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Abstract: This paper studies the synchronization of stochastic linear systems which are subject
to a general class of noises, in the sense that the noises are bounded in covariance but might
be correlated with the states of agents and among each other. We propose an event-based
control protocol for achieving the synchronization among agents in the mean square sense and
theoretically analyze the performance of it by using a stochastic Lyapunov function, where
the stability of c-martingales is particularly developed to handle the challenges brought by
the general model of noises and the event-triggering mechanism. The proposed event-based
synchronization algorithm is then applied to solve the problem of distributed estimation in
sensor network. Specifically, by losslessly decomposing the optimal Kalman filter, it is shown
that the problem of distributed estimation can be resolved by using the algorithms designed for
achieving the synchronization of stochastic linear systems. As such, an event-based distributed
estimation algorithm is developed, where each sensor performs local filtering solely using its own
measurement, together with the proposed event-based synchronization algorithm to fuse the
local estimates of neighboring nodes. With the reduced communication frequency, the designed
estimator is proved to be stable under the minimal requirements of network connectivity and

collective system observability.

1. INTRODUCTION

Because of the widespread applications, the past decades
have witnessed ever-growing interests in multi-agent sys-
tems (MASs). As one of its fundamental focuses, the syn-
chronization problem for linear MASs has been studied
in the literature. Given a group of agents modeled by
general linear dynamics, the distributed controllers are
proposed therein, towards the end of achieving the asymp-
totic consensus on the states of agents. For instance, in the
continuous-time domain, Ma and Zhang (2010) find that
minimal requirement for consensusability is that the agent
dynamics has to be stabilizable and the communication
graph must contain a spanning tree for unstable agent
dynamics. On the other hand, You and Xie (2011) consider
the MASs with discrete-time linear dynamics. Under a cer-
tain relation between the system matrix and the Laplacian
matrix, the authors show that the synchronization among
agents is able to be achieved with the static local feedback
control. Since then, various control protocols are developed
within this field of research, such as Gu et al. (2011); Xu
et al. (2019); Yan et al. (2021).

On the other hand, the autonomous agents are often
equipped with embedded microprocessors and onboard
communication that are powered by energy-finite batteries
and thus have limited energy resources. As such, event-
triggering has recently been popular for their capabilities
of improving the resource utilization efficiency (Dimarog-
onas et al. (2011); Yi et al. (2018); Kadowaki and Ishii

(2014); Nowzari et al. (2019); Yan et al. (2020)). Since the
early works Garcia et al. (2014) and Zhu et al. (2014), re-
markable efforts have also been devoted to developing the
event-based control protocols for solving the synchroniza-
tion problem in deterministic linear MASs. In these years,
stochastic linear systems with event-triggered schemes
have received particular research attention. For example,
Ma et al. (2016) focus on the stochastic MASs, where
the dynamics of each agent is subject to mutually un-
correlated zero-mean Gaussian white noises. Using linear
matrix inequalities, they provide an event-based controller
which facilitates the synchronization among agents in the
mean square sense while decreasing their communication
frequency. Considering state-dependent noises, Ding et al.
(2015) analyze control performance leveraging the theory
of input-to-state stability in probability, and derive suffi-
cient conditions under which the consensus in probability
is reached by using an event-triggered control protocol.
However, despite these works, the results in this area have
been scattered in literature.

In this work, we also focus on the event-based control for
stochastic linear system synchronization. Different from
the existing works, this paper considers a more general
class of noises. It includes the independent Gaussian white
noise model in Ma et al. (2016) and the state-dependent
noise model in Ding et al. (2015), since the noises are only
assumed to be bounded in covariance while they might be
correlated with the states of agents along time and among
agents. Because of its generality, this problem reveals
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various applications in both theoretical and engineering
fields (Ding et al. (2015); Qi et al. (2020)).

Here, we follow the approach of Yang et al. (2021), which
finds that, by performing the local decomposition of the
Kalman filter, the problem of distributed state estimation
can be reformulated to that of the synchronization of
stochastic linear MASs. We would therefore show how
the event-based control protocol proposed in this work
can be applied to develop stable distributed estimators
as well. In particular, the aim is to estimate the state of
an n-dimensional linear time invariant system by using
the measurements from m sensors, where the Kalman
filter offers the optimal solution in a centralized manner
(Anderson and Moore (2012)). This paper presents a novel
framework for the event-based distributed implementation
of the centralized Kalman filter, where each sensor node
performs local filtering with its own measurement based
on a local decomposition of Kalman filter, and infor-
mation fusion by communicating with neighbors through
the proposed event-based synchronization algorithm. The
designed estimator is proved to be stable (i.e., the state
estimation error is mean-square bounded at each node
side), which extends the results in Yang et al. (2021) for
the full transmission case.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let us consider the synchronization of a group of m agents.
The dynamics of each agent i is described by the following
stochastic linear system:

ni(k + 1) = Sni(k) + Bui(k) + Lizi(k), (1)
where 7;(k) € R™ and u;(k) € R are respectively the
state and control input, and z;(k) is the system noise with
zero mean and bounded covariance, i.e., E(z;(k)) = 0 and
cov(z;(k)) is bounded at any time. By assuming so, we
consider the most general class of noises which might be
correlated along time and among agents.

In this paper, we would like to design the control input for
each node such that they are able to achieve synchroniza-
tion in the presence of the noises {z;(k)}. To this end, we
make the following definitions:

A0 £ S w0, L)) £ S Lz (2)

Namely, 77(k) and Z(k) respectively denote the averages of
local states and noises at current time. Then the network of
agents is said to reach synchronization in the mean square
sense, if it holds at any k£ > 0 that:

(1) Consistency: The average of local states keeps con-
sistent throughout the execution, i.e.,

Ak + 1) = S7(k) + L. (k). (3)
2) Consensus: The agents can achieve consensus with
g

bounded error covariance, i.e., there exists a bounded
= such that

cov|(ni(k) — n(k))] < E. (4)

We elucidate these statements as below. First, the consis-
tency condition claims that the dynamics of average state
(k) is governed by a linear system, the input to which is
the external noises only. Therefore, the interaction among
agents will only affect the evolution of local states but not

(k). Second, due to the presence of uncertain noises, it is
unable for the agents to achieve exact agreement, i.e., to
perfectly track the average state 7j(k). As a compromise, in
(4), we aim to track 7j(k) with bounded error covariance.
We should note that in the absence of noises, these condi-
tions become identical to the standard ones as in You and
Xie (2011); Xu et al. (2019); Gu et al. (2011).

For a stable system matrix S, it is straightforward that
simply holding the zero input, u;(k) = 0, can realize the
synchronization among agents. To avoid this trivial case,
this paper focuses on the unstable system matrix:

Assumption 1. At least one eigenvalue of S lies on or
outside the unit circle. Moreover, (5, B) is controllable.

The communication network is modeled by a connected
undirected graph G = (V, &, A), where V = {1,...,m} is
the set of agents, £ C V x V is the set of edges. Moreover,
A = [a;;] is the weighted adjacency matrix, where a;; > 0
and a;; = aj;, Vi, j € V. Notice that (¢, j) € € if and only if
a;; > 0. Let us arrange the eigenvalues of Laplacian matrix
Lg as

O=p1 <p2 < < - (5)

2.1 FEvent-triggered communication and control strategy

This paper aims to design an event-driven strategy, under
which synchronization among agents is reached with low
communication frequency. In particular, for any agent ¢, it
broadcasts to neighbors only when a certain event at its
local side is triggered. Based on the received knowledge,
agent ¢ updates its state according to

zmm=F§}w@Am—m@» (6)

where I' € R'X™ is the matrix to be determined, and
i (k) £ SETFI k), ko€ K kL), (7)

such that 7;(k?) denotes the information most recently
broadcast by agent .

To determine the triggering instants k! for agent 4, let us
define the triggering function f;(k) as

k) = llei(k)|[> = (co + c10), (8)
where ¢, ¢; are positive constants, ¢ € (0,1), and
ei(k) = 7 (k) — ni(k). (9)

At the initial phase, communications at all agents are
carried out. After that, each agent updates its local state
based on (6) until the triggering function (8) exceeds 0.
To be specific, once f;(k) > 0, agent ¢ will be triggered. It
then broadcasts its local state n;(k) to neighbors, yielding
that €;(k) is reset to zero. Therefore, the sequence of
triggering instants is determined recursively as ki, =

min{k > k| fi(k) > O}, kb = 0.
3. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

We shall next study the performance of the proposed algo-
rithm. Particularly, in order to reach the synchronization
among agents, it is desired to establish both consistency
and consensus conditions.



Notice that the presence of noises prevents us from di-
rectly applying approaches of Lyapunov stability for de-
terministic systems to the analysis. We therefore resort
to a stochastic analogue of it. To this end, we will prove
an important preliminary result for our purpose, i.e., c-
martingale convergence lemma, which would be used later
in the stability analysis:

Lemma 1. (c-martingale convergence lemma). Let {F(¢)}
be a filtration in a probability space (2, F,P). Moreover,
let {V'(k)} be a sequence of non-negative random variables
such that

E[AV (k)] < —pV (k) + c(k), (10)
where E[AV (k)] £ E[V (k + 1)|F (k)] — V(k), p > 0, and
E[c(k)] < ¢ < oo. Then it holds for k£ > 0 that E [V (k)] is
bounded.

Proof. It follows from (10) that
0<E[V(k+1)|Fk)] <1 —p)V(k)+ck). (11)

The result is thus obvious by taking expectation on both
sides of (11), which yields that

0<EV(k+1)] < (1-pE[V(R)]+c

K1 ~ ‘ (12)
<(1- ) EV©O) 1Y (1- )
t=0
The proof is thus finished. (]

We are now ready to present the main result on achieving
synchronization of stochastic linear systems:

Theorem 1. Suppose that the Mahler measure! of $§
meets the condition

TN (s)] < 22l (13)

L= pa/pm’
where A} () denotes the jth unstable eigenvalue of S, and

o and i, are defined in (5). Let I be designed according

to
2 BTpsS

" Lo+ pm BTPB’
where P > 0 is the solution to the following inequality

(14)

STPBBTPS

QT S R
P—-STPS+(1-¢7) 5TE >0, (15)
with ¢ satisfying ||] ‘)\;‘(S)‘ < (i< % With the

event-based controller (6), the network of agents reach
synchronization in the mean square sense..

4. APPLICATION TO EVENT-BASED
DISTRIBUTED STATE ESTIMATION

There are many practices where the synchronization of
stochastic linear systems is applicable. In this section, we
will provide a non-trivial example showing how the results
developed in the previous sections can be applied to solve
the problem of distributed state estimation.

To this end, let us first introduce the formulation of
distributed estimation and consider the following discrete-
time dynamical system:

x(k+1) = Az(k) + w(k), (16)

1 The Mahler measure of a matrix is defined as the absolute product
of unstable eigenvalues of it.

where z(k) € R™ is the system state to be estimated,
w(k) ~ N(0,Q) is the independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian disturbance with zero mean and
covariance matrix @ > 0. The initial state 2(0) also follows
the Gaussian distribution which has zero mean.

A sensor network monitors the system above. The mea-
surement from each sensor i € {1,2,...,m} is given by

yi(k) = Ciz(k) + vi(k), (17)
where y;(k) € R is the measurement produced by sensor
i, C; € RV*" and v;(k) € R is the measurement noise.

By collecting the measurements from all sensors, we have

y(k) = Cx(k) + v(k), (18)
where
y1(k) C1 v1(k)
y(k) = S e B R co 1 (19)
ym(k) Cm Um(k)

and v(k) is zero-mean i.i.d. Gaussian noise with covariance
R > 0 and is independent of w(k) and z(0).

In this section, we make the following assumption on
system observability, which is the minimum requirement
for solving the distributed estimation problem:

Assumption 2. (Jointly observable). The system is jointly
observable, i.e., the pair (A, C) is observable, while (A, C;)
is not necessarily observable for each i € {1,--- ,m}.

4.1 Fundamental limit: Kalman filter

If there exists a single fusion center that has access
to measurements from all sensors, then the centralized
Kalman filter offers the optimal solution and provides a
fundamental limit for all distributed estimation schemes.
We thus introduce Kalman filter before going to the
distributed solution.

Let P(k) be the error covariance of Kalman estimate at
time k. Under Assumption 2, the error covariance will
converge to the steady state exponentially fast (Anderson
and Moore (2012)):

P = lim P(k).

k—o0

(20)

Since a sensor network typically operates for a long period
of time, we consider the steady-state Kalman filter, which
has the fixed gain

K =PC" (CPC” +R)™". (21)
By using K, the optimal Kalman estimate is calculated
recursively as

dk+1)=(A— KCA#K) + Ky(k+1).  (22)

4.2 An event-based distributed implementation of Kalman
filter

It is clear that the optimal estimate (22) requires the
information from all sensors. However, in a distributed
framework, each sensor is only capable of communicating
with immediate neighbors, which renders the centralized
solution impractical. Therefore, research attention has
been devoted to approaching the performance of Kalman
estimate in a distributed manner.



In this work, we propose a new framework for achieving
the distributed estimation with an event-triggered com-
munication strategy. Compared with existing algorithms,
the novelty of this framework is that we decouple the
procedure of local filters from that of the fusion process
so that communication among sensors occurs only in the
fusion process and will not affect the performance of local
filters. Particularly, the update at each time can be divided
into two phases. In the first phase, a lossless local decom-
position of Kalman filter is proposed, based on which each
sensor runs a local filter solely using its own measurement.
After that, the second phase fuses the local knowledge
by performing the event-based synchronization algorithm
from Section 2, to obtain the stable local estimators while
decreasing the transmission frequency.

In what follows, we will detail our solution for solving the
distributed estimation problem by respectively introduc-
ing these two phases.

Phase I: Implementation of local filters In the first
phase, a local decomposition of the Kalman filter is pro-
posed, where each sensor runs a local filter based on its own
measurement without communicating with others. It will
be proved that the Kalman estimate (22) is indeed a linear
combination of the local filters. Therefore, by properly
fusing the local filters in the second phase, it is possible to
approach the performance of the Kalman filter.

Before going on, we make the following assumption:
Assumption 3.

(1) all the eigenvalues of A — KC'A are distinct;

(2) A—KCA and A do not have any common eigenvalues.

Remark 1. In case that A— K C A does not satisfy Assump-
tion 3, we can always perturb K to ensure the validity of
these assumptions with little loss of the estimation per-
formance. This is feasible as the system is observable and
thus the eigenvalues of A — KC'A can be freely assigned.

Under Assumption 3, we can find a non singular matrix
V', by which A — KC A is diagonalized as

A—KCA=VAV !

where A £ diag(Ai,---, \,) such that Ay, -
eigenvalues of A — KCA.

(23)
-, Ap are the

In this paper, we consider the following local filter, which
is performed by each sensor i solely based on its local
measurements:

zi(k) = ik + 1) — BTE (k)
Eilk+1) = SE(K) + 1, zi(k), Vie {1,---,m},
where «fl(k) and z; (k) are respectively the state and output

of the local filter, § € R™ and G; solve the following
equation:

(Gi — 1, Ci)A = AG;, BTG = C; A,

(24)

(25)
and

SEA+1,6T. (26)

Before analyzing the performance of the local filter (24),
some of its properties are summarized below:

Lemma 2. Consider the local filter (24). There always
exist 0 and G that solve (25). Moreover, it holds for k > 0
that the covariance of z;(k) is bounded.

We shall next study the performance of local filter (24),
namely, how it is related to that of the Kalman filter.
For simplicity, decompose the Kalman gain as K =
[K1,- -+, K], where K; denote the jth column of K. In
the next lemma, it is shown that the Kalman estimate
(22) is indeed a weighted sum of the local filters and thus
can be perfectly recovered by the collective information of
them:

Lemma 3. (Mo and Garone (2016)). Suppose Assumption
3 holds. The Kalman estimate (22) can be recovered by

éz(k),z =1,...,m, through a linear combination as below:
i(k) = Z Fidi(k),
i=1

where? F; =V diag(V™1K;).

(27)

Phase II: Fusion of local filters via event-based synchro-
nization algorithm By virtue of (27), it is clear that
the optimal estimate needs to fuse éj (k) of all sensors.
However, in the distributed formulation, a single sensor
can only access the local states within its neighborhood.
Therefore, in the second phase, each sensor ¢ runs a
synchronization algorithm, through which a stable local
estimate is obtained by inferring éj(kz) for all j € V.
For the particular purpose of decreasing the transmission
frequency, we will adopt the event-based synchronization
algorithm proposed in Section 2.

To simplify notations, let 7; ; (k) denote the inference from

sensor ¢ on &; (k). By collecting its inference on all sensors,
each sensor ¢ contains a local state

ni,1(k)

ni (k) £ : eR™™. (28)
1i.m ()

Particularly, the local inference will be updated through

the following synchronization algorithm:

ni(k +1) = Smi(k) + Lizi(k) + BT Y ag (i (k) — 0i(k)),
j=1
(29)
where S £ I, ®S, i/i £ ¢, ®1, with e; denoting the
ith canonical basis vector in R™, B £ I,, ® B such that
(S, B) is controllable, I'=1,®T, and 7; (k) is the latest
information broadcast by sensor i and is calculated by

i (k) = SE=EDn, (kD). (30)

By collecting Phases I and II together, we summarize the
update of any sensor i in Algorithm 1, where the initial
values are set as #;(0) = 0 and 7;(0) = 0. The information
flow of Algorithm 1 is provided in Fig. 1, which requires no
fusion center and thus is achieved in a distributed manner.

4.8 Stability analysis of local estimators

As shown in Lemma 2, the covariance of z;(k) in (29)
is bounded at any time. As proved in Section 3, the
synchronization algorithm (29) guarantees that the local
states n;(k)’s achieve both the consistency and consensus

2 Notice diag(V~1K;) is a diagonal matrix, where the jth diagonal
entry of diag(V 1 K;) equals the jth entry of vector V~1K;.



Algorithm 1 An event-based distributed estimation al-
gorithm for sensor ¢ at time k > 0

1: Sorely using its own measurement, sensor ¢ computes
z;(k) and updates the state of the local filter by (24).
2: By fusing the most recently received information within
its neighborhood, sensor i updates n;(k + 1) according to
the synchronization algorithm (29)—(30) and (8)—(9).
3: Sensor i updates the local estimate as

Zi(k+1) =mFn;(k+1),

where F 2 [Fy, Fy,--- , Fy].
4: Sensor i broadcasts the new state n;(k+1) to neighbors
if and only if the triggering function (8) exceeds 0.

(31)

Yi k) Yj k)

Phase I | T
Local filter Local filter

&i(k) & (k)
I 1:/10) B ak)
Phase 1T

Linear system 7i(k)  (Linear system
i (k) 7, (k) 15 (k)
zi(k) (k)

Fig. 1. The information flow of Algorithm 1.

conditions. We shall, in the sequel of this part, show how
these conditions will help to achieve a stable local estimate
at each sensor side.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the Mahler measure of S meets
condition (13), and I" is designed based on (14) and (15).
Algorithm 1 yields a stable estimator at each sensor side.
Specifically, it holds for any k£ > 0 that:

(1) The average of local estimates from all sensor equals
the Kalman estimate. That is,

_Z% _

(2) The error covariance of local estimate from each
sensor i, i.e., cov(&;(k) — x(k)), is bounded.

), Vk > 0. (32)

Proof. The proof respectively hold by the consistency
condition (3) and consensus condition (4).

(1) Due to consistency condition (3), we obtain

Zm(k‘ +1)= me(k’) + Ziizi(k/’)

Comparing it with (24), we conclude the following relation
for any time k£ and any j € V:

(33)

m

&(k) =i ;(k).

i=1

(34)

Thereby, the following equation is satisfied at any k& > 0:

:i:i i (k
:iFJ[ZUu } i = 2(k).

T (35)

(2) Let us consider the local estimator of any sensor i.
To begin with, by the virtue of (4), we conclude that
cov(9;(k)) is bounded at any time k, where

6i(k) = ni(k) — (k).
In order to prove the boundedness of error covariance at
each sensor side, let us denote

&i(k) £ (k) — a(k), (36)

which is the bias from local estimate #;(k) to the optimal
Kalman filter. Combining (27) and (34) yields

B(k) = F Y mi(k) = mFi(k). (37)
One thus has -
ei(k) = mF(n;(k) — 7(k)) = mFé;(k). (38)

Therefore, the estimation error of sensor 7 is calculated as
éi(k) = zi(k) — (k) = (z:(k) — 2(k)) + (T(k) — 2(k))
= ei(k) + e(k),
where é(k) is the estimation error of Kalman filter. Since

Kalman filter is optimal, €;(k) is orthogonal to é(k).
Therefore, it follows that

cov(é;(k)) = cov(e;(k)) + cov(é(k))
= m?2F cov(6;(k))FT + P < m?F=FT + P,
(39)
where the inequality holds by the consensus condition (4),

and P is steady-state error convariance of Kalman filter as
defined in (20). We therefore complete the proof. O

Therefore, by applying (29), the problem of distributed
estimation is solved.

5. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

In the numerical example, we consider the case where a
network of four sensors monitors the system with following
parameters:

T
09 0 101 1
A|:O 1.1:|’C|:()11_1] , @ =051, R=2I4.
(40)

Suppose that the four sensors are connected as a ring,
where each edge is assigned with weight 1. The Laplacian
matrix is thus:

2 -1 0 —1
-1 2 -1 0
0 -1 2 —1
-1 0 -1 2
Therefore, one has po = 2, ug = 4. To guarantee the
condition in Theorem 2, let us choose ( = 0.5. Based on
these parameters, we calculate T' = [0.80, —0.41].

The initial states are set as 2(0) ~ N (0,I) and #;(0) = 0
for each sensor ¢. By performing Algorithm 1, we observe

Lg = (41)



from Fig. 2 that the mean squared estimation error from
each sensor is stable during the operation. Moreover, the
average communication rate over the whole network is
66.5% obtained by the 1000-run Monte Carlo trials. On the
other hand, the performance loss is only 5.3% compared
to the full transmission case.
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Fig. 2. Average mean square estimation error of system
states in 1000-run Monte Carlo trials.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the event-triggered synchronization problem
has been addressed for the discrete-time stochastic MASs
which are subject to a general class of noises. By using the
stochastic Lyapunov stability theory, we propose an event-
based control protocol, which is proved to facilitate the
mean-squared synchronization among agents. In particu-
lar, through the local decomposition of the Kalman filter,
we transform the problem of distributed estimation to the
synchronization of stochastic linear systems, in which the
proposed event-based protocol is applied to yield stable
local estimators while decreasing the communication fre-
quency.
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