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Abstract—This paper studies distributed diffusion adaptation
over clustered multi-task networks in the presence of impulsive
interferences and Byzantine attacks. We develop a robust resilient
diffusion least mean Geman-McClure-estimation (RDLMG) algorithm based on the cost function used by the Geman-McClure
estimator, which can reduce the sensitivity to large outliers
and make the algorithm robust under impulsive interferences.
Moreover, the mean sub-sequence reduced method, in which each
node discards the extreme value information of cost contributions
received from its neighbors, can make the network resilient
against Byzantine attacks. In this regard, the proposed RDLMG
algorithm ensures that all normal nodes converge to their ideal
states with cooperation among nodes. A statistical analysis of
the RDLMG algorithm is also carried out in terms of mean
and mean-square performances. Numerical results evaluate the
proposed RDLMG algorithm in applications to multi-target
localization and multi-task spectrum sensing.
Index Terms—Byzantine attacks, distributed diffusion, impulsive interferences, multi-task networks.

I. I NTRODUCTION

D

ISTRIBUTED diffusion techniques involving networks
of agents have been broadly investigated in the last
decade, where the interactive networks among nodes with
cooperative relations are generally modeled by non-negative
graphs [1]. Distributed cooperation could enable adaptation
and learning strategies through local information exchange
among interactive nodes. Considering that the nodes cooperate
with their neighboring nodes to process streaming data, the
diffusion strategies commonly perform an adaptation step
where a node adaptively learns from its own information, and
a combination step where the node aggregates the information
collected from its neighbors. Other nodes in the network
perform similar steps as well, which is known as the adaptthen-combine (ATC) mechanism [2]. Diffusion strategies with
the ATC mechanism have proved to be quite effective in
solving distributed optimization problems in a large number of
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applications, such as target localization and tracking [3], [4],
collaborative spectral estimation [5], [6], intrusion detection
and clustering [7], [8], and multi-robot systems [9], [10]. Two
fundamental problems for distributed diffusion are formulated
as single-task and multi-task problems. The single-task one
means that all nodes achieve a common objective, whereas in
multi-task scenarios the nodes are divided into groups and the
nodes within the identical group reach the same objective [11].
Applications of multi-task strategies, where the objectives of
different nodes or grouped nodes will be distinct, have been
related to multi-target localization and tracking [12], [13],
cooperative spectrum sensing [14], [15], node-specific speech
enhancement [16], [17], and web page categorization and
ranking [18].
The conventional diffusion least mean-square (DLMS) algorithm has been applied to multi-task scenarios in which the
nodes cooperate with each other to estimate distinct parameter
vectors using stochastic gradient descent (SGD) techniques
[12], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28],
[29], [30], [32], [31], [33], [34]. Later on, theoretical analysis
of DLMS over multi-task networks has been carried out,
where the mean behavior and the networked mean-square
deviation (MSD) were discussed [18]. Following this research
strand, several variants of the DLMS algorithm were proposed
over multi-task networks. If the network suffers from some
uncertainties such as the topology change and link failure, then
the nodes may not execute synchronously, and asynchronous
events could hamper the information exchange among clusters.
The work in [13] introduced an improved DLMS strategy over
asynchronous multi-task networks and discussed the convergence conditions. A class of DLMS algorithms was proposed
to solve the multi-task estimation problem in [35], whose
tasks for neighboring nodes were related by linear equality
constraints. As discussed in [36], it has been proved that
the networked MSD performance for all nodes relies on the
inter-cluster cooperation over multi-task networks. Utilizing a
control variable to maintain inter-cluster cooperation among
neighboring clusters, an affine projection-based multi-task
diffusion strategy was further proposed to obtain improved
convergence performance [17].
Generally, the network environments are assumed to be secure, which means that there is no malicious cyber attacks over
networks, and information exchange among nodes are ideal.
In practical environments, however, large-scale networked
systems have many potential vulnerable points subject to
malicious attacks, which are prone to topology changes or link
failures [37], [38]. A typical class of malicious cyber attacks,
known as the Byzantine attacks, which can be completely
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aware of the networked systems, could ruin the network via
eavesdropping the information and transmitting fictitious messages [39]. Moreover, the nodes suffering from Byzantine attacks can leverage arbitrarily malicious rules and send distinct
information to different neighbors at the same time. In terms
of attack capabilities, Byzantine attacks involve many types
of malicious behaviors and commonly represent the “worstcase” adversarial situation [40], [41], [42]. Byzantine-resilient
decentralized optimization methods have been developed in
[43] and [44], in which every regular agent uses its local data
samples and applies coordinate gradient descent to update its
local model at every iteration. The work in [45] introduced a
total variation norm-penalized approximation to handle Byzantine attacks and proposed a stochastic gradient approach to
solve the Byzantine-resilient decentralized optimization over
static and time-varying networks. Therefore, it is fundamental
to design secure distributed algorithms to enable to resist
malicious attacks and to allow normal nodes still to achieve
their ideal objectives. We refer to such secure distributed
algorithms as being resilient to malicious attacks and such
network for resilience to adversaries [46].
To cope with malicious cyber attacks, several secure distributed strategies have been developed in recent years, mainly
towards improving the distributed SGD solver of the underlying optimization tasks over networks. A secure DLMS
algorithm was proposed in [38], in which this distributed
algorithm was regarded as a mixed strategy consisting of the
non-cooperative LMS (NC-LMS) and the DLMS hybrid mechanisms. Along this line of research, a correction-based secure
DLMS algorithm was proposed in [47], where a correction
step was appended between the adaptation and combination.
The aforesaid algorithms considered false data injection (FDI)
attacks that satisfied linear combinations of the regression
vector and the attack vector, and a DLMS algorithm based
on the Kullback-Leibler divergence was further developed to
detect adversaries [48]. Besides, the work in [49] proposed a
secure distributed algorithm relying on attack detection to deal
with the multi-task estimation problem against FDI attacks.
Considering Byzantine attacks, a secure distributed estimation
was established in [41] through attack detection raising a
flag to indicate the estimate beyond a threshold, where the
node then combined estimates of neighboring nodes with local
information. In order to make the network resilient against
Byzantine attacks, a family of mean sub-sequence reduced
(MSR) algorithms has been investigated, where each node
removes some extreme values received from its neighboring
nodes and updates its state to be the mean of the remaining
values [39], [50]. The majority of the distributed optimization
problems under adversarial nodes consider consensus-based
optimization protocols, in which the node gathers the states of
its neighbors and removes some extreme values that are larger
or smaller than its own state value [51]. The work in [52]
exploited the trusted nodes which can not be compromised
by adversarial attacks and formed a connected dominating
set in the original network to constrain effects of adversarial
nodes. With the help of a candidate-removal mechanism, a
distributed optimization problem was addressed to generate
reliable states in the presence of malicious nodes [53]. There

are numerous developments of distributed estimation problems
in the presence of Byzantine nodes, where the node removes
some extreme values received from its neighbors and the resilience is achieved. Resilience of consensus-based distributed
estimation has been studied in [54], [55] by leveraging local
observation and network connectivity. A distributed estimator
with resilience to adversaries was further investigated in [56],
where each node iteratively updated a local estimate after
removing abnormal observations as a weighted sum of its previous estimate. Recently, an intriguing work in [46] developed
a resilient diffusion least mean-square (RDLMS) algorithm
motivated by a MSR approach over multi-task networks in the
presence of Byzantine attacks, and also presented the tradeoff between the resilience of the distributed strategy and its
performance of the networked MSD in qualitative analysis.
The majority of the aforementioned secure distributed algorithms focus on Gaussian interferences. However, in realistic
circumstances, there are many non-Gaussian interferences
which can be expressed by the impulsive feature, whose
probability density functions have heavier tail than that of
Gaussian interferences [57], [58], [59]. Although the above
distributed algorithms using the mean-square error (MSE)
criterion have good performance under Gaussian measurement
noises, they often have significant performance degradation
under impulsive interferences, especially due to the inter-node
cooperation [60], [61]. To execute well in the presence of
impulsive interferences, several robust algorithms have been
designed to reduce the sensitivity to large outliers. Typically,
the lower-order statistics of the error were used to suppress
impulsive measurement noises, where the criteria involving
the mean absolute error [62], the mean p-power error [63],
etc. Some M-estimate approaches were developed based on
cost functions such as the Huber functions to counteract the
negative influences of impulsive interferences [57]. However,
such robust cost functions can not commonly be smooth everywhere. Hence, other smooth robust estimators were further
developed by utilizing the saturation property of error nonlinearities like the maximum correntropy criterion [60], [64],
and the Geman-McClure (GM) estimator [65]. Nevertheless,
it should be remarked that in scenarios with impulsive interferences distributed diffusion over multi-task networks against
malicious cyber attacks, despite its paramount importance, is
still open to the best of our knowledge and motivates this
work.
In this paper, we develop and analyze a robust resilient
diffusion algorithm over clustered multi-task networks in the
presence of impulsive interferences and Byzantine attacks. The
main contributions are:
1) We propose a novel resilient diffusion least mean
Geman-McClure-estimation (RDLMG) algorithm based
on the GM estimator and the MSR method over multitask networks, which ensures robustness under impulsive
interferences and resilience against Byzantine attacks.
2) The theoretical performance analyses of the proposed
RDLMG algorithm are rigorously derived and analyzed
for multi-task estimation in the mean and mean-square
senses. In particular, a closed-form expression of the
steady-state networked MSD for all normal nodes over
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the multi-task network can be accurately predicted.
3) Simulation studies of the proposed RDLMG algorithm
applied to multi-target localization and multi-task spectrum sensing demonstrate its superiority over existing
techniques.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. A network
model and some preliminaries of distributed diffusion are
introduced in Section II. The problem formulation and the
proposed RDLMG algorithm for multi-task estimation are
presented in Section III. Theoretical analyses of the RDLMG
algorithm in the mean and mean-square senses are discussed
in Section IV and V, respectively. In Section VI, we apply the
RDLMG algorithm to multi-target localization and multi-task
spectrum sensing. Finally, Section VII concludes this paper.
Notations: Notations in this paper are rather standard. At
time instant, the normal font letters with parentheses represent scalars. The lowercase boldface letters with parentheses
represent column vectors. The uppercase boldface letters with
parentheses represent matrices. Other symbols and notations
will be explained in the corresponding text.
II. N ETWORK M ODEL AND P RELIMINARIES
A. Network Model
An interactive network with multiple nodes (also known
as a multi-agent system) can be described by a non-negative
graph G = {V, E}, with the finite indices set of nodes V =
{1, 2, . . . , P } and the edges set E ⊆ V × V. An edge (j, i)
is graphically drawn via an arrow with head node i and tail
node j, which means that node i receives the information from
node j. Throughout this paper, we consider that the graph has
the bidirectional information flow and the arrow is naturally
omitted over graphs. The node j is a neighbor of node i if
(j, i) ∈ E, and the indices set of neighbors of node i is defined
by Ni = {j | (j, i) ∈ E}, including node i itself.
At every time instant n, each node i acquires the desired output signal di (n) and the input signal ui (n) and
the M -dimensional tapped-delay regression vector defined as
ui (n) = [ui (n), ui (n− 1), . . . , ui (n− M + 1)]T ∈ RM , which
is mathematically described via a linear form
o
di (n) = uT
i (n)wi + ηi (n)

(1)

where wio ∈ RM represents the ideal state vector, and ηi (n)
is an additive noise.
The objective of each node i in the network is to utilize
the streaming data {di (n), ui (n)} to compute an estimate
of the state vector wio . In the case of clustered multi-task
scenarios, each node i needs to determine its own state vector
wio . All nodes are classified into clusters, where the nodes
within the identical cluster perform the same state vector, and
different clustered nodes are interested in estimating different
state vectors [12], [8].
B. Distributed Adaptive Algorithms
1) DLMS Algorithm: Consider the distributed optimization
problem of the following MSE criterion as the cost function
min
wi

P
X
i=1

2
E{[di (n) − uT
i (n)wi ] }

(2)

where E{·} represents the expectation operation. When each
node i performs its own individual LMS algorithm, the adaptive solution of NC-LMS can be given by
wi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi ei (n)ui (n)

(non-cooperation)
(3)

where wi (n) = [wi,1 (n), wi,2 (n), . . . , wi,M (n)]T ∈ RM is
the estimate of wio at time n, and
ei (n) = di (n) − uT
i (n)wi (n)

(4)

is the error signal, and the constant µi > 0 denotes the step
size. It means that each node i iteratively updates its estimate
without cooperation.
Now consider that the nodes cooperate with their neighbors
to process streaming data of local information through the
diffusion network, to execute the multi-task estimation. A costeffective diffusion strategy is DLMS with the ATC mechanism
[18], which solves the MSE minimization problem to get the
cooperative adaptive solution
ψi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi ei (n)ui (n)
X
wi (n + 1) =
aj,i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1)

(adaptation)
(combination)

j∈Ni

(5)

where the intermediate estimate ψi (n) ∈ RM is shared among
neighboring nodes, and the coefficient aj,i (n) denotes the
weight in which node i measures the data receiving from node
j. It represents the reliable measure of edge (j, i) connecting
two neighboring nodes, and the assigned weights satisfy the
following conditions
X
aj,i (n) = 1, aj,i (n) = 0 if j ∈
/ Ni . (6)
aj,i (n) ≥ 0,
j∈Ni

The connections among nodes over the graph G are captured
by the adjacency matrix A(n) = [ai,j (n)] ∈ RP ×P , and
its transpose matrix is AT (n) = [aj,i (n)], where each entry
aj,i (n) > 0 represents the weight associated with edge if
(j, i) ∈ E, otherwise aj,i (n) = 0. Then, the rows of matrix
AT (n) adds up to one, i.e., AT (n)1P = 1P , where 1P with
size P × 1 represents all its entries equal to one.
At every time n, the traditional DLMS with the ATC
mechanism performs two steps. The first step is that node
i learns from the current estimate wi (n) to the intermediate
estimate ψi (n + 1). The second step is an aggregation where
node i combines all intermediate estimates of its neighbors to
yield its successive estimate wi (n + 1).
2) DLMG Algorithm: As we all know, the conventional
DLMS algorithm acquires the adaptive solution by relying
on the MSE cost, but it may degenerate or even diverge
under impulsive noise environments [57], [66]. To obtain
robustness for the multi-task diffusion strategy under impulsive
interferences, we consider a GM estimator belonging to a class
of robust M-estimators as
0.5e2i (n)
(7)
Υi (ei (n)) =
1 + λe2i (n)
where λ is a positive parameter. The GM estimator is a smooth
non-convex loss function, which handles outliers well and may
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be more applicable than convex M-estimators [65], [67]. The
following scale function can be calculated as
fi (ei (n)) =

1
1
∂Υi (ei (n))
.
·
=
∂ei (n)
ei (n)
[1 + λe2i (n)]2

2

1

(8)

0
-8

Let Ji (wi ) denote the cost function inspired by the GM
estimator at node i, namely,


2
0.5[di (n) − uT
i (n)wi ]
Ji (wi ) = E
.
(9)
2
1 + λ[di (n) − uT
i (n)wi ]
Based on the diffusion strategy that every node fuses its own
information and the received information from its neighbors,
we thus consider the minimization problem to solve the
distributed optimization as follows [12], [18]:
min Jiloc (wi )
wi
X
Jiloc (wi ) =
aj,i Ji (wi ).

(10)

j∈Ni

Taking advantage of the SGD technique to deduce the distributed adaptive algorithm, the ATC mechanism can be iteratively updated as
1
ei (n)ui (n)
ψi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi
[1 + λe2i (n)]2
X
wi (n + 1) =
aj,i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1).
(11)
j∈Ni

This distributed diffusion strategy is called diffusion least
mean GM-estimation (DLMG) algorithm with cooperation
among nodes. When each node i performs its own learning
strategy, the non-cooperative least mean GM-estimation (NCLMG) algorithm is given by
wi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi

1
ei (n)ui (n).
[1 + λe2i (n)]2

(12)

The curves of Υi (ei (n)) and fi (ei (n)) with different λ are
shown in Fig. 1. Whenever the impulsive interferences occur,
ei (n) of each node i becomes quite large, and thus the scale
function fi (ei (n)) reduces to zero, which will handle large
outliers well. However, the scale function of MSE are equal
to one which can not reduce the sensitivity to large outliers.
Besides, it shows that the larger λ can result in increased
robustness. It also shows that the smaller λ can cause the
larger magnitude of fi (ei (n)) indicating the faster convergence
around the small ei (n), but it will increase the system error. So
the appropriate λ should be selected for ensuring robustness
and good performance.
Several fixed combination weights for a single-task are
adopted from the degree of each node according to the network
topology, such as the Laplacian and Metropolis rules [1], [2],
[7]. However, these fixed weights may not be applicable in
multi-task scenarios, where any node performing a distinct
state will hamper its neighbors estimating themselves other
states of interest. Hence, a class of adaptive weights rules has
been introduced for multi-task estimation [46], [68] as

−2

 P γj,i (n + 1)
, j ∈ Ni
−2
(13)
aj,i (n + 1) =
ℓ∈Ni γℓ,i (n + 1)


0,
otherwise

(a)

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

1

0.5

0
-8

(b)

Fig. 1. (a) Curves of Υi (ei (n)) with different λ. (b) Curves of fi (ei (n))
with different λ = 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2, 10.

where
2
2
γj,i
(n + 1) = (1 − νi )γj,i
(n) + νi kψj (n + 1) − wi (n)k22
(14)

with 0 < νi < 1 being the forgetting factor, and k · k2 denotes
the l2 -norm (or Euclidean norm) of its vector argument.
Remark 1: We can also consider other adaptive combination
rules as the variations of (14) in such multi-task scenario.
One strategy for adjusting the combination weights in [18]
is to use the local one-step approximation for wio . Moreover,
the adaptive combination rule developed in [69] contains the
smoothing step based on the one-step approximation.
By allowing nodes to adjust their combination weights, this
enables nodes to adaptively assign the weights depending on
the cooperative contributions from their neighbors. So we do
not assume the availability of any prior information beforehand
whether the relationships exist among the states of neighboring
nodes. During the multi-task estimation, the nodes sensing
distinct objective states than their own will gradually assign
smaller weights through information exchange. It becomes
possible for the nodes to discard their connections during a
certain time to neighbors that do not contribute to the same
objective. Moreover, the nodes sensing an identical cooperative
objective will cluster together to form connected sub-networks
[8], [18].
III. P ROBLEM F ORMULATION AND ROBUST R ESILIENT
D IFFUSION A LGORITHM
In this section, we formulate the problem and present the
proposed robust resilient diffusion algorithm.
A. Byzantine Attack Model
According to the Byzantine attack characteristics, we consider some malicious nodes over multi-task networks to be
adversarial, called Byzantine nodes, and others are normal
nodes [46]. Generally speaking, the Byzantine node represents the “worst-case” malicious behavior, which has complete knowledge of the whole system, including the network
topology, streaming data and diffusion algorithm employed by
normal nodes. In addition, malicious nodes are assumed to be
Byzantine nodes in the sense that they can update their states
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in arbitrary ways, send misinformation to their neighbors, and
transmit distinct information to different neighbors [39], [40].
Attack Objective: The objective of the Byzantine node in
the network is to drive its neighboring normal nodes to reach
the malicious states. In detail, we consider the finite indices
set of Byzantine nodes V a ⊂ V, and assume that a Byzantine
node k ∈ V a wants to drive the state of its neighboring normal
node i ∈ Nk to reach the malicious state wia , i.e.,
lim E{wi (n + 1)} = wia , ∀i ∈ Nk , ∀k ∈ V a .

n→∞

(15)

Then, the following proposition provides the sufficient condition to reach the attack objective of a Byzantine node k
which drives its targeted normal node i by leveraging the local
information exchange.
Proposition 1: If a sufficiently small value µai > 0 has been
selected such that ∀j ∈ Ni \k,
kµai [wi (n) − wia ]k2 ≪ kψj (n + 1) − wi (n)k2

(16)

holds, then the Byzantine node k leverages the gradient-based
transmitting message
ψk (n + 1) = wi (n) − µai [wi (n) − wia ]

(17)

as the intermediate estimate of the targeted node i, to finally
reach the following attack objective:
1) The influence of ψj (n+1), ∀j ∈ Ni \k will be neglected
in the presence of the Byzantine node, i.e.,
aj,i (n + 1) → 0, ∀j ∈ Ni \k, and ak,i (n + 1) → 1.
(18)
2) The state of the targeted normal node will converge to
the malicious state
E{wi (n + 1)} →

wia , ∀i

∈ Nk , ∀k ∈ V

a

(19)

for a large enough and finite time.
Proof: By (17) and the transmitting message ψk (n + 1) as
the intermediate estimate of the targeted node i, a sufficiently
small value of µai > 0 can ensure the following condition
kψk (n + 1) − wi (n)k2 = kµai [wi (n) − wia ]k2
≪ kψj (n + 1) − wi (n)k2 .

(20)

Denote
δk,i (n + 1) , kψk (n + 1) − wi (n)k2
δj,i (n + 1) , kψj (n + 1) − wi (n)k2

(21)

and suppose the attack starts at time n + 1, and then the
recursive equation at time n+nc according to (14) is calculated
as follows:
2
γk,i
(n + nc )
2
2
= (1 − νi )γk,i
(n + nc − 1) + νi δk,i
(n + nc )

= (1 −

c
2
νi )n γk,i
(n)

+ νi

c
nX
−1

2
(1 − νi )ℓ δk,i
(n + nc − ℓ)

ℓ=0

and
2
γj,i
(n + nc )

(22)

2
2
= (1 − νi )γj,i
(n + nc − 1) + νi δj,i
(n + nc )

= (1 −

c
2
νi )n γj,i
(n)

+ νi

c
nX
−1

2
(1 − νi )ℓ δj,i
(n + nc − ℓ).

ℓ=0

(23)
c

For large enough nc , it will have (1 − νi )n → 0. In fact,
c
(1 − νi )n ≤ ǫc with a certain small value ǫc will converge,
and the time required to ensure the convergence is computed as
2
nc ≥ log(1−νi ) ǫc . For a large enough time, since δk,i
(n+1) ≪
2
2
2
δj,i (n+1), it implies that γk,i (n+1) ≪ γj,i (n+1) holds, then
−2
−2
it follows that γj,i
(n + 1) ≪ γk,i
(n + 1) and aj,i (n + 1) ≪
P
ak,i (n + 1). From j∈Ni \k aj,i (n + 1) + ak,i (n + 1) = 1, we
can obtain aj,i (n + 1) → 0, ∀j ∈ Ni \k, and ak,i (n + 1) → 1.
It means that the influence of ψj (n + 1), ∀j ∈ Ni \k will be
neglected in the presence of the Byzantine node during a finite
time.
In addition, for some time n subject to (1 − νi )n → 0, the
state of the targeted node i will be attacked as
 X
aj,i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1)
E{wi (n + 1)} = E
j∈Ni \k


+ ak,i (n + 1)ψk (n + 1)

= E{ψk (n + 1)}
= E{wi (n)} − µai [E{wi (n)} − wia ]
= (1 − µai )E{wi (n)} + µai wia .

(24)

The recursive vector equation at time n + na is calculated as
a

E{wi (n + na )} = (1 − µai )n E{wi (n)}
+

a
nX
−1

(1 − µai )ℓ µai wia .

(25)

ℓ=0

a

For large enough na , it will have (1 − µai )n → 0. Similarly,
the time required to ensure the convergence can be computed
as na ≥ log(1−µai ) ǫa with a small value ǫa . Furthermore, using
the sum of geometric series from (25) results in E{wi (n +
1)} → wia during a finite time.

Remark 2: In practice, as long as a sufficiently small value
µai has been taken, the condition (16) can be guaranteed.
The attacker can select a small fixed value µai and observe if
the attack succeeds; if not, decrease it to find an appropriate
value. Then, the attack objective will be reached during a large
enough and finite time.
B. Proposed Robust Resilient Diffusion Algorithm
It is a fact that if multiple Byzantine nodes transmit the
misinformation (17) to the identical targeted node, then the
weights will be assigned to sum up to one, and it is not
necessary for multiple Byzantine nodes to attack a single
normal node. Moreover, the Byzantine node can only drive its
direct neighbors and can not impact the nodes beyond its direct
neighbors [46]. Hence, we make the following assumption.
Assumption 1: Under the gradient-based Byzantine attack
model, we assume that there could be at most one Byzantine
node among the neighbors of a normal node.
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Resilient Objective: We propose a resilient diffusion algorithm for multi-task estimation against Byzantine attacks such
that
lim E{wi (n + 1)} =

n→∞

wio , ∀i

∈ V\V

a

1
ei (n)ui (n)
ψi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi
[1 + λe2i (n)]2
X
wi (n + 1) =
aj,i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1).
(30)

(26)

for all normal nodes, i.e., all normal nodes achieve their ideal
states, where the cooperation and information exchange should
be utilized among nodes over clustered multi-task networks.
The MSR method, in which each node discards the values
received from its neighbors and deviated from its own value,
can make the network resilient by updating its state to be the
weighted average of the remaining values [39]. Inspired by the
MSR method, for each node i ∈ V\V a , the combination step
of the diffusion strategy aggregates the intermediate estimates
of its neighbors by discarding one extreme value of local
information to obtain an accurate estimate. This extreme value
will then be removed from each node.
From the Byzantine node’s perspective, the attack objective
is to maximize the local cost Ji (wi (n)) of the targeted
normal node, whereas the diffusion strategy
P aims to obtain
the minimization
cost.
Since
w
(n)
=
i
j∈Ni aj,i (n)ψj (n)
P
and j∈Ni aj,i (n) = 1, the local cost Ji (wi (n)), ∀i ∈ V\V a
can be calculated as
Ji (wi (n))
X

= Ji
aj,i (n)ψj (n)
j∈Ni


h P

i2 


aj,i (n) di (n) − uT


i (n)ψj (n)

 0.5
j∈Ni
=E
i2
h P





aj,i (n) di (n) − uT

1 + λ
i (n)ψj (n)
j∈Ni
o
n
P 2
2
aj,i (n)E [di (n) − uT
(n)ψ
(n)]
0.5
j
i
j∈Ni
o
n
≈
P 2
2
aj,i (n)E [di (n) − uT
1+λ
i (n)ψj (n)]
j∈Ni
o
n
X
2
∝
a2j,i (n)E [di (n) − uT
i (n)ψj (n)]
j∈Ni

−4
∝ γj,i
(n)Qi (ψj (n))

form the node in Ri (n + 1). Then, the ATC mechanism can
be rewritten as

j∈Ni \Ri (n+1)

Without any prior information, the node does not know beforehand whether there is a Byzantine node in its neighborhood.
Note that the message from normal neighboring node may be
discarded by the removal set Ri (n+1). The removed messages
do not affect the convergence of diffusion algorithm although
some links among normal neighbors may be cut [7], [11].
The proposed resilient DLMG (RDLMG) algorithm is summarized in Table I. As noted above, the proposed RDLMG algorithm possesses the robustness under impulsive interferences
and the resilience against Byzantine attacks, which ensures that
all normal nodes achieve their ideal states. In the following, we
will present the theoretical performance analyses of RDLMG
in the mean and mean-square senses.
TABLE I
S UMMARY OF THE RDLMG ALGORITHM .
2 (0), µ , ν , λ
Initialization: wi (0), γj,i
i i

1: for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . do
2: for i = 1, 2, . . . do
3:
ei (n) = di (n) − uT
i (n)wi (n)
4:
ψi (n + 1) = wi (n) + µi [1+λe12 (n)]2 ei (n)ui (n)
i

5:
6:
7:
8:
9:
10:
11:
12:

end for
for i = 1, 2, . . . do
2 (n + 1) = (1 − ν )γ 2 (n) + ν kψ (n + 1) − w (n)k2 , j ∈ N
γj,i
i j,i
i
j
i
i
2
2
Qi (ψj (n + 1)) = E{[di (n + 1) − uT
i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1)] }, j ∈ Ni
−4
cj,i (n + 1) = γj,i
(n + 1)Qi (ψj (n + 1)), j ∈ Ni
Ri (n + 1) = {j
 | arg maxj∈Ni cj,i (n + 1)}
−2

γj,i
(n + 1)

P
, j ∈ Ni \Ri (n + 1)
−2
aj,i (n + 1) =
ℓ∈Ni \Ri (n+1) γℓ,i (n + 1)


0,
otherwise
P
wi (n + 1) = j∈Ni \Ri (n+1) aj,i (n + 1)ψj (n + 1)

13: end for
14: end for

(27)

2
where Qi (ψj (n)) , E{[di (n) − uT
i (n)ψj (n)] }.
During the iterations, each node performs the diffusion
strategy to minimize its cost Ji (wi (n)) requiring the local
information exchange among its neighboring nodes. According
to (27), the contribution of the neighboring node j to the node
i’s cost Ji (wi (n)) can be defined as
−4
cj,i (n) , γj,i
(n)Qi (ψj (n)).

(28)

By removing the largest cost contribution cj,i (n) received from
the node i’s neighbors, the removal set Ri (n) can be taken as
n
o
Ri (n) = j arg max cj,i (n) .
(29)
j∈Ni

At time n + 1, the node i adjusts its combination weights
aj,i (n + 1) and updates the state wi (n + 1) through its neighboring information exchange, but without using information

Remark 3: In fact, if the multi-task network is an F -local
network [39], then the RDLMG algorithm is also resilient to
any number F of Byzantine adversaries. From the perspective
of resilience, we can assume that there can be at most F
Byzantine nodes among the neighbors of a normal node. In
resilient multi-task diffusion, the F extreme values will then be
removed from each node, and the selection of F does not affect
the convergence, but it influences the steady-state performance.
In Table II, we summarize the computational complexity
of the DLMS, DLMG, RDLMS and RDLMG algorithms for
node i per time instant n, where ni denotes the cardinality
of Ni . It can be seen that the resilient algorithms with the
MSR mechanism have a significant increase of complexity as
compared to DLMS and DLMG. In comparison with RDLMS,
the proposed RDLMG algorithm slightly increases complexity
caused by using the GM estimator, however it can be justified
by the improvement of performance.
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TABLE II
C OMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF DISTRIBUTED ALGORITHMS FOR NODE
i PER TIME INSTANT.
Algorithms

Multiplications

Additions

Other operations

DLMS
DLMG

ni M + 2M + 1
ni M + 2M + 5

ni M + M
ni M + M + 1

RDLMS

ni (3M + 7) + M + 1

2ni (M + 1) + 2M − 2

RDLMG

ni (3M + 7) + M + 5

2ni (M + 1) + 2M − 1

–
–
1 expectation
1 argmax operation
1 expectation
1 argmax operation

where IM is an identity matrix of size M × M , and Ui (n) =
M×M
ui (n)uT
and hi (n) = ui (n)ηi (n) ∈ RM .
i (n) ∈ R
In fact, due to the presence of Byzantine nodes, the number
of all normal nodes is |V\V a | over the graph G, where | · |
denotes the cardinality of its set argument. We use the number
N to denote |V\V a | for convenience. Some global quantities
across all normal nodes can be put in the collective forms
w̃(n) = col{w̃1 (n), w̃2 (n), . . . , w̃N (n)}

IV. S TABILITY A NALYSIS
In this section, we present a statistical analysis of the
proposed RDLMG algorithm in terms of mean performance,
which establishes conditions for its stability. To proceed with
the mathematical analysis, the following assumptions are commonly made.
Assumption 2: ηi (n) is a zero-mean i.i.d. noise of variance
ση2i . It is customary to assume that ηi (n) is modeled as a
contaminated Gaussian (CG) noise for analyzing impulsive
interferences [60], [70], whose model is described as
ηi (n) = vi (n) + bi (n)gi (n)

(31)

where vi (n) and gi (n) are both zero-mean Gaussian sequences
with variances σv2i and σg2i , respectively, and σg2i ≫ σv2i . bi (n)
is a Bernoulli sequence whose value is either zero or one with
probabilities Pr{bi (n) = 1} = pi and Pr{bi (n) = 0} = 1−pi .
Accordingly, we note that the additive noise ηi (n) is modeled
as a CG noise with zero-mean and variance ση2i = σv2i +pi σg2i ,
where pi represents the occurrence probability of impulsive
interferences.
Assumption 3: The regression vectors ui (n) arise from a
zero-mean random process that is temporally stationary, white,
and independent over space with E{ui (n)uT
i (n)} > 0. This
is the well-known independence assumption [1], [18].
Assumption 4: The scale function fi (ei (n)) is statistically
independent of other random variables. This error nonlinearity
can be regarded as a variable step size term to feasibly enable
tractable analysis [64], [71].
Assumption 5: The adjacency matrix A(n) is statistically
independent of ui (n) and wi (n). It is customary in the context
of general adaptive combiners [13], [72], which allows to
simplify the analysis.
Subtracting both sides of (30) from wio yields
1
ei (n)ui (n)
ψ̃i (n + 1) = w̃i (n) − µi
[1 + λe2i (n)]2
X
w̃i (n + 1) =
aj,i (n + 1)ψ̃j (n + 1)

(32)
(33)

j∈Ni \Ri (n+1)

where w̃i (n) = wio − wi (n) and ψ̃i (n) = wio − ψi (n)
are the estimation error and the intermediate estimation error,
respectively. Substituting (1) into (4), we can get ei (n) =
uT
i (n)w̃i (n) + ηi (n). Then, (32) can be rewritten as
= w̃i (n) −

U (n) = diag{U1 (n), U2 (n), . . . , UN (n)}
M = diag{µ1 , µ2 , . . . , µN } ⊗ IM
F (n) = diag{f1 (e1 (n)), f2 (e2 (n)), . . . , fN (eN (n))} ⊗ IM
A(n) = A(n) ⊗ IM

+ ηi (n)]

= [IM − µi fi (ei (n))Ui (n)]w̃i (n) − µi fi (ei (n))hi (n) (34)

(35)

where each column vector col{·} with N × 1 block vectors
is of size N M × 1, and each diagonal matrix diag{·} with
N × N block diagonal matrices is of size N M × N M , and
⊗ is the Kronecker product, respectively. Besides, A(n) ∈
RN ×N is also the adjacency matrix across all normal nodes
and AT (n)1N = 1N still holds.
We can describe the collective relations for (32) and (33)
in the following forms
ψ̃(n + 1) = [IN M − MF (n)U (n)]w̃(n) − MF (n)h(n)
w̃(n + 1) = AT (n + 1)ψ̃(n + 1).

(36)

Then, the networked estimation error for all normal nodes can
be obtained as
w̃(n + 1) = AT (n + 1)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]w̃(n)
− AT (n + 1)MF (n)h(n).

(37)

Considering the mathematical expectation on both sides of
(37) under Assumptions 2 and 3, it yields
E{w̃(n + 1)}
= E{AT (n + 1)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]w̃(n)}
− E{AT (n + 1)MF (n)r(n)}
= E{AT (n + 1)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]}E{w̃(n)}.

(38)

Using the instantaneous approximation E{AT (n + 1)} ≈
AT (n + 1), as well as Assumptions 4 and 5, we have
E{AT (n + 1)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]}E{w̃(n)}
≈ AT (n + 1)[IN M − ME{F (n)}E{U (n)}]E{w̃(n)}.
(39)
Then, we can further obtain
E{w̃(n + 1)} = Γn E{w̃(n)}

(40)

where we denote
Γn , AT (n + 1)[IN M − ME{F (n)}E{U (n)}].

ψ̃i (n + 1)
µi fi (ei (n))ui (n)[uT
i (n)w̃i (n)

ψ̃(n) = col{ψ̃1 (n), ψ̃2 (n), . . . , ψ̃N (n)}
h(n) = col{h1 (n), h2 (n), . . . , hN (n)}

(41)

From (40), we have the following result of mean stability for
the RDLMG algorithm.
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Theorem 1: The RDLMG algorithm converges in the mean
for any initial condition, if the step size µi is chosen to satisfy
0 < µi <

2
E{fi (ei (n))}λmax (E{Ui (n)})

(42)

where λmax (·) denotes the maximum eigenvalue of its matrix
argument.
Proof: Repeatedly iterating (40) leads to
E{w̃(n + 1)} =

n
Y

Γℓ E{w̃(0)}.

(43)

ℓ=0

Let the block maximum norm of a N × 1 block column
vector x = col{x1 , x2 , . . . , xN } ∈ RN M with block entries
of size M × 1 each [72], define as
kxkb,∞ , max kxi k2 .

(44)

1≤i≤N

Accordingly, let the block maximum norm of a N × N block
matrix X ∈ RN M×N M with block entries of size M × M
each, define as
kX kb,∞ , max
x6=0

kX xi kb,∞
.
kxi kb,∞

(45)

Obviously, kAT (n)kb,∞ = 1 holds. Calculating the block
maximum norm on both sides of (43) yields
n
Y

kE{w̃(n + 1)}kb,∞ =
≤

b,∞



max kΓℓ kb,∞

0≤ℓ≤n

n

2
.
E{fi (βi kui (n)k1 + |di (n)|)}λmax (E{Ui (n)})
(49)

Also, when n → ∞, it holds that kE{w̃(n + 1)}kb,∞ → 0,
i.e., kE{w̃(n + 1)}k2 → 0 for n → ∞,which further implies
limn→∞ E{wi (n+1)} = wio . As a consequence, the proposed
distributed strategy can ensure mean stability if the step size
µi is selected to satisfy the above condition. This completes
the proof.

V. M EAN -S QUARE P ERFORMANCE A NALYSIS
We present the mean-square performance analysis of the
RDLMG algorithm in this section. Let the covariance matrix
of the networked estimation error w̃(n) for all normal nodes
be denoted as
Wn , E{w̃(n)w̃T (n)} ∈ RN M×N M

(50)

with N × N block diagonal matrix, whose individual block is
Wi (n) , E{w̃i (n)w̃iT (n)} ∈ RM×M at each node i.
Post-multiplying (37) by its transpose and taking the expectation operation for the relation under Assumptions 2-5,
we can deduce
Wn+1

× w̃T (n)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]T A(n + 1)

kΓℓ kb,∞ · kE{w̃(0)}kb,∞

+ AT (n + 1)MF (n)h(n)hT (n)F (n)MA(n + 1)

ℓ=0

≤

0 < µi <

= E{w̃(n + 1)w̃T (n + 1)}

= E AT (n + 1)[IN M − MF (n)U (n)]w̃(n)

Γℓ E{w̃(0)}

ℓ=0
n
Y

where k · k1 denotes the l1 -norm (or sum norm) of its vector
argument. This leads to the sufficient condition as

· kE{w̃(0)}kb,∞ .
(46)

It implies that kE{w̃(n+1)}kb,∞ will converge if kΓn kb,∞ <
1. We thus consider

T
= AT
n+1 [IN M − MFn U]Wn [IN M − MFn U] An+1

+ AT
n+1 MFn HFn MAn+1

(51)

where we denote
An+1 , E{A(n + 1)}
Fn , E{F(n)}

kΓn kb,∞

U , E{U (n)}

= kAT (n + 1)[IN M − ME{F (n)}E{U (n)}]kb,∞
≤ kAT (n + 1)kb,∞ · k[IN M − ME{F (n)}E{U (n)}]kb,∞
= k[IN M − ME{F (n)}E{U (n)}]kb,∞
≤ max |||IM − µi E{fi (ei (n))}E{Ui (n)}|||2
1≤i≤N

<1

(47)

where ||| · |||2 denotes the induced l2 -norm (or spectral norm)
of its matrix argument.
A sufficient condition for kΓn kb,∞ < 1 is to ensure |1 −
µi E{fi (ei (n))}λmax (E{Ui (n)})| < 1. This leads us to the
condition in (42). Furthermore, if the l1 -norm of the estimate
wi (n) is bounded by βi , then it holds that [73]
|ei (n)| = |di (n) − uT
i (n)wi (n)|
≤ kwi (n)k1 · kui (n)k1 + |di (n)|
≤ βi kui (n)k1 + |di (n)|

(48)

H , E{h(n)hT (n)}
= diag{ση21 E{U1 (n)}, . . . , ση2N E{UN (n)}}.

(52)

The matrix property vec(XYZ) = (ZT ⊗X)vec(Y) remains
for ∀X, Y, Z with compatible dimensions [1], where the vectorization operation vec(·) represents a column vector obtained
by stacking the columns of its matrix argument. Taking the
vectorization operation on both sides of (51), we can get
vec(Wn+1 )

T
= [IN M − MFn U]T An+1

⊗ AT
n+1 [IN M − MFn U] vec(Wn )
T


+ Fn MAn+1 ⊗ AT
n+1 MFn vec(H)



T
= AT
n+1 [IN M − MFn U] ⊗ An+1 [IN M − MFn U]



T
× vec(Wn ) + AT
n+1 MFn ⊗ An+1 MFn vec(H).
(53)
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= µ2i Tr(E{ui (n)uT
(n)})
·
E
i

We can then arrange
Φn
 T
 

, An+1 (IN M − MFn U) ⊗ AT
n+1 (IN M − MFn U)


T
= (AT
n+1 ⊗ An+1 ) (IN M − MFn U) ⊗ (IN M − MFn U)

T
= (AT
n+1 ⊗ An+1 ) IN 2 M 2 − IN M ⊗ (MFn U)

− (MFn U) ⊗ IN M + [(MFn ) ⊗ (MFn )](U ⊗ U) .
(54)


e2i (n)
.
[1 + λe2i (n)]4

Since the small fluctuation of |ei (n)| [63] and the small
enough Jensen gap [74] at steady-state, we can make the
approximation


ση2i
e2i (n)
lim E
≈
.
(63)
2
n→∞
[1 + λei (n)]4
(1 + λση2i )4
Therefore, we can rewrite (62) for n → ∞ as

Then, it can be established that
vec(Wn+1 ) = Φn vec(Wn ) +

(AT
n+1

⊗

E{kψi (n + 1) − wio k22 } ≈ µ2i Tr(E{Ui (n)})

AT
n+1 )

× [(MFn ) ⊗ (MFn )]vec(H).

(55)

As a performance metric in the mean-square sense, the MSD
at the normal node i ∈ V\V a is defined as
MSDi (n) = Tr(Wi (n)) = Tr(E{w̃i (n)w̃iT (n)})

(56)

where Tr(·) represents the trace of a matrix. Consider that
the clustered multi-task network is resilient, but it may be
decomposed into κ connected sub-networks by executing the
RDLMG algorithm. Each set of normal nodes of final subnetworks
is denoted as Sℓ , ℓ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ} with satisfying
Sκ
S
=
V\V a . The MSD for each sub-network Sℓ is
ℓ
ℓ=1
1 X
MSDSℓ (n) =
MSDi (n).
(57)
|Sℓ |

ℓ=1

=

1
Tr(Wn ).
|V\V a |

2
E{γj,i
(n + 1)}
2
= (1 − νi )E{γj,i
(n)} + νi E{kψj (n + 1) − wjo k22 }
ση2j
2
= (1 − νi )E{γj,i
(n)} + νi µ2j Tr(E{Uj (n)})
.
(1 + λση2j )4
(65)

By repeatedly iterating, we get

T
vec(W∞ ) = (IN 2 M 2 − Φ∞ )−1 (AT
∞ ⊗ A∞ )
× [(MF∞ ) ⊗ (MF∞ )]vec(H)

−2
E{γj,i
(∞)} =

(59)

with

(1 + λση2j )4
µ2j Tr(E{Uj (n)})ση2j

.

(66)

We can further obtain
E{aj,i (∞)} =



P



(58)

Taking into account the steady-state performance for n →
∞, we can deduce from (55) as

ση2i
.
(1 + λση2i )4
(64)

At steady-state for n → ∞, each node and its normal
neighbors performing the same objective belong to the same
sub-network, and thus wio = wjo , j ∈ Ni . Taking expectation
on both sides of (14) yields

i∈Sℓ

Accordingly, the networked MSD for all normal nodes over
the clustered multi-task network is defined as
κ
1 X
MSDSℓ (n) · |Sℓ |
MSD(n) =
|V\V a |

(62)

0,

−2
E{γj,i
(∞)}
ℓ∈Ni \Ri (n+1)

−2
E{γℓ,i
(∞)}

,

j ∈ Ni \Ri (∞)
otherwise.

(67)

Then, A(∞) = [ai,j (∞)] can be obtained directly.
As previously mentioned, we can make the approximation


1
1
≈
.
E{fi (ei (∞))} = lim E
2
2
n→∞
[1 + λei (n)]
(1 + λση2i )2
(68)
As a consequence, the values of A∞ and F∞ can be
computed as

Φ∞

T
= (AT
∞ ⊗ A∞ ) IN 2 M 2 − IN M ⊗ (MF∞ U)


− (MF∞ U) ⊗ IN M + [(MF∞ ) ⊗ (MF∞ )](U ⊗ U) .
(60)

In the following, we will calculate the values of A∞ and
F∞ . Considering the steady-state for n → ∞, we have
ei (n) = uT
i (n)w̃i (n) + ηi (n) ≈ ηi (n). According to (30),
we can get
ψi (n + 1) = wio + µi

1
ei (n)ui (n).
[1 + λe2i (n)]2

(61)

Subtracting wio from both sides of (61), and taking expectation
for the energies on both sides of the relation, as well as
Assumption 2, it yields
E{kψi (n + 1) − wio k22 }

A∞ = E{A(∞) ⊗ IM } = [E{ai,j (∞)}] ⊗ IM

(69)

and
F∞ = diag{E{f1 (e1 (∞))}, . . . , E{fN (eN (∞))}} ⊗ IM .
(70)
Then, the theoretical value of vec(W∞ ) represented as (59)
can be provided by (69) and (70).

T
Using the matrix property Tr(XY) = vec(YT ) vec(X)
[1], the steady-state networked MSD for all normal nodes over
the clustered multi-task network can be calculated as
1
Tr(W∞ )
MSD(∞) =
|V\V a |
1
[vec(IN M )]T vec(W∞ )
=
N
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1
[vec(IN M )]T (IN 2 M 2 − Φ∞ )−1
N
T
× (AT
∞ ⊗ A∞ )[(MF∞ ) ⊗ (MF∞ )]vec(H)
(71)

49

41

33

where the values of A∞ and F∞ are given by (69) and (70).

59

58

57

VI. N UMERICAL R ESULTS

17

In this section, illustrative examples with applications of
multi-target localization and multi-task spectrum sensing are
performed to verify the proposed RDLMG algorithm. We also
evaluate the LMS-based, NC-LMG, DLMG, and RDLMG
algorithms, and compare their performances in the presence
of impulsive interferences and Byzantine attacks.
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Fig. 2. Initial multi-task network topology.
1.2

1

A. Multi-Target Localization
We consider that the nodes are interested in locating multiple targets represented by the two-dimensional state vector
wio = [xoi , yio ]T in the Cartesian plane. The location of each
node i is denoted by pi = [xi , yi ]T , and the distance between
the node i and its target wio is described by
o
rio = kwio − pi k2 = uoT
i (wi − pi )

(72)

wio −pi
kwio −pi k2

where uoi =
represents the unit direction vector
from node i to its target [12], [46]. In practice, the node
has noisy observations of the distance and the direction
vector towards the target, and thus the noisy measurements
{ri (n), ui (n)} at time n can be represented by
o
ri (n) = uT
i (n)(wi − pi ) + ηi (n)

(73)

where ηi (n) is the additive observation noise. Define the
adjusted signal as di (n) = ri (n) + uT
i (n)pi . The linear model
for the available measurement data {di (n), ui (n)} is provided
to estimate the location of the target wio as follows:
o
di (n) = uT
i (n)wi + ηi (n).

(74)

Consider a connected network with 64 nodes for the clustered multi-task scenario as shown in Fig. 2, which comprises
of 62 normal nodes divided into two groups with blue and
green nodes, and contains two Byzantine nodes with red nodes.
Each normal node can be modeled as (1) for target localization,
and wi (n) = [wi,1 (n), wi,2 (n)]T is the estimate of wio . We
set the multi-target localization of the two static targets as
(
[0.1, 0.2]T , for node i depicted in blue
wio =
(75)
[0.7, 0.8]T , for node i depicted in green.
The two-dimensional regression vector at node i is given
by ui (n), with ui (n) being extracted from the zero-mean
Gaussian signal with variance σu2 i . The additive noise ηi (n)
belongs to the zero-mean CG impulsive interference under
Assumption 2, where vi (n) and gi (n) are both zero-mean
Gaussian sequences with variances σv2i and σg2i = 104 σv2i ,
and with the occurrence probability of impulsive interferences
being set as pi = 0.01. Fig. 3 illustrates the values of σu2 i and
σv2i for all normal nodes.
The Byzantine nodes aim to drive their neighboring normal
nodes to estimate the location of the malicious target as wia =

0.8
0

8

16

24

(a)

32
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48

56

64

40

48

56

64

Nodes

0.2

0.17

0.14
0

(b)

8

16

24

32

Nodes

Fig. 3. Variances of input and noise signals for all normal nodes. (a) Values
2 . (b) Values of σ 2 .
of σu
vi
i

[0.4, 0.5]T , and the parameter is selected as µai = 0.01 across
the malicious nodes.
As previously mentioned, the DLMG algorithm with cooperation is not resilient and can be influenced by the Byzantine
nodes. The step size µi = 0.02 and the forgetting factor
νi = 0.01 of the DLMG algorithm have been taken uniformly
across the normal nodes. The network topology at the end
of the simulation with 5000 iterations performing the DLMG
algorithm is shown in Fig. 4. We observe that all light coral
nodes, which previously belong to the normal nodes, are only
connected with the Byzantine nodes illustrating the influence
of malicious attacks. In addition, only the nodes sensing
the identical target cluster together, which shows that blue
nodes are connected with blue ones, and so do green nodes.
Fig. 5 shows the localization estimates for the X-coordinate
wi,1 (n) and the Y -coordinate wi,2 (n) across all nodes during
iterations. Fig. 6 shows the evolutions of distance between the
attacked nodes and the malicious target wia . It shows that all
neighbors of Byzantine nodes reach the malicious target during
a finite time, whereas all the other normal nodes achieve their
desired targets, and naturally cluster two groups.
Since there is at most one Byzantine node among the
neighbors of a normal node, in which each node discards the
extreme value information of cost contributions received from
its neighbors, it should be sufficient to guarantee all normal
nodes to converge to their desired targets with resilience. After
executing the RDLMG algorithm, Fig. 7 indicates that this is
indeed the case with cutting all edges between normal nodes
and Byzantine nodes, which shows that all normal nodes are
divided into two connected sub-networks and Byzantine nodes
are isolated. Fig. 8 shows the localization estimates for the
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X-coordinate and the Y -coordinate across all normal nodes
during iterations, which illustrates all normal nodes, whether
they are neighbors of Byzantine nodes or not, will converge
to their desired targets.
We compare the performance of the proposed RDLMG
algorithm with that of the LMS-based diffusion algorithms,
NC-LMG and DLMG algorithms, where the networked MSD
for all normal nodes is utilized as the performance metric.
For a fair comparison, the parameters of various algorithms
are set to guarantee the same initial evolutions. All results are

obtained by averaging over independent runs. The networked
MSD evolutions of diffusion algorithms in the presence of
CG noises and Byzantine attacks are illustrated in Fig. 9. It
is worth noting that all LMS-based diffusion algorithms have
experienced severe divergence under impulsive noises, even in
the RDLMS algorithm. That is mainly because the MSE cost
can not reduce the sensitivity to large outliers and LMS-based
diffusion algorithms are not robust.
Obviously, the DLMG strategy is also severely divergent
and difficult to apply to cyber attacks environments. We
note that if each node performs its own individual LMG
algorithm, i.e., the NC-LMG algorithm, then the nodes do
not cooperate with each other at all and Byzantine nodes
can not influence the estimate of any nodes. So the multi-
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task network without cooperation is “resilient” in this sense.
However, the networked MSD level of NC-LMG is quite high
and its performance has seriously degraded. Thanks to the
cooperation among nodes, RDLMG will possess much better
performance than the NC-LMG algorithm. From Fig. 9, we
can see that the proposed RDLMG algorithm guarantees all
normal nodes to converge to the desired targets in the presence
of CG noises and Byzantine attacks, and also has lower MSD
level as compared to the non-cooperative strategy. As stated
in Remark 3, we can see from Fig. 10 that the selection
of F does not affect the convergence, but it influences the
steady-state performance. As the increase of F , the steadystate networked MSD level also increases. In the “worst-case”,
normal nodes discard all the information from their neighbors,
whose algorithm becomes NC-LMG and incurs the severe
performance deterioration.
Fig. 11 investigates the analytical results of the RDLMG
algorithm with different step sizes µi and scalar parameters
λ, where the dashed lines indicate the theoretical steady-state
networked MSD. The theoretical steady-state MSD for all
normal nodes over the multi-task network is calculated as (71).
The simulated results of RDLMG are obtained by averaging
over 100 independent runs. It is clear that the theoretical and
simulated steady-state MSD match very well. We can also
find that if µi is smaller, the convergence will be slower but
it reduces the steady-state MSD level. A smaller λ will lead
to faster convergence and increased steady-state error. Fig. 12
illustrates the networked MSD evolutions of RDLMG in the
case of Gaussian noise with a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of
20dB. It shows that the RDLMG algorithm performs well and
there is a good match between the theoretical and simulated
steady-state MSD in the Gaussian interference scenario.
Fig. 13 illustrates the network MSD of RDLMG with the
adaptive combination rule used by (14) and its variations mentioned in [18] and [69]. It appears that all these combination
rules are useful and they have the comparable performances.
That is because each node discards the extreme value information of cost contributions received from its neighboring nodes
via the removal set Ri (n + 1). Therefore, the influence of
different adaptive combination rules would be slight in such
multi-task scenario.
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Fig. 12. Networked MSD evolutions of RDLMG with different µi and λ in
the presence of Gaussian noises and Byzantine attacks, with SNR = 20dB
and µai = 0.01, where the dashed lines indicate the theoretical steady-state
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Fig. 14. Initial network topology with scattered nodes.

Consider a connected network with scattered 64 nodes as
shown in Fig. 14, with the same simulation configuration as
previously mentioned. The network topology at the end of
the iterations by executing DLMG is shown in Fig. 15. We
observe that the nodes previously belonging to the normal
nodes are only connected with the Byzantine nodes illustrating
the influence of malicious attacks. After executing RDLMG,
Fig. 16 shows that all links between normal nodes and
the Byzantine nodes are removed, and Byzantine nodes are
isolated. The normal node without neighbors will perform its
own learning strategy. The resilience as we expected for the
RDLMG algorithm has also been verified even though the
nodes are scattered.
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Fig. 18. Final network topology by executing DLMG.

B. Multi-Task Spectrum Sensing

where ηi,ι (n) denotes the additive measurement noise at
frequency fι .
Using an energy estimator over an idle band, the receiver
noise power σr2i can be accurately estimated, and thus subtracted form (78) before spectrum sensing [6]. Collecting the
noisy desired signal over Mf frequencies, a linear model for
spectrum sensing at every node i can be obtained by

We have also evaluated the proposed RDLMG algorithm
in multi-task spectrum sensing, which aims to estimate the
spectrum of the transmitted signal in a connected network.
Let Φ(ejf ) denote the power spectral density (PSD) of the
transmitted signal at each frequency f as
Φ(ejf ) =

M
X

o
bm (ejf )wm
= bT (ejf )wo

(76)

m=1

where b(ejf ) = [b1 (ejf ), . . . , bM (ejf )]T represents the basis
function vector evaluated at normalized frequency f with
o T
length M , and wo = [w1o , . . . , wM
] is the weight vector representing the transmitted power over each basis. If M is large
enough, then the basis expansion can well approximate the
transmitted spectrum and rectangular functions are commonly
chosen for the set of basis {bm (ejf )}M
m=1 [5], [6].
Let Hi (ejf , n) be the channel transfer function between the
transfer node and the receiver node i at time n, and then the
PSD received by node i can be formulated as
Φi (ejf , n) =

M
X

o
|Hi (ejf , n)|2 bm (ejf )wi,m
+ σr2i

m=1
jf
o
2
= bT
i (e , n)wi + σri

(77)

where bi (ejf , n) = |Hi (ejf , n)|2 [b1 (ejf ), . . . , bM (ejf )]T , and
o
o
the weight vector wio = [wi,1
, . . . , wi,M
]T needs to be estimated, and σr2i represents the receiver noise power at node
i. At time n, each node i measures the received PSD within
the normalized frequency range [fmin , fmax ] = [0, 1] over Mf
frequency samples fι = fmin : (fmax − fmin )/Mf : fmax , ι =
1, . . . , Mf . Therefore, the noisy desired signal at frequency fι
is given by
o
2
jfι
di,ι (n) = bT
i (e , n)wi + σri + ηi,ι (n)

(78)

di (n) = Bi (n)wio + ηi (n)

(79)

where we denote di (n) = [di,1 (n), . . . , di,Mf (n)]T ∈ RMf ,
jfMf
, n)] ∈ RMf ×M , and
Bi (n) = [bi (ejf1 , n), . . . , bT
i (e
T
ηi (n) = [ηi,1 (n), . . . , ηi,Mf (n)] ∈ RMf .
Consider a connected network with 36 nodes for the clustered multi-task scenario as illustrated in Fig. 17, which comprises of 35 normal nodes divided into two groups with blue
and green nodes, and contains one Byzantine node in red. Each
normal node can be modeled as (79) for spectrum sensing, in
which we utilize M = 50 non-overlapping rectangular basis
functions with amplitude equal to one to well approximate the
transmitted spectrum. The nodes scan Mf = 100 frequencies
over the normalized frequency axis. We assume that wio has
8 non-zero elements, which means that the corresponding
spectrum is transmitted over 8 basis functions, and the power
transmitted over each basis function is set to 0.7. The multitask spectrum sensing aims to estimate wio for each node,
where the 8 non-zero elements of spectrum coefficients wio
for blue and green nodes only locate in different positions.
The additive noise ηi,ι (n) is assumed to be a combination
of the background noise vi,ι (n) and the impulsive noise
ωi,ι (n), i.e., ηi,ι (n) = vi,ι (n)+ωi,ι(n). The background noise
vi,ι (n) is extracted from a zero-mean Gaussian sequence with
a variance depending on the interference level as σv2i,ι =
σr2i [σr2i + 2Φi (ejfι )]/10 at frequency fι , where the receiver
noise power is set to σr2i = 0.1. We consider that the α-stable
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Fig. 21. Networked MSD evolutions of diffusion algorithms in the presence
of α-stable noises and Byzantine attack, with α = 1.2, γ = 0.08 and µai =
0.01.

distribution is used to model the impulsive feature, whose
α
α
characteristic function is expressed as φ(t) = e−γ |t| , where
the characteristic parameter is 0 < α ≤ 2 with the smaller α
leading to more outliers, and the dispersion parameter is γ > 0
[75]. The impulsive noise ωi,ι (n) is drawn from an α-stable
process with α = 1.2 and γ = 0.08.
The Byzantine node aims to drive its neighboring normal
nodes to estimate the malicious spectrum coefficient as wia =
0.51M , which means that all malicious powers are set to 0.5,
and the attack parameter is selected as µai = 0.01.
The step size µi = 0.2 and the forgetting factor νi = 0.001
of the DLMG algorithm have been taken uniformly across
the normal nodes. The network topology at the end of the
iterations by executing the DLMG algorithm is shown in Fig.
18. Fig. 19 shows the evolutions of distance between the
attacked nodes and the malicious spectrum coefficient wia . We
can clearly see that all neighbors influenced by the Byzantine
node will converge to the malicious target. After executing
the RDLMG algorithm, Fig. 20 shows that all normal nodes
cluster two sub-networks and all links between normal nodes
and the Byzantine node are removed, which demonstrates the
resilience as we expected.
To assess the performance of diffusion algorithms, the

networked MSD for all normal nodes in the presence of αstable noises and Byzantine attack are reported in Fig. 21. All
results are obtained by averaging over independent runs. It is
observed that the RDLMS and DLMG algorithms have severe
performance divergence in this situation. It is obvious that
the proposed RDLMG algorithm with cooperation guarantees
convergence to the true spectrum and also results in lower
MSD level in comparison with NC-LMG.
We evaluate the results of multi-task spectrum estimation in
the impulsive noises and cyber attacks environments, carried
out by the convergent RDLMG and NC-LMG algorithms.
The muli-task spectrum estimation of distributed algorithms in
accordance with PSD is exhibited in Fig. 22. As we can notice,
the RDLMG algorithm is able to make the accurate spectrum
estimation and has lower side lobes in terms of PSD. It is
also proved that the proposed RDLMG algorithm enables to
fit much better the transmitted spectrum due to the inter-node
cooperation than that of the NC-LMG algorithm.
VII. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, we have proposed a novel robust resilient
algorithm over clustered multi-task networks in the presence of
impulsive interferences and Byzantine attacks. The proposed
RDLMG algorithm relies on the GM estimator and the MSR
strategies, which are able to counteract the adverse effects
of impulsive noises and Byzantine nodes. Theoretical performance analyses of the RDLMG algorithm in the mean and
mean-square senses were developed. Numerical results validate the performance of RDLMG and the theoretical results.
We have also evaluated the proposed RDLMG algorithm by
applying it to the problems of multi-target localization and
multi-task spectrum sensing, which all demonstrate its superior
performance to some existing distributed algorithms.
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