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On Asymptotic Consensus Value in Directed Random Networks

Victor M. Preciado, Alireza Tahbaz-Salehi, and Ali Jadhaba

Abstract— We study the asymptotic properties of distributed
consensus algorithms over switching directed random networks.
More specifically, we focus on consensus algorithms over inde-
pendent and identically distributed, directed random graphs,
where each agent can communicate with any other agent with
some exogenously specified probability. While different aspects
of consensus algorithms over random switching networks have
been widely studied, a complete characterization of the distri-
bution of the asymptotic value for general asymmetric random
consensus algorithms remains an open problem. In this paper,
we derive closed-form expressions for the mean and an upper
bound for the variance of the asymptotic consensus value, when
the underlying network evolves according to an i.i.d. directed
random graph process. We also provide numerical simulations
that illustrate our results.

|. INTRODUCTION

Distributed consensus algorithms have attracted a sign
icant amount of attention in the past few years. Beside
their wide range of applications in distributed and pafallqi

computation [1], distributed control [2], [3] and robotigy,

they have also been used as models of opinion dynamics

belief formation in social networks [5], [6]. The centratfes

in this vast body of literature is to study whether a group
agents in a network, witthocal communication capabilities
can reach alobal agreement, using simple, deterministic

information exchange protoccﬂs.

In recent years, there has also been some interest in
derstanding the behavior of consensus algorithms in rand
settings [7]-[12]. The randomness can be either due to
choice of a randomized network communication protoco
or simply caused by the potential unpredictability of th
environment in which the distributed consensus algorithrﬂ
is implemented [13]. It is recently shown that consensu
algorithms over i.i.d. random networks lead to a global agre
ment on a possibly random value, as long as the netwoﬁf
is connected in expectation [10]. While different aspedts o)
consensus algorithms over random switching networks, SU%%
as conditions for convergence [7]-[10] and the speed of con-

of the distribution of the asymptotic consensus value has
attracted little attention. Two notable exceptions are Bay
al. [14], who study the asymptotic behavior of the random
consensus value in the special case of symmetric networks,
and Tahbaz-Salehi and Jadbabaie [15], who compute the
mean and variance of the consensus value for general i.i.d.
graph processes. Nevertheless, a complete charactenipdti
the distribution of the asymptotic value for genetadmmet-
ric random consensus algorithms remains an open problem.
In this paper, we study asymptotic properties of consensus
algorithms over a general class of switching, directed oamnd
graphs. More specifically, building on the results of [15],
we derive closed-form expressions for the mean and an
upper-bound for the variance of the asymptotic consensus
ﬁglue, when the underlying network evolves according to
n i.i.d. directed random graph process. In our model, at
ach time period, a directed communication link is estab-
shed between two agents with some exogenously specified

arrJ]ré)bability. Due to the potential asymmetry in pairwise

communications between different agents, the asymptotic

0}zalue of consensus is not guaranteed to be the average of the

initial conditions. Instead, agents will asymptoticallgrae

on some random value in the convex hull of the initial
conditions. Furthermore, our closed-form charactezati
of the variance provides a quantitative measure of how

(l)ﬂ]lépersed the random agreement point is around the average

UF the initial conditions in terms of the fundamentals of the

robabilities of communication, and the initial conditson

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the
ext section, we describe our model of random consensus
glgorithms. In Sectiongdll an@ 1V, we derive an explicit
xpression for the mean and an upper bound for the variance
the limiting consensus value over switching directed
ndom graphs, respectively. Section V contains simuiatio
our results and Section VI concludes the paper.

fodel, namely, the structure of the network, the exogenous

vergence [13], have been widely studied, a characterizatioll. CONSENSUSOVER SWITCHING DIRECTED RANDOM
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x (k) =Wix(k—1), 1)

wherek € {1,2,...} is the discrete time index(k) € R"

is the state vector at timk and {W;};_; is a sequence of
stochastic matrices. We interprki (1) as a distributedreehe
where a collection of agents, labeled 1 throughupdate
their state values as a convex combination of the state value
of their neighbors at the previous time step. Given this
interpretationx;(k) corresponds to the state value of agent
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at timek, andWw,. captures the neighborhood relation betweeimdependent directed edg€$i, j) , (j,i)}, where the ordered
different agents at timé: the ij element ofW, is positive pair (i, j) represents a directed link from nodé¢o node;.
only if agenti has access to the state of aggnt-or the In this paper, we study randomized time-switching con-
remainder of the paper, we assume that the weight matricesnsus processes. In particular, in each discrete time slot
W, are randomly generated by an independent and identically> 1, we construct a randorfirected graph¥; = (V, &%),
distributed matrix process. with &, C E., such that the existence of a directed edge
We say that the dynamical systel (1) reachessensus  (u,v) € & is determined randomly and independently of all
asymptotically on some patfW;};> ,, if along that path, other directed edges (including the reciprocal edge))
there existst* € R such thaty;(k) — x* for all i ask — «.  with a probabilityp,, € (0,1) for (u,v) € E., andp,, = 0 for
We refer tox* as theasymprotic consensus value. It is well-  (u,v) € E,. In other words, in each time slot, we randomly
known that for i.i.d. random networks, the dynamical systerselect a subset) of directed links chosen from a set of
(@ reaches consensus on almost all paths if and only if treandidate (directed) links if.. We are specially interested
graph corresponding to the communications between ageimisthe case in which the probability,, of existence of a
is connected in expectation. More precisely, it was showdirected link («#,v) depends exclusively on the node that
in [10] that W;....WoW; — 147 almost surely— whered  receives information via that link, i.e., Ru,v) € &) = p,,
is some random vector if and only if the second largest wherep, € (0,1). In this setting, we can model the ability of
eigenvalue modulus dEW; is subunit. Clearly, under such a node to ‘listen’ to their neighboring nodes. For example,
conditions, the dynamical system il (1) reaches consensimsthe context of opinion dynamics in social networks [5],
with probability one where the consensus value is a randof@], [12], the probabilityp, can represent the tendency of the
variable equal tor* = d”x(0), wherex(0) is the vector of individual at nodev to take into account the opinion of her
initial conditions. neighbors (which could depend, for example, on how many
A complete characterization of the random consenswquaintances the individual has).
value x* is an open problem. However, it is possible to Let us denote byA. the symmetric adjacency matrix
compute its mean and variance in terms of the first twof the graphG., where entriess;; = 1 if {i,j} € E., and
moments of the i.i.d. weight matrix process. In [15], thes;; = 0 otherwise. We define the degree of nadas d; =
authors prove that the conditional mean of the randorgjf:laji, and the associated degree matrixas= diag(d;).
consensus value is given by the random consensus value ®e also denote the random (nonsymmetric) adjacency matrix

given by associated with¢, asA; = [&E/ﬁ)}, which can be described
Ex* = x(0)"v1(EW,), (@) as
. . . . ~(k) Ayy, W.P. py,
and its conditional variance is equal to Ayy = { 0, w.p. 1— py. 4)
var(x*) = [x(0) @ x(0)]” veqcov(d)) (3)

T - 5 We denote the in-degrees ©f asdfk) =5, d,(ff,), and the in-

= [x(0) ®@x(0)]" va(E[Wi @ Wi]) — [x(0)" va(EW,)] degree matrix ady = diag(d\")). From the definition of%,
where vy (-) denotes the normalized left eigenvector correthe in-degrees are independent Bernoulli random variables
sponding to the unit eigenvalue, apddenotes the Kronecker dv ~ Ber(d,,p), i.e.,
product. In [16], the authors derive an explicit expression . d
for the mean and variance of* in the particular case Pr(d:(, ) :d) = (;)175(1—17‘7)‘1"_[1-
of a switching Erdds-Rényi random graph process. In the
following, we shall use[{3) to extend these results and deriv We describe the consensus dynamic§in (1) via a sequence
an explicit expression for the mean and an upper-bound f6f stochastic matrice§W, };>_; associated to the sequence of
the variance of the asymptotic consensus value over a wid@hdom directed graphs;, = (V, &)}, as follows:
class of switching, directed random graph processes. Wi — (Dk+1)7l(gk+1)T1 for k > 1. )

IIl. M EAN ANALYSIS FORDIRECTED RANDOM GRAPHS

PROCESSES Notice that adding the identity matrix to the adjacency in

(B is equivalent to adding a self-loop to every vertexvin

A. Directed Random Graph Process We include these self-loops to avoid singularities assedia
Consider a connected undirected graph= (V,E.) with  with the existence of isolated nodesh (for which d; =0,

a fixed set of vertice%/ = [n], and unweighted edges (noand D; would not invertible). SinceG,. is connected and

self-loops allowed). Each undirected edgeHn represents p, > 0 for all v € V, the expected communications graph is

a potential communication channel between nodaed j, connected and the stochastic dynamical systefin (1) reache

where this channel can be used to send information in bottonsensus on almost all paths, although the asymptotic

directions. In this paper, we focus on directed communicaonsensus value* is a random variable (not the initial

tions, i.e., the event of nodesending information towards average).

node j is independent from the even of nogesending In the following subsections, we first derive closed-form

information towardsi. In this context, it is convenient to expressions for the mean of, and an upper-bound for the

interpret an undirected edde, j} € E. as the union of two variancevar (x*) in terms of the following elements:



1) The set of initial conditions{x, (0)},.y, v (I-32)D;1AT = v (I-%). This last equation can be

2) the set of nodes propertie§,pu,d.)},cy, and written asw’ D'AT = w”. The solution to this equation is
3) the network topology, via the eigenvalues of the exthe stationary distribution of the Markov chain with tretioi
pected matrixEWw,. matrix D;1AT, which is equal torr=d/y;d;, whered =

As we shall show in Sectiofi 1V, our expression for theld1.-...ds)" . Hence, the solution to the eigenvalue equation
variance has a nice interpretation, since it separates tife
influence of each one of the above elements into three vi (EW,) =0 (I—3)'d,
multiplicative terms. In the next subsection we provide th

; . . . Where we include the normalizing parameter
details regarding our analysis of the expectation’of

J -1
o=\2 1,0
B. Mean of Consensus Value —1— Ml.(
We use [[2) to study the mean of the consensus valugych thaf|v, (EWi)|[, = 1. Hence, from[(2) we have
We first derive an expression fd@W;, and then study its .
dominant left eigenvectov; (EW;). For notational conve- E)=Y0 di % (0)
nience, we define the random variablé: 1/ (d; + 1) where ,; 1-mY '
d; ~ Ber(d;, p;), and denote its first and second moments as o _ a . .
MY L2E(Z) andMl.(z) 2 (z2). The diagonal entries d@tw, ~ Substituting the expression fof; ™ in ©®), we reach[{9) via

are then given byEw; = E [1/ (d;+1)], which present the Simple algebraic simplifications. =
following explicit expression (see Appendix | for details)

gl In general, the asymptotic medih(x*) does not coincide

Ew: = MY — 1-q; _ (6) with the initial averagexg = 2¥,x;(0). There is a simple
! ' pi(di+1) technique, based on Theoréin 1, that allows us to make the
whereg; = 1— p;. Furthermore, the off-diagonal entries oféxpected consensus value to be equal to the initial average.
EW, are equal to (see Appendix | for details): This technique consists of using(0) = (owi) ~x;(0) as
initial conditions in [1). Hence, one can easily check that t
di+1 . S
Ew: —a q;" " +Di (di+1)—1 asymptotic consensus valliyy*) equals the initial average
v pi(di+1)d; X0
1-mY
=aji —. (7
d; IV. VARIANCE OF THEASYMPTOTIC CONSENSUSVALUE
Taking (8) and[() into account, we can writ#, as follows: In this section, we derive an expression that explicitly
EW, =3+ (I — %) D AT ®) relates the variancear (x*) with the three elements that
- c co

influences it, namely, the set of initial conditiofis, (0},

where T £ diag {Mfl)]. As expected, it is easy to checkthe nodes propertiep.,d.)},cy, and the network structure
that EW, is a stochastic matrix, i.e(EW,)1, = 1, + (via the eigenvalues of the expected maiffiW;). For sim-
(I-3)D'AT1, =1, plicity in notation, we denot& (W, @ W;) and (EW, @ EW;,)

c c "

Based onl[{B) we can writé (x*) explicitly in terms ofd; by R and Q, respectively. Our analysis starts in expression
and p;, as follows: (3), which can be rewritten as
12 .

Theorem 1: Consider the random adjacency matfix in var (x*) = [x(0) @x(0)]” [v1 (R) — v1(Q)].
(@) and the associated (random) stochastic matgixn (5). _ _
The expectation of the asymptotic consensus valuglof (1) idence, we can upper-bound the variance of the asymptotic

given by consensus value as follows:
E(x") =% pwi x(0), 9) var (x*) < [|x(0) @x(0)[1 [lv1 (R) =v1(Q)[l...  (10)
. From the rules of Kronecker multiplication, we can write the
where ) . . "
first factor in terms of the initial conditions as
wi(pi,d;) = pildi+1)d; and
’ pi(di+1)—1— q;iﬁl’ ”X(O) ®X(0)”1 = 1<izj<n ‘xi (O)xj (0)‘ . (11)
,1 =)=
p(pidi) = Zw,» (pi,d;) ' In the following, we derive an upper bound for the sec-

7 ond factor ||v1 (R) —v1(0)|l, In terms of the nodes prop-
Proof: Our proof is based on computing; (EW;) erties and the network structure. Our approach to bound
and applying [[?). Let us define = v (EW;) and w =  |[v1(R) —v1(Q)||,, iS based on the observation that bath
(I-Z)v. From [8), we have that the eigenvalue equatioandQ aren? x n? stochastic matrices, and the dominant left
corresponding to the dominant left eigenvectorBi#), is eigenvectorss (R) andvy (Q) are stationary distributions of
v (£+(I—-%)D1AT) = vT', which can be rewritten as the Markov chains with transition matricgs and Q. We



matrix A = R — Q also follows the same pattern &and
0. Hence, comparing the entries 9fand R we can easily
deduce the following seven cases for the entrieA:of

DNy =05 =07=0,
Dy =My (z) — M (z),

By = S (~Ma () + M3 (21) .

- ..<M1<z,»>—M2<z,~> (1—M1<Zf>>2>
4 = djj )

d; d?

(1-M)?  112vi-3M; )
s = { ( 2 a@- ) , ford;>1,
—ajidgj (1—Ml (Z,’))27 for d,' =1.

-~
-~
-~
-~

-~
-~

wheremM® £ [1/(d; +1)?] can be written as a hyperge-
ometric function that depends qn and d; (see Appendix

[II). From the above entries, we can compute via simple, but

Fig. 1. The pattern oE[W; @ W] for n = 3. The numbers in parentheses ta(jous, algebraic manipulations the following expressar
represent the value of each entry defined in the Appendices. o .
the infinity norm of the perturbation:

denote these distributions by (R) £ it andvy (Q) £ m, re-
spectively. In this setting, we can apply the following leemm where

from [17] which studies the sensitivity of the stationary 1 n 1 1
distribution of Markov chains: si=2(1-M") |:Mi< '+ a (Mi( - 1)} ;

Lemma 2: Consider two Markov chains with transition ) . ' ,
matricesQ andR, and stationary distributions and 7, re- Note thats; is a function t_hat depends exclusively on the
spectively. We defing = I — 0, and denote its pseudoinverse>€duence of ”0‘_’65 propertigu, du)},cy; hencel|R — Q. .
by Gt = [gT.]. Hence depends exclusively on the set of nodes degrees and probabil
Y ’ ities, but it is independent on how these nodes interconnect
| 71— 11|, < K¢ ||R— Qoo (12) In the following subsection, we show how the pattern of
s N interconnection among nodes influences the upper-bound of
wherek; = max, Lgij‘ is called the condition number of the the variance in[{20) via the condition numberin (I2).
chain described by the transition matix
In the next subsections, apply the above lemma to bou . .
the factor||vi (R) —v1(Q)||,- In the first subsection we com—rE Pert'_”banon'Ba_‘Wd Boundf or the Varm_m_’e _ _
pute an explicit expression for the norm of the perturbation In this subsection we derive an explicit relationship be-
R — Q||., as a function of the properties of the nodes. In théveen the condition numbet;, and the network structure

second subsection, we study the coefficienin terms of Via the spectral properties &W; = =+ (I — %) D, ‘Al This
the eigenvalues GEW;. result will then be used to bound the variancerdin (10).

We base our analysis on a the following bound, derived by
Meyer ir21 [18], relatingk, with the eigenvalues o, denoted
A. Infinity Norm of the Perturbation |R — Q|| as{u}",:
Our approach is based on studying the entries ofithe
n? matrixR = E [W; ® W], and compare them with the entries
of Q0 = EW, ® EW,. The entries ofp andR are of the form
E(wij)E(w,s) andE(w;jwss), respectively, withi, j,r, ands ; _
ranging from 1 ton. These entries can be classified intd?€note by{A;};., and{y;}’_, the set of eigenvalues @,
seven different cases depending on the relations between NdEW;, @ EW, respectively. The ordering of the eigenvalue
indices. In the Appendices Il and Ill, we present explicisequences is determined by their distance to 1,[1e: A;f <
expressions for each one of these cases. A key observatidn-A;| for i < j. Hence, our result can be stated as follows:
in our approach is to notice the pattern that the above entrie Theorem 3: The variance of the asymptotic consensus
induces in the matrice® and Q. For sake of clarity, we value of [1) can be upper-bounded by
illustrate this pattern for = 3 in Fig. 1, where the numbers 2(n2_ 1)
in parenthesis correspond to each one of the seven casesur (x*) < ||x(0)®x(0)|1(1mzix{s,»}) <m>7
identified in the Appendices. T I 7
Since the entries at follow the same pattern as the entries (B) ©)
of O (although these entries are different), the perturbation (15)

2 (n2 — 1)
—.

ko (1= M)
Before we present our main result, we need some notation.

max
L]

gl < (14)



where{A;};_, are the eigenvalues @&W;, and the product i j -
M=) = Ny st 2wy (L= AiAj).

Proof: We start our proof from[{10)
var(x*) < [lv1(R) —v1(Q)ll.. [x(0) @ x(0) [

(a)
< Ks[[R = 0l [IX(0) ©x(0) |

® ({2%{5,}) 1x(0) ®x(0)]|;

© 2(n2—1)
< —= max{S;}||x(0) ®x(0
) DS x(0) @ x(0) .
where we have used Lemrh 2 in inequality (a), the expresig. 2. The above figure represents a chain of leader nodestetkas 1,2,
sion for HR _ Q||°° in m) in equality (b), and the upper and 3, with a set of followers. Connections between leadersepresented

. . : s pairs of directed links with existence probabilitigs, and p,,, with
bound in m> In step (C) We obtain the statement of th v € {1,2,3}. We have also included in this figure the connection of each

theorem by applying the following standard property of théeader and one of its followers (drawn as a smaller circle amdf each

nc . leader). In this case, the directed link incoming the foblowieader) exists
Kronecker product{ 1 };_; = {)\’A/}lii,,/’@' o ith probability p;s (py1). The rest of followers are represented under each
. . _leader, where we represent each pair of directed links asgtesiindirected
Remark 4: The bound in[(Ib) separates the variance intedge for clarity.

three multiplicative terms representing each one of the fol
lowing elements (for convenience, we have underlined each

one of these terms i _(1L5)): A. Expectation of the Asymptotic Consensus
(A) This first term exclusively depends on the initial In our first simulation we take a grapgh. composed by 3
condition as indicated by (11). stars connected in a chain (see Fig. 2). This graph is intende
(B) The second term depends solely on the nodde represent, in a social context, three leaders with a set of
propertiesd; and p;. followers. In Fig. 2, we represent the leaders using large

(C) The last term represents the influence from theircles marked as 1,2, and 3, and the followers using smaller
overall graph structure via the spectral propertiesircles. We assume that each follower only listen to one
of EW,. leader (the center of a star) and nobody else. In this p#aticu

example, the first, second and third leaders have 4, 8, and 16

Remark 5: Itis specially interesting to study the implica- followers, respectively. In each time step, a directed oamd

tions of Term (C) in the asymptotic variance. For exampleyraph; is built by choosing a set of directed communication
given the sequences of degrees and probabili§és;;_ ; links from G,.. We have fixed the probability of existence of a
and {p;};_y, the influence of the network structure on thedirected link coming into followers to be equal pg; = 1/2,
variance is given via Term (C). Since the eigenvalues Gbr all such links (see Fig. 2). Also, the probability of
EW; are key in this term, it is interesting to briefly describeexistence of a directed link coming into a leader is invarsel
the homogeneous Markov chain with transition ma#i  proportional to the degree of the leader. More specifically,
EWy=%+(I-2) D;lAZ.. This Markov chain presents a self- \we have chosem,, = 1/d,, for v=1,2, and 3, wherep,,
loop in each one of its: states with transition probability represents the existence of a directed communication link
P;=MY, as well as a link fromi to J with transition  from the u-th node to the-th leader.

probability P, = Sl_Mi(l> dlfl for (i,j) € E.. From an In this example, we compute the asymptotic consensus
analysis proposed by Meyer in [18], we conclude that Teriqalue for 100 realizations of a random consensus algorithm
(C) is primarily governed by how close the subdominantith initial conditions.x; (0) = i/N. We represent the his-
eigenvalues ofEW, are from 1. In particular, the further togram of these realizations in Fig. 3, where the empirical
the subdominant eigenvalues B, are from 1, the lower average of the 100 realizations equals 0.5077. The thealeti
the upper bound in((15). In the next section, we illustrat€XpPectation for the asymptotic consensus value applying
the relationship between spectral propertie€df, and the Theorenll equal& (x*) = 3, pw; (i/N) =0.4595, which is

variance of the asymptotic consensus value with sever) great accordance with the empirical value. For future
numerical simulations. reference, we have also computed the empirical standard

deviation of the 100 realizations to be 0.0298, and the three

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS eigenvalues oEW, closest to 1 arg0.98230.94490.75}.

In this section we present several numerical simulationd Expectation of the Asymptotic Variance
illustrating our results. In the first subsection, we numelly In this subsection, we numerically illustrate some of the
verify the result in Theorerfill1. In the second subsectioimplications of Theoreri]3 in the variance of the asymptotic
we present some examples to illustrate the implications @bnsensus value. Although the upper bound stated in this
Theoreni B in the variance of the asymptotic consensus valugheorem is not tight, there are some qualitative impligzio



0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 Fig. 4. Ring of 3 leaders and corresponding followers.

Fig. 3. Empirical histogram for 100 realizations of the ramddirected
consensus over the graph in Fig. 2. The empirical averageheneimpirical
standard deviation of the realizations are 0.4595 and 8,02%pectively. VI. CONCLUSIONS ANDFUTURE WORK

We have studied the asymptotic properties of the consen-
sus value in distributed consensus algorithms over switghi

that are consistent throughout our numerical experimendirected random graphs. While different aspects of congens

For example, as we mentioned in Rem&fk 5, given a set a*gorithms over random switching networks, such as condi-

initial conditions and nodes properties, the upper bound iflons for convergence and the speed of convergence, have

(@3) is primarily governed by how close the subdominarﬁeen widely stL_Jdied, a characterization of th.e distributio
eigenvalues ofEW, are from 1. In particular, the further Of the asymptotic consensus for gener@lmmetric random
the subdominant eigenvalues Bf¥; are from 1, the lower CONSENsus algorithms remains an open problem. _
the upper bound. We illustrate in the following numerical !N this paper, we have derived closed-form expressions
experiments that the lower the upper bound, the lower orf@r the expectation of the asymptotic consensus value as a
should expect the variance to be. function of the set of initial conditiongx, (0)},.,, and the
set of nodes propertie$(p,,d,)},cy, as stated in Theorem

In the first experiment, we slightly modify the network], we have also studied the variance of the asymptotic
described in the previous subsection and study the influenggnsensus value in terms of several elements that influence
of this modification on the eigenvalues &W; and the it namely, ¢) the initial conditions, ) nodes properties, and
variance ofx*. Our first modification is a change in the (jij) the network topology. In Theorefd 3, we have derived
probabilities of existence of a directed link from the  an upper bound for the variance of the asymptotic consensus
th node to thev-th leader without changing the networkyalue that explicitly describes the influence of each one of
topology. In particular, we choose the new probabilitiebéo these elements. We also provide an interpretation of the
puv = 3/d,, forv=1,2 and 3. In the modified network, the influce of the network topology on the variance in terms
eigenvalues oftW; closest to 1 arg0.97890.93720.75}.  of the eigenvalues of the expected matfi¥;. From our
Hence, since the effect of our modification on the eigen&lugnalysis we conclude that, in most cases, the variance of
is to move them away from 1, we should expect the variance s primarily governed by how close the subdominant
of x* to be reduced according to Remaitk 5. In fact, runningigenvalues oEW; are from 1. We have checked the validity
100 random consensus algorithms with the same initigf our predictions with several numerical simulations.
conditions, x; (0) = i/N, using our new probabilities, we
obtain a standard deviation 0.0286 (which is less than the
0.0298 obtained before).

APPENDIX

In the second experiment, we illustrate how the larger
COMPUTING THE ENTRIES OFEW,

the gap between the eigenvaluesii, and 1, the smaller
the variance ofx*. In this case, apart from keeping the _ . .

new set of probabilitiep,, = 3/d,, we convert the 3-chain \t/\/_e Sti%vgy computm%the entries BW;. The diagonal
of leaders into a 3-ring of leaders, as depicted in Fige.n fes OLLW, are given by.
4. In this case, the three eigenvalues I, closest to

d;
1 are {0.95777_0.9212 0.75}, which are even further away Ew; = E{ 1 N} _ 1 P(J,- = k)
from 1 than in the second example. Hence, as expected, 1+d; S k+1
the standard deviation of 100 random consensus algorithms d; )
. . . ) 1 [(di\ 4 diek
is even smaller than in the second example, in particular = z 1lx pi(1—pi)%
0.0274. In conclusion, our simulations are consistent with k=0
TheoremB and with the qualitative behavior described in 1— g%t

Remarkb. ~ pildi+1)



Similarly, the non-diagonal entries @&W, result in:

g
1+d;

¢ pi(di+1)—1
pi(di+1)d;
1-mY

di

EW,‘j ==

= a.]l

= ajl

APPENDIX
ENTRIES OFEW, @ EW;

We now compute the possible entries@n=EW, @ EW,.
The entries of the Kronecker matidiV, @ EW,, with EW, =
D~ AT present entries that can be classified into

S+(I-%)D

Similarly, we also have:

R>
R3

R4
Rs

Rs

R7

& B (wwy) = MY
s N i () 2)
£ E(wiwij) = m (Ml M, ),
A i) = (D @
£ E(wijwij) = m (M: M, ),
L2 OE (wiwy) = 2 Y ( 1—M£1)),
é E(w[jwis)
ajidsi (2) (1)
_ TI-D (1+2Mi —3M; ), for d; > 1,
0, for d; =1,
= E(wiwii) = E(wijwis) = E(wijwyi)
= E(wijw,j) = E(wijwrs)
Aajidgr _ (l) Y
T (=) (1w,
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