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EMERGENT DYNAMICS OF THE INERTIAL KURAMOTO MODEL

WITH FRUSTRATION ON A LOCALLY COUPLED GRAPH

TINGTING ZHU a,b AND XIONGTAO ZHANG c,*

Abstract. We study the synchronized behavior of the inertial Kuramoto oscillators with
frustration effect under a symmetric and connected network. Due to the lack of second-
order gradient flow structure and singularity of second-order derivative of diameter, we
shift to construct convex combinations of oscillators and related new energy functions that
can control the phase and frequency diameters. Under sufficient frameworks on initial
data and system parameters, we derive first-order dissipative differential inequalities of
constructed energy functions. This eventually gives rise to the emergence of frequency
synchronization exponentially fast.

1. Introduction

Synchronization phenomena of finite population of oscillatory systems has raised research
interest in various scientific communities such as biology, engineering control, physics [1, 3,
13, 27, 29, 35] and etc. The Kuramoto model [24] is one of the well-known models that
effectively depict the collective synchronized behaviors observed in these systems. Due to
the potential applications, theoretical studies for the first order Kuramoto model have been
extensively investigated from different aspects, to name a few, synchronization analysis
[4, 17, 21], network structure [11, 38], mean-filed limit [2], physical effects [15, 28] and so
on. To better describe some synchronous patterns, the second-order Kuramoto type model
was proposed [14] with the consideration of inertial effects. This model has been extensively
explored for a deeper grasp of superconducting Josephson junctions [33, 34] and power grids
[12, 26]. In this work, we focus our attention on the inertial Kuramoto model under the
joint effects of phase shifts (also called frustration ) and network structure.

To set up the stage, consider an interaction network characterized by a weighted graph
G = (V,E,Ψ). This graph consists of a vertex set V = {1, 2, · · · , N}, an edge set E ⊂
V × V , and an N × N matrix Ψ = (ψij) whose element ψij represents the capacity of the
communication weight flowing from vertex j to i. Note that the edge set can be further
denoted as E = {(j, i)|ψij > 0}. Assume that the Kuramoto oscillators are located at
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the vertices of the graph G, and interactions between them are registered by E and Ψ.
Let θi = θi(t) ∈ R be the phase of the i-th oscillator, and the phase dynamics of the
inertial Kuramoto oscillators under the effect of frustration is governed by the following
second-order system:

mθ̈i(t) + θ̇i(t) = Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α), t > 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , N, (1.1)

subject to the initial data:

(θi(0), ωi(0)) = (θi0, ωi0). (1.2)

Here, Ωi is the natural frequency and ωi(t) = θ̇i(t) is the instantaneous frequency of the i-th
oscillator, m > 0 and 0 < α < π

2 respectively denote the strength of inertia and frustration
effects, and K > 0 reprensents the coupling strength.

For the all-to-all coupling case, i.e., ψij = 1, the second-order phase model (1.1) with zero
frustration (α = 0) has been studied in [7] and complete synchronization estimates for some
restricted class of initial configurations were provided. Moreover, the formational structure
of phase-locked state was analyzed in [6]. Later on, the authors in [5, 9, 23] extended
the results to more generic initial data. On the other hand, for the locally coupled case,
the authors in [8, 9, 26, 32] addressed the synchronization problem of system (1.1) without
frustration on a symmetric and connected network, and sufficient conditions on initial phase
distributions and system parameters leading to complete synchronization were presented.
Note that there is no information on the convergence rate in [8, 9, 32]. Additionally,
the interplay between inertia and frustration on an all-to-all network were investigated in
[16, 25], and the occurrence of asymptotic synchronized behavior and well-ordering property
were shown. For more information, we refer to the literatures [10, 18, 19, 22, 30, 31, 36].

In this paper, we will study the inertial Kuramoto model with frustration on a symmetric
and connected network. As far as we know, there is comparatively less theoretical work
on the joint effects of inertia, frustration, and network structure. It is natural to ask the
following questions:

(1) Will the frequency synchronization asymptotically occur for the inertial Kuramoto
model with frustration (1.1) on a locally coupled graph?

(2) How fast is the rate of convergence to synchronized behavior?

There are mainly three difficulties to answer the above two questions. Below, we will briefly
discuss these difficulties and introduce our corresponding strategy. For convenience, we will
list all the notations in the end of this section.

Firstly, due to the inertial term, the oscillation behaviors are not negligible and it is
more difficult to make the phase diameter uniformly bounded. Therefore, we need stronger
constraints on the initial configurations and system parameters. More precisely, we assume:

Assumption (H1): The initial configurations satisfy the following condition,

2mD(Ω) + 4mKψu sinα+ (1 + 4mKψu cosα)Dθ(0) + 3mDω(0) < β, (1.3)

where β ∈ (0, π) is a suitable constant.

The above assumption shows that, the initial phase diameter Dθ(0) is allowed to be close to
π when the strength of inertia m is small. The authors in [38] have considered the locally
coupled Kuramoto model with inertia and frustration, and presented sufficient frameworks
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to ensure the emergence of complete synchronization. However, the initial phase diameter
is relatively restricted and required to be small even for small inertia may due to the usage
of l2 estimate approach. On the other hand, when the strength of inertia m is large, the
oscillations will be strong, then the initial phase diameter is necessary to be small in above
assumption. No matter the cases, the assumption allows us to prove that the oscillators
will keep staying in a half circle.

Secondly, the connection topology considered in this paper may not be an all-to-all net-
work. Therefore, the dynamics of the diameters lack the uniform damping. Moreover, the
frustration term in sine coupling function results in the lack of second-order gradient-like
flow structure, hence, the energy method employed in [8, 9] can not be directly applied in
our setting. To handle this difficulty and inspired by the approach employed in [20], we
intend to study the hypo-coercive dynamics of the convex combination of the oscillators
(see (2.6), (2.9), (2.12) and (2.15)) for the emergence of synchrony. Owing to the sym-
metric property of network, we take more simpler constructions of convex combinations to
address the problem. We require the following assumptions on the coefficient c of convex
combination:

Assumption (H2): assume the positive constants γ, D∞, δ and c satisfy the following

constraints,

β < γ < π, 0 < D∞ < min
{π

2
, β
}

, α < δ <
π

2
−D∞, c > max

{

2

cos(D∞ + δ)
,

2

1− β
γ

}

.

(1.4)

On one hand, we can prove the dynamics of the convex combinations are dissipative. On
the other hand, by choosing a proper coefficient c showing in (1.4), we may prove the
diameters of the convex combinations (maximal one minus minimal one) are correspondingly
equivalent to the diameters of phase, frequency, acceleration and jerk (see (2.8), (2.11),
(2.14) and (2.17)). Then, the dissipation of the convex combinations can eventually imply
the hypo-coercivity of the phase and frequency diameters.

Thirdly, the diameters of the convex combinations are only Lipschitz continuous and their
second order derivatives contains singularities. Therefore, even we get the dissipative struc-
tures in the second order differential equations, it is not sufficient to conclude the emergence
of synchronization. To address this issue, we combine the diameters of convex combinations
together to construct new energy functions E1 and E2 (see (2.18) and (2.19) for details of
the construction), and propose the following assumptions on system parameters:

Assumption (H3): Let η = 1− 2c−1 and assume the coupling strength K and the inertia

m satisfy the following constraints,

mK < min

{

η2ψl sin γ

16Nψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

,
N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

2ψl

}

, (1.5)

K >
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

D∞ηψl cosα sin γ
, (1.6)

K >
64(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)N3ψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)3γ2

η3ψ3
l cosα sin2 γ

. (1.7)
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It is easy to check that, when K is sufficiently large, and α and m are sufficiently small,
the set of parameters satisfying above assumptions is not empty. Under above assumptions,
we can prove the dynamics of the energy functions are governed by first order dissipative
differential inequalities (see Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 4.4). Then, the Lipschitz continuity is
enough for us to obtain the synchronization estimates (see Theorem 1.1).

Now, we are ready to claim our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H1)−
(H3) hold. Then, there exists a time t∗ ≥ 0 such that

Dω(t) ≤ Ce−Λ(t−t∗), t ≥ t∗,

where C and Λ are positive constants depending on initial data and system parameters.

The rest of the paper are organized as below. In Section 2, we introduce the construction
of convex combinations of phase, frequency, acceleration and jerk, and show the equiv-
alence relation between the diameter of convex combination and the diameter of original
state quantity. In Section 3, we present a first-order differential inequality of energy function
E1 that can control the phase diameter, and show that the phase diameter will be uniformly
bounded by a small value after some finite time. In Section 4, we derive a dissipative dif-
ferential inequality of energy function E2 that can dominate the frequency diameter. This
ultimately yields the occurrence of frequency synchronization exponentially fast. Section 5
is devoted to a brief summary of the main result.

Notation: For notational simplicity, we introduce some notations which will be frequently
used throughout the paper:

θ(t) = (θ1(t), · · · , θN (t)), Dθ(t) = max
1≤i≤N

θi(t)− min
1≤i≤N

θi(t),

ωi(t) = θ̇i(t), ω(t) = (ω1(t), · · · , ωN (t)), Dω(t) = max
1≤i≤N

ωi(t)− min
1≤i≤N

ωi(t),

ΩM = max
1≤i≤N

Ωi, Ωm = min
1≤i≤N

Ωi, D(Ω) = ΩM − Ωm, ψu = max
(i,j)∈E

ψji, ψl = min
(i,j)∈E

ψji,

ai(t) = ω̇i(t), a(t) = (a1(t), · · · , aN (t)), Da(t) = max
1≤i,j≤N

|ai(t)− aj(t)|,

bi(t) = ȧi(t), b(t) = (b1(t), · · · , bN (t)), Db(t) = max
1≤i,j≤N

|bi(t)− bj(t)|.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some elementary concepts and estimates, and introduce the
constructions of convex combinations and new energy functions.

First, we recall the definition of complete synchronization.

Definition 2.1. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1). The system exhibits asymp-

totic complete frequency synchronization if and only if the relative frequency difference tends

to zero asymptotically:

lim
t→∞

(ωi(t)− ωj(t)) = 0, for all i, j = 1, 2, · · · , N.

Next, we present the construction of convex combination. Let z(t) = {zi(t)}
N
i=1 be the

state quantity of an ensemble of N-oscillators and c > 0 is a suitable constant mentioned in
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(1.4). For any given time t, we order the oscillators’ state quantity z(t) from minimum to
maximum

zl1(t) ≤ zl2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ zlN (t), (2.1)

where l1l2 · · · lN is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , N} depending on the state z(t) at time t.
Then, we construct a new function Y (t) related to convex combinations of z(t):

Y (t) = z̄(t)− z(t), (2.2)

where

z̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1zli(t), z(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−izli(t). (2.3)

The following lemma shows that the function Y (t) is equivalent to the diameter Dz(t).

Lemma 2.1. Let z(t) = {zi(t)}
N
i=1 be the state quantity of an ensemble of N-oscillators at

time t. Then, we have

ηDz(t) ≤ Y (t) ≤ Dz(t), η = 1−
2

c
,

where Y (t) is defined in (2.2) and Dz(t) = max
1≤i≤N

zi(t)− min
1≤i≤N

zi(t).

Proof. For the sake of discussion, at time t, we assume without loss of generality

z1(t) ≤ z2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ zN (t), (2.4)

if necessary, we still adopt (2.1). Then based on (2.4) and the construction of Y (t) in (2.2),
we have

Y (t) = z̄(t)− z(t), z̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1zi(t), z(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−izi(t). (2.5)

It is easy to see that
Y (t) ≤ zN (t)− z1(t) = Dz(t).

Next, it follows from (2.5) that

Y (t) = z̄(t)− z(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1zi(t)−
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−izi(t)

= zN (t)− z1(t) +
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N−1
∑

i=1

ci−1(zi(t)− zN (t)) +
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=2

cN−i(z1(t)− zi(t)).

Then, according to (2.4), we have

Y (t) ≥ zN (t)− z1(t) +
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N−1
∑

i=1

ci−1(z1(t)− zN (t)) +
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=2

cN−i(z1(t)− zN (t))

=

(

1−
2

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N−1
∑

i=1

ci−1

)

(zN (t)− z1(t)) ≥

(

1−
2

c

)

Dz(t),

where we used the fact

2
∑N−1

n=0 c
n

N−1
∑

i=1

ci−1 = 2
cN−1 − 1

cN − 1
≤ 2

cN−1 − 1

cN − c
=

2

c
.
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In the sequel, we apply the construction principle in (2.2) and Lemma 2.1 to construct
crucial functions as follows:

(1) (Definition of Q(t)) For any given time t ≥ 0, define

Q(t) = θ̄(t)− θ(t), (2.6)

where

θ̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1θli(t), θ(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iθli(t),

and l1l2 · · · lN is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , N} depending on the phase value θ(t)
at time t such that

θl1(t) ≤ θl2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ θlN (t). (2.7)

Moreover, we have

ηDθ(t) ≤ Q(t) ≤ Dθ(t). (2.8)

(2) (Definition of F (t)) For any given time t ≥ 0, define

F (t) = ω̄(t)− ω(t), (2.9)

where

ω̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ωki(t), ω(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iωki(t),

and k1k2 · · · kN is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , N} depending on the frequency value
ω(t) at time t such that

ωk1(t) ≤ ωk2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωkN (t). (2.10)

Moreover, we have

ηDω(t) ≤ F (t) ≤ Dω(t). (2.11)

(3) (Definition of A(t)) For any given time t ≥ 0, define

A(t) = ā(t)− a(t), (2.12)

where

ā(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1api(t), a(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iapi(t),

and p1p2 · · · pN is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , N} depending on the acceleration value
a(t) at time t such that

ap1(t) ≤ ap2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ apN (t). (2.13)

Moreover, we have

ηDa(t) ≤ A(t) ≤ Da(t). (2.14)
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(4) (Definition of B(t)) For any given time t ≥ 0, define

B(t) = b̄(t)− b(t), (2.15)

where

b̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1bqi(t), b(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−ibqi(t),

and q1q2 · · · qN is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , N} depending on the value b(t) at time
t such that

bq1(t) ≤ bq2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ bqN (t). (2.16)

Moreover, we have

ηDb(t) ≤ B(t) ≤ Db(t). (2.17)

Note that due to the analyticity of solution to system (1.1), functions Q(t), F (t), A(t)
and B(t) respectively introduced in (2.6),(2.9), (2.12) and (2.15) are Lipschitz continuous.
Based on this fine property, we define the following two functions E1(t) and E2(t):

E1(t) := Q(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (t) + 2m2A(t), (2.18)

E2(t) := F (t) +
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mA(t) + 2m2B(t), (2.19)

which will help us to capture the dissipation mechanism of system.
Finally, we provide a basic estimate related to initial configuration.

Lemma 2.2. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and assume the initial data

(θ(0), ω(0)) satisfies the following condition

2mD(Ω) + 4mKψu sinα+ (1 + 4mKψu cosα)Dθ(0) + 3mDω(0) < β. (2.20)

Then, we have

Dθ(0) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(0) + 2m2Da(0) < β. (2.21)

Proof. Recall ωi(t) = θ̇i(t) and ai(t) = ω̇i(t), and we see from (1.1) that

mai(0) + ωi(0) = Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(0)− θi(0) + α),

i.e. ai(0) =
1

m



−ωi(0) + Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(0)− θi(0) + α)



 .

(2.22)

Moreover, we can find some indices i and j such that

Da(0) = ai(0)− aj(0).
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This yields from (2.22) that

Da(0) = −
1

m
(ωi(0)− ωj(0)) +

1

m
(Ωi − Ωj)

+
1

m

K

N

N
∑

k=1

[ψik sin(θk(0)− θi(0) + α)− ψjk sin(θk(0)− θj(0) + α)]

≤
1

m
Dω(0) +

1

m
D(Ω)

+
1

m

K

N

N
∑

k=1

[ψik sin(θk(0)− θi(0)) cos α+ ψik cos(θk(0)− θi(0)) sinα

−ψjk sin(θk(0) − θj(0)) cosα− ψjk cos(θk(0)− θj(0)) sin α]

≤
1

m
Dω(0) +

1

m
D(Ω) +

2Kψu cosα

m
Dθ(0) +

2Kψu sinα

m
.

(2.23)

where we applied the following facts

sin(x+ y) = sinx cos y + cos x sin y, | sinx| ≤ |x|, | cos x| ≤ 1.

Thus, it follows from (2.23) that

Dθ(0) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(0) + 2m2Da(0)

≤ Dθ(0) +mDω(0)

+ 2m2

[

1

m
Dω(0) +

1

m
D(Ω) +

2Kψu cosα

m
Dθ(0) +

2Kψu sinα

m

]

= 2mD(Ω) + 4mKψu sinα+ (1 + 4mKψu cosα)Dθ(0) + 3mDω(0).

This together with the assumption (2.20) yields

Dθ(0) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(0) + 2m2Da(0) < β,

which completes the proof. �

3. Entrance to a small region

In this section, we present that all Kuramoto oscillators will be trapped into a region
confined into a quarter circle. More precisely, we analyze the dynamics of energy function
E1(t) defined in (2.18) which can control the diameter of phase and frequency, and then
provide a first-order Gronwall-type inequality of E1(t). This leads to the small uniform
boundedness of phase diameter after some finite time.

We first provide the key estimate which clearly shows the dissipative mechanism in terms
of the phase diameter. This will be crucially used in the latter analysis on the dynamics of
Q(t).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose oscillators’ phases at time t satisfy

θ1(t) ≤ θ2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ θN (t), Dθ(t) < γ < π.
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Then, we have

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) ≤ − sinDθ(t),
N−1
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=i+1
(j,i)∈E

sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) ≥ sinDθ(t).

As the proof of Lemma 3.1 is rather lengthy, we will put it in the Appendix section. Now,
as the solution to system (1.1) is analytic, we can express the time line into the union of
countably many intervals as follows,

[0,+∞) =
+∞
⋃

l=1

Il, Il = [tl−1, tl), t0 = 0, (3.1)

where, in each Il, the orders of oscillators’ phases, frequencies, accelerations and jerks are
unchanged. Then, in each Il, we can apply the key estimates in Lemma 3.1 to obtain a
second-order differential inequality of Q(t).

Lemma 3.2. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1), and suppose Assumption (H2)
holds and

Dθ(t) < γ < π, for t ∈ Il,

where Il is some time interval defined in (3.1). Then, we have

mQ̈(t) + Q̇(t) ≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t), t ∈ Il.

Remark 3.1. As t ∈ Il, the order of oscillators’ phases is unchanged. Then, the second

order derivative of Q(t) is well defined. However, at the end point of Il, the second derivative

of Q(t) may produce delta function. Therefore, the above second order differential inequality

is not enough to prove the dissipation of Q(t).

Proof. For t ∈ Il, there exists some permutation l1l2 · · · lN of {1, 2, . . . , N} such that oscil-
lators’ phases at time t are well-ordered as follows

θl1(t) ≤ θl2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ θlN (t). (3.2)

As a matter of convenience and without loss of generality, in (3.2), we assume li = i, i.e.,

θ1(t) ≤ θ2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ θN (t), (3.3)

if necessary, we still adopt (3.2). Then, based on the definition of Q(t) in (2.6), we have

Q(t) = θ̄(t)− θ(t), θ̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1θi(t), θ(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iθi(t). (3.4)

From (3.4), we see that

mQ̈(t) + Q̇(t) = m(¨̄θ(t)− θ̈(t)) + ( ˙̄θ(t)− θ̇(t)) = m ¨̄θ(t) + ˙̄θ(t)− (mθ̈(t) + θ̇(t)). (3.5)

In the sequel, we divide the proof into three steps.
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• Step 1: We first consider the dynamics of θ̄(t). It is clear to see from (1.1) and (3.4) that

m ¨̄θ(t) + ˙̄θ(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1(mθ̈i(t) + θ̇i(t))

=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1



Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)





=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1Ωi

+
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij [sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) cosα+ cos(θj(t)− θi(t)) sinα].

This yields that

m ¨̄θ(t) + ˙̄θ(t) ≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα+
K cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα+
K cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

(ci−1 − cj−1)ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα+
K cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα+
Kψl cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

sin(θj(t)− θi(t)).

Here, we applied ψij = ψji and the constraint on c in Assumption (H2) yielding

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

=

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j<i

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) +

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j>i

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

=
N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j<i

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) +
N
∑

j=1

cj−1
N
∑

i=1
i>j

ψji sin(θi(t)− θj(t))

=

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j<i

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t))−

N
∑

j=1

cj−1
N
∑

i=1
i>j

ψji sin(θj(t)− θi(t))

=

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

(ci−1 − cj−1)ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t)),

(3.6)
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and

i− j ≥ 1, ci−1 − cj−1 = cj−1(ci−j − 1) > 1, sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) ≤ 0, for j < i. (3.7)

Moreover, owing to Lemma 3.1, we find

m ¨̄θ(t) + ˙̄θ(t) ≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα−
Kψl cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

sinDθ(t). (3.8)

• Step 2: Next, by similar argument, we can prove the following estimate of the dynamics
of θ(t),

mθ̈(t) + θ̇(t) ≥ Ωm −Kψu sinα+
Kψl cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

sinDθ(t). (3.9)

• Step 3: Now, we collect (3.5), (3.8) and (3.9) to obtain

mQ̈(t) + Q̇(t) = D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

sinDθ(t)

≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

sin γ

γ
Dθ(t)

≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t), t ∈ Il,

Here, we applied the decreasing property of sinx
x
, x ∈ (0, π] and the relation (2.8). �

As mentioned in Remark 3.1, the above estimate of Q(t) in Lemma 3.2 is insufficient.
The main difficulty comes from the second order derivative of Q(t), which in fact is a

combination of the accelerations θ̈i. Therefore, in the sequel, we present a rough estimate
on the dynamics of A(t), which is equivalent to the diameter of the accelerations, see defined
in (2.12). For this, we directly differentiate (1.1) with respect to time t to obtain

mω̈i(t) + ω̇i(t) =
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t)). (3.10)

Recall ai(t) = ω̇i(t), and thus it follows from (3.10) that

mȧi(t) + ai(t) =
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t)). (3.11)

Lemma 3.3. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1). Then, we have

mȦ(t) +A(t) ≤ 2Kψu
1

η
F (t), t ∈ Il, l = 1, 2, · · · , (3.12)

where Il is defined in (3.1).

Proof. For any fixed time interval Il and t ∈ Il with l = 1, 2, · · · , there exists some permu-
tation p1p2 · · · pN such that oscillators’ accelerations at time t are in the following ordered
manner

ap1(t) ≤ ap2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ apN (t). (3.13)

Note that the permutation p1p2 · · · pN here may be different from that l1l2 · · · lN in (3.2)
at the same instant. Similarly, for the sake of discussion and without loss of generality, in
(3.13), we assume pi = i, i.e.,

a1(t) ≤ a2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ aN (t), (3.14)
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if necessary, we still adopt (3.13). Then based on (3.14) and the construction of A(t) in
(2.12), we have

A(t) = ā(t)−a(t), ā(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ai(t), a(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iai(t). (3.15)

It follows from (3.15) that

mȦ(t) +A(t) = m( ˙̄a(t)− ȧ(t)) + (ā(t)− a(t)) = (m ˙̄a(t) + ā(t))− (mȧ(t) + a(t)).
(3.16)

We first estimate the term m ˙̄a(t) + ā(t) in (3.16),

m ˙̄a(t) + ā(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1(mȧi(t) + ai(t))

=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1





K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))





≤ KψuDω(t).

(3.17)

Furthermore, we can apply the similar argument as in (3.17) to find

mȧ(t) + a(t) ≥ −KψuDω(t). (3.18)

Then, we collect (3.16), (3.17), (3.18) and (2.11) to obtain

mȦ(t) +A(t) ≤ 2KψuDω(t) ≤ 2Kψu
1

η
F (t), t ∈ Il.

This derives the desired result. �

Now, we may use the damping term in the differential inequality of A(t) to control the
second order derivative of Q(t). However, the dynamics of Q(t) and A(t) are still not
dissipative, since there is an additional term F (t), which is equivalent to the diameter of
the frequencies. This pushes us to study the estimate on the dynamics of F (t) defined in

(2.9). Recall ωi(t) = θ̇i(t), then it follows from (1.1) that

mω̇i(t) + ωi(t) = Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α), t > 0. (3.19)

Lemma 3.4. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1). Then, we have

mḞ (t) + F (t) ≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα+ 2Kψu cosα
1

η
Q(t), t ∈ Il, l = 1, 2, · · · ,

where Il is defined in (3.1).

Proof. For any fixed time interval Il and t ∈ Il with l = 1, 2, · · · , we can find one permutation
k1k2 · · · kN of {1,2,. . . ,N} such that oscillators’ frequencies at time t are well-ordering as
below

ωk1(t) ≤ ωk2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωkN (t). (3.20)

Note that the permutation k1k2 · · · kN here may differ from the permutation l1l2 · · · lN in
(3.2) and p1p2 · · · pN in (3.13) at the same instant. For the sake of discussion, in (3.20), we
assume ki = i without loss of generality, i.e.,

ω1(t) ≤ ω2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωN (t), (3.21)
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if necessary, we still adopt (3.20). Then based on (3.21) and the construction of F (t) in
(2.9), we have

F (t) = ω̄(t)− ω(t), ω̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ωi(t), ω(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iωi(t).

(3.22)
It follows from (3.22) that

mḞ (t) + F (t) = m( ˙̄ω(t)− ω̇(t)) + (ω̄(t)− ω(t)) = (m ˙̄ω(t) + ω̄(t))− (mω̇(t) + ω(t)).
(3.23)

We first cope with the term m ˙̄ω(t) + ω̄(t) in (3.23),

m ˙̄ω(t) + ω̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1(mω̇i(t) + ωi(t))

=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1



Ωi +
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)





=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1Ωi

+
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij [sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) cosα+ cos(θj(t)− θi(t)) sinα] .

Moreover, it can be estimated as below

m ˙̄ω(t) + ω̄(t) ≤ ΩM +Kψu sinα+Kψu cosαDθ(t), (3.24)

where we used the following relations

| cos(θj(t)− θi(t))| ≤ 1, | sin(θj(t)− θi(t))| ≤ |θj(t)− θi(t)| ≤ Dθ(t).

On the other hand, we can apply the similar argument as in (3.24) to derive

mω̇(t) + ω(t) ≥ Ωm −Kψu sinα−Kψu cosαDθ(t). (3.25)

Then, we combine (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and (2.8) to get

mḞ (t) + F (t) ≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα+ 2Kψu cosαDθ(t)

≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα+ 2Kψu cosα
1

η
Q(t), t ∈ Il.

This derives the desired result. �

Now, we are ready to provide a Gronwall type inequality of E1(t) defined in (2.18).

Lemma 3.5. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H1)-
(H3) hold. Then, we have

d

dt
E1(t) ≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

E1(t), a.e. 0 ≤ t < +∞. (3.26)
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Proof. First, we construct a set

B = {T > 0|Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t) < γ < π,∀ 0 ≤ t < T}.

Owing to (2.21) and the continuity of functions Dθ(t),Dω(t) and Da(t), we can find some
ε > 0 such that

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t) < β < γ, ∀ t ∈ [0, ε).

This means ε ∈ B and thus the set B is not empty. Then, we define T ∗ = supB. We claim
that T ∗ = +∞. Suppose by contrary, i.e., T ∗ < +∞. This means the following assertions
hold

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t) < γ < π, ∀ 0 ≤ t < T ∗,

Dθ(T
∗) +

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(T

∗) + 2m2Da(T
∗) = γ,

(3.27)

which also yields the relation

Dθ(t) < γ < π, ∀ 0 ≤ t < T ∗. (3.28)

We may assume the orders of the oscillators’ phases, frequencies, accelerations and jerks are
unchanged in [0, T ∗) (Otherwise, we may split [0, T ∗) into a union of finitely many intervals,
so that the order of each state quantity of oscillators is fixed on each time interval. Then
we can study the dynamics on each interval). Thus, based on (3.28) and applying Lemma
3.2, Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.3, we have for 0 ≤ t < T ∗,

mQ̈(t) + Q̇(t) ≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t), (3.29)

mḞ + F (t) ≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα+ 2Kψu cosα
1

η
Q(t), (3.30)

mȦ(t) +A(t) ≤ 2Kψu
1

η
F (t). (3.31)

Multiplying (3.30) by ηψl sinγ

2Nψu(
∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ
, we get

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mḞ (t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

F (t)

≤ (D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

+
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t).

(3.32)

Moreover, we multiply (3.31) by 2m to obtain

2m2Ȧ(t) + 2mA(t) ≤
4mKψu

η
F (t). (3.33)
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Then, we add (3.29), (3.32) and (3.33) together to get

mQ̈(t) + Q̇(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mḞ (t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

F (t) + 2m2Ȧ(t) + 2mA(t)

≤ D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
2Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t) +
4mKψu

η
F (t)

+ (D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

+
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t).

This further implies

d

dt

(

Q(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (t) + 2m2A(t)

)

≤ −mQ̈(t)−
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

F (t)− 2mA(t)

+D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα−
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t) +
4mKψu

η
F (t)

+ (D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t)

−

(

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

−
4mKψu

η

)

F (t)−mA(t)

where we used the facts

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

< 1, |Q̈(t)| ≤ A(t).

Moreover, under the assumption (1.5) yielding

mK <
η2ψl sin γ

16Nψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

=⇒
ηψl sin γ

4Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

−
4mKψu

η
> 0,

mK <
N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

2ψl cosα sin γ
=⇒

4Kψu cosα

η
·

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

m = mK
2ψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

< 1,

mK <
N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

2ψl cosα sin γ
=⇒

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

2m = mK
2ψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

< 1,
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we have for 0 ≤ t < T ∗,

d

dt

(

Q(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (t) + 2m2A(t)

)

≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Q(t)−
ηψl sin γ

4Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

F (t)−mA(t)

= 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

(

Q(t) +
η

4Kψu cosα
F (t) +

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
mA(t)

)

≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

(

Q(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (t) + 2m2A(t)

)

.

According to (2.18), for 0 ≤ t < T ∗, we further have

d

dt
E1(t) ≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

E1(t)

= −
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

(

E1(t)−
2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ

)

.

(3.34)

This implies that for 0 ≤ t < T ∗,

E1(t) ≤ max

{

E1(0),
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ

}

. (3.35)

Moreover, owing to (2.21), (2.8), (2.11) and (2.14), we have

E1(0) = Q(0) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (0) + 2m2A(0)

≤ Dθ(0) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(0) + 2m2Da(0) < β.

(3.36)

Due to assumptions (1.4) and (1.6), we see that

4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
< ηD∞ < β. (3.37)

Thus, we combine (3.35), (3.36) and (3.37) to derive

E1(t) < β, for 0 ≤ t < T ∗.

This together with the assumption η > β
γ
in (1.4) yields

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t)

≤
1

η

(

Q(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mF (t) + 2m2A(t)

)

=
E1(t)

η
<
β

η
< γ, 0 ≤ t < T ∗.
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Moreover, it follows that

Dθ(T
∗) +

ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(T
∗) + 2m2Da(T

∗)

= lim
t→T ∗

(

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t)

)

≤
β

η
< γ,

which obviously contradicts to (3.27)2. Thus, we have T ∗ = +∞. This means

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t) < γ < π, ∀ 0 ≤ t < +∞,

which further leads to

Dθ(t) < γ < π, ∀ 0 ≤ t < +∞. (3.38)

Then based on the fact (3.38) and the Lipschitz continuity of E1(t), we can apply the similar
argument as in (3.34) and conclude

d

dt
E1(t) ≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

E1(t), a.e. 0 ≤ t < +∞.

This completes the proof. �

Lastly, we show that all oscillators will enter into an arc confined in a quarter circle in
finite time and stay there afterwards.

Lemma 3.6. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H1)-
(H3) hold. Then, there exists time t∗ > 0 such that

Dθ(t) < D∞ <
π

2
, t ≥ t∗. (3.39)

Moreover, we have

F (t) ≤
8(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N

2ψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)2γ2

mKηψ2
l cosα sin2 γ

, t ≥ t∗. (3.40)

Proof. According to (3.26), we see that

d

dt
E1(t) ≤ 2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)−

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

E1(t),

= −
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

(

E1(t)−
2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ

)

, a.e. 0 ≤ t < +∞.

(3.41)
We consider two cases below.
• Case 1: If

E1(0) >
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
,
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then for E1(t) ∈ [
4(D(Ω)+2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ
Kψl cosα sin γ , E1(0)], it follows from (3.41) that

d

dt
E1(t) ≤ −

Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

(

E1(t)−
2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ

)

≤ −
Kψl cosα sin γ

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

·
2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ

= −2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα) < 0.

This yields

E1(t) ≤
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
, for t ≥ t∗, (3.42)

where t∗ satisfies

t∗ =
E1(0)−

4(D(Ω)+2Kψu sinα)N(
∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ
Kψl cosα sinγ

2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
≤

E1(0)

2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
<

β

2(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)
.

• Case 2: If

E1(0) ≤
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
,

then we see from (3.41) that

E1(t) ≤
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
, for t ≥ 0. (3.43)

Hence, we set t∗ = 0 in this case.
Then, we combine (3.42) and (3.43) to obtain

E1(t) ≤
4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)γ

Kψl cosα sin γ
, t ≥ t∗.

This further yields from (2.18) that

F (t) ≤
8(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N

2ψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)2γ2

mKηψ2
l cosα sin2 γ

, t ≥ t∗. (3.44)

Moreover, due to assumption (1.6), we have

Dθ(t) +
ηψl sin γ

2Nψu(
∑N−1

i=0 ci)γ
mDω(t) + 2m2Da(t)

≤
E1(t)

η
≤

4(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)γ

Kηψl cosα sin γ
< D∞ <

π

2
, for t ≥ t∗,

which immediately implies

Dθ(t) < D∞ <
π

2
, t ≥ t∗. (3.45)

Therefore, the desired result follows from (3.45) and (3.44).
�
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4. Exponential frequency synchronization

In this section, we present that the frequency synchronization emerges exponentially fast
for system (1.1). Similar to Section 3, we investigate the dynamics of energy function E2(t)
defined in (2.19) which can control the frequency diameter, and then provide a dissipative
differential inequality of E2(t) resulting in the exponential synchronization.

For this, we consider system (3.10) starting from t∗ mentioned in Lemma 3.6, i.e.,

mω̈i(t) + ω̇i(t) =
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t)), t ≥ t∗, (4.1)

Similarly, owing to the analyticity of solution, we divide the time interval [t∗,+∞) into a
union of countable intervals:

[t∗,+∞) =
+∞
⋃

l=1

Jl, Jl = [sl−1, sl), s0 = t∗, (4.2)

so that the orders of oscillators’ phases, frequencies, accelerations and jerks are all fixed on
each time interval Jl. Parallel to Lemma 3.1, we present the following estimate which will
be used in the analysis on the dynamics of F (t). As the proof is very similar to Lemma 3.1,
we omit the details.

Lemma 4.1. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and suppose the order of oscil-

lators’ frequencies at time t satisfies

ω1(t) ≤ ω2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωN (t).

Then, we have

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

(ωj(t)− ωi(t)) ≤ −Dω(t),

N−1
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=i+1
(j,i)∈E

(ωj(t)− ωi(t)) ≥ Dω(t).

Now, we intend to prove the emergence of synchronization. In Lemma 3.6, we already
prove that all oscillators will stay in a small region after t∗. Then we have the following
second order differential inequality of F (t).

Lemma 4.2. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to system (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H1)-
(H3) hold.Then, we have

mF̈ (t) + Ḟ (t) ≤ −
2Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t), t ∈ Jl, l = 1, 2, · · · , (4.3)

where Jl is defined in (4.2).

Proof. For any fixed time interval Jl and t ∈ Jl with l = 1, 2, · · · , the second order derivative
is well defined. Moreover, there exists one permutation k1k2 · · · kN of {1,2,. . . ,N} such that
oscillators’ frequencies at time t are well-ordering as below

ωk1(t) ≤ ωk2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωkN (t). (4.4)

For the convenience of discussion, in (4.4), we assume ki = i without loss of generality, i.e.,

ω1(t) ≤ ω2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ ωN (t), (4.5)
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if necessary, we still adopt (4.4). Then based on (4.5) and the construction of F (t) in (2.9),
we have

F (t) = ω̄(t)− ω(t), ω̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ωi(t), ω(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−iωi(t).

(4.6)
It’s easy to see that

mF̈ (t) + Ḟ (t) = m(¨̄ω(t)− ω̈(t)) + ( ˙̄ω(t)− ω̇(t)) = (m ¨̄ω(t) + ˙̄ω(t))− (mω̈(t) + ω̇(t)). (4.7)

We first estimate the dynamics of ω̄(t). It follows from (4.6) and (4.1) that

m ¨̄ω(t) + ˙̄ω(t) = m
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ω̈i(t) +
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1ω̇i(t)

=
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1(mω̈i(t) + ω̇(t))

=
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t)).

(4.8)

Moreover, we find that

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

=

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j<i

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

+
N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1
j>i

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

≤

N
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1
j<i

ci−1 cos(D∞ + δ)ψij(ωj(t)− ωi(t))−

N
∑

j=1

N
∑

i=1
i>j

cj−1ψji(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

=

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

[ci−1 cos(D∞ + δ) − cj−1]ψij(ωj(t)− ωi(t)) ≤

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

ψij(ωj(t)− ωi(t)).

(4.9)

where we applied Lemma 3.6, (1.4) and the following estimates

|θj(t)− θi(t) + α| ≤ Dθ(t) + α ≤ D∞ + δ <
π

2
, cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α) ≥ cos(D∞ + δ) > 0.

ci−1 cos(D∞ + δ) − cj−1 = cj−1[ci−j cos(D∞ + δ)− 1] ≥ c cos(D∞ + δ) − 1 > 1.
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Then, we collect (4.8), (4.9) and Lemma 4.1 to get

m ¨̄ω(t) + ˙̄ω(t) ≤
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1

ψij(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

=
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

ψij(ωj(t)− ωi(t))

≤
Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

(ωj(t)− ωi(t)) ≤ −
Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
Dω(t).

(4.10)

For the dynamics of ω(t), we can apply the similar argument as in (4.10) to obtain

mω̈(t) + ω̇(t) ≥
Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
Dω(t). (4.11)

Thus, we combine (4.7), (4.10) and (4.11) to obtain

mF̈ (t) + Ḟ (t) = (m ¨̄ω(t) + ˙̄ω(t))− (mω̈(t) + ω̇(t))

≤ −
2Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
Dω(t) ≤ −

2Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t), t ∈ Jl,

which yields the desired result. �

In the sequel, we directly differentiate (3.11) with respect to time t to obtain

mäi(t) + ȧi(t) =
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij [cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(aj(t)− ai(t))

− sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))
2
]

(4.12)

Recall bi(t) = ȧi(t). Then, it follows from (4.12) that

mḃi(t) + bi(t) =
K

N

N
∑

j=1

ψij [cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(aj(t)− ai(t))

− sin(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(ωj(t)− ωi(t))
2
]

.

(4.13)

We present a rough estimate on the dynamics of B(t) in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H1)-(H3) hold.
Then, we have

mḂ(t)+B(t) ≤
2Kψu
η

A(t)+
2Kψu(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F 2(t), t ∈ Jl, l = 1, 2, · · · , (4.14)

where Jl is defined in (4.2).

Proof. For any fixed time interval Jl and t ∈ Jl with l = 1, 2, · · · , we can find one permuta-
tion q1q2 · · · qN such that oscillators’ jerks at time t are in a well-ordered manner,

bq1(t) ≤ bq2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ bqN (t). (4.15)
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Note that the permutation q1q2 · · · qN here may be different from that k1k2 · · · kN in (4.4)
at the same instant. Similarly, for convenience and without loss of generality, in (3.13), we
assume qi = i, i.e.,

b1(t) ≤ b2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ bN (t), (4.16)

if necessary, we still adopt (4.15). Then based on (4.16) and the construction of B(t) in
(2.15), we have

B(t) = b̄(t)− b(t), b̄(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

ci−1bi(t), b(t) =
1

∑N−1
n=0 c

n

N
∑

i=1

cN−ibi(t). (4.17)

It follows from (4.17) that

mḂ(t) +B(t) = m(˙̄b(t)− ḃ(t)) + (b̄(t)− b(t)) = (m ˙̄b(t) + b̄(t))− (mḃ(t) + b(t)). (4.18)

We first estimate the term m ˙̄b(t) + b̄(t) in (4.18). It yields from (4.17) and (4.13) that

m ˙̄b(t) + b̄(t)

=
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(aj(t)− ai(t))

−
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

ci−1
N
∑

j=1

ψij [sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) cosα+ cos(θj(t)− θi(t)) sinα](ωj(t)− ωi(t))
2.

We further make rough estimate to obtain

m ˙̄b(t) + b̄(t) ≤ KψuDa(t) +Kψu[cosαDθ(t) + sinα]D2
ω(t)

≤ KψuDa(t) +Kψu[D
∞ cosα+ sinα]D2

ω(t),
(4.19)

where we used Lemma 3.6 and the following estimates

|aj(t)−ai(t)| ≤ Da(t), | sin(θj(t)−θi(t))| ≤ |θj(t)−θi(t)| ≤ Dθ(t), |ωj(t)−ωi(t)| ≤ Dω(t).

Next, we consider the term mḃ(t) + b(t) in (4.18). It yields from (4.17) and (4.13) that

mḃ(t) + b(t)

=
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

cN−i
N
∑

j=1

ψij cos(θj(t)− θi(t) + α)(aj(t)− ai(t))

−
K

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

N
∑

i=1

cN−i
N
∑

j=1

ψij [sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) cosα+ cos(θj(t)− θi(t)) sinα](ωj(t)− ωi(t))
2.

Similar to (4.19), we have

mḃ(t) + b(t) ≥ −KψuDa(t)−Kψu[cosαDθ(t) + sinα]D2
ω(t)

≥ −KψuDa(t)−Kψu[D
∞ cosα+ sinα]D2

ω(t).
(4.20)
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Thus, we collect (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) to conclude

mḂ(t) +B(t) ≤ 2KψuDa(t) + 2Kψu[D
∞ cosα+ sinα]D2

ω(t)

≤
2Kψu
η

A(t) +
2Kψu[D

∞ cosα+ sinα]

η2
F 2(t), t ∈ Jl.

(4.21)

which completes the proof. �

Finally, we present the exponential decay of E2(t) defined in (2.19) which eventually leads
to the emergence of frequency synchronization.

Lemma 4.4. Let (θ(t), ω(t)) be a solution to (1.1) and suppose Assumption (H)1-(H3) hold.
Then, we have

d

dt
E2(t) ≤ −

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

E2(t), a.e. t ≥ t∗.

Moreover, we have

Dω(t) ≤
E2(t∗)

η
e
−

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1
n=0 cn)

(t−t∗)
, t ≥ t∗.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, and applying the similar argument as in
Lemma 3.3, we get for t ∈ Jl given in (4.2) with l = 1, 2, · · · ,

mF̈ (t) + Ḟ (t) ≤ −
2Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t), (4.22)

mȦ+A(t) ≤ 2Kψu
1

η
F (t), (4.23)

mḂ(t) +B(t) ≤
2Kψu
η

A(t) +
2Kψu(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F 2(t). (4.24)

Multiplying (4.23) by ηψl
2Nψu(

∑N−1
n=0 c

n)
, we have

ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mȦ(t) +

ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
A(t) ≤

Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t). (4.25)

Moreover, we multiply (4.24) by 2m to obtain

2m2Ḃ(t) + 2mB(t) ≤
4mKψu

η
A(t) +

4mKψu(D
∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F 2(t). (4.26)

Then, we add (4.22), (4.25) and (4.26) together to have

mF̈ (t) + Ḟ (t) +
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mȦ(t) +

ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
A(t) + 2m2Ḃ(t) + 2mB(t)

≤ −
2Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t) +

Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t) +

4mKψu
η

A(t) +
4mKψu(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F 2(t).
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This further yields that

d

dt

(

F (t) +
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mA(t) + 2m2B(t)

)

≤ −mF̈ (t)−
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
A(t)− 2mB(t)

−
Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t) +

4mKψu
η

A(t) +
4mKψu(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F 2(t)

≤ −

[

Kψl

N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

−
4mKψu(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F (t)

]

F (t)

−

(

ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

−
4mKψu

η

)

A(t)−mB(t)

≤ −
Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
F (t)−

ηψl

4Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
A(t)−mB(t)

(4.27)

where we used the assumptions (1.5) and (1.7), (3.40) and the following facts

|F̈ (t)| ≤ B(t), F (t) ≤
8(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)N

2ψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)2γ2

mKηψ2
l cosα sin2 γ

for t ∈ Jl,

4mKψu(D
∞ cosα+ sinα)

η2
F (t) ≤

32(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)(D
∞ cosα+ sinα)N2ψ2

u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)2γ2

η3ψ2
l cosα sin2 γ

,

K >
64(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)N3ψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)3γ2

η3ψ3
l cosα sin2 γ

=⇒

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

−
32(D(Ω) + 2Kψu sinα)(D

∞ cosα+ sinα)N2ψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)2γ2

η3ψ2
l cosα sin2 γ

> 0,

mK <
η2ψl

16Nψ2
u(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

=⇒
ηψl

4Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

−
4mKψu

η
> 0.

Moreover, we see from (4.27) that

d

dt

(

F (t) +
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mA(t) + 2m2B(t)

)

≤ −
Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

(

F (t) +
η

2Kψu
A(t) +

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

Kψl
mB(t)

)

≤ −
Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

(

F (t) +
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
mA(t) + 2m2B(t)

)

,

(4.28)
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where we applied the assumption (1.5) leading to

mK <
N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

ψl
=⇒

2Kψu
η

·
ηψl

2Nψu(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)
m < 1,

mK <
N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

ψl
=⇒

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

· 2m < 1.

Thus, it follows from (2.19) and (4.28) that

d

dt
E2(t) ≤ −

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

E2(t), t ∈ Jl.

As E2(t) is Lipschitz continuous, we immediately have

d

dt
E2(t) ≤ −

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1

n=0 c
n)

E2(t), a.e. t ≥ t∗.

This ultimately yields

Dω(t) ≤
F (t)

η
≤

E2(t)

η
≤

E2(t∗)

η
e
−

Kψl

2N(
∑N−1
n=0

cn)
(t−t∗)

, t ≥ t∗.

Therefore, we derive the desired result. �

Now, we are ready to prove our main result in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: We combine Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 4.4 to finish the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

5. Summary

We studied the Kuramoto model under the effects of inertia and frustration on a locally
coupled network, and presented sufficient conditions in terms of large coupling strength and
small effects of inertia and frustration to guarantee the exponential emergence of complete
frequency synchronization. Due to the lack of second-order gradient flow structure and
the singularity of second-order derivative of diameter, we switch to construct new energy
functions depending on the defined convex combinations, that can govern the diameters of
phase and frequency. We derived first-order dissipative differential inequalities of the con-
structed energy functions. Based on these estimates, we showed that initial configurations
distributed in a half circle will evolve to an invariant region confined in a quarter circle, and
then presented that frequency diameter converges to zero exponentially fast, which implies
the exponential emergence of synchronization.
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Appendix: Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. We only prove the first part of this Lemma since the second part can be similarly
discussed. Due to the connectivity and symmetry of the network, we can find a path between
vertices 1 and N :

1 = i0 ⇆ i1 ⇆ i2 ⇆ · · · ⇆ ip−1 ⇆ ip = N. (5.1)

Note that (ik−1, ik) ∈ E and (ik, ik−1) ∈ E with 1 ≤ k ≤ p. We see that

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) ≤

p
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}), (5.2)

This means that it suffices to verify

p
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ − sinDθ(t), (5.3)

In the sequel, we split the proof of (5.3) into two cases.
• Case 1: Consider the case that Dθ(t) ≤

π
2 . In this case, we have for all 1 ≤ l ≤ p,

0 ≤ θn̄l(t)− θ1(t) ≤
π

2
, (5.4)

where

n̄l = max
0≤k≤l

ik, 1 ≤ l ≤ p. (5.5)

We claim that

l
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄l), for all 1 ≤ l ≤ p. (5.6)

Next, we verify (5.6) by induction principle.
⋆ Step 1: For l = 1 in (5.6), we see that

sin(θmin{i0,i1} − θmax{i0,i1}) = sin(θ1(t)− θi1(t)) = sin(θ1(t)− θn̄1(t)),

since 1 = i0 < i1 and n̄1 = max
0≤k≤1

ik = i1.

⋆ Step 2: For l = 2 in (5.6), we consider two sub-cases.
⋄ If n̄2 = max{n̄1, i2} = n̄1, then we have

2
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik})

= sin(θmin{i0,i1} − θmax{i0,i1}) + sin(θmin{i1,i2} − θmax{i1,i2})

= sin(θ1(t)− θi1(t)) + sin(θmin{i1,i2} − θmax{i1,i2})

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θi1(t)) = sin(θ1(t)− θn̄1(t))

= sin(θ1(t)− θn̄2(t)).

(5.7)
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⋄ If n̄2 = max{n̄1, i2} = i2, then we have

2
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik})

= sin(θmin{i0,i1} − θmax{i0,i1}) + sin(θmin{i1,i2} − θmax{i1,i2})

= sin(θ1(t)− θi1(t)) + sin(θi1(t)− θi2(t))

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θi2(t)) = sin(θ1(t)− θn̄2(t))

(5.8)

where we used i1 < i2 in this subcase.
Therefore, we combine (5.7) and (5.8) to derive

2
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄2(t)).

⋆ Step 3: Assume (5.6) holds for l = q, i.e.,

q
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q), 1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1, (5.9)

we then prove (5.6) holds for l = q + 1. For this, we consider two sub-cases.
⋄ If n̄q+1 = max{n̄q, iq+1} = n̄q, then it follows from (5.9) that

q+1
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik})

=

q
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) + sin(θmin{iq ,iq+1} − θmax{iq,iq+1})

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q(t)) = sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q+1(t)).

(5.10)

⋄ If n̄q+1 = max{n̄q, iq+1} = iq+1, then from (5.9), we have

q+1
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik})

=

q
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) + sin(θmin{iq ,iq+1} − θmax{iq,iq+1})

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q(t)) + sin(θiq (t)− θiq+1(t)) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θiq (t)) + sin(θiq (t)− θiq+1(t))

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θiq+1(t)) = sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q+1(t)),
(5.11)

where we used iq < iq+1 in this sub-case, the concave property of sinx, x ∈ [0, π] and (5.4)
yielding

0 ≤ θiq(t)− θ1(t) ≤ θn̄q − θ1(t) ≤
π

2
, 0 ≥ sin(θ1(t)− θiq (t)) ≥ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q (t)).

Therefore, we combine (5.10) and (5.11) to conclude (5.6) holds for l = q + 1.
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Then according to Step 1 - Step 3, we prove (5.6) by induction criteria. Particularly, we
take l = p in (5.6) to get

p
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄p) = sin(θ1(t)− θN (t)) = − sinDθ(t),

(5.12)
since n̄p = N .

• Case 2: Consider the case that π
2 < Dθ(t) < π. We define

q = min{l :
π

2
< θn̄l(t)− θ1(t) < γ < π, 1 ≤ l ≤ p},

which is well defined since n̄p = ip = N and Dθ(t) = θn̄p(t) − θ1(t) >
π
2 . We only consider

the situation q ≥ 2 since it’s more simpler for q = 1. This implies

0 ≤ θn̄l(t)− θ1(t) ≤
π

2
, for 1 ≤ l ≤ q − 1 and

π

2
< θn̄q(t)− θ1(t) < γ < π. (5.13)

Then, we can apply the similar argument as in (5.6) to get
q
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q). (5.14)

From (5.13), we see that
π

2
< θn̄q(t)− θ1(t) ≤ θN (t)− θ1(t) < γ < π, sin(θ1(t)− θn̄q) ≤ sin(θ1(t)− θN (t)).

This together with (5.14) implies that
p
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik}) ≤

q
∑

k=1

sin(θmin{ik−1,ik} − θmax{ik−1,ik})

≤ sin(θ1(t)− θN (t)) = − sinDθ(t).

(5.15)

Thus, we combine (5.12) in Case 1 and (5.15) in Case 2 to finish the verification of (5.3)
which together with (5.2) ultimately yields

N
∑

i=2

i−1
∑

j=1
(j,i)∈E

sin(θj(t)− θi(t)) ≤ − sinDθ(t).

This completes the proof of the first part. �
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