For instance, despite many examples of the
inverse Laplace transform of irrational transfer functions, see
[1], it is difficult to find an exact impulse response for some of
them. We note that the travelling wave approach can be used to
describe even a system with finite number of agents by considering the boundary conditions.
This paper continues in the research started in [17], where the
wave propagation in a platoon of identical vehicles is described.
The platoon can be viewed as a chain of identical mechanicallyunconnected agents. The virtual interconnection is created by
the controllers onboard each vehicle. A natural extension of this
model is to consider a chain of non-identical agents. The first
step in the treatment of such a model from the travelling-wave
point of view is given in [23], where the description is limited to
a mass-spring model. We generalize it by considering an arbitrary dynamics of the agents and their controllers. The preliminary results are presented in [18], where we introduce the soft
boundary in a chain of vehicles. Here, we follow this concept
of boundaries in a multi-agent system and introduce the second
fundamental type of boundary, the hard boundary. Although
the boundaries are virtual in nature, they principally affect the
overall system behaviour. We present some fundamental properties of the boundaries and design wave-absorbing controllers
for both types of boundaries.
The main contributions of the paper are: i) mathematical description of the travelling waves in a multi-agent system with
non-identical agents and a path-graph topology given by Theorems 1 and 2, ii) a local performance analysis of the multi-agent
system by the analysis of the wave amplification determined by
the DC gains from Lemma 2, iii) a design of a controller that
prevents a reflection of the travelling wave, which shortens the
transient of the system, described in Theorems 3 and 4, and iv)
a set of functions in MATLAB, see WaveBox [16], which allows
numerical simulations for irrational transfer functions.

Xn (s) = Pn (s)Un (s),

(1)

where Un (s) is the input to the agent generated by a local control
law of the agent. The local control law of the agent aims to
equalize its output with the outputs of the two neighbouring
agents. It is modelled as
Un (s) = Cf,n (s)(Xn−1 (s) − Xn (s)) + Cr,n (s)(Xn+1 (s) − Xn (s))
+ Cf,n (s)Wf,n (s) + Cr,n (s)Wr,n (s),

(2)

where Cf,n (s) and Cr,n (s) are transfer functions of the controller
of the front and rear agents, respectively, Wf,n (s) and Wr,n (s) are
inputs to the agent. We assume that the inputs are equal to zero
unless we specify them otherwise. We consider that each agent
may have a different model as well as a different set of controllers and denote the front agent transfer function (ATF) and
rear ATF by Mf,n (s) = Pn (s)Cf,n (s) and Mr,n (s) = Pn (s)Cr,n (s),
respectively. The resulting model of the nth agent, assuming
zero initial conditions, is shown in Fig. 1 and described as
Xn (s) = Mf,n (s)(Xn−1 (s) − Xn (s)) + Mr,n (s)(Xn+1 (s) − Xn (s))
+ Mf,n (s)Wf,n (s) + Mr,n (s)Wr,n (s).

(3)

Figure 1: The model of nth agent.
The first agent is described as
X1 (s) = Mf,1 (s)(Wf,1 (s) − X1 (s)) + Mr,1 (s)(X2 (s) − X1 (s)), (4)
where Wf,1 (s) = Xref (s) is the external input to the multi-agent
system, which represents the reference output of the multiagent system. The last agent, the rear-end agent, (n = N) of
the system is described as
XN (s) = Mf,N (s)(XN−1 (s) − XN (s)).
2

(5)

This concludes the brief summary of [17].
We denote the WTFs of two agents with different dynamics
by G(s) and H(s) and symbolize them by blue and red colors in
the following figures, respectively.

2.2. Wave transfer function
This section briefly summarize the main results of [17],
where the wave propagation along a platoon of identical vehicles, that means Mf,n (s) = Mr,n (s) = M(s), is studied. The
results are also applicable for any multi-agent system with a
path-graph topology.
The key idea of the Wave transfer function (WTF) approach
is that the output of the nth agent in a multi-agent system with
path-graph topology is described by two components, An (s) and
Bn (s), that represent two waves propagating along the system
in the forward and backward directions, respectively. The WTF
describes how the wave propagates in the system. It is defined
by the transfer function G(s) = Xn+1 (s)/Xn (s) for N → ∞, see
Section 3.1 in [17]. When Wf,n = Wr,n = 0, the multi-agent
system with identical agents is described as
Xn (s) = An (s) + Bn (s),
An+1 (s) = G(s)An (s),
Bn (s) = G(s)Bn+1 (s),

2.3. Additional input to the agent
Now, we generalize (6) for the case with a non-zero input.
For now, we consider only the input Wr,n while Wf,n = 0. Hence,
the model (3) of the nth agent is
Xn (s) = Mf,n (s)(Xn−1 (s) − Xn (s)) + Mr,n (s)(Xn+1 (s) − Xn (s))
+ Mr,n (s)Wr,n (s).

In this case, the input Wr,n (s) generates a wave that propagates
in the multi-agent system in the same manner as describe (7)
and (8). However, (6) is changed as follows

(6)

Xn (s) = G(s)An−1 (s) + G(s)Bn+1 (s) + T r,n (s)Wr,n (s),

(7)

T r,n Wr,n = Mf,n (GT r,n Wr,n − T r,n Wr,n )
+ Mr,n (GT r,n Wr,n − T r,n Wr,n ) + Mr,n Wr,n .

(16)

Rearranging it gives

with α(s) = 2 + 1/M(s), or, alternatively, α(s) = G(s) + G−1 (s).
The multi-agent system with identical agents and a pathgraph topology has only two boundaries (Fig. 2). The forcedend boundary, located at the first agent, is described by

T r,n (s) =

Mr,n (s)
.
1 + Mf,n (s) + Mr,n (s) − Mf,n (s)G(s) − Mr,n (s)G(s)
(17)

Analogously, it can be shown that the transfer function T f,n (s) =
Xn (s)/Wf,n for a non-zero input Wf,n .
2.4. Analyzed properties
The DC gain describing the steady-state amplification of a
system, and L2 string stability describing the amplification of
disturbance in a system with the path-graph topology, are important analytical tools of system analysis. They are defined as
follows.

(11)

and the free-end boundary, located at the rear-end agent, is described by
BN (s) = G(s)AN (s).

(15)

where T r,n (s) = Xn (s)/Wr,n (s) for N → ∞. We are interested
in finding T r,n (s), hence, we substitute (7) and (8) into (14) and
get

(8)

where n ∈ h1, N − 1i, G(s) is the WTF and G−1 (s) = 1/G(s),
1p 2
1
α (s) − 4,
(9)
G(s) = α(s) −
2
2
p
1
1
G−1 (s) = α(s) +
α2 (s) − 4,
(10)
2
2

A1 (s) = G(s)Wf,1 (s) − G2 (s)B1 (s).

(14)

(12)

Definition 1. The DC gain κG of the transfer function G(s) is
defined as κG = lim s→0 G(s).
Definition 2. (From [9]) A system is called L2 string stable if
there is an upper bound on the L2 -induced system norm of T 0,n
that does not depend on the number of agents,where T 0,n is the
transfer function from Xref (s) to Xn (s).

Figure 2: Scheme of a multi-agent system with a path-graph
topology. The squares are agents with local dynamics described
by (3) and (5). The virtual connections between the agents,
which are created by the local control law, are illustrated by
springs. All agents are identical.

3. Soft and hard boundaries

For both types of path-graph boundaries, a wave-absorbing
controller can be designed to prevent a reflection of the incident
wave. The controller absorbs the travelling wave by calculating
the incident part of the wave and adding this part to its output.
Mathematically, the input to the first agent changes to

3.1. Mathematical definition of the boundaries
We consider that the multi-agent system consists of nonidentical agents. In general, we can distinguish between three
cases: i) Mr,n , Mf,n+1 , ii) Mf,n , Mr,n , and iii) a combination of
i) and ii). All three cases causes a partial reflection of the travelling wave. Therefore, we can consider them as boundaries for
the wave. First, let us focus on the boundaries caused by i) and
ii).

Wf,1 (s) = Xref (s) + G(s)B1 (s)
= G(s)X1 (s) + (1 − G(s)2 )Xref (s).

(13)
3

Definition 3. The soft boundary is a virtual boundary between
two agents, indexed s and s + 1, with the following property
Mr,s (s) , Mf,s+1 (s).

where
G(s) =

(18)

1
1
α1 −
2
2

q
α21 − 4,

H(s) =

1
α2 −
2

q
α22 − 4,

(23)

α1 = 2 + 1/Mf,h (s) and α2 = 2 + 1/Mr,h (s).

The soft boundary is, for instance, located in a platoon of
non-identical vehicles governed by the same symmetric bidirectional control law, see [18], or in a mass-spring model with
identical springs but non-identical masses.
The second type of boundary is defined as follows.

Proof. The proof is the same as that in Section 3.1 [17]. In this
case, two different sets of continued fractions can be found, one
converges to G and G−1 , and the other to H and H −1 .

(19)

The third case introduced at the beginning of this section,
that is the combination of the soft and hard boundaries, can
be treated by generalizing Lemma 1, which is treated in Section 5.1.

The hard boundary is, for instance, located in a platoon of identical vehicles governed by the asymmetric bidirectional control,
or in a mass-spring model with identical masses but different
springs, see Fig. 3.

3.2. Mathematical description of the boundaries
Theorem 1. (From [18]) A soft boundary is in the Laplace domain described by the following four boundary-transfer functions (BTFs),

Definition 4. The hard boundary is a virtual boundary located
at the hth agent with the property
Mf,h (s) , Mr,h (s).

T aa =
T bb

A s+1
H − HG2
HG − H 2
A s+1
, T ba =
,
=
=
As
1 − HG
Bs+1
1 − HG
Bs
Bs
G − H 2G
HG − G2
=
, T ab =
,
=
=
Bs+1
1 − HG
As
1 − HG

(24)
(25)

where
G(s) =

1
1
α1 −
2
2

q
α21 − 4,

H(s) =

1
α2 −
2

q
α22 − 4,

(26)

α1 = 2 + 1/Mr,s (s) and α2 = 2 + 1/Mf,s+1 (s).
Proof. The proof is given in [18].

Figure 3: Scheme of a multi-agent system with the soft and
hard boundaries in top and bottom, respectively. The blue and
red squares are agents with the WTFs of G(s) and H(s), respectively, defined in (23) and (26). The virtual connections between the agents are illustrated by springs. The blue-red spring
is the soft boundary and the blue-red square is the hard boundary.

The interpretation of the theorem is as follows. If there is a
wave travelling to the soft boundary from the left-hand side,
then it is partially reflected from the boundary (described by
T ab ) and partially transmitted through the boundary (described
by T aa ). Likewise, if the wave travels from the opposite side,
then the transfer functions T ba and T bb represent the respective
waves. Mathematically,

The adjective ‘hard’ emphasizes the fact that the hard boundary is located at an agent, in contrast to the soft boundary, located between two agents. To distinguish between the incident,
transmitted and reflected waves at the hard boundary, we decompose Xh to the hard-boundary wave components as
Xh (s) = Ah,L (s) + Bh,L (s) = Ah,R (s) + Bh,R (s),

X s (s) = G(s)(1 + T ab (s))A s−1 (s) + T bb (s)Bs+1 (s),
X s+1 (s) = H(s)(1 + T ba (s))Bs+2 (s) + T aa (s)A s (s).

The forced-end boundary is an example of the soft boundary.
Substituting G = 0 into (24) and (25) gives T aa = H, T ba = −H 2
and T bb = T ab = 0.

(20)

where the indexes L and R denote the wave components that
are next to the left and right sides of the boundary, respectively.
Changing the output of the agent with the hard boundary initiates waves propagating in both directions with different dynamics. This is treated in following technical Lemma.

Theorem 2. The BTFs describing the hard boundary in the
Laplace domain are

Lemma 1. If there is no other boundary next to the hardboundary agent, then
Ah,L (s) = G(s)Ah−1 (s),
Ah,R (s) = H (s)Ah+1 (s),
−1

Bh,L (s) = G−1 (s)Bh−1 (s),

(21)

Bh,R (s) = H(s)Bh+1 (s),

(22)

(27)
(28)

T AA =

Ah,R (1 + G)(1 − H)
=
,
Ah,L
1 − HG

T BA =

T BB =

Bh,L
(1 + H)(1 − G)
=
,
Bh,R
1 − HG

T AB

where G and H are given by (23).
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Ah,R
H −G
=
,
Bh,R 1 − HG
(29)
Bh,L
G−H
=
=
,
Ah,L 1 − HG
(30)

Proof. From (3), the output of the agent can be rewritten as
Xh (s) = T L (s)Xh−1 (s) + T R (s)Xh+1 (s),

3.3. Properties of the boundaries
Although the above definitions and physical interpretations
of the boundaries are different, they have some common features. For instance, they have bounded DC gains, or there is an
inverse-reciprocity relation indicating that T aa is closely related
to T BB rather than to T AA , while T ab is related to T BA , and so
on. More specifications are as follows.

(31)

where T L = Mf,h /(1+Mf,h +Mr,h ) and T R = Mr,h /(1+Mf,h +Mr,h ).
We combine (6), (21) and (22), and obtain
Xh−1 = Ah−1 + Bh−1 = G−1 Ah,L + GBh,L ,

(32)

Xh+1 = Ah+1 + Bh+1 = HAh,R + H Bh,R .

(33)

−1

Corollary 1. The soft and hard BTFs are related as follows,

Substituting (32) and (33) into (31) and using (20) for Xh , we
have
Ah,L + Bh,L = T L (G−1 Ah,L + GBh,L ) + T R (HAh,R + H −1 Bh,R ).
(34)
Rearranging (34) with respect to the hard-boundary wave components gives
−1

1 − T LG−1 − T R H
T R H − T R H −1
+ Ah,L
,
T LG + T R H − 1
T LG + T R H − 1

(36)

or, alternatively, by substituting Bh,L = Ah,R + Bh,R − Ah,L ,
Ah,R

These formulas can be further simplified by expressing T L and

−1
T R in terms of G and H. Specifically, Mf,h = G + G−1 − 2

−1
and Mr,h = H + H −1 − 2 . Substituting for them into (36)
and (37) yields
Bh,L
Ah,R

κaa + κbb = 2,

κab + κba = 0,

(46)

κaa − κab = 1,

κbb − κba = 1,

(47)

κbb = κAA ,

(48)

κba =κAB ,

κab = κBA ,

The particular values of κaa and κbb are given by the following
lemma.

The interpretation of the theorem is as follows. A wave incident from the left side of the hard boundary (described by Ah,L )
is partially reflected from the boundary (described by T AB ) and
partially transmitted through the boundary (described by T AA ).
For the wave incidenting from the opposite side (described by
Bh,R ), the transfer functions are T BA and T BB , respectively. The
output of the hard-boundary agent can be expressed in two
equivalent ways,

(41)

(44)
(45)

Proof. Under the above assumptions, the DC gain of a WTF is
equal to one, i.e. lim G(s) s→0 = 1 and lim H(s) s→0 = 1. Then,
the proof is a straightforward application of Corollary 1.

which proves the Theorem.

Xh = GT AA Ah−1 + H(1 + T BA )Bh+1 .

T BB (s) = 1 + T BA (s),
T AB (s) + T BA (s) = 0.

where κaa is the DC gain of T aa , κab is the DC gain of T ab etc.

(39)

(40)

T AA (s) = 1 + T AB (s),
T AA (s) + T BB (s) = 2,

κaa = κBB ,

(38)

Xh = G(1 + T AB )Ah−1 + HT BB Bh+1 ,

(43)

Corollary 2. If there is at least one integrator in the front ATF
and at least one integrator in the rear ATF, then the DC gains
of the BTFs are related as follows

T LG − T LG−1
1 − T LG − T R H −1
= Ah,L
+ Bh,R
. (37)
T LG + T R H − 1
T LG + T R H − 1

(1 + H)(1 − G)
G−H
+ Ah,L
,
= Bh,R
1 − HG
1 − HG
(1 + G)(1 − H)
H −G
= Ah,L
+ Bh,R
,
1 − HG
1 − HG

T bb (s) = T AA (s) + H(s) − 1, T ab (s) = G(s)T BA (s),

The amplitude of the wave that is reflected or transmitted
through the boundary can be approximated by the DC gain of
the BTFs. Usually, there is at least one integrator both in the
front and rear ATFs allowing the agent to follow the ramp of
Xref , which can, for instance, represent that a vehicular platoon
travelling with constant velocity. In this case, it holds.

The four wave components are now reduced to three components by substituting Ah,R = Ah,L + Bh,L − Bh,R into (35),
Bh,L = Bh,R

(42)

Proof. By a straightforward application of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

Ah,L (1 − T LG ) + Bh,L (1 − T LG) = Bh,R (T R H ) + Ah,R T R H.
(35)
−1

T aa (s) = T BB (s) + G(s) − 1, T ba (s) = H(s)T AB (s),

Lemma 2. Let both Mr,n and Mf,n+1 have at least one integrator.
If Mr,n and Mf,n+1 have the same number of integrators, then the
DC gains of the soft BTFs are
κaa = s

2

,

n1,0 d2,0
+1
n2,0 d1,0

κbb = s

2

,

(49)

n2,0 d1,0
+1
n1,0 d2,0

where n1,0 /d1,0 = lim s→0 sk1 Mr,n , n2,0 /d2,0 = lim s→0 sk2 Mf,n+1 ,
and k1 and k2 is the number of integrators in Mr,n and Mf,n+1 ,
respectively. If Mr,n has more integrators than Mf,n+1 , then

The free-end boundary from (12) is an example of the soft
boundary. In this case H = 0, which gives T AA = T BB = G
and T AB = T BA = 0.
For the case of identical agents, that means G = H, Theorems 1 and 2 yield T aa = T bb = G, T ab = T ba = T AB = T BA = 0
and T AA = T BB = 1, which is in agreement with (6)-(8).

κaa = 0,

κbb = 2.

(50)

If Mf,n+1 has more integrators than Mr,n , then
κaa = 2,
5

κbb = 0.

(51)

Proof. Let us denote α1 = 2 + 1/Mr,n = 2 + d1 /n1 and α2 =
2 + 1/Mf,n+1 = 2 + d2 /n2 . We will begin with deriving the DC
gain κaa of the T aa transfer function.
κaa = lim T aa = lim
s→0

s→0

H − HG2
1 − G2
0
= lim −1
= ,
s→0 H
1 − HG
−G 0

Proof. The soft-boundary DC gains are treated by Lemma 2
and Corollary 2. The hard-boundary DC gains can be calculated
using Corollary 2.

(52)

4. Controllers for the boundaries

since lim s→0 G = lim s→0 H = 1 for at least one integrator in
Mr,n and Mf,n+1 . Applying the L’Hopital’s rule to (52) gives
κaa = lim
s→0

2
2G
= lim
,
H −2 H 0 (G0 )−1 + 1 s→0 H 0 (G0 )−1 + 1

We now design a feedback controller compensating the fact
that the agents are not identical. The motivation is to prevent
the undesired reflection of the wave to shorten the settling time.

(53)

where the symbol 0 denotes the differentiation with respect to
variable s. First, the differentiation of (26) yields
G0 =

1 0 1 α1 α01
α − q
.
2 1 2
α21 − 4

4.1. The soft boundary controller
A soft-boundary controller can be designed for various purposes, for instance, to prevent or modify a wave’s transmission
through the boundary. We now design an absorbing controller
that prevents the reflection of a wave from the soft boundary.
The derivation will be shown only for the left side of the boundary, since the derivation for its right side is analogous.
First, we add input Wr,s to the sth agent. By the combination
of (27) and (17), we get

(54)

The individual contributions to lim s→0 G0 are


d10 n1 − d1 n01 
∈ R, if k1 = 1,
0
=
lim α1 = lim

2
0, if k1 > 1,
s→0
s→0
n1

(55)

X s = (1 + T ab )A s + T bb Bs+1 + T r,n (1 + T ab )Wr,s .

and
α0
d10 n1 − d1 n01
lim q 1
= lim q
s→0
s→0
α21 − 4
n1 d12 + 4d1 n1


s(k1 /2) s(k1 /2)−1 k1 d1,0 n1 − s(k1 /2) d1,0 n01
= lim
q
s→0
2
s(k1 /2) n1 sk1 d1,0
+ 4d1,0 n1


s
s(k1 /2)−1 k1 d1,0 n1
d1,0
1
= lim
= lim k1 s(k1 /2)−1
,
p
s→0
s→0
2
n1,0
n1 4d1,0 n1

We want to design a controller that prevents the reflection of
the wave travelling from the left, which is described by term
T ab A s . Therefore, we set Wr,s (s) = Ff,S (s)A s (s), where Ff,S (s)
is a transfer function of a controller that prevents the reflection
of the wave. To prevent the reflection, we eliminate term T ab A s
by requiring
T ab (s)A s (s) + T r,n (s)(1 + T ab (s))Ff,S (s)A s (s) = 0,

(56)

where d1,0 = lim s→0 s d1 and n1,0 = lim s→0 n1 . Moreover
lim s→0 α1 = 2. Similarly, lim s→0 H 0 can be evaluated. Then
s
n1,0 d2,0
H0
(k2 −k1 )/2 k2
lim 0 = lim s
,
(57)
s→0 G
s→0
k1 n2,0 d1,0

Ff,S (s) =

s→0

s(k2 −k1 )/2

k2
k1

.

−T ab (s)
.
T r,n (s)(1 + T ab (s))

Ff,S (s) = G(s) − H(s).

n1,0 d2,0
+1
n2,0 d1,0

A s (s) = G(X s−1 − Bs−1 ) = GX s−1 − G2 (X s − A s ),

A s (s) =

(60)

G(s)
G2 (s)
X
(s)
−
X s (s).
s−1
1 − G2 (s)
1 − G2 (s)

(66)

Therefore, the left-side-absorbing control law CL,S is described by the consequential application of the above equations
as

Corollary 3. If there is at least one integrator in the front ATF
and at least one integrator in the rear ATF, then the DC gains
of the BTFs are bounded as
0 ≤ κaa , κbb , κAA , κBB ≤ 2.

(65)

which leads to

Therefore, if Mr,n and Mf,n+1 have the same number of integrators (k1 = k2 ), then (58) simplifies to (49). If k2 > k1 , i.e.,
Mf,n+1 have more integrators than Mr,n , then (57) converges to
zero and κaa = 2. In the opposite case, (57) diverges and κaa = 0.
The DC gain κbb = 2 − κaa is from (46).

(59)

(64)

It remains to specify A s , which represents a wave incident on
the soft boundary from the left. By (6), (7) and (8), we have

(58)

−1 ≤ κab , κba , κAB , κBA ≤ 1,

(63)

Substituting for T ab (s) from (25) and for T r,n (s) from (17), the
‘absorbing’ transfer function has a simple form

where d2,0 = lim s→0 s−k2 d2 and n2,0 = lim s→0 n2 . Finally, substituting (57) into (53) yields
2
s

(62)

which is the constraint for the controller,

−k1

κaa = lim

(61)

CL,S = Mr,s Wr,s = Mr,s Ff,S A s
G
(X s−1 − GX s ) .
= Mr,s (G − H)
1 − G2
6

(67)

The Ah,L term represents the wave travelling towards the hard
boundary from left, which is again computed by (66),
Ah,L (s) =

G(s)
G2 (s)
Xh−1 (s) −
Xh (s).
2
1 − G (s)
1 − G2 (s)

(76)

The left-side-absorbing control law is then
CL,H = Mf,h Ff,H Ah,L = Mf,h
Figure 4: The model of sth agent with the left-side absorbing controller (highlighted in blue), where T CLS = G(s)(G(s) −
H(s))/(1 − G2 (s)) from (67). The front and rear ATFs are identical since, for now we assume only one soft boundary in the
system as at the top of Fig. 3.

The design of the right-side absorbing controller is similar.
When both controllers are implemented on the hth agent, we
get
Xh (s) = Ah,L (s) + Bh,R (s) = G(s)Ah−1 (s) + H(s)Bh+1 (s), (78)
where (44) have been considered.
Combining (78) and (20) gives Ah,L = Ah,R and Bh,L = Bh,R .
In words, the hard boundary between the wave components indexed by L and R is removed at the hth agent and the wave
transmits through the agent without being reflected.
The results can be summarized in the following theorem.

The sth agent with implemented left-side absorbing controller is shown in Fig. 4.
By modifying (61) the output of the sth agent with the leftand right-side absorbing controllers is
X s = (1 + T ab )A s + T bb Bs+1 + Ff,S T r,n (1 + T ab )A s
+ T bb Fr,S T f,n Bs+1 = GA s−1 + GBs+1 ,

Theorem 4. The control law that prevents any wave to be reflected from the hard boundary is in the Laplace domain described as

(68)

where Fr,S (s) is equivalent of Ff,S (s) for the right side of the soft
boundary. Likewise, the output of the (s + 1)th agent with the
absorbing controllers is
X s+1 (s) = H(s)A s (s) + H(s)Bs+2 (s).

H −G
(Xh−1 − GXh ) (77)
(1 + G)(1 − H)

Xh = Mf,h (Xh−1 + Xh ) + Mr,h (Xh+1 − Xh ) + CL,H + CR,H , (79)
where

(69)

(80)

CR,H

(81)

The results can be summarized in the following theorem.
Theorem 3. The control law preventing any wave to be reflected from the soft boundary is in the Laplace domain described as

H −G
(Xh−1 − GXh ),
(1 + G)(1 − H)
G−H
= Mr,h
(Xh+1 − HXh ).
(1 + H)(1 − G)

CL,H = Mf,h

By comparison of Theorems 3 and 4 we can see that we
need to implement the wave absorber on two agents for the soft
boundary but only on one agent for the hard boundary.

X s = Mr,s (X s−1 − 2X s + X s+1 ) + CL,S ,

(70)

X s+1 = Mf,s+1 (X s − 2X s+1 + X s+2 ) + CR,S ,

(71)

4.3. Stability of the controllers
To prove the stability of the control law, we first need to prove
the stability of the WTF.

CL,S = Mr,s

(72)

CR,S

(73)

Lemma 3. If M(s) is proper and has no CRHP (closed-right
half plane) zeros and no CRHP poles, except for poles at the
origin, and if

where
G(G − H)
(X s−1 − GX s ) ,
1 − G2
H(H − G)
(X s+1 − HX s )
= Mf,s+1
1 − H2

1 + 4M( ω)

4.2. The hard boundary controller
Controlling the hard boundary is similar to that of the soft
boundary in Section 4.1. Here, we only provide a brief description of the absorbing-controller design.
The output of the hth agent from (40) controlled with additional input Wf,h (s) is
Xh = (1 + T AB )Ah,L + T BB Bh,R + T f,n Wf,h ,

does not intersect the non-positive real axis for ω ∈ (0, ∞), then
the wave transfer function G(s) is asymptotically stable.
Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A.
The stability of the proposed controllers is treated by the following Theorem.

(74)

Theorem 5. If the WTFs are asymptotically stable, then the
multi-agent system with the path-graph topology and the control law from Theorem 3 or Theorem 4 is asymptotically stable.
Furthermore, the control laws and the wave absorber, located
on the first or rear-end agent make the multi-agent system L2
string stable.

where Wf,h (s) = Ff,H (s)Ah,L (s) and Ff,H (s) is a transfer function
of a controller that prevents the reflection of a wave. To prevent
the reflection of the wave travelling towards the hard boundary
from the left, we set T AB Ah,L = −Ff,H T f,n Wf,h . Hence,
Ff,H (s) = −

T AB (s) (H(s) − G(s))(1 − G(s))
=
.
T f,n (s)
G(s)(1 − H(s))

(82)

(75)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix B.
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Agent input [−]

5. Numerical simulations of the soft boundary
The numerical simulations are carried out with WaveBox,
which is a set of functions and examples in MATLAB that numerically approximates WTFs and BTFs. The WaveBox also
contains a set of examples that show the effect of boundaries
and absorbers. Some of the examples are presented in this section. The WaveBox was written by the authors and is available
at [16].

0
−0.05
2

4

6

8

10

Time [s]

Figure 7: The comparison of the inputs to the fourth agent for
three different multi-agent systems. The label ’SB abs.’ stands
for the soft-boundary absorber described by (67).

The numerical simulations are carried out for a system with
8 agents described as
4s + 4
, i = 1, 2, 3, 4,
s2 (s + 4)
s+1
Mf, j (s) = Mr, j (s) = 2
, j = 5, 6, 7, 8,
s (s + 3)

0.05

−0.1
0

5.1. Soft boundary performance

Mf,i (s) = Mr,i (s) =

Identical agents
Non−ident. agents no SB abs.
Non−ident. agents with SB abs.

0.1

5.2. Local effect of the DC gains
A local effect of the BTF DC gains is demonstrated in Fig. 8
for first 120 seconds of the step response of a multi-agent system with a path-graph topology described by

(83)
(84)

4s + 4
, i = 1, 2, ..., 40,
+ 4)
s + kp
, j = 41, 42, ..., 80.
Mf, j (s) = Mr, j (s) = 2
s (s + 3)
Mf,i (s) = Mr,i (s) =

which represents a double integrator agent with linear model of
friction controlled by a PI controller. Therefore, we consider a
multi-agent system with 8 agents and a soft boundary located
between the 4th and 5th agent.
The effect of the soft boundary is demonstrated in Fig. 5,
where the wave-absorbing controllers on the first and rear-end
agents are additionally implemented.
The performance of individual control strategies are shown
in Fig. 6. Comparing the bottom-left and top-left panels, we
can see that the soft-boundary absorber does not shorten the
settling time if it is not combined with other absorbers on the
first or rear-end agents. In the case of the absorber on the first
agent (top-middle panel), the wave keeps reflecting between the
soft boundary and the non-absorbing rear-end agent which prolongs the transient. The implementation of the soft-boundary
absorber (bottom-middle panel) shortens the transient since it
prevents the wave from being reflected back and forth. The
absorbers implemented on both the first and rear-end agents
(top-right panel) cause a change of the steady-state value, as
predicted by Lemma 2. There are two possible ways to obtain
a desired steady-state: a) overcompensate the input signal (see
[18]), or b) implement the soft-boundary absorber (bottom-right
panel).
Fig. 7 shows the comparison of the inputs to the fourth agent
for (i) the multi-agent system with 8 identical agents (blue solid
line), where each agent is described by (83), (ii) the multi-agent
system with non-identical agents described by (83)-(84) without the soft-boundary absorber (green dashed line), and (iii)
the multi-agent system as in (ii) but with the soft-boundary absorber (red pluses). The input for (i) and (ii) is described as
VI (s) = (X s−1 (s) + X s+1 (s) − 2X s (s)), that means the output error. The input for (iii) is VIII (s) = VI (s) + CL,S (s)/Mr,s (s), that
means the same as for (i) and (ii) plus the control law from
(72). The wave absorbers on both the first and rear-end agents
are implemented in all cases. We can see that the inputs to the
fourth agent are the same for cases (i) and (iii). Therefore, the
output of the wave-absorber is the difference between (ii) and
(iii), which shows that the output of the controller is feasible.

s2 (s

(85)
(86)

Although the DC gain determines the steady state of the system,
we can use the DC gain of T aa to approximate the output even
before the whole multi-agent system reaches its steady state.
We can also see that the transmitted wave is almost settled after
approximately 50 seconds and the reflected wave returns back
to the 41st agent after about 100 seconds. Therefore the output
of the 41st agent between 50 and 100 seconds is approximated
by κaa from (49) as follows
κaa = s

2

,

(87)

4·3
+1
kp · 4

where we have substituted n1,0 = 4, d1,0 = 4, n2,0 = kp
and d2,0 = 3. Therefore, the figure also numerically verifies
Lemma 2.
6. A combination of soft and hard boundaries
The soft and hard boundaries are two special cases of system
boundaries. The two boundaries can be combined to form any
type of complex boundary. The idea is to represent the transfer function of a complex boundary in terms of the soft- and
hard-boundary BTFs. The combination of the two boundaries
requires to relax the assumption for (21) and (22), that is, there
is no other boundary next to the hard or soft boundary.
The approach is demonstrated for the complex boundary in
the multi-agent system, shown in Fig. 9, and described by
Mf,i (s) = Mr,i (s) =
Mf,3 (s) =
8

4s + 4
,
+ 4)

s2 (s

s+1
,
s2 (s + 3)

Mr,3 (s) =

i = 1, 2, 4, 5,

(88)

4s + 4
.
s2 (s + 4)

(89)
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6
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Time:30s

6
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6
Agent index [−]
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Figure 5: Simulation of the wave propagating in a multi-agent system with the path-graph topology defined by (83)-(84). At the
beginning, t = 0+ s, outputs of all agents are 0 except xref (t), which is changed from 0 to 1. At intermediate times, the wave travels
to the soft boundary, where it is transmitted and attenuated by a factor κaa and reflected by a factor κab . As the wave propagates back
to the fist agent, it forces the first four agents to change their output by κab (negative value in this case). The waves are absorbed
on 1st and 8th agents by the wave-absorbing controllers. The blue circles and red crosses represent a(t) and b(t) components of the
wave, respectively. The green plus signs stand for the outputs of the agents. The 0th agent is the input to the system from (13), i.e.
X0 (s) = Wf,1 (s), A0 (s) = Xref (s) and B0 (s) = GB1 (s).

1

kp = 2
kp = 1.5

Output [−]

0.8
0.6

kp = 1
kp = 0.5
kp = 0.1

Figure 9: Scheme of the complex boundary between 2nd and
3rd agents composed of the soft and hard boundaries next to
each other in a multi-agent system described by (88)-(89). The
blue arrow in front of the first agent represents the input to the
system.

0.4
0.2
0
0

20

40

60
Time [s]

80

100

120

Figure 8: The numerical simulations of a multi-agent system
described by (85)-(86) for different values of kp . The output of
the 41st agent is shown.

where the overlined transfer functions are different from those
in (29) and (30). The original transfer function T AA describes
the wave propagating from blue to red agent, while T AA describes the wave propagating in the opposite direction. Due to
the same reasoning, T AA = T BB , T BB = T AA , T AB = T BA and
T BA = T AB for this complex boundary.

The boundary is formed by the combination of the soft boundary located between the agents indexed 2 and 3 and the hard
boundary located at the 3rd agent. This configuration violates
the boundary conditions in (21) since now the wave travelling
to A3,L and the wave travelling from B3,L transmit through the
soft boundary. In view of Theorem 1, we have
A3,L (s) = T aa (s)A2 (s) + T ba (s)B3,L (s),

(90)

B2 (s) = T ab (s)A2 (s) + T bb (s)B3,L (s).

(91)

The same procedure can be applied to the wave-absorbing
controller. They can be combined to absorb the wave reflecting
from boundaries of various complexity.
The independent validation of the WTF approach is shown
in Fig. 10, where the results of the WTF approach is compared with the simulation by the state-space approach. We
can see that the two results are identical. Although the validation is based on numerical simulation, we can validate it
also analytically by finding the transfer function from Xref (s) to
(A2 (s) + B2 (s)). This transfer function is identical to the rational transfer function obtained by the state-space approach using

The second part of the complex boundary is composed of the
hard boundary. Hence, by Theorem 2, we have
A3,R (s) = T AA (s)A3,L (s) + T BA (s)B3,R (s),

(92)

B3,L (s) = T AB (s)A3,L (s) + T BB (s)B3,R (s),

(93)
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Figure 6: The performance comparison of individual control strategies for a multi-agent system with the soft boundary. The multiagent system is defined by (83)-(84) with xref (0) = 1 and xi (0) = 0 for i = 1, 2, ..., N. The step responses of six individual control
strategies are compared. The top-left: the system with no absorber; top-middle: the system with the absorber implemented on
the first agent; top-right: the system with the absorbers implemented on the first and rear-end agents. In the bottom panels, the
soft-boundary absorber between the agents 4 and 5 is additionally implemented.
2.5

proach, for instance, by the state-space description of the multiagent system. As an example, we can find the transfer function
T 1,2 (s) = X2 (s)/X1 (s) from the output of the first agent to the
output of the second agent. However, to find this transfer function, the whole multi-agent system must be taken into consideration. This transfer function T 1,2 (s) then describes the overall
behaviour of the multi-agent system since all the interactions
among agents and, in addition the effect of boundary conditions
are captured in this transfer function. This ’overall’ description
is well suited for determining the asymptotic stability of a system but it does not reveal the ’local’ behaviour of the agents.
On the other hand, the transfer function A2 (s)/A1 (s), or
B1 (s)/B2 (s), describes the interaction among the first and second agents from the ’local’ perspective, which means that it
does not take into consideration neither the interactions among
other agents nor the effect of the boundary conditions. The
closed loop formulas describing this ’local’ interaction are
given in Theorems 1 and 2. The amplitude of the wave that
is reflected or transmitted through the boundary can be approximated by the DC gain of the transfer functions, which is treated
by Lemma 2 and discussed in Section 5.2. The description of
this local interaction is a novel in analysing and control of a
multi-agent system and it it the main contribution of the paper.
An important feature of the ’local’ transfer functions, i.e. the
Wave or Boundary transfer functions, is that they can also be
used to provide the overall transfer function X2 (s)/X1 (s) by taking [A2 (s) + B2 (s)]/[A1 (s) + B1 (s)]. It can be shown on the examples that this transfer function has no square root, so it is
rational and is equal to T 1,2 (s), which is numerically verified in
Fig. 10. However, this calculation again requires to consider
interactions among all the other agents, which is rather complicated with the wave approach.
Therefore, the wave approach is to be a complementary
tool to the traditional state-space approach, since the wave approach gives insight into local behaviour of a multi-agent sys-

x (Sim)
2

x2 (a2+b2)

Output [−]

2

a2

1.5

b2

1
0.5
0

−0.5
0

20

40

60

80

100

Time [s]

Figure 10: The comparison of the outputs of the 2nd agent simulated by the state-space approach using (88)-(89) (solid line)
and that computed by the WTF approach using (90)-(93). The
response to the step change of xref (t) is shown.
(88)-(89).
7. Discussion
7.1. Wave transfer function approach
Let the output of the system, for instance the position, of
one agent be externally changed due to an external reference
command or a disturbance. Then this reference command also
affects outputs of the neighbouring agents. We can imagine this
command as a ’wave’ propagating in the system. We illustrate
the effect of the external reference by step change of xref (t) in
Fig 5. Since we assume a path-graph topology, the wave can
travel only in two directions, which is denoted as A and B components. The sum of these two components, that is a wave, is
then the output of the agent.
The closed form formula for the transfer function among
the outputs of the agents can be found by the traditional ap10

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3

tem, which is particularly useful for a large-scale multi-agent
system.

The proof is based on [5] (Theorem A.2), which states: A
linear system is stable if and only if its transfer function T (s) is
analytic in the right-half plane and ||T ||∞ < ∞, where ||T ||∞ =
supRe(s)>0 |T (s)|.
It was proved in [17] that the WTF defined by (9) satisfies
||G||∞ ≤ 1. Hence, it remains to derive the condition, when the
WTF is analytic in the right-half plane.
First, we treat the square root function in (9). In the complex
function analysis, for instance p. 99-100 in [31], it is shown that
√
the square root function f (z) = z is analytic everywhere,
√ except for the non-positive real axis. Therefore, f2 (α) = α2 − 4
in (9) is analytic everywhere, except for α ∈ h−2, 2i on the
real axis. Since α(s) = 2 + 1/M(s), we can say that f2 (α) is analytic everywhere, except for the interval (−∞, −1/4i. Due to the
Maximum modulus principle (Theorem 4.5 [31]), we can evaluate the analyticity by the Nyquist plot of M(s). This means that,
if M( ω) does not intersect interval (−∞, −1/4i for ω ∈ (0, ∞),
then the WTF is stable.
The first part of the WTF, 1 + 0.5/M, is a rational transfer
function. A rational function is analytic in the CRHP if and
only if it has no singularities in this plane. The only possible
singularities of 1 + 0.5/M are CRHP zeros of M(s). Therefore,
if M(s) has no CRHP zero, then 1 + 0.5/M is analytic. Since
the difference of two analytic functions is again analytic, then
the WTF is analytic and asymptotically stable under the above
conditions.

7.2. Wave controllers
The advantage of the wave controller is that it allows the
modification of the reflection conditions for the travelling
waves on a boundary. Importantly, this modification does not
require to change controllers of the other agents in the system
and, under certain conditions, it can make the system string stable, as Theorem 5 shows. Another advantage is that the output
of the controller is feasible as Fig. 7 shows.
The disadvantage is that the agent with the wave controller is
required to know its own output, for instance, from the odometry, and the output of its immediate neighbour, which can be
obtained either by the relative measurement or communication
with the neighbour. Another difficulty is that the agent requires
to know its own and neighbour’s dynamical models. If these
conditions are not satisfied, for instance, the dynamical model
of neighbours is known only approximately, or the information
about the neighbour’s output is delayed in timep, then the wave
is not fully absorbed and it partially reflects back. However,
the numerical simulations show that the response of the system
may still be improved since these schemes are relatively ‘robust’ to the inaccuracies. This is in agreement with experience
from practical implementation of the wave absorbers, see for
instance [28], [13] or [24].
We consider the wave controllers as an illustration what can
be achieved by the application of the wave approach. We note
that, although some simpler controllers may improve the transient of a system, only the wave absorber fully absorbs the travelling wave.

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 5
In this proof, we assume that there is only one soft boundary
in a multi-agent system. However, the proof in the case with
multiple soft and/or hard boundaries can be carried out analogously. We consider a multi-agent system with a path-graph
topology with Mf,i = Mr,i , Mf, j = Mr, j , where i = 1, 2, ..., m
and j = m + 1, m + 2, ..., k. Therefore, there is a soft boundary
between agents indexed as m and m + 1.
First, we prove the case with a wave absorber only on the
first agent. If there is a wave absorber implemented on the first
agent, then the combination of (7), (8) (68) and (69) gives

8. Conclusions
This paper introduces a local approach to a multi-agent system with path-graph interaction topology. It mathematically describes two basic types of boundaries in a multi-agent system
with non-identical agents and their effect on the waves travelling in the system. The wave description allows us to design
a feedback controller to compensate the effect of the boundaries, which shortens the settling time of the multi-agent system. Moreover, such a controller makes the multi-agent system
string stable provided that the system is equipped with at least
one wave absorber on the first or rear-end agents.

X p (s)
= G p (s) + G2m+1−p (s)H 2k (s), if p ≤ m,
(B.1)
Xref (s)
X p (s)
= Gm (s)H p−m (s) + Gm (s)H 2k+1+m−p (s), if p > m.
Xref (s)
(B.2)
In the alternative case of the wave absorbers implemented either on the rear-end agent, or on both the first and the rear-end
agents, the output of the pth agent is described by
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(B.3)
(B.4)

Since G and H are asymptotically stable, and ||G||∞ ≤ 1 and
||H||∞ ≤ 1, then (B.1)-(B.4) are asymptotically stable too and
have the H∞ norm limited regardless of the number of agents
in the system. In view of Definition 2, we see that these two
systems are L2 string stable.
Now, we prove the case with no wave absorber on the first
or rear-end agents. First, we show a way to find the transfer
function from Xref to X1 for the system with m = 3 and k = 5.
In this case, A1 = GXref − G7 H 10 A1 and B1 = G6 H 10 Xref −
G7 H 10 B1 , hence
A1 (s) + B1 (s) G(s) + G6 (s)H 10 (s)
X1 (s)
=
=
.
Xref (s)
Xref (s)
1 + G7 (s)H 10 (s)
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Similarly,
X2 (s)
G2 (s) + G5 (s)H 10 (s)
=
,
Xref (s)
1 + G7 (s)H 10 (s)

(B.6)

and so on. For the pth agent, we have
X p (s)
G p (s) + G2m+1−p (s)H 2k (s)
=
, if p ≤ m,
(B.7)
Xref (s)
1 + G2m+1 (s)H 2k (s)
X p (s)
Gm (s)H p−m (s) + Gm (s)H k+2m+3−p (s)
, if p > m.
=
Xref (s)
1 + G2m+1 (s)H 2k (s)
(B.8)
Note that the transfer functions between two arbitrary agents
can be expressed similarly.
Due to (9), we have M/(1 + 2M) = G/(1 + G2 ). The Nyquist
criterion of stability states that if M/(1 + λM) is stable for
λ ∈ (0, 4i, and if there are neither CRHP poles nor CRHP
zeros in M(s), then Nyquist curve of M(s) does not encircle
the point [−1/4, 0]. Hence, M(s) does not intersect the interval (−∞, −1/4i. Therefore, if (82) holds, then M/(1 + 2M) is
asymptotically stable.
In view of the Nyquist criterion of stability, we can say that,
if M/(1 + 2M) is stable, that is, if G/(1 + G2 ) is stable, and if
||G||∞ ≤ 1 and ||H||∞ ≤ 1, then the transfer function
G(s)
1

+ G2 (s)Gq1 (s)H q2 (s)

,

(B.9)

is asymptotically stable for q1 , q2 ∈ N. Furthermore, since G
and H are asymptotically stable, then the transfer function
G(s)Gq3 (s)H q4 (s)
,
1 + G2 (s)Gq1 (s)H q2 (s)

(B.10)

is asymptotically stable for q3 , q4 ∈ N. Comparing (B.10) with
(B.7) and (B.8), we can say that the transfer function between
two arbitrary agents in a system with no wave absorber on the
first or rear-end agents and with the control law given by Theorem 3 is asymptotically stable.
The proof for the control law from Theorem 4 can be carried
out analogously. The only difference is in different powers of
G and H in (B.1)-(B.4), (B.7) and (B.8), which does not affect
neither the asymptotic nor string stability.
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