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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a new self-triggered consensusithlon in networks of multi-agents.
Different from existing works, which are based on the obaton of states, here, each agent determines
its next update time based on its coupling structure. Bottirabzed and distributed approaches of the
algorithms have been discussed. By transforming the dlgorio a proper discrete-time systems without
self delays, we established a new analysis framework toeptio® convergence of the algorithm. Then
we extended the algorithm to networks with switching topg@s, especially stochastically switching
topologies. Compared to existing works, our algorithm seao understand and implement. It explicitly

provides positive lower and upper bounds for the update itrt@gval of each agent based on its coupling
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structure, which can also be independently adjusted by ageht according to its own situation. Our
work reveals that the event/self triggered algorithms asemtially discrete and more suitable to a

discrete analysis framework. Numerical simulations ase g@irovided to illustrate the theoretical results.
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. INTRODUCTION

Distributed control of networked cooperative multiagerstems has received much attention in
recent years due to the rapid advances in computing and caioation technologies. Examples
include agreement or consensus probleéms[[1]-[3], in whighoap of agents seek to agree upon
certain quantities of interest, formation control of rabaind vehicles[[4],[[5], and distributed
estimation [[6], [[7], etc.

In these applications, an important aspect is to deterntirecontroller actuation schemes.
Although continuous feedback of states have always beed usearly implementations of
distributed control, it is not suitable for agents equippéth embedded microprocessors that
have very limited resources to transmit and gather infoignatTo overcome this difficulty,
event-triggered control schenle [8]-[16] was proposed tce the controller updates. In fact,
event-driven strategies for multi-agent systems can bgedeas a linearization and discretization
process, which was considered and investigated in earlgrpdf7], [18]. For example, in the

paper [17], following algorithm was investigated
Pt+1) = (@' (1) + e Y ay(f@ (1) @)
j=1

which can be considered as nonlinear consensus algorithparticular, letf (z(t)) = z(t) and

¢; = (t,., —t},). Then [1) becomes
ﬂfi(thl) = a'(t}) + tk+1 Z aija’ (t,), 2

which is some variant of the event triggering (dlstrlbutsellf triggered) model for consensus
problem. In centralized control, the bound fof,, —t,) = (t,4+1 —t)) to reach synchronization
was given in the papef [17] when the coupling graph is indé@and in [[18] for the directed

coupling graph. The key point in event-triggered algoritisrthe design of a decision maker that



determines when the next actuator update should occur. Xikng event-triggered algorithms
are all based on the observation of states. For example, ypieat event-triggered algorithm
proposed in[[B], an update is triggered when a certain erfrtheo states becomes large enough
with respect to the norm of the state, which requires a caotis observation of the states.
In addition, self-triggered control [19]-[23] has been mweed as a natural extension of event-
triggered control, in which each agent predicts its nextatpdime based on discontinuous state
observation to further reduce resource usage for the dosysbems.

Both the event-triggered and self-triggered control athors that have been proposed till
now have some drawbacks in common. First, the resultingesy$h event-triggered control is
one that with system delays, especially with self delaysckvigenerally is difficult to handle.
And the existing analysis for such algorithms are alwaystas some quadratic Lyapunov
function, which has very strict restrictions on the netwstkucture. For example, to the best
of our knowledge, the latest analysis is still restrictedstatic networks. Second, since these
algorithms are based on the observation of states, whiclyemerally much complicated and
untraceable, making it difficult to predict and exclude samexpected possibilities such as the
occurrence of zero inter-execution times.

To overcome such difficulties, we proposed a new kind of s&jfiered consensus algorithms
that are structure-based. That is, each agent predictextsupdate time based on its coupling
structure with its neighbours instead of the observationhefr states. This can bring several
advantages. First, since the coupling structure is reptisimpler and more traceable than the
states, it is relatively easier to handle. Actually, in olgogsithm, the occurrence of zero inter-
execution time has been excluded by directly providing atpeslower bound on the update
intervals.

Second, although the resulting system of the self-trigtjatgorithm is one with self delays,
by some proper transformation, we showed that the systencaaesponding to a discrete-time
system without self-delays. We have proposed the algorithboth centralized and distributed
approaches. In the centralized approach, the system cairdalyd related to a discrete-time
system without delays, which can be seen as a discrete nasbibe nominal system. However,
in the distributed approach, the situation is much more dmeed and the system can not
be directly transformed into its discretized version. Hegre by some proper indirect transfor-

mation, we showed that the convergence of the nominal sysembe reduced to that of a
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discrete-time consensus algorithm with off-diagonal gelbut without self delays. Thus, other
than using a quadratic Lyapunov function, the convergerfcth® original algorithm can be

solved by the analysis of a discrete-time consensus atgoriThis brings another possibility
that is also considered as a big advantage and a major aatrdrbof this work. That is, we can

analyze networks with switching topologies, especialtyckastically switching topologies.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Secfidn Il ey some preliminaries on
matrix and graph theory that will be used in the main textti®adlllprovides the self-triggered
consensus algorithm in both centralized and distributgaragrh with convergence analysis.
Section[IV provide an example with numerical simulation Hastrate the theoretical results

obtained in the previous section. The paper is concludeceatiG[\.

[I. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some definitions and results itrixnand graph theories and
probability theories that will be used later.

For a matrixA = [a;;], a;; represents the entry of on theith row andjth column, which is
sometimes also denoted a4J,;. A matrix A = [a,;] is called anonnegative matrixf a;; > 0
for all 7, j. And A is called astochastic matrixf A is square and;j a;; = 1 for each:. Given
a nonnegative matrixl and¢ > 0, the §-matrix of A is a matrix that has nonzero entries only
in the place thatd has entries equal to or greater th@nFor two matrix A, B of the same
dimension, we writed > B if A — B is a nonnegative matrix. Throughout this paper, we use
Hf’:l A; = AL A1 - - - A; to denote the left product of matrices.

A directed graphg is defined by its vertex se&?(G) = {vy,--- ,v,} and edge sef(G) C
{(vi,v;) : v;,v; € V(G)}, where an edge is an ordered pair of vertice/{i/). If (v;,v;) €
£(G), thenw; is called the(in-)neighbourof v;. N; = {j : (v;,v;) € £(G)} is the set of
neighbours of agent A directed pathin G is an ordered sequence of vertiegs - - -, v, such
that (v;,v;41) € £(G) fori = 1,---,s — 1. A directed treeis a directed graph where every
vertex has exactly one in-neighbour except one ,calleddbt without any in-neighbour. And
there exists a directed path from the root to any other vesteke graph. A subgraph @ is
a directed grapls satisfyingV(Gs) C V(G), and&(G) C £(G). A spanning subgraplof G is
a subgraph ofj that has the same vertex set wigh We sayG has aspanning treef G has a

spanning subgraph that is a tree.



A weighted directed grapis a directed graph where each edge is equipped with a weight.
Thus, a graphi of n vertices corresponds to anx n nonnegative matrixd = [a;;], called
the weight matrixin such way thatv;,v;) € £(G) if and only if a;; > 0. On the other hand,
given ann x n nonnegative matrix4, it corresponds to a weighted directed grapt) such
that G(A) has A as its weight matrix. Using this correspondence, we cardhice the concept
of §-graph. Thed-graph of G is a weighted directed graph that has thmatrix of G's weight
matrix as its weight matrix. A grapg has aj spanning treef its j-graph has a spanning tree.
From the weight matrix4 = [a;;] of a graphg, we define its graph Laplaciah = [I;;] as

follows:
ij = o
— i, ? # J-
Thus L has zero row sum witl; > 0 while [;; < 0 for ¢,5 = 1,2,--- ,n andi # j. And

the nonnegative linear combination of several graph Lagfecis also a graph Laplacian of
some graph. There is a one-to-one correspondence betweaplaand its weight matrix or its

Laplacian matrix. In the following, for the sake of simpticin presentation, sometimes we don’t
explicitly distinguish a graph from its weight matrix or Uapian matrix, i.e., when we say a
matrix has some property that is usually associated witraplgrwhat we mean is that property
is held by the graph corresponding to this matrix. For examplhen we say a nonnegative
matrix A has a spanning tree, what we mean is that the graph bés a spanning tree. And
it is of similar meaning when we say that a graph has some prog®at is usually associated
with a matrix.

Let {2, F,P} be a probability space, whefeis the sample space; is o-algebra o2, and
[P is the probability onF. We useE{-} to denote the mathematical expectation &Hd .7} the
conditional expectation with respect 1, i.e., E{:|F} is a random variable that is measurable
with respect taF.

Definition 1 (adapted process/sequencegt {A,} be a stochastic process defined on the
basic probability spacé?, 7, P}, and let{ 7.} be a filtration, i.e., a sequence of nondecreasing
subv-algebras ofF. If A, is measurable with respect t6,, then the sequencgA,, Fi} is
called an adapted process/sequence.

Remark 1:For example, lef' (w) be a random variable defined enthen{E{X (w)|Fy}, Fi}
is an adapted sequence.



Ill. SELF-TRIGGERED CONSENSUSALGORITHM

In a network ofn agents, withr; € R being the state of agent we assume that each agent’s

dynamics obey a single integrator model
xz(t):ul(t)v 221727 , 1, (3)

wherew;(t) is the control law for agent at timet. In consensus algorithm, the control law is

usually given by([[1],[29],[30])

wi(t) = =Y lyla;(t) — m(t)] = = > Ll (1) — xi(t)). (4)
JEN; j=1
Thus the consensus algorithm can be written as
Ei(t) = =Y ligla; (1) — (1)), (5)
j=1
or in matrix form as
(t) = —La(t), (6)
wherex(t) = [z1(t), - ,2,(t)]" € R is the stack vector of the agents’ states. In event/self-

triggered control, the control law(t) is piecewise constant, i.e.,
u(t) = u(te), t € [t tirr), )

where{t,} is the time sequence that an update: 0§ occurs. The central point of such algorithm
is the choice of appropriatét;} such that some desired properties of the algorithm such as
stability and convergence can be preserved. This can be idoaecentralized approach or a

distributed approach, both of which will be discussed in fiblowing.

A. Centralized Approach

In this subsection, we first consider centralized selfgieiggd consensus algorithm. The se-

guence of the update time is denoted by, to, - - -, then the self-triggered algorithm has the
form:
l'(t) = —L[L’(tk), t e [tk,tk+1). (8)
DenoteAty, =ty —t, for k=0,1,---. We have the following Theorem.



Theorem 1:If the graphG(L) has a spanning tree and there exists (0,1/2) such that
0/lmax < At < (1 —9)/lmax for eachk, wherel,,,, = max;{l;}, then the algorithm will
achieve consensus asymptotically.

Proof: From the algorithm, for eache (i, tx41], Since

i(t) = —Lx(ty),
we have
x(t) = z(ty) — (t — tgp)La(ty) = [I — (t — t) L]z (t).
Particularly, lett = ¢, 1, we have
2(tpr) = (I — Atp L)z (ty) = Arz(ty),

where A, = I — At L. It is easy to verify thatd, is a stochastic matrix for each In fact,
sinced/lnax < At < (1 —0)/lnax
-0
[Ak:]ii =1- Atkzlii >1- Atklmax >1- 1—lmax = 0.

Fori # 7,

It implies that|[Ay];; is positive if and only if—/;; is positive, and the positive elements [eff; |
is uniformly lower bounded by a positive scalar since bdth, and —/;; is uniformly lower
bounded by a positive scalar. FurthermoE?zl[Ak]ij =1-— At E;?:l l;; = 1. By a standard
argument from the theory of products of stochastic matyitteeye existsc* € R such that

On the other hand, it is not difficult to verify that the furariimax;{x;(¢)} is nonincreasing and

min;{z;(t)} is nondecreasing. Thus,

tg—rl-noo Ilfz(t) -

[
Using a similar argument as that in Theorieim 1, it is not diffitupropose a centralized event-
triggered algorithm on networks with stochastic switchiagologies. For example, consider the

following consensus algorithm:
#(t) = —LFa(ty), t € [ty thsn), (9)
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max

where LF = [IF] is uniformly bounded ink and I}, = max{l}} € [lmin.lmax] fOr some
0 < lmin < lmax- Before provide the next theorem, we first summarize thedahg assumption.
Assumption 1: (i) There exists) € (0,1/2) such thatAt, € [§/1F .., (1 — ) /% ..];

(i) {L*, F.} is an adapted random sequence, and there ekists0, &' > 0 such that the

k+h

graph corresponding to the conditional expectafidry |~

L™|F,} has ad’-spanning
tree;
Now we have
Theorem 2:Under assumptidmnl, the self-triggered consensus algoii@) will reach consen-
sus almost surely.
Proof: Similar as in the proof of Theoreml 1, we havét,,,) = Apxz(t,) with A, =

I — At L*. Since{At,} is a deterministic sequencgd,, 7.} is also an adapted sequence, and

k+h k+h
E{ Y AnF} = hI-E{) At,L"|F}
m=k-+1 m=k-+1
S k+h
> hol——E{ Y Ly|Fl},
max m=k+1

where [Li];; = [L™];; for i # j and [L7]; = 0 for all i. Thus, E{>"F"™  A,,|F.} has a

d”-spanning tree with” = §’0/l,,.x > 0. From Theorem 3.1 of [28], the sequenge(t;)} will

reach consensus almost surely, thuis) will also reach consensus almost surely. u

As corollaries in special cases, it can be shown that almast sonsensus still holds if we

replace item (ii) in Assumptiohl 1 with one of the following neospecial ones.

(i) {L*} is an independent and identically distributed sequence tlagre exists’ > 0 such
that the graph corresponding to the expectafiol’ has ad’-spanning tree;

(i) {L*} is a homogenous Markov chain with a stationary distributignand there exists
& > 0 such that the graph corresponding to the expectation withe tor, E,. L*, has

a ¢’-spanning tree;

B. Distributed Approach

In this section, we discuss the distributed event-trigdex@nsensus algorithm.

Let {t¥}> be the time sequence such thatis the kth time that agent updates its control



law. Then the distributed self-triggered algorithm has fitiowing form:
xz(t) = _lejxj(tfj(t))7 =1 n, (10)
j=1

wherek;(t) = max{k : t¥ <t}.

DenoteAtF = "1 — ¥ Then we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 3:If the graphG(L) has a spanning tree and there exigtsc (0,1/2) for i =
1,2,---,n such thatAt® € [5;/l, (1 — §;)/1;], then the distributed event triggered algorithm
can reach a consensusias; co.

The proof will be divided into two steps corresponding to tleonmas. Now we give and
prove the first lemma.

Lemma 1:If there existsz* € R such that

lim z(t") = 2%, i=1,2,--- n,
k—00

then the distributed event-triggered algorithm will reackonsensus, i.e.,

lim z;(t) =2, i=1,2,--- ,n.
t—o0

Proof: By the definition of the algorithm, for agemnt

Ti(t) = - Zlijx(tj (t)) == Z Lijl; (5 (t)) — a;(tF (t))].
j=1

j=1,j#i

Sincelim;_, k;(t) = +o0,

lim &;(t) = — Y l(z" —2%) = 0.

t—o0 ) <
J=Lj#

Thus,

lim |z;(t) — 2] helf)

t—00

IN

lim |z;(t) — 2; (7)) + lim |2 (65O — 27|
t—o00 t—o00

< lim Atfi(t) max |#;(s)| + lim |xi(tfi(t)) — "
t—o00 se[tfi(t),t] t—o00

1—6; . . -
lim max |&(s)| + lim |$i(tfl(t)> — ']
li; t—ooo se[tfi(t)7t} t—o0

IN

Now we are to provide and prove the second lemma.
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Lemma 2:Under the assumption in Theoréh 3, there existsuch that

lim z;(tF) = 2*.
k—o0

Proof: Let {¢;} be the time sequence that ttéh update occurred in the network, i.e.,
{tr} = UL {t¥'}, and Aty = t31 — ti. In case for that, = ¥ = %" for some somek, ¥/,
k" andi # j, we consider the update of agenandj at timet, as one update of the network.
Now, construct an auxiliary sequende(k)}, wherey(k) = [y1(k), y2(k), - ,y.(k)]T € R"
with y; (k) = xi(tf’i(t’“)), i.e.,y;(k) is the latest state that agentses in its control law at time
t,. Now consider the evolution ofy(k)}.

Case 1. Agent does not update at timig,: In this case, by definition,

yi(k +1) = yi(k);

Case 2. Ageni does update at timg,,;: In this cases! ") = ¢, assume® ™) =¢,_, be

the last update of agenbeforet; 1, with d;; > 0 being the number of updates occur at all
other agents;;, j # i, between the two successive updates of agen¢., in the interval
(¢ ) By definitiony; (k) = -+ = yi(k — di), andi(t) = — 327, Ly (k') for

7 ’ e

t e (tk’,tk’—i-l) for all %' Since[tfi(tk), tfl(tk+l)) = UfnZk—dik [tm, tm+1),
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t’_ﬂi(tkﬂ)

yik+1) = zi(tpyn) = ((F O+ [ (e

ki(ty)
til

dig

= Ti(tig,) + Y / () dt

m=0 tkfdik +m
dij

= Zilthoay) = Y A ayim O Lijys(k — dig +m)
m=0 j=1

dig,
= yi(k —di) — Z Atp_ gy +mliiyi(k — dig +m)

m=0

dij n
— Z Aty gy m Z Lijyi(k — dig +m)

m=0 j=1,#i

iy, dik n
= yi(k) = > Abygyermlisti(k) = Y Atieaysm Y ligys(k — dig +m)
m=0 m=0 j=1,5%#i
dix

- 1 - ln Z Atk dik+m yz Z Z Atk dbk-i-mlzgyj(k dzk + m)

m=0 m=0 j=1,j#1
dig,

= (1= A0y =3 > At aysmligys(k — dig +m)

m=0 j=1,j#i
= Z Za” )y, (k—m),
m=0 j=1
whereal. (k) =1 — Atf"’(t’“)lii, al (k) =0form=1,2,--- ,dy andafj(k) = —Aty_nli;.
It is easy to verify thaul, (k) =1 — At Wl > 1~ (1-6,) = 6, all = —Aty_lij >0,

and

TR

m=0 j=1
Besides, by the assumptiofy/l; < Atf < (1 — §;)/l; for eachi, k, it is clear that
in the interval [t*,¢*1], only finite updates occur for agents with j # 4, and the
number of updates is uniformly upper bounded, i.e., theist®&x > 0 independent of
i, k, such thatd;, < 7. For example, leb,,;, = min;{é;/l;;}, and 0. = max;{0;/l;; },
then 0, < AtF < 6,0, for all 4, k, and on each time interval of lengthd,,;,, at most

m + 1 updates occur for each agent. Ligt be the smallest positive integer satisfying
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I dmin > Omax, then on each time interval of length,.., at mosth’ + 1 updates occur for
each agent. Thus on the intenva}, t**'), at most(n — 1)(’ + 1) updates occur for all

agentsj with ¢ # 5. Pick7 = (n — 1)(h' + 1), thend;, < 7 for all i, k.

If agenti does not update at tintg, ,, i.e., case 1, we defing;(k) =0 forallm =0,1,--- , 7
andi,j =1,2,---,n except fora? (k) = 1,

If agenti updates at time..,, i.e., case 2, we defing’; (k) = 0 forall i, j =1,2,--- ,n and
m=dy+1,---,7 whend;, <.

For both cases, we can give a uniform iterative formulaufgr) as

y(k+1) ZZ al( (11)

=0 j=1

whereal;(k) > 0 for all 4, j, 1, k, and

K

M-

aﬁj(@ =

=0 j=1
for all 4, k. Denoted = min;{4;} > 0, we haveal;(k) > ¢ for all i, k.
Construct a new matriB(k) = [b;;(k)], where
bi(k) = ali(k) (12)
and
bis(k) = Y _ay(k), if i#j (13)
=0
Obviously, B(k) > 41, and b;j(k) = Atfi(t’“)lij > Ominli; if @agenti updates at time; ;.
If there existsh > 0 such that on each intervéd,, ;.5 all agents update at least once, then
S B(m) > —6mimlL for eachk. SinceG(L) has a spanning tree, there exiéts- 0 such that

m=k

S5 B(m) has ad’-spanning tree for each. From Corollan[® in the appendix, the sequence

m=k

{y(k)} will reach a consensus, i.e., there existscs R such that

lim y;(k) = 2.

k—o0

This is equivalent to

lim z;(tF) = 2*.
k—o00

At last, we give some hint on how to calculate the quantityjentioned above. It is easy to see

that each agent updates at least once on each time interedgth d,,,.., since At} < §,,., for
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all 7, k. And in each time interval of length,,.., there are at most(h’ + 1) updates of all the
agents, wheré' is defined as before. Pick = n(h’' + 1), then for eacht, each agent updates
at least once in the time interval, t;1]. [ ]

Remark 2:It is not difficult to see that this algorithm is applicableéader-follower networks,
in which the leader receives no information from others. &mmple, if agent is the leader,
thenl;; = 0 and the update time intervalt! = +oo by definition, which mean the leadedoes
not need to update its state. Generally, if agemants a long update time interval, all it needs
to do is to choose small coupling weights so thats small, and this can be done independent
of all other agents.

From the above analysis, it is not difficult to see that theridiisted event-triggered algorithm
can also be applied to networks with switching topologies. €&xample, at each update tirtfe

agent; may reset its coupling weights; such that the algorithm can be written in the form:
Zlm J k (t te [tfvtiﬁ_l)v L= 1727"' , 1, (14)

where §; /I < AtF < (1 — i)/l“-. One of the great advantage of this algorithm is that each
agent can adjust its update time interval independentlgdas its own need. If agertwants
a longer update time interval, then it may decrease the ocwypleight, otherwise, increase the
coupling weight. For example, each agémhay store a scaling factef such that

15 = €elly;. (15)
By a similar analysis as in the case of fixed topology, we caver

Theorem 4:Suppose that,;, ande,., are two positive humber satisfyin) < €,in < €max
and for alli, k, enin < €8 < ena. If the graphG(L) has a spanning tree, then the distributed
event-triggered consensus algorithm with switching togpl(14) and weight updating rule{15)
can reach consensus @as» co.

Finally, we investigate event-triggered consensus algoriin networks with stochastically
switching topologies in which each agentipdates its coupling weights independently at the
same time it updates its state.

Given0 < a < b, and letSi(a,b) = {s = [s1," -~ ,sn] * 8 € [a,0],5; < 0,5 #1,> 7 55 =
0}. The event-triggered algorithm can be formulated as fadtow

Zl Lt [th tht), (16)
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where LF = [i¥ ... Ik ] € Si(a;,b;) for some given) < a; < b;, and{L*} is an independent
and identically distributed sequence. Before stating thievergence result, we summarize the
following assumption.

Assumption 2: (i) There existy; € (0,1/2) such thatAtF e [6; /1%, (1 — &;)/1%];

(i) There existss > 0 such that the graph with Laplacian beifigl* has ad-spanning tree,

where L = [L}T, ... | LFT]T is a matrix with itsith row beingL¥;

Theorem 5:Under Assumption]2, the event-triggered consensus afgor{8) will reach a

consensus almost surely.

Proof: The algorithm[(I6) can be reformulated as:

Zl b€ [trtiga), (17)

where I}, = i{“?(tk). Let L* = [IF}], then generally the sequend¢é’} is not an independent
sequence since for eadh l’f = l’““ if no update of agent occurs at timet; ;. However,
similar to the analysis given above, it can be seen fas independent of.* for &’ > k+ N,
whereN = n(h'+1) andh’ is the smallest positive integer satisfyignin;{d;/b;} > max;{(1—
0;)/ai}.

Similarly, we have

y(k+1) =
l

N n
ak;(k)y;(k = 1), (18)
=0 ]:1
whereal; (k) > 0 for all ¢,5,1, k, and
N n
DD aylk
=0 j=1
for all i, k. Sinced!,(k) = —At, ", we can see thatl’(k),--- , AV (k) are independent of

A%K"), -+ AN(K'), whenk’ > k + 2N. On the other hand, in each time intenv@a}, ;. ),

each agent there at least updates once. Thus we have
k+N

> EB(k) > 'L,

m=k+1
where B(k) is defined as before andl = min; ,{At*} = min;{5,/b;} > 0, and [Lo);; =
—[E L*);; for i # j and[Lol; = 0 for all i. This implies thal""*" . | E B(k) has a)”-spanning
tree withy” = 00’ > 0. The conclusion follows from Corollafyl 3 in the Appendix.
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IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In this section, we provide an example to illustrate the teecal results in the previous sec-
tion. We use the distributed event-triggered algorithm étworks with stochastically switching
topologies as considered in TheorEm 5.

Consider a network of four agents with
L¥ e {[1,-1,0,0],[1,0,0, —1]},
LE = {[-1,1,0,0],]0,1,—1,0]},
LE e {[0,-1,1,0],[0,0,1,—1]},
Lk e {[0,-1,0,1],[0,0, —1,1]},

and each agent selects its coupling weights using a unifostnitiition. We choose; = 0.1

for all the agents. The next update time is randomly chosem fthe permissible range. It is
not difficult to verify that the conditions in Theorelm 5 ardisfed. The simulation results are
provided in Fig.[]l with the initial value of the four agentsirge randomly chosen. It can be

seen that the agents actually reached consensus.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a new structure-based selfetrdgiyjconsensus algorithm in both
centralized approach and distributed approach. Diffdrem existing works that used a quadratic
Lyapunov function as the analysis tool, we reduce the sgjfiered consensus algorithm to a
discrete-time consensus algorithm by some proper tramsfioon, which enables the application
of the product theory of stochastic matrices to the convergeanalysis. Compared to existing
work, our method provides several advantages. First, egeintadoes not need to calculate
the system error to determine its update time. Second, uiges explicit positive lower and
upper bounds for the update interval of each agent basedsaroitpling weights, which can
be adjusted by each agent independent of other agents. Weisdsl our method to investigate
networks with switching topologies, especially network#hwgtochastically switching topologies.

Our work reveals that the event/self-triggered algorittares essentially discrete and thus more

15
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Fig. 1.

Self-triggered consensus in networks of four ageuritls stochastically switching topologies.

suitable to a discrete analysis framework. And it is predit that more results can be obtained
for self-triggered algorithms under our new analysis frammidx in the future.

APPENDIX. DISCRETETIME CONSENSUS ANALYSIS

The appendix is devoted to the discussion of discrete-tiomsensus algorithms in networks
of multi-agents with time delays based on the product thebistochastic matrices and provide
some results that is used in the main text.

A. Preliminaries

This subsection will provide some preliminaries on stotbasatrices that will be used in
the proof of Theorerfil6 in the next subsection.

A nonnegative matrixA is called astochastic indecomposable and aperiodic (SFA) is a
stochastic matrix and there exists a column veetsuch thatlim;_,., A* = e,v", wheree,, is

an n-dimensional column vector with all entrids A sequence of stochastic matricgd,} is

16



ergodicif there exists a column vectar such thatlim,_, [ [~ Ax = e,v'. A is calleds-SIA
if its d-matrix is SIA. A stochastic matri¥d is called scramblingif for any pair ¢, j), there
exists an index: such that bothy;, > 0 anda,, > 0. Similarly, A is calledd-scramblingif its
d-matrix is scrambling. For a matriX, diag(A) refers to the diagonal matrix formed by the
diagonal elements af, i.e., [diag(A)];; = [A];; for all  and[diag(A)];; = 0 for i # 5. And we
definediag(A) = A — diag(A).

We useP{:|F} to denote the conditional probability with respect&oon a probability space
{Q, P, F}, which can also be expressed into the conditional expectati an indicator function,

i.e., P{-|F} = E{1;4|F}, wherely, is an indicator function which is defined as

1, z€8,
1s(z) =
0, ©¢&S.
Thus,P{-|F} is also a random variable that is measurable with respegét.to
In the following, we will introduce some lemmas that will bsedl in the proof of the main
results.
Let A = [a;;] be ann x n stochastic matrix. Define

A(A) = maxmax |a;,; — a,.
J 21,22

It can be seen that\(A) measures how different the rows df are. A(A) = 0 if and only if

the rows ofA are identical. Define

ANA)=1- rl?llglz min{a;, ;, a;,;}-
J
Remark 3:1t can be seen that ifl is scrambling, then\ < 1, if A is §-scrambling for some
d >0, then\(4) <1-6.
Lemma 3: [24] For any stochastic matrice$;, As, -+, Ag, k>0,

A(A Ay A) < T MA).

Remark 4:From LemmdB, it can be seen that for a sequence of stochaatices{ A}, if
there exists a sequen¢g; } such that; < k; 1, lim; .. k; = oo, and[[.2, A(Hfg;iﬂ An) =0,
thenlimy, ., A(H’fnzl An) =0,i.e.,{As} is ergodic. Particularly, from the property of scrabling-
ness, if there exists > 0 such that there are infinite matrices in the seque[rﬂéi“km Ay}

that arej-scrambling, thed A, } is ergodic.

17



Lemma 4: [24], [26] Let Ay, A,, ---, A, (repetitions permitted) be x » SIA matrices with
the property that for any < k; < k, < k, [];2,, 4; is SIA. If k > n(r), then[];_, 4; is a
scrambling matrix. Herea(r) is the number of different types of all x r stochastic matrices.

Lemma 5: [26] Let Ay, ---, A,, ben x n nonnegative matrices, let
(A, A, - A, ]
D= ,
0 0 0
- - mnxmn
let
(T 0 00|
I 0 - 0 0
My=10 1 - 0 0 ;
: 0 0
0 0 I 0

- - mnxmn
and letM, = D + M} for anyk € {1,2,--- ,m —1}. Then if G(>_", 4;) contains a spanning
tree, thenG (M) contains a spanning tree with the property that the rooexest the spanning

tree has a self-loop ig(M}).

I o0 0
. i . I 0 --- 0
Remark 5:Actually, sinceMy = Mg"=| | forallk>m—1, thus Lemma

holds for allk € N. This is important for our further results based on this lemm

Remark 6:If the condition isG(>"", A;) has ad-spanning tree for somé > 0, then the
conclusion becomes thgt M},) has aé’-spanning tree whose root vertex has a self-loop, where
§ > d/m.

Lemma 6: [25] Let A be a stochastic matrix. I§(A) contains a spanning tree with the
property that the root vertex of the spanning tree has aleeff-in G(A), then A is SIA.

From Lemmdb andl6, we can have the following Lemma.

18



Lemma 7:Let A%, ---, A’ ,i=1,---  k ben x n nonnegative matrices. Let

-A’i Al A
Di: 5

and M, being defined as in Lemnfa 5. Thergif>}, >_it, Ab) has aj-spanning tree for some
§ > 0, then the producf]_,(D; + M,) has a¥-spanning tree for some < & < 5. And the
root of the spanning tree has a self-loop, i ,(D; + M) is &'-SIA.

Remark 7:1t is obvious from Lemma&l5 that if there exists> 0 such thatD, > e(M, + D;),
then Hle D! is §'-SIA for some0 < §' < 4. This is the case that will appear in the proof of
Theoren{b.

Proof: First, we have

k k k
[1(Mo+ Do) > My +>" My DM > My + > DM, (19)

=1 i=1 i=1

where the second inequality is due to the fact th&tD, > D; for any j > 0. And it is not
difficult to verify that the first block row sum ob; is preserved inD; M~ fori =1,--- k.
Thus the first block row sum of>F_, D;M~" equals that o} | D;, i.e., 35 327 Al This
meansg (>, D;Mi™!) has ad-spanning tree. From Lemnia (M} + S2F  D,Mi™!) has a
0’-spanning tree for some < ¢’ < ¢, and the root has a self-loop. This is also true for the
productHle(MO + D;) due to [(19). Thustzl(MO + D;) is ¢’-SIA from Lemmé 6. The proof

is completed. [ |

From Lemmdl7, we can easily obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1: Let A%, ---, A' ,i=1,2,---, be uniformly bounded xn nonnegative matrices.
Let D; and M, be defined as in Lemnid 7. If there exidtsuch thatG(> ", > A%) has a
d-spanning tree for somé > 0, then for eacht’ > k, the produclﬂf;l(Di + My) is &' (K')-SIA,
where0 < (k") < § depends ork’.

Proof: Since A’ > 0, if g3k, > A%) has ad-spanning tree for somé > 0, then
for eachk’ > k, G(°F >t A%) also has @-spanning tree. The conclusion is obvious from
LemmalT. |
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Remark 8:1f A%, ---, A’ ;i = 1,2,---, is a random sequence, then it is obvious from
Corollary [ that the eveng(> ", > A%) has ad-spanning tree is contained in the event
[12,(Di + My) is &' (K)-SIA.

Lemma 8 (second Borel-Cantelli lemmal[27Det {F,,n > 0} be a filtration withF, =
{0,Q} and{X,,n > 1} a sequence of events witki, € F,,. Then

+oo
{X,, occurs infinitely ofter} = {ZP{Xn|fn_1} = +oo},

n=1

with a probability 1, where “infinitely often” means that an infinite nhumber of Bige from
{X,}5°, occur.

Lemma 9:Let { A, Fi.} be an adapted random sequence. If for a sequéigeé defined as
X = {A € Si.} for some given seb) there exists) > 0 such that the conditional probability
P{X,+1|Fm} > 0, then for eachn, h > 0,

P{Xmi1, s Xongn| Fn} > 0"
Proof: By the definition of conditional probability, we have

P{Xm—i-la to aXm+h|-7:m}

= E{]'Xm+1 ! m+h‘fm}

= E{lx,., - -E{lx, ., [Fnin-1}Fun}
> 0E{1x,.,, 1x,,. . |Fm}

> P E{lx,,., 1x,,, »|Fm}

>

> 5"

[
Lemma 10:(Lemma 5.4 in[[28]) Let{(2, F,P} be a probability space, anfl be a random
variable with0 < f < 1. If for a o-algebraF’ C F, a setS € F’" with P{S} > 0, E{f|F'} > §
holds on$S for someé > 0, then we have

P/ > IF) > 0,
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on S and particularly,
52
E{flipyl P =

onS.

B. Discrete-time delayed consensus analysis

In this section, we will discuss discrete-time consensgerghms in networks with switching
topologies and time delays. We first consider general ssithagrocesses described by an adapted
sequence and establish a most general result. Then we wsehtain two corollaries under two
special cases that will appear in the main text.

Consider the following discrete time dynamical systemshwivitching topologies:

xi(k+1):iiaﬁj(k)xj(k—l), i=1,---,n, (20)
=0 j=1

wherek is the time indexyx (k) = [z, (k), -+, z,(k)]" € R" is the state variable of the system
at timek, 7 > 0 is the bound of the time delay, where= 0 corresponds to the case of no time
delay. In the following, we always assume thé{(k) > 0, a},(k) = 0 for I # 0, al;(k) > 0 for
eachi, j, [, k, and

Z Z a§j<k) =1

=0 j=1
holds for each: and.

Define A'(k) = [al, ()], and B(k) = [b;; (k)] = >_/_, Al (k).

We have the following Theorem.

Theorem 6:Let {A°(k),--- , A"(k), Fi.} be an adapted process. If there exists 0, h > 0
such thatB(k) > ¢/ and the conditional expectatidﬁj{Z;’jﬁ+1 B(k)|F.} has ad-spanning
tree, then the systerh (20) will reach consensus almostysurel

Remark 9:Whenr = 0, the system has no time delays,and Theorém 6 reduces toerheor
3.1 of [28]. From this point of view, this result can be seeraasextension of that ir_[28].

The proof of this theorem will be divided into several steps.

First, we will prove the following lemma, which shows thaetkonditional expectation of
a spanning tree implies a positive conditional probabitityexistence of a spanning tree for a

longer length of the summation.
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Lemma 11:Let { A, Fr} be an adapted random sequencenct n stochastic matrices, if
there exists) > 0 such that for eachn, E{A,,.1|F,.} has ad -spanning tree, then there exist

h >0,0< ¢ <6 such that
m~+h
P{ ) A has a'-spanning tredF,,} > ¢'. (21)
k=m-+1
Proof: DenoteSp(n) the number of different types of spanning trees composedveftices.

For some fixedn, we decompose the probability spaewith respect tar,,, i.e., S e 7o,
Q=USY, iy =1,2,-- s, wheres, < Sp(n), and S5 N SY = () for i # j such that on
eachS\Y, E{A,..1 | F.} has a (fixed) specified spanning tree. Derib{el, . ; | Fn} oo the
restriction of E{A,, | ..} on S e,
E{A+1 | ]:m}s,ﬁil) =E{A,1 | Fn} X Ly

Let STs(E{Am+1 | ]:m}sf,il)> be aJj-spanning tree contained iB{A,,; | ]:m}sf,il)’ which
is arbitrarily selected when more than one choices are ablail For eachs, we pick an
edge (j,i) € E(STs(E{Ans1 | Fn}gen)), and letSyY), = {[Anpli; > 6/2} 0 SLY. Then
S}fbﬁzl € Fpmi1, and from Lemma10,

PSS, | Fu} >

|

holds onS{.

Similarly, we decompose eacﬂﬁiﬁl with respect taF,,,; 1, i.e.,Sf,iﬁZl =U;, Sf,fbjfi) with Sf,iﬂfi) €
Fnsr and 5402 1 SUE) for iy it = 1,2, sy, iy # i, Wheres, < Sp(n) depends on the
indexi, such thatf{A,,. | 1} 4. has a specified-spanning tree on each/),

For eachs"'2), we pick an edgéj,i) € E(STs(E{Apn | Fins1}gtin)) and letS\172) —
{l[Ams2li; > 0/2FN Sf,iﬂfi), then Sﬁﬂfé) € Fmio and from Lemma10,

911 5
P{Si3 | Fni} 2 5
holds ons!),

Continuing this process, we can get a sequence:

S S Sty Sl ST S

such that foil = 17 27 e ,/{5, Sr(,zbl_ﬁll) € fm-i—l’ Sr(,zbl_ﬁ_flil) = Ulzsr(;iz?—lu)’ E{Am-i-l | fm"_l_l}s(izf;fl)
has a (fixed) spanning tree, and

St — (14, ] > 6/2) N Sz (22)
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where the edge;, i) € E(STs(E{ Ami | Fanri-i}giriz-n))-
For any fixed sequence, i, -- - iy, S0 C gk ¢ gzt o gl) e

choose the edge, ) in (22) for eachs'",? ") in such way that i T (E{ A, | Fonsi—1} glirizin)

m
m+l—1

hasn’t appeared in the sequens&;(E{A,,.1 | fm}s,&iﬂ)’ o, STs(E{Apy1-1 | ]:m“‘z}SSff;‘;H))'
then we chooséj,i) € E(STs(E{A+1 | Frnti—1} Sﬁiﬁf;f”)) arbitrarily. Otherwise, we choose
(7,1) € E(STs(E{ A 41 | ]:m+l_1}5‘fi$?;'i”))) which hasn’t been chosen before when
STs(E{A41 | ]:m“—l}s,ﬂjff;‘jl)) appears in the sequence
STs(E{A,.1 | ]:m}sj,'gl))’ cooy STo(E{ A1 | ]—“m+l_2}sgl+il2;.2.ilfl)) if there still exists such an
edge.

Since there at mosip(n) different types of spanning trees, and each spanning tree hal

edges, it is obvious wheh = (n — 1) Sp(n), the sets

k
glinizin) {Z Ay hasé/2-spanning trep

m+k
=1

This is because for each fixed sequerige- - -, i, at least one type of spanning trees has
appeared at least — 1 times, thus by the edge chosen strategy, each of its edgebeeas

chosen at least once.
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So we have

v

v

v

v

k
P{>  An4 hass/2-spanning treg 7.}

=1

]P){Uh,lé ZkSTrZL{‘:i ) |‘F }

E{ Z 15(1122 ) ‘f}

11,42,

E{E Z Lgtrszin) | Fnviot} | Fin)

11,82, ik

_E{ Z 1S(1112 %) |fm}

11,12,

B SETE

L. . m+k—1
21,22, 5k —1

)* IE{lem) | Fn}

m—+

_)kE{Z 157(;;1) | fm}

(o)

The inequality from[(24) to[(25) is due to the fact

P{SUL2 W) | Fig 1} > 0/2

on $“2) ¢ £ which implies

m~+k—1

The equality from((25) td(26) is due to the fact tisgfs

E{ls(iﬂz"'ik) | fm-i—k—l} > _15(2'12'2"'%)-

o

1

Sliiv=1d) _ ( for j £ §, which implies

m~+k—1

1 (2122 1) T E 1 (2122 ip—17K)

m+k 1 m+k 1

for each fixed sequendag, is, - - -, ix_1.

Let h = (n — 1) Sp(n), andy’

Now we come to the proof of Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorenfill6

24

= (6/2)", then [21) holds. The proof is completed.
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(26)
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Denotey,, = [z(k),z(k —1),--- ,2(k — 7)]", then we have:

Yr+1 = Cryr, (27)
where
[ AO(K) Al(k) AT NE) AT(k) ]
1 0 0 0
Cv=1| 0 I - 0 0
0 0 S 0

Let B, = S " (w—1yht1 Br, @and Fp, = Fip. Then{By, F;} also forms an adapted sequence,
andE{B, ., | F},} has ad-spanning tree. From Lemniall1, there exigts- 0 such that

m+(n—1) Sp(n)

IP’{ >~ Bj has a’-spanning treke]—“,gl} > 0.

k=m+1
Since
diag(A°(k)) 0 0 0] diag(A%(k)) Al(k) AT L(Ek) AT(k) ]
I 0 00 0 0 0 0
Cy = 0 1 0 0|+ 0 0 0 0
0 0 -~ I 0] | 0 0 - 0 0 |

> 0My+ Dy > §(My + D),

where D,, refers to the second matrix on the righthand side of the fiingt. IFrom Lemmal7,
Corollary[1, and Remarkl 7, Remdrk 8, there exXi4ip) € (0,9’), p > 1 such that

m+p(n—1) Sp(n)

IP’{ H Crisd"(p)-SIA,p=1,2,--- | ]:,'n} > 0.

k=m+1
Let ¢}, = [I ’(‘k,l Spn Dspma1 Ok Fio = Frmonyspy then {Cy, Fi'} forms an adapted

sequence and

{H t (50" (p)-SIA p=1,2,--- \f,;;}>5'.
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Let k, = n(n) + 1, then from Lemm&l4 and Lemnha 9,
kn
P { H C! .. is 8" (1)k-scrambling ]—“,’,’1}

> IP’{H i 18 8" (D)-SIA, ' =, mot ey =1 p= 1,2, | Fp |
>
Let C), = H;”:k?m_l)knﬂ Cpand F = F/, . Then{C}, F;"} forms an adapted sequence, and
P{C” ., is 0" (1)*-scrambling| F/'} > ¢’
From the Second Borel-Cantelli Lemma (Lemma 8), this ingplie
P{C} is §"(1)*"-scrambling infinitely ofteh = 1.

From LemmdB and Remafk 4, we have

P {m a(T] ) -0} -1

This implies the systeni (27) reaches consensus almosysOmekhe other hand it is not difficult
to show that consensus &f (27) can imply consensub_of (20J.tAa proof is completed.
From Theoreni]6, we can have the following two corollariese Tikst one is for deterministic
case.
Corollary 2: Let {A%(k),---, A™(k)} be a deterministic sequence withf (k) > 61 for some

§ > 0, and [A(k)];; = 0 fori =1,2,---,7, j = 1,--- ,n. If there existsh > 0 such that

m—+h
k=m+1

The second one is for a random sequence that will become endept after a fixed length

B(k) has ad-spanning tree, then the system](20) will reach consensus.

of time.
Corollary 3: Let {A°%(k),---,A"(k)} be a random sequence with’(k) > §I for some
§ >0, and[A'(k)];; =0 fori=1,2,---,7,j =1,--- ,n. And there existsV > 0 such that
A%k),---, A7(k) is independent ofd°(k’ ),--- , A7(E") wheneverk’ > k + N. If there exists
h > 0 such thatZ’,:“;fﬂfJrl B(k) has a)-spanning tree, then the systdml|(20) will reach consensus
almost surely.
Proof: Let 7, = {A%(m),--- , A"(m), m < k} be thes-algebra formed by’(m), - - - , A™(m),

m < k. Then {A%k),---, A" (k),Fx} forms an adapted process. From the assumption on
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{A%K), -+ AT(k)}, A°(K)),---, A"(K') is independent ofF, wheneverk’ > k + N. Since
B(k) > 0, we have

k+N+h k+N+h k+N+h k+N+h
E{ Y Bm)FA}>E{ > Bm)FA}=E{ Y Bm}= > EB(m).
m=k+1 m=k+N+1 m=k+N+1 m=k+N+1

Thus,E{anJ;]\,iﬂ B(m)|Fx} has ad-spanning tree and the conclusion follows from Theorem

0. [ ]
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