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Abstract

This article proposes diffusion LMS techniques for digitdd estimation over adaptive networks that
are able to exploit sparsity in the underlying system motlleté approach relies on convex regularization,
common in compressive sensing, to enhance the detectiopan$ity via a diffusive process over the
network. The resulting algorithms endow networks with fiag abilities and allow them to learn the
sparse structure from the incoming data in real-time, asd & track variations in the sparsity of the
model. We provide convergence and mean-square perfornmamalgsis of the proposed method and
show under what conditions it outperforms the unreguldridé#fusion version. We also show how to
adaptively select the regularization parameter. Simaatesults illustrate the advantage of the proposed

filters for sparse data recovery.
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. INTRODUCTION

We consider the problem of distributed mean-square-estimation, where a set of nodes is required
to collectively estimate some parameter of interest frorisynoneasurements by relying solely on in-
network processing. We consider an ad-hoc network congisti N nodes that are distributed over some
geographic region. At every time instaijtevery nodek collects a scalar measuremeit(i) of some

random procesd,, (i) and al x M regression vectot,, ; of some random process, ; with covariance
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matrix R, = Euzlum > 0. The objective is for the nodes in the network to use the ctdlk data
{di(i),ur;} to estimate som@/ x 1 parameter vectow® in a distributed manner.

There are a couple of distributed strategies that have bexaped in the literature for such purposes.
One typical strategy is the incremental approachl[1]-[S}eve each node communicates only with one
neighbor at a time over a cyclic path. In the incrementaltatyg information is processed in a cyclic
manner across the nodes of the network until optimizatioacisieved. However, determining a cyclic
path that covers all nodes is an NP-hard problem [6] and, ditiad, cyclic trajectories are prone to
link and node failures. When any of the edges along the palh, fhe sharing of data through the
cycle is interrupted and the algorithm stops performing.a@idress these difficulties, adaptive diffusion
technigues were proposed and studied[in [7], [8]. In difnsimplementations, the nodes exchange
information locally and cooperate with each other withdwe heed for a central processor. In this way,
information is processed on the fly by all nodes and the ddtasdi across the network by means of a
real-time sharing mechanism. The resulting adaptive ndisvexploit the time and spatial-diversity of
the data more fully, thus endowing networks with powerfidrténg and tracking abilities. In view of
their robustness and adaptation properties, diffusiowards have been applied to model a variety of
self-organized behavior encountered in nature, such ds lfliying in formation [[12], fish foraging for
food [13] or bacteria motility[[14]. Diffusion adaptatiorah also been used to solve dynamic resource
allocation problems in cognitive radids |15], to perfornbust system modeling [18], and to implement
distributed learning over mixture models in pattern redtigm applications|[156].

In many situations, the parameter of interest, is sparse, containing only a few relatively large
coefficients among many negligible ones. Any prior inforimatabout the sparsity af®° can be exploited
to help improve the estimation performance, as demondtratemany recent efforts in the area of
compressive sensing (CS) [27]-[29]. Nevertheless, moste@@ts so far have concentrated on batch
recovery methods, where the estimation of the desired wéstachieved from a collection of a fixed
number of measurements. In this paper, we are instead steerén adaptive (online) techniques that
allow the recovery of the vectar® to be pursuedoth recursively and distributively as new data arrive
at the nodes. More importantly, we are interested in schetmsallow the recovery process to track
changes in the sparsity pattern of the vector over time.

Some of the early works that mix adaptation with sparsitg@aconstructions include methods that
rely on the heuristic selection of active taps|[20]}[22]dam sequential partial updating techniques [23]-
[24]; some other methods assign proportional step-sizelfferent taps according to their magnitudes,

such as the proportionate normalized LMS (PNLMS) algoridmd its variations [25]-[26]. In subsequent
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studies, motivated by the LASSO techniquel[28] and by cotimes with compressive sensirg [29], [30],
several algorithms for sparse adaptive filtering have beepgsed based on LMS [34]-[35], RLS [36],
[37], and projection-based methods[[38]. A couple of dstiéd algorithms implementing LASSO over
ad-hoc networks have also been considered before, alththeyh main purpose has been to use the
network to solve datchprocessing problem [40],_[41]. One basic idea in all theswipusly developed
sparsity-aware techniques was to introduce a convex peteaith into the cost function to favor sparsity.
However, these earlier contributions did not consider tesigh of bothadaptive and distributed
solutions that are able to exploit and track sparsity whildh® same time processing data in real-
time and in a fully decentralized manner. Doing so would enaetworks with learning abilities and
would allow them to learn the sparse structure from the iringntdata recursively and, therefore, to
track variations in the sparsity pattern of the underlying veasrwell. Investigations on adaptive and
distributed solutions appear in [42], [43], [44]. In_[42]evemployed diffusion techniques that are able
to identify and track sparsity over networks in a distrilllit@anner; the techniques relied on the use
of convenient convex regularization terms. In the relatedful work [43], the authors employ instead
projection techniques onto hyperslabs and weightetalls to develop a sparsity-aware algorithm for
distributed learning over diffusion networks. In_[44], thathors use the same formulation bfl[42] and
the techniques of [7]-]8] to independently arrive at usefiffusion strategies except that they limit the

function f(-) in (@) to choices of the form|w|

»» for generalp-vector norms; they also include the
regularization factor into the combination step of thegaalthm rather than in the adaptation step, as
done further ahead in this work. The algorithms propose@#j and here are more general in a couple
of respects: they allow for broader choices of the reguddion functionf(-), allow for sharing of both
data and weight estimates among the nodes (and not onlyatéetiinby allowing for the use of two sets
of combinations weightga; 1., ¢, } instead of only one set, and the resulting mean-square abditst
analyses are more demanding due to these generalizatesmse ., Appendices A and B. We further
use the results of the analysis to propose an adaptive meghendjust online the important regularization
parametery in (@). This is an important step in order to endow the resgltiiffusion strategies with full
adaptation abilities: adaptation to nonstationaritiethimm data and to changes in the sparsity patterns of
the data.

The approach we follow in this work is based on developinfudibn strategies that are stable in the
mean-square-error sense, with guaranteed performanecelbokior this reason, a detailed mean-square-
error analysis is carried out in order to examine the bemasidhe algorithm in the presence of noisy

measurements and random regression data. The analysisuprglgggesting a convenient method for
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adapting the regularization parameter in a distributedmaaas well. Doing so, enhances the sparsity-
awareness of the algorithm and adds another useful layetagtation to the operation of the network. In
summary, in this paper, we develop adaptive networks rgndifiusion algorithms subject to constraints
that enforce sparsity. We consider two convex regulanmationstraints. In one case, we consideran
norm regularization term, which acts as a uniform zeraator. In another case, and in order to improve
the estimation performance, we employ reweighted reqatian to selectively promote sparsity on the
zero elements of°, rather than uniformly on all the elements. We provide detatonvergence analysis
of the proposed methods, giving a closed form expressiothébias on the estimate due to regularization.
We carry out a mean-square-error analysis, showing theitimmsl under which the sparse diffusion filter
outperforms its unregularized version in terms of steadyegperformance. It turns out that, if the system
model is sufficiently sparse, it is possible to tune a singl@ameter to achieve better performance than the
standard diffusion algorithm. Then, on the basis of thisiltesve propose a simple method to adaptively
choose the regularization parameter; doing so helps emaguminance of the sparse diffusion filter over
its unregularized version in terms of mean-square perfoomaln this way, the network is able to learn
the sparse structure from the incoming data recursivelyt@amadjust its parameters for improved tracking.
The main contributions of this paper are therefore: (a) @tqtion of sparsity for distributed estimation
over adaptive networks; (b) derivation of the mean-squaiopgrties of the sparse diffusion adaptive
filter; (c) and adaptation of the regularization parameteerthance performance under sparsity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Il we develegsttarse diffusion algorithm for distributed
adaptive estimation. Section Il provides performancelyai® which includes mean stability, mean-
square performance and adaptation of the regularizaticanpeter. Section IV provides simulation results
in support of the theoretical analysis, and section V drasvaesconclusions.

Notation: we use bold face letters to denote random variables and hdomialetters to denote their

realizations. Matrices and vectors are respectively dghby capital and small letters.

Il. SPARSEDISTRIBUTED ESTIMATION OVER ADAPTIVE NETWORKS

We assume the daf@ad; (i), us;} collected by the various nodes are related to the unknowtove¢

via the linear model:
dy (i) = wp ;w° + v (i) (1)

wherew,(i) is a zero mean random variable with variarcs,, independent ofy, ; for all I andj, and

independent ob;(j) for [ # k andi # j. Linear models of the forni{1) arise frequently in applioas
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and are able to represent many cases of interest. The ctivpesparse estimation problem is cast as the

search for the optimal estimator that minimizes in a fullgtdbuted manner the following cost function:

N
JEP(w) =Y "Eldy (i) — wgw|* +vf (w) 2)
k=1

whereE(-) denotes the expectation operator, gf{d) is a real-valued convex regularization function
weighted by the parameter > 0, which is used to enforce sparsity of the solution. The ojtation
problem in [2) may be solved in a centralized fashion. In #pgproach, the nodes send their data to a
central processor, or fusion center, where all computati@am be performed. Centralized implementations
of this type require transmitting data back and forth betwd® nodes and the central processor, which
translates into requirements of power and bandwidth ressurAdditionally, centralized solutions have
a serious point of failure: if the central processor faiken the network operation is adversely affected
and operation comes to a halt. For these reasons, we arestaérin distributed solutions, where each
node communicates with its neighboring nodes, and praogssi distributed among all nodes in the
network. In this way, communications are localized, andnewten individual nodes fail, the network

can continue to operate.

A. Adaptive Diffusion Strategy

We follow the approach proposed in [8], [9], ]11] to derivestdibuted strategies for the minimization

of J&°P(w) in (2). We start by introducing a set of non-negative coefits {c; ;} such that
ar>0 if leNg, C1 =1, (3)

wherel denotes theV x 1 vector with unit entries andV;, denotes the neighborhood of noileEach
coefficientc; ,, represents a weight value that nddassigns to information arriving from its neighbior
Of course, the coefficient; ;, is equal to zero when nodésandk are not connected. Furthermore, each
row of C' adds up to one so that the sum of all weights leaving each hetieuld be one. Using the

coefficients in[(B), the global cost function inl (2) can be regsed as:

JEP (w) = TP (w) + Y T (w) + 7 (w) (4)
£k
where
N
T (w) £ e pBldi (i) — wywl? (5)
=1

The function introduced i {5) is a local (neighborhood)tdos nodek; it involves a weighted combi-

nation of the costs of its neighbors without considering sparsity constraint. Assuming the processes
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dy(i) anduy; are jointly wide sense stationary, the minimization of theal cost function[(5) ovew

leads to the optimal local solution:

N -1 /N
wi® = (Z Cz,k;Ru,l> (Z Cz,krdu,l> (6)
=1 =1

where R, j, = Euzzum is assumed positive-definite (i.e?,; > 0) andrg, = Edk(i)uz,i. where

the operator denotes complex-conjugate transposition. Thus, the Iestiarhatew}fc is based solely on
local covariance datfiR,, ;, 74, }ien;, from the neighborhood of node. If we multiply both sides of

@) by Uy, and take expectations and then add over the neighborhooddefi it is easy to verify that
the estimatewk,OC from (6) agrees with the desired vectof. Therefore, in principle, each nodecan
estimatew? if it knows the moment$R,, ;, 74, }. Often, in practice, these moments are not available and
nodes only sense realizations of data arising from thesistital distributions. In that case, cooperation
among the nodes can help them improve their estimates’drom the data realizations. To motivate
the cooperative procedure, we start by noting that a coiopletf squares argument shows tHat (5) can

be rewritten in terms ofv}°° as
TP (w) = lw — we|f, + mmse (7)

where mmse is a constant term that does not depend tire notation|a||% = a*Xa, for any nonnegative

definite matrixX, and

N
Iy 2 Z LRy (8)
=1

Thus, using[(®),[(5) and7), and dropping the constant mmses, we can replace the original global
cost [2) with the equivalent cost:
JEY () = 3 e jEli (i) — wpw]® + Y [lw = wl|R, +vf(w) 9)
lEN; I#k

Expression[(9) shows how the local ccﬁt’c(w) can be modified to approach the desired global cost;
two correction terms appear on the right-hand side: thelaeigation termpf(w) and a sum involving
the local estimategw;°°}. Node k cannot minimize[{9) directly. This is because the cost[in )
requires the nodes to have access to global informationelyarine local estimate$w}oc}, and the
matrices{I';}, from all other nodes in the network. To enable a distribwded iterative procedure, we
make three adjustments td (9).

First, we limit the sum ovel # k to a sum over the neighbors of nodei.e., only overl € N,.

This step is reasonable since nddean only rely on data that are available to it from its neighbod.
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Second, we replace the covariance matrifesvith constant diagonal weighting matrices of the form
I'1 = b 10, Whereb . is a set of non-negative real coefficients that give differgaights to different
neighbors, and), is the M x M identity matrix. Although the{T';} from its neighbors are available to
nodek, this step is meant to simplify the structure of the resgltaigorithm. This substitution is also
reasonable in view of the fact that norms are equivalent hatigach of the weighted norms in (9) can

be bounded as
Amin(T0) - lw = wi [ < JJw — w7, < Amax(T) - lw — w|? (10)

Substitutions of this kind are common in the stochastic axipration literature where Hessian matrices,
such ad";, are replaced by multiples of the identity matrix; such agpnations allow the use of simpler
steepest-descent iterations in place of Newton-typetiters [11]. At this stage, we do not need to worry
about the selection of the weigh{$, ;} because they are going to be embedded into another set of
coefficients that the designer can choose. Finally, whigerthdes are attempting to estimaie, they do

not know what the optimal local estimateg™® are during the iterative learning process. As the ensuing
discussion will reveal, each node in the resulting distabualgorithm will be working on estimating the
sparse vectow’ and will have access to a local estimate i¢t, which we denote by); at nodel. Due

to the diffusion process, this estimate will not be baseeélgabn data from the neighborhood of node
[ but also on data from across the network. We are thereforevamed to replaceu}OC in @) by ;. In

this way, each nodé can instead minimize the following modified local cost fuoot

Tt w) = Y arBldi(6) —wwl* + Y bigllw — @ll* + v f (w). (11)
IEN, 1EN/{k}

The cost in[(1ll) is now defined in terms of information thatvaikble to node:. Observe that while
(@1) is a local approximation for the global cost (9), it isvegheless more general than the local cost
(5). The nodek can then proceed to optimize {11) by means of a steepesttggmcedure. Note that
all functions in [(11) are continuously differentiable egt@ossibly f(w), which is only supposed to be
convex. Thus, computing the sub-gradient[of] (11) we obtain

VI )] = epp(Rugw = rau)) + Y bir(w — ) + 70 f (w) (12)

lEN;, leN./{k}

wheredf(w) is the sub-gradient of the convex functig(w). Then, we can usé (1L2) to obtain a steepest
descent recursion for the estimatewsf at nodek at time 4, denoted byw, ;, such as

Wi = Whi—1 + [k Z 1k (Taug — Rujwgi—1) + [ Z bii(tr — wii—1) — YO f(wyi—1) (13)
leNk leN, /{k}
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for some sufficiently small positive step-sizgs; }. The updatel(13) involves the sum of three terms and

we can compute it in two steps by generating an intermedstimater),, ;, as follows:

Vi = Wei—1+ Mk Z ik (Taus — Rugwii—1) — pyOf (Wi,i—1) (14)
IEN:
Wi = Yki+ Mk Z bk — W i—1) (15)
leN, /{k}

Since every node in the network will be running recursionshef form [14){15), then the intermediate
estimate ofw® that is available to each nodeat time: is ; ;. Therefore, we replace; in (I5) by v ;.
Moreover, since)y,; is an updated estimate relativedq ;_;, as evidenced by (14), we are motivated to
replacewy, ;—; in (I5) by v, ;, which generally leads to enhanced performance sincecontains more
information thanwy, ;. This step is reminiscent of an incremental-type subsaitufl]— [5]. Performing
these substitutions in_(I15), we get:

Wi = Yk, + Pk Z bik(Vii — Vi) (16)
leN,/{k}

If we now introduce the coefficients

ark = pebiy (1 # k), apr =1 — pg Z big, ap=01if 1 €N, (17)
lEN:

then, we can rewrite the update [n(1#)4(15) as:

Vi = Whi—1 + [ Z cik(Taul — Rugwii—1) — kYO f (Wi,i—1)

leN (18)
Wi = Z ar kPr;
1EN}

where the weighting coefficientsy; i, ¢; ;} are real, non-negative and satisfy:
ar>0, arp>0 if leN,, Cl=1, AT1=1. (19)

The recursion in[(18) requires knowledge of the secondrordements{R, i, 74, x}. An adaptive
implementation can be obtained by replacing these secme-anoments by local instantaneous ap-

proximations, say, of the LMS type, as follows:
Ry = up Ui, Tduk = A (3)ug, ;- (20)

Thus, substituting the approximatioris [(20) info1(18), wevarat the following Adapt-then-Combine
(ATC) strategy. We refer to the algorithm as the ATC sparériglon algorithm. The first step in_(21)
is an adaptation step, where the coefficieqts determine which nodes € A, should share their

measurementgd;(i),v;;} with node k. The second step is a diffusion step where the intermediate

April 24, 2019 DRAFT



ATC sparse diffusion LM S

Start withwy, _; = 0 for all k. Given non-negative real coefficienfs; 1, c;  } satisfying [19), for each

time ¢ > 0 and for each nodé, repeat:

Vi = Wk i—1 + Z v ildi (i) — wgwg 1] — ey f (Wri—1) (adaptation step)
leN (21)
Wi = Z ap ki (diffusion step)
1EN}

estimates); ;, from the neighboré € N, are combined through the coefficiedis ;. }. We remark that
had we reversed the stepsi(14) and (15) to impleniemt (13)rrive at a similar but alternative strategy,
known as the Combine-then-Adapt (CTA) strategy; in this lempentation, the only difference is that

data aggregation is performed before adaptation (see,[&]p.It was argued in[[8] that ATC strategies

CTA gparse diffusion LMS

Start withwy, _; = 0 for all k. Given non-negative real coefficien{s; x, ¢, } satisfying [(19), for each

time ¢ > 0 and for each nodé, repeat:

Vi1 = Z g, kWi i—1 (diffusion step)
lEN: (22)
Wk = Yk,i—1 + Mk Z k) [di(d) — wir 1] — pepdf (Ve i-1) (adaptation step)
lENk

generally outperform CTA strategies. For this reason, weticoe our discussion by focusing on the
ATC algorithm [21); similar analysis applies to CTA. Compduwith the strategy proposed in [43], the
diffusion algorithm [[2IL) exploits data in the neighborhomdre fully; the adaptation step aggregates
data{d;(i),u;;} from the neighbors, and the diffusion step aggregates asisf; ;} from the same
neighbors. The implementation in_[43] uses a different allgmic structure withC' = I so that data
{di(i),u;} from the neighbors are not directly used. Compared with,[48kerve that the effect of
the regularization factor if(21) influences the adaptasitap, and not the combination step aslinl [44].
Observe also that the adaptation step allows for the exehafglata{d;(i),v;;} among the nodes

through the use of the coefficients; . }, whereas[[44] use€' = I as well.
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B. Sparse Regularization

Before proceeding with the discussions, let us comment enregularization functiory (w) in (2).
A sparse vectorw® generally contains only a few relatively large coefficiemigrspersed among many
negligible ones and the location of the non-zero elementsten unknown beforehand. However, in
some applications, we may have available some upper boutigdeonumber of nonzero elements. Thus,
assume that°® satisfies
lello < 7, (23)

where]|| - ||o is they-norm, denoting the number of non-zero entries of a vectatyais a known upper
bound. Since théy-norm in [23) is not convex, we cannot use it directly. Thustimated by LASSO
[28] and work on compressive sensing[29], we first consitierfollowing ¢;-norm convex choice for

a regularization function:
fr(w) = [Jwly = Z || (24)

which amounts to the sum of the absolute entries of the vecie /;-norm works as a surrogate
approximation for the/y-norm. This choice leads to an algorithm updatelin (21) whieeesubgradient

column vector is given by
df1(w) = sign(w) (25)

and the entries of the vector sign) are obtained by applying the following function to each g w:

sign(wy,) = W/ m], - wm 70 (26)
0, Wy, =0
This update leads to what we shall refer to as tleeo-attracting(ZA) diffusion algorithm. The ZA
update uniformly shrinks all components of the vector, andsdnot distinguish between zero and non-
zero elements [30]L[34]. Since all the elements are foroaditd zero uniformly, the performance would
deteriorate for systems that are not sufficiently sparsdivsliied by the idea of reweighting in compressive

sampling [30], [[34], [38], we also consider the followingpmpximation:
M

|wim|

wl|g =~ — 27

l[wllo z_:ffﬂwm\ (27)
m=1

which, for very small positive values of, is a better approximation for th&-norm of a vectorw

than the/;-norm [30], thus enhancing sparse recovery by the algorithherefore, interpreting_(27)
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11

as a weighted’;-norm regularization, to update the algorithm [n](21), walkhonsider the following
sub-gradient column vector:

1
etw etwe’  Tedwy’

Dfa(w) = diag{ } sign(u) (28)

This choice leads to what we shall refer to as theeighted zero-attractingRZA) diffusion algorithm.
The update in[(28) selectively shrinks only the componeritssg magnitudes are comparable:fand

there is little effect on components satisfying,,| > ¢, see, e.g.,[30],[34]/ [38]/[42]/ [44].

[Il. M EAN-SQUARE PERFORMANCEANALYSIS

From now on, we view the estimates, ; as realizations of a random process ; and analyze the
performance of the sparse diffusion algorithm in terms®fiean-square behavior. To do so, we introduce

the error quantitiesv, ; = w° — wy;, {b,“ = w’ — 1, ;, and the network vectors:

wi wy Py,

wi=| 1 |, wi=| 1 [, ¥=1]"1 (29)
WN ;i WN i {PNJ
We also introduce the block diagonal matrix
M = diag{p1lnr, ..., unIr} (30)
and the extended block weighting matrices
C=C®Ily, A=A®Iyg (31)

where ® denotes the Kronecker product operation. We further intcedthe following random block

qguantities:

N N
D, = diag{ Z Cl,luZiuLi» ... ,Z cl,Nuzin} (32)
=1

=1
g; = CTeol{ujvi(i),..., u} vn(i)} (33)

Then, we conclude fromi(21) that the following relationsch@r the error vectors:

Y, = W1 — M[Diw;_1 + g;] + YMOf (wi_1) (34)

w; = A, (35)
where

Of (wi—1) £ col{f (wii-1),- -, df (wni-1)} (36)
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We can combine(34) and_(35) into a single recursion:

w; = AT[I — MDjJw;_1 — A" Mg; + yAT MO f(w;_1) 37)

This relation tells us how the network weight-error vectoolees over time. The relation will be the
launching point for our mean-square analysis. To proceeadintroduce the following independence

assumption on the regression data.

Assumption 1 (Independent regressors) The regressors: ; are temporally white and spatially inde-

pendent withR,, . = Euy ;uj ; > 0. [

It follows from Assumption 1 that, ; is independent ofw; ;} for all [ andj <1 — 1. Although not
true in general, this assumption is common in the adaptitexifig literature since it helps simplify the
analysis. Several studies in the literature, especiallstochastic approximation theory [45]- [46], indicate
that the performance expressions obtained using this gggmmatch well the actual performance of

stand-alone filters for sufficiently small step-sizes. Eifi@re, we shall also rely on the following condition.
Assumption 2 (Small step-sizes) The step-size§uy } are sufficiently small so that terms that depend on

higher-order powers of:;, can be ignored. |

A. Convergence in the Mean

Let

N N
DéEDqu%E:qmwwwz}mﬂw} (38)
=1 =1

Then, taking expectations of both sides [ofl(37) and callipgruAssumption 1, we conclude that the

mean-error vector evolves according to the following dyitam

Ew; = AT[I — MD]Ew;_1 + v AT MES f(w;_1) (39)

The following theorem guarantees the asymptotic mean Igyabif the diffusion strategy[(21), and

provides a closed form expression for the weight bias dudeouse of the regularization term.

Theorem 1 (Stability in the mean) Assume data modell(1) and Assumption 1 hold. Then, for any
initial condition and any choice of the matrice$ and C satisfying [(19), the diffusion strategy {21)
asymptotically converges in the mean if the step-sizes lawvean to satisfy:

2

0 < pp < N
/\max (21:1 Cl,kRu,l)

k=1,...,N (40)
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where A\« (X) denotes the maximum eigenvalue of a Hermitian positive-defmite matrixX. Fur-
thermore, asi — oo, the estimators across all nodes have biases that are giyetid corresponding

entries in the following bias vector:

bias2 lim Ew; = - B- lim E9f(w;_1) (41)
1—00 1—>00
where
B=[I-A"(I-MD)] " A" M. (42)
Moreover, it holds that
. " Mmax a max
Ibias], . < 1 2 (@3)

where||- ||, is the block maximum norm of a vector (defined in Appendix ABINd tmax = max g,
O fmax = max; ||0f (wi—1)|p.00 andd = p(I — MD) < 1, with p(X) denoting the spectral radius of a
matrix X.

Proof: See Appendix A. |

Remark 1: Some comments are in place in relation to the bias of thenas#is. First, observe from _(43)
that the bias is affected by the regularization parametdn particular, the smaller the value f the
smaller the bias. Second, the bias also depends on the riggtitan function, especially since different
functions, e.g., the ones in_(25) dr (28), lead to differepper bounds) f,,.x in (43). Third, the bias
depends on the step-siz€s;. }, which affect both the numerator and denominator of (43). |

B. Convergence in Mean-Square

We now examine the behavior of the steady-state mean-sqesi@tion,E|/wy ;||> asi — oo, for any
of the nodes and derive conditions under which the spar&esitih filter outperforms its unregularized
version in terms of steady-state performance. In particua will show that, if the vector parameter’
is sufficiently sparse, then it is possible to tune the spamarameter to achieve better performance
than the standard diffusion algorithm. Following the egyezgnservation framework of [7].[8] and under

Assumption 1, we can establish the following variance ietat

El|lw||3 = E|wi-1|3 +ElgiMASAT Mg,] + 29Edf (wi—1)" MASAL (I — MD) ;4

+ VE0f (wi1) R asar i (44)
whereX. is any Hermitian nonnegative-definite matrix that we are fi@ choose, and
Y =E(I — D;M)ASAT(I — MD;) (45)
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Relations [(44)E(45) can be derived directly froml(37) if wengute the weighted norm of both sides
of the equality and use the fact that is independent ofv;_; and w;_1. We can rewrite[(44) more

compactly if we collect the terms depending pras

E|w;||3 = E|w;—1]3% + Elg MASAT Mg;] + éx.:(v) (46)
with
as g
$5i(7) £ By, <'v - %) (47)
N
where
Bei = E|0f(wi1)|iasarr =0 (48)
as; = —2BIf(w; 1) MASAT (I — MD)w;_, (49)
Moreover, setting
G = Elg;g;] = C" - diag{o} 1 Ru1, .., 05 yRun} -C (50)

we can rewrite[(46) in the form
E|w;|% = Ellw;_1]% + Tr[ZATMGMA] + ¢5.4(7) (51)

whereTr(-) denotes the trace operator. let= vec(X) ando’ = vedY'), where thevec(-) notation stacks
the columns oft on top of each other anctc~!(-) is the inverse operation. We will use interchangeably
the notation||w||2 and ||@w||% to denote the same quantity*$w. Using the Kronecker product property
vec(UXV) = (VT ®@U)vec(X), we can vectorize both sides 6f{45) and conclude fhat (45peaeplaced
by the simpler linear vector relation’ = vec(X') = Fo, where F is the following N2M? x N2M?

matrix with block entries of sizé/? x M? each:
F=I®D{I-1®(DM)—- (D'M)®I+EDIM)® (D;M}IA A (52)
Using the propertylr(X.X) = vec(X™)To we can then rewritd (51) as follows:
Ellwi|; = Ellwi-1[%, + [vec(ATMGT MA) o + ¢5i(7) (53)

The following theorem guarantees the asymptotic meanrsgstability (i.e., convergence in the mean

and mean-square sense) of the diffusion strategy (21).

Theorem 2 (Mean-Square Stability) Assume the data modéll (1) and Assumption 1 hold. Then, the
sparse diffusion LMS algorithni_(R1) will be mean-squarebkaf the step-sizes are such that](40) is
satisfied and the matrif in (B2) is stable.
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Proof: See Appendix B. [ |

Remark 2: Note that the step sizes influende](52) through the matrix Since the step-sizes are
sufficiently small, we can ignore terms that depend on higinéer powers of the step-sizes. Then, we

can approximatd (52) as
Fre(IoD{I-1®(DM)— (D"M)@I+D"MaDM} (A A)=B"oB* (54)

whereB = AT (I — MD). Now, sinceA is left-stochastic, it can be verified that the abdvés stable if
(I — DM) is stable [[9], [11]; this latter condition is guaranteed B@) In summary, sufficiently small

step-sizes ensure the stability of the diffusion strategthe mean and mean-square senses. |

Taking the limit asi — oo (assuming the step-sizes are small enough to ensure cenverdo a

steady-state), we deduce from{(53) that:

lim El[wi[[?;_ ), = [vec(ATMGT MA) 0 + 75 0 (’y - ;i:) (55)

where
Oyeo = lim —2E0 fwi_ )" MASAT (I — MD)w;_4 (56)
Broo = lim E|0f(wio1)|ianar m (57)

The limits in (56){57) exist for the following reason. Rirtn Appendix C we show thaty, ; converges
to as 0. Second, we also show in Appendix B that the LHS[of (55) cayeer Therefore, the tery,
also exists.

Expression[(55) is a useful result: it allows us to deriveesavperformance metrics through the proper
selection of the free weighting parameter(or X), as was done in_[8]. For example, the MSD for any
nodek is defined as the steady-state valBgwy ;||?, asi — oo, and can be obtained by computing
lim; o0 El|w[|7, with a block weighting matrix}, that has the\/ x M identity matrix at block(k, k) and
zeros elsewhere. Then, denoting the vectorized versioheitatrix T, by ¢, = vec(diag(er) ® Ip),
where ¢;, is the vector whosé:-th entry is one and zeros elsewhere, and if we seleat (53) as

or = (I — F)~ 1, we arrive at the MSD for node:

MSDy, = [vec(AT MGT MA)T(I — F) 'ty + 785, 00 (7 — 0‘2—°°> (58)

The average networkISD,, is given by:

N
.1 .
MSDyet = lim ~ ;Euwk,iuz (59)

April 24, 2019 DRAFT



16

Then, to obtain the network MSD fro (65), the weighting rixatrf lim; ., E||w;||3- should be chosen
asT = Iyn/N. Let g denote the vectorized version &f;y, i.e., ¢ = vec(Iyn), and selectings in

(G8) aso = (I — F)"'q/N, the network MSD is given by:

MSD s = [ree( AMETMANT (1 = F) g+ e (7= 522 ) (60

C. Comparison with Unregularized ATC Diffusion

We now examine under what conditions the sparse diffusiter f{E1) dominates in terms of mean-
square performance its unregularized counterpart when 0. Considering the MSD expression {58)
at the k-th node, we notice that the first term on the RHS coincides whe MSD of the standard
diffusion algorithm wheny = 0 (compare with (48) in[[8]), whereas the second term[id (58)us to

the regularization. Then, if

s, 00 >0 and 0<y< 2800 (61)
52]“00

the second term on the RHS 6f{58) is negative and sparsesidiffuvould outperform standard diffusion.
The conditionas;, ~ > 0, whereas; ; is given by [(49), is anecessarycondition to have dominance of
sparse diffusion over standard diffusion. Let us examinéngrpretation for the conditiony;, ~ > 0

in terms of the sparsity of the vectar®. Since f(-) is a real-valued convex function, by the definition

of subgradient it holds that

fla+y) — fl@) = of(@)Ty = —0f(x)Ty>f(x)— flz+y) (62)

Then, choosing: = w;_; andy = By, (1 ® w° —w;_1), whereBsy, = 2MAX, AT (I — MD), we can

write
Ayy,00 = —2 hm Eaf(wz—l)TMAEkAT ([ — MD) w;_1
i—00
> Jim E[f (wi 1)~ f(wi 1 + By, (1 ©w® —w; 1)) (63)

If the step-sizes are sufficiently small, we can approxinage «~ 2MAX AT, neglecting the second

term that depends ofy:2}. Then, we have
w; = w;_1 + By, (]l Qw’ — wi_l) w1 — QMAEkAT(wZ'_l —1® wo) (64)

At convergence, the vectap;_; fluctuates close td ® w°. Now, sinceX; > 0, expression(84) can be
interpreted as a gradient descent update minimizing thetifum||w — 1 ®w0|]?42kAT, yielding for small

step-sizes a vectap; that is closer tal ® w° thanw;_;. If 1®w? is sparse, the non-zero elements (NZ
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set) of the vector are in general much less in number thandhe edlements (Z set). Then, the gradient
update in [(64) helps move the components of the veatpithat belong to the Z set closer to zero.
Intuitively, if the Z set is larger than the NZ saf; will be more sparse thafw; ;. Thus, considering

(63) at convergence, since the functifw) measures the sparsity of the vectorit is expected that

lim E[f(wi-1) — f(w;)] >0 (65)

i—o0
since w; is likely to be more sparse thaw,_;. Consequently, the conditiony, ., > 0 is likely to

be true. Therefore, by properly selecting the sparsity fanefit v to satisfy [61), the sparse diffusion
algorithm will yield better MSD than the standard diffusialgorithm at each node. On the other hand,
if w® is not sparse, conditiol (63) in general would not be true thedsparse diffusion algorithm will

perform worse than standard diffusion.

D. Adaptation of the Regularization Parameter

To endow networks with the capability to adaptively exphoid track the sparsity of the system model,
we now propose a systematic approach to choosing the régatlan parametet in an adaptive fashion.
We thus allow the sparsity parameter to be iteration dep#nde.,y = ;. Following similar steps as

in Section II.B, we can replacé€ (b1) with the conditiondhti®n:
E [||@i|3wi1] = [l@i1]3 + Tr[SATMGT MA] + ési(7i) (66)

wherey’ is given by [45) and

¢si(vi) = vibs (%’ - ;ZZ> (67)
pPINS

Bei = 10f(wi—)ljazaram >0 (68)

as; = —20f(wi—1)T MASAT [T — MD]w;_4 (69)

Thus, lettingX = I and if ¢x;(v;) < 0, the sparse diffusion algorithm will outperform the stamba

diffusion algorithm in terms of the instantaneous MSD. Thedition ¢y, ;(7;) < 0 is satisfied when

ay i

Bs,i

Since¢s ;(7;) in (€7) is quadratic iny;, we can choose the optimal regularization parameter thaitmzes

(€7) as:

ax; >0 and 0<y < (70)

ay g
2 = max< 0, — 71
¥ { 252’2} (71)
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Now, exploiting the small step-sizes assumption[in (69),ceesider the following approximation:
ay; =~ —20f (wi—1)T MAAT@; 4 (72)

An approximate expression for the sparsity parametel i i&then given by:
—8f(wi_1)TMAATzD,-_1 }
||8f(wi—1)‘|3v1AATM

vf:fmax{o, (73)

Remark 3: The rule [Z8) cannot be directly used due to the presencheofrtie parameter vectas®
in w;_1, which is unknown to the nodes in the network. Furthermdre, update[(73) depends on data
coming from all nodes. However, in the sequel we propose saseful approximations that allow the

local computation of the regularization parameter. |

First, we notice that the regularization paramefel (73)edels on the combination matrid, which
influences how the nodes perform the combination stelp in @iy step helps improve the quality of the
node’s estimatey,, ; by reducing the effect of the measurement and gradient sitist it generally has
a marginal effect on the sparse recovery capability of tigerithm. The regularization function appears
instead inside the adaptation step [inl(21). Thus, to sim@ipression[(43), we consider the case in
which we want to select; under the condition thatl = I, i.e., no cooperation is performed among the

nodes. In this case, the following relations hold:

N
Boi =~ > uilof(wei)l? (74)
k=1
N
avi = =2 e f (wio1) Wi (75)
k=1

Let z = wy;—1 andy = w® — wy ;1. Using [62), we find that

N N
;2 —2 Zukaf(wk,i—l)Tﬁ)k,i—l > 2 Zuk [f (wi,i—1) — f(w?)] (76)

k=1 k=1
In practice, some prior knowledge about the sparsity of the vectorw® is often available. For example,

the /;-norm of w® can be upper bounded by some constant value [28]. In this,weekassume that
fw?) <m, (77)

for some given positive constant Using [7T) in [76), we get

N
ax; > 2 Z [ f (Wi i—1) — ) (78)
=1
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and, using[(74) and_(¥8), the regularization parameter I) €an instead be approximated as:

o Sy ik f (wrio1) — 77]}
’ = max < 0, 79
L { SN i210F (wes1)|? 7o

Remark 4: The update[(79) still depends on data coming from all nodethé network. However, we
can replace[(79) with a local rule where each node computeswn py.; from data received from its

neighbors only, say,

o _ o > ien;, Half (wii—1) — n] 20
e {0’ e 17107 (w1 P } (80)

A special case would be to limit the computationgf; to

. flwg;—1) —n }
Vg, = Max {07 'ukHaf(wk,i—l)Hz (81)

which can be computed locally using only data from nédén the simulation section, we will check

the performance of the sparse diffusion strategy uding. (@& summarize below the sparse diffusion

strategy with adaptive regularization. |

ATC sparse diffusion LM S with adaptive regularization

Start withwy, _; = 0 for all k. Given non-negative real coefficienfs; 1, c;  } satisfying [19), for each

time ¢ > 0 and for each nodé, repeat:

D e, Hulf (wii—1) — ] .
Vi, = max q 0, - : (sparsity control)
. { >ien HEllOf (wii-1)|I?
Vpi = Wi—1 + Mk Z cLrugildi(i) — upwr 1] — prevg O f (Wri-1) (adaptation step) (82)
leN
Wi = Z a ki (diffusion step)
leNk

Remark 5: Equation[(8D) indicates that, in order to ensure supgyiofithe sparse diffusion strategy, the
construction[(80) is triggered only ¥, u[f(wii—1) —n] > 0, otherwise,y? = 0. The performance
of the sparse diffusion strategy depends on how close theruppundn is to the right value. In the
simulation section, we will check the robustness of the laxiged diffusion algorithm to misspecified

values ofy. |
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IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide some numerical examples totitlis the performance of the sparse diffusion
algorithm. In the first example, we compare the performaridhesparse diffusion strategy with respect
to standard diffusion, considering fixed values of the ragmhtion parametety. The second example

shows the benefits of adapting the sparsity parameter dngotal (80).

Numerical Example 1 : PerformanceWe consider a connected network composed of 20 nodes. The
topology of the network is shown in Figl 1. The regressers have sizeM = 50 and are zero-mean
white Gaussian distributed with covariance matri¢gs, = agka M, With agvk shown on the top right
side of Fig.[1. The background white noise povﬁ[k of each node is depicted on the bottom right
side of Fig[1. The first example aims to show the tracking deddy-state performance for the sparse
diffusion algorithm. In Fig[R, we report the learning cusvia terms of network MSD for 6 different
adaptive filters: ATC diffusion LMS[[8], ZA-ATC diffusion dseribed by [(2ll) and (25) and RZA-ATC
diffusion described by[(21) and_(28), and the non-cooperagipproaches from [34]. The simulations
use a value ofu = 0.1 and the results are averaged over 100 independent expésimidre sparsity
parameters are set tp = 5 x 1073 for ZA-LMS, v = 0.7 x 1072 for RZA-LMS, yz4 = 1073 for
ZA-ATC, vrza = 0.25 x 1073 for RZA-ATC, ande = 0.1. In this simulation, we consider diffusion
algorithms without measurement exchange, Ce= I, and a combination matri¥ that simply averages
the estimates from the neighborhood such gt = 1/|Nj| for all . Initially, only one of the 50
elements ofw?® is set equal to one while the others are equal to zero, makiagystem very sparse.
After 1000 iterations, 25 elements are randomly selectetisat equal to 1, making the system have a
sparsity ratio of25/50. After 2000 iterations, all the elements are set equal teedvihg a completely
non-sparse system. As we see from Fig. 2, when the systenryssparse both ZA-ATC and RZA-
ATC yield better steady-state performance than standdfukatin. The RZA-ATC outperforms ZA-ATC
thanks to reweighted regularization. When the veetdris only half sparse, the performance of ZA-
ATC deteriorates, performing worse than standard difiusighile RZA-ATC has the best performance
among the three diffusion filters. When the system is corapleton-sparse, the RZA-ATC still performs
comparably to the standard diffusion filter. We also notioe gain of diffusion schemes with respect to
the non-cooperative approaches fram|[34].

The theoretical derivations in Section 11l showed that pdassible to select the regularization parameter
~ in order to have dominance in terms of MSD of the ATC-SD filtdthmrespect to the unregularized

diffusion algorithm. Thus, to quantify the effect of the sgity parametery on the performance of the
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ATC-SD filters with respect to different degrees of systerarsity, we consider two additional examples.
In Fig.[3 (left), we show the behavior of the difference (in)ditween the network MSD of ATC-ZA
and standard diffusion versys for different sparsity degrees af°. We consider the same settings of the
previous simulation and the results are averaged over M¥pendent experiments and over 100 samples
after convergence. As we can see from Fig. 3 (left), reduthiegsparsity ofw?, the interval ofy values
that yields a gain for ATC-ZA with respect to standard diftusbecomes smaller, until it reduces to zero
when the system is not sparse enough. Different updateifunsctnay affect differently the steady-state
performance of the ATC-SD algorithm. Thus, in Hig. 3 (rightk repeat the same experiment considering
the ATC-RZA algorithm. As we can see, thanks to the reweiditgularization in 7?), ATC-RZA gives
better performance than ZA-ATC and yields a performance leish respect to standard diffusion, for
any -, only when the vectorw® is completely non-sparse.

Finally, we compare our proposed sparse diffusion schemits the sparsity promoting adaptive
algorithm for distributed learning recently proposed[iB][4At the best of our knowledge, the algorithm
in [43] is the only one present in the literature that exglsparsity processing data both in an adaptive and
distributed fashion. In Fid.l4, we compare the steady-giatéormance, averaged over 100 independent
simulations, of four adaptive filters: ATC diffusion LMS![8ZA-ATC diffusion described by((21) and
(25), RZA-ATC diffusion described by (21) anld {28), and thiejection based sparse learning fram![43].
We consider a vector parametef with only 5 elements set equal to one, which have been randoml
chosen, leading to a sparsity ratio of 5/50. The sparsityampaters are set t9,4 = 1073 for ZA-
ATC, ypza = 0.7 x 1073 for RZA-ATC, ande = 0.1. The other settings are the same of the previous
simulation. The parameters of the algorithm fram|[43] ares&n in order to have similar convergence
rate with respect to the diffusion methods. As we can notiomfFig.[4, the projection based algorithm
outperforms the sparsity-agnostic ATC diffusion algaritand the ZA-ATC diffusion method, performing
similarly to RZA-ATC diffusion. However, the complexity dfie RZA-ATC method is significantly lower

than that of the algorithm from_[43], which requires, at gviime instant, several projection operations.

Numerical Example 2 - Adaptation of the Regularization Pagger: In this example, we consider the
same network shown in Fig] 1 and the same setting of the prewsanulation for the regression data
and additive noise. The first example aims to show the trgckind steady-state performance of the
ATC-SD algorithm with adaptive regularization. In Fid. ®f€), we report the learning curves in terms
of network MSD for 3 different adaptive filters: ATC diffugioLMS [8], ZA-ATC diffusion described
by (21) and[(2b) and RZA-ATC diffusion described lpy](21) a@8)( when the regularization parameter
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~; is chosen locally at each node according to the adaptive @@ The simulations use a value of
u = 0.1 and the results are averaged over 100 independent expésinidre approximation parameter
for RZA-ATC diffusion in (28) is chosen equal to= 0.1. As in the previous simulation, we consider
diffusion algorithms without measurement exchange, ’e= I, and a combination matrid that simply
averages the estimates from the neighborhood suchuthat 1/|A;| for all I. Initially, only one of the
50 elements ofv° is set equal to one while the others are equal to zero, makmgystem very sparse.
After 1000 iterations, 5 elements are randomly selectedsatcequal to 1, making the system have a
sparsity ratio of5/50. After 2000 iterations, all the elements are set equal teedvihg a completely
non-sparse system. The upper bounih (77), used to evaluate the sparsity parametef_ih (80)tiscs

n = ||lw°||; and varies in time according to the different choicesw6f As we can see from Fi§] 5 (left),
when the system is very sparse both ZA-ATC and RZA-ATC yiedttdr steady-state performance than
standard diffusion. The RZA-ATC outperforms ZA-ATC thantksthe reweighted regularization. When
the vectorw® is less sparse, the performance of ZA-ATC deterioratesingetloser to standard diffusion,
while RZA-ATC still guarantees a large gain. When the sysigeompletely non-sparse, the three filters
have the same performance. To see the effect of differemsigpaatios of the vectow® on the choice of
the regularization, in Fig.]5 (right) we show the averagedvér of the parametey? evaluated according
to (80), for ZA-ATC diffusion and RZA-ATC diffusion, averag over 100 independent realizations. As
we can see, the system reacts to different sparsity ratiaheofvectorw®, adjusting accordingly the
regularization parametey? in order to improve the performance of the ATC-SD strategihweéspect to
the unregularized algorithm. From Figd. 5 (right), it is irgeting to note how the regularization parameter
converges close to the minimum of the Differential MSD mdtin Fig.[3 for both ZA-ATC and RZA-
ATC. In particular,~y is forced to zero when the vectar® is totally non-sparse, leading to the same
performance of the standard diffusion strategy.

Since the adaptive update of the sparsity paramgten (80) depends on the selection of the trigger
n, which depends on some available prior knowledge on thesgpdevel of w°, it is important to
check the sensitivity of the ATC-SD algorithm to misspedifialues ofy. Thus, in Fig[6, we report
the average behavior of the MSD, for ZA-ATC diffusion and R2AC diffusion, versus a percentual
error on the specification of the true trigger valuelhe settings are the same of the previous simulation
and the results are averaged over 100 independent expésiiueth over 100 samples after convergence.
We consider a vector parametef with only 5 elements set equal to one, which have been randoml
chosen, leading to a sparsity ratio of 5/50. In this casefrtee value for the trigger parametgwould

be equal to]|w°||; = 5. The regularization parametet is chosen locally at each node according to
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the adaptive rule(80). As we can notice from Hi§j. 6, the ZAGAdiffusion algorithm is very sensitive

to misspecified values of, especially in the case of under-estimation of the triggelameter. Indeed,
by under-estimating the value of the system would try to increase the sparsity paramgten order

to make the solution more sparse. Thus, as we notice from@igeing the true vectow® not sparse
enough with respect to the selection of the triggethe system determines an increment of the bias that
strongly affects the performance. On the contrary, from [Bigwe notice how the RZA-ATC diffusion
algorithm is robust to errors in the selection of the triggarameterm. This benefit is again due to
regularization, whose presence reduces the magnitudesdfidéts, improving the estimation capabilities

of the algorithm and relaxing the choice of the system patarae

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we proposed a class of diffusion LMS strategiegularized by convex sparsifying
penalties, for distributed estimation over adaptive neitsoTwo different penalty functions have been
employed: the/;-norm, which uniformly attracts to zero all the vector elentse and a reweighted function,
which better approximates th&-norm, selectively shrinking only the elements with sma#gnitude.
Convergence and mean-square analysis of the sparse a&ddifftssion filter show under what conditions
we have dominance of the proposed method with respect tonitsgularized counterpart in terms of
steady-state performance. Further analysis leads to @uoe to update the regularization parameter of
the algorithm, in order to ensure dominance of the spar$asitif filter with respect to its unregularized
version. In this way, the network can adjust in real-time ghistem parameters to improve the estimation
performance, according to the sparsity of the underlyingtare Several numerical results show the

potential benefits of using such strategies.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OFTHEOREM 1
Letting B = AT (I — MD) andb; = yAT M - E9f(w;_1), recursion[(3P) gives
i—1
Edv; = B'Eg + »  B"bin (83)
n=0

whereEw, is the initial condition. As long as we can show that both rmom the right hand side of
(B3) converge as goes to infinity, then we would be able to conclude the coremeg of Ew,. To

proceed, we call upon results frof [9]-[11]. Let= col{ 2y, 22, . .., 2y} denote a vector that is obtained
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by stackingNV subvectors of sizé/ x 1 each (as is the case with;). The block maximum norm of

is defined as
= 84
el = max Izl (84)
where|| - || denotes the Euclidean norm of its vector argument. Likewtise induced block maximum

norm of a block matrixX with M x M block entries is defined as:

X 2]b,00
X|lpoo = max ————.

It is easy to check that the first term on the RHS[ofl (83) core®itg zero as — oo. Indeed, note that

(85)

IB"Eo| o <

1Bl 00 - [Ewo]lp,00 — 0 (86)

if we can ensure that5||, . < 1. This condition is actually satisfied by (40). To see this,imeke the

triangle inequality of norms to note that

1Bllp,00 = [ AT(I = MD <A, oo+ I =MDl 00 = |1 = MD|lp,oc (87)

)Hb,oo

since || AT||, .. = 1 in view of the fact that4 is a left-stochastic matrix_[10]. Therefore, to satisfy
|Bln,00 < 1, it suffices to require
1] — MD|p0 < 1. (88)

Now, we recall a result fromi_[11]| [46] on the block maximumrmoof a block diagonal and Hermitian

matrix X with M x M blocks {X}}, which states that

X llb,00 = max p(X) (89)

=1,...,

Thus, sinceM is diagonal, condition (88) will hold if the matriXx — MD is stable. Using[(38), we can
easily verify that this condition is satisfied for any steépes satisfying[(40), as claimed before. Therefore,
when the step-sizes satisfy condition](40), the first termthenRHS of [[8B) will converge to zero. We
will show next that condition[{40) also implies that the segtderm on the RHS of (83) asymptotically
converges to a finite value, thus leading to the overall cajarece of the recursion (B3).

One effective tool to prove convergence of a series is thepewison test[[49, p. 14]: a series is
absolutely convergent if each term of the series can be kamlibgt a term of an absolutely convergent

series. Thus, denoting Wy, the k-th entry of a vector, it suffices to show that the series

o

> 1B i)y, (90)

n=0
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converges for each = 1,..., NM. Now, each term of the series in_{90) can be bounded as:
[B"bi—nl), < [[B"bi-nlj,| < IB"binllb,o0 < |Bllpe0 * [[bi—nllboo < 6™ - bmax (91)
whered = ||B|[5,.c and
bimax = max Iy AT M - EDf (w1500 (92)

The second inequality if_(91) holds because the block maximorm of a vector is greater than or
equal to the largest absolute value of its entries. The ségala is finite for the following reason. First,

note that the subgradient vect@y (w;_1) has bounded entries. In particulérf,,.x < v M for the ZA

update in[(Zb), andfm.x < v'M /e for the RZA update in[(28). We further note tHat”||, =1 and
[Mllp,0o = Hmax- It follows that
bmaX < IIlZaX’}/ : HATHI),OO : HMHb,oo : ||Eaf(w2—1)||b,oo =7 MPmax * afmax (93)
Now, if condition [40) is satisfied, thefi= ||B||; - < 1 and
S0 By = (94)
o 1-9¢

which means that the seriés[94) and, consequently, tres4&), are absolutely convergent. In summary,
since both first and second term on the RHY of (83) asympligticanverge to finite values, we conclude
that Ew,; will converge to a steady-state value. Now, taking the liofit(39) asi — oo, it is easy to

derive a closed form expression for the bias:

bias lim Ew; =~ - [I — AT (I — MD)] AT M lim EOf (w;_) (95)

1—>00 1—>00

Moreover, exploiting[(91),[(93) and_(P4), we further notatth

i—1 i—1
. A . ~ . n : n
[biasloo = Jim [[Edbillyoc = Jim | > B"bin|| < Jm Y [B"inlle  (96)
n=0 b,00 n=0
i—1
. n brmax 7 * Hmax ° 0 fmax
< i < <

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFTHEOREM 2

From [47){49) we have
¢5.i(7) = VE|0f (wi—1) | Aazarm + 2VEO f(wi—1)" MASAT (I — MD) ;4 (98)
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Since, as noted in Appendix A)f(-) is a bounded function for afl, the termpy. ; in (48) can be upper
bounded by a positive constant tepm for all i. The termasy; in (@9) can be written a&c! ;w; 1

where the vector
cii1 2 —2(I — MDY ASATMOf (wi_1) (99)

is again bounded for all. Thus, we have

M M
Ec?_l'&’i—l S Z Ecm,i—l'&’m,i—l S Cmax Z IEﬁ)m,i—l S Cmax]lT ’Eﬂ’z—l‘ (100)

wherecpax = max; [¢p, i—1]. AS shown in Appendix A, the evolution @w,_; is given by [88), which,
for any finite initialization vectoryg, converges as — oo and cannot diverge for all, if the step-sizes
are chosen to satisfly (40). Consequerjtiiy;_;| can be upper bounded by some positive constant vector

p for all 4. Thus, lettingr = vec(A” MGT MA), expression[(83) can be upper bounded as
E|wil|5 < Ellwi-|F, + "0+ ps (101)

whereps = v2p1 +yemax 1T p2 > 0. The positive constants can be related to the quantity o through
some constant € R, say,p3 = vr’o. Relation [I0L) is an inequality, which can be used to prove
convergence of the sequenBdw;|> to a bounded region instead of a fixed point. Alternatively, w

convert [101) into an equality recursion as follows:
El[w,[|3 = 0| w; 1%, + 6:(1 + v)r'o (102)

for some coefficiend; € [0, 1] that depends on both||w;||2 andE||w;_1|/%,. Recursion[(102) leads to:

E|jw;||5 = [H 7 11 9n] Flo (103)
1=1

n=i—|
whereE||||? is the initial condition. We first note that iF is stable, 7! — 0 asi — oo. In this way,

i—1
E|ldo| %, + (1+0)r" Y
=0

the first term on the RHS of (103) vanishes asymptoticalljwNaroceeding as in Appendix A, we can
use the comparison test [49, p. 14] to prove thatFifs a stable matrix, the second term on the RHS
of (I03) is an absolutely convergent series. Thus, den@gain by[z]; the k-th entry of a vector, it

suffices to show the convergence of the series:

o0

> la@F] (104)
1=0
with & (i) = [[’_;_;0n, for k =1,..., NM. Each term of the series ii(104) can be bounded as:

a@Fo] <|[a@Fo] | <|[Fo] | <IFlbo0 < IF Inocliollo (105)
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where the second inequality in_(105) holds because the cieefts<;(:) € [0, 1] for all i, whereas the
third inequality in [Z05) holds because the block maximurmmmef a vector is greater equal than the
largest absolute value of its entries. A known result in matneory [47, p. 30] states that for every

square stable matri¥, and everye > 0, there exists a submultiplicative matrix norm ||, such that
1Fllp = p(F) + € (106)

Since F is stable,p(F) < 1, we can choose > 0 such thatp(F) + ¢ = £ < 1. Now, since in a finite

dimensional space all norms are equivalént [48], we Havg, . < (|-

p» for some positive constant

¢. Thus, we have
1F o0 < ¢ - I1F 1l < € 171l = ¢ - €' (107)
and, substituting (107) intd_(1D5), we get

Zuﬂubm lollnee < € ollnoe - Zsl % (108)

which means that the seriels_(108) and, consequently, thessgi04), are absolutely convergent. In
summary, since both the first and second terms on the RHE 8) @symptotically converge to finite

values, we conclude th&t||w; || will converge to a steady-state value, thus completing aaofp

APPENDIXC

EXISTENCE OF iy o

Let us consider the bounded random veatpin (@9), which is independent of the noise sequence

v, (i) for all k,i. Letting B = AT(I — MD) andb; = yAT MOf(w;_1), from (37), we get
i—1
ay oo = lim Ec w; = lim EcTBlwo + lim ZECTB”bZ n (209)

1—00 1—>00 1—»00

wherewy is the initial condition. Following the same steps as in Apgig A, if the step-sizes satisfy
condition [40), the first term on the RHS ¢f (109) will convertp zero. Furthermore, since the vector
sequences; is bounded, similarly to what we have done in](90)}(94), we again use the comparison
test [49, p. 14] to prove that the second term on the RHS of)(a89mptotically converges to a finite
value, thus leading to the existence of the limit[in_(109).
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Fig. 2: Transient network MSD for the non-cooperative apphes LMS, ZA-LMS[[34], RZA-LMS[[34],
and the diffusion techniques ATC|[8], ZA-ATC described byllYand [25), RZA-ATC described b/ (21)

and [28).
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Fig. 3: Differential MSD versus sparsity parameieior ZA-ATC Diffusion LMS (left) and for RZA-ATC
Diffusion LMS (right), for different degrees of system spigy.
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Fig. 4. Steady-state MSD for the diffusion techniques AT(;, [BA-ATC described by[(21) and_(25),
RZA-ATC described by[(21) and(28), and the projection batisttibuted learning technique from [43].
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Fig. 5: (Left) Transient network MSD for the the diffusiorctaiques ATCI[8], ZA-ATC described by (21)
and [25), RZA-ATC described by (P1) arid [28)) with adaptietestion of the regularization parameter
~;. (Right) Temporal behavior of the regularization parameteevaluated through the adaptive relation
(80) for ZA-ATC diffusion (solid) and RZA-ATC diffusion (dghed).
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Fig. 6: Sensitivity of ZA-ATC diffusion and RZA-ATC diffusin to errors in the specification of the

trigger parameter).
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