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Abstract—This paper studies the distributed dimensionality
reduction fusion estimation problem with communication delays
for a class of cyber-physical systems (CPSs). The raw measure-
ments are preprocessed in each sink node to obtain the local
optimal estimate (LOE) of a CPS, and the compressed LOE
under dimensionality reduction encounters with communication
delays during the transmission. Under this case, a mathematical
model with compensation strategy is proposed to characterize
the dimensionality reduction and communication delays. This
model also has the property to reduce the information loss
caused by the dimensionality reduction and delays. Based on
this model, a recursive distributed Kalman fusion estimator
(DKFE) is derived by optimal weighted fusion criterion in the
linear minimum variance sense. A stability condition for the
DKFE, which can be easily verified by the exiting software, is de-
rived. In addition, this condition can guarantee that estimation
error covariance matrix of the DKFE converges to the unique
steady-state matrix for any initial values, and thus the steady-
state DKFE (SDKFE) is given. Notice that the computational
complexity of the SDKFE is much lower than that of the DKFE.
Moreover, a probability selection criterion for determining the
dimensionality reduction strategy is also presented to guarantee
the stability of the DKFE. Two illustrative examples are given to
show the advantage and effectiveness of the proposed methods.

Index Terms—Distributed Fusion Estimation, Kalman Filter-
ing, Bandwidth Constraints, Communication Delays, Stability
Analysis, Cyber-Physical Systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Information fusion has attracted considerable research in-
terest during the past decades, and has found applications in
a variety of areas, including internet of things [1], sensor
networks [2], [3] and cyber-physical systems (CPSs) [4].
Particularly, multi-sensor fusion estimation utilizes useful
information contained in multiple sets of data for the purpose
of estimating a quantity or parameter in a process [5].
It is widely used in practical applications because it can
potentially improve estimation accuracy and enhance relia-
bility and robustness against faults [5], [6], [7]. Many fusion
estimation approaches have been presented in the literature
(see [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], and the references therein).
At the same time, advances in embedded computing, com-
munication, and related hardware technologies have recently
brought the paradigm of CPSs to a new research frontier [14].
Moreover, CPSs have found applications in a broad range of
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areas such as intelligent transportation systems [15], multi-
robot systems [16], and smart grid systems [17]. As one of
important issues in CPSs, real-time state estimation based
on sensor measurements has recently attracted considerable
research interests because state estimate can provide a CPS
with the real-time monitoring and control capability [18],
[19]. For example, estimating the real voltage from sensor
information must be completed before taking certain actions
to regulate the voltage into some desired range in a power
grid [17]. It is noted that the accuracy of state estimation
has an important impact on computing control commands
for safe and efficient operation of a CPS [18], [19], [20],
[21]. Therefore, it is of theoretical significance and practical
relevance to investigate the problem of information fusion
estimation for the CPSs [22], [23].
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Fig. 1. Information fusion estimation for a class of spatially distributed
physical systems over communication networks: i) x(t) is the state of the
physical process, where x(t) is composed of cl(t), c2(t), c3(t),..., cn(t);
ii) sensor node only measures the target information; iii) sink node is a
gateway, which is responsible for receiving measurements, computing the
local optimal estimate (LOE) and sending the LOE to an information fusion
center via communication networks.

There mainly exist two kinds of fusion architectures:
centralized fusion structure and distributed fusion structure.
However, the distributed fusion structure is generally more
robust and fault-tolerant as compared with the centralized
fusion structure [6], [7], [8], [9], [10]. This motivates us to
consider the distributed fusion estimation problem in this
paper for a class of CPS architecture (see Fig.l), where
system state is spatially distributed in the physical space.
When the local estimates are transmitted to the fusion center
(FC) via communication channels, bandwidth constrains and
communication delays are unavoidable in communication
networks [24]. Moreover, the above two factors can degrade
the fusion estimation performance because of the information
loss caused by bandwidth and delay constrains [25], [26],
[27]. Thus, how to design distributed fusion methods in the
presence of bandwidth and delay constraints is essential for
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real-time state estimate of CPSs.

A. Related Work

When considering the problem of bandwidth constraints
in multi-sensor systems, as pointed out in [28], there are
mainly two approaches to reduce the communication traffic:
the quantization method (see [29], [30], [31], and references
therein) and the dimensionality reduction method (see [32],
[33], [34], and the references therein). Particularly, by analyz-
ing the statistical property of measurement information and
resorting to the principal component analysis method, the di-
mensionality reduction strategy has been designed in [35] to
compress the measurement signals, while the dimensionality
reduction strategy with the quantization error was developed
in [36] to deal with stable multi-sensor fusion systems. Notice
that the dimensionality reduction method in [35] requires to
know the global measurement matrix that may be difficult
to be satisfied in distributed systems, and solving non-
convex nonlinear optimization problem under this strategy
may also add the computational cost and design difficulty.
Under the distributed fusion structure, when the physical
state x(t) as shown in Fig.l is multi-dimensional (or even
high-dimensional) in a CPS, it is unrealistic to completely
send the local estimate of the state x(t) to the FC via a
bandwidth-constrained communication channel. In this sense,
bandwidth constraint in the CPSs is the primary consideration
when designing a distributed state fusion estimator. Notice
that, to reduce the communication traffic, the idea of the
dimensionality reduction method is that a multi-dimensional
signal is directly converted into a low-dimensional signal,
while the idea of the quantization method is that the number
of coding bits for each component of a multidimensional
signal is reduced before being transmitted. Meanwhile, the
quantization usually results in nonlinear dynamics, and it
is difficult to find a data compression operator analytically,
particularly, for the multidimensional signals. Therefore, the
dimensionality reduction method can provide an attractive
alternative to solve the distributed fusion estimation problem
with bandwidth constraints in the CPSs.

Though the dimensionality reduction fusion estimation
algorithms have been proposed in [32], [33], [34], [35],
[36] to reduce the communication traffic, the communication
delays, which occurs during the transmission, were not taken
into account. With the communication delays, the dimension-
ality reduction fusion estimation must solve two challenging
issues: one is how to compensate the information loss caused
by the communication delays and bandwidth constraints
under a unified mathematical model; The other one is how
to fuse the asynchronous local compressed estimates because
of communication delays. Notice that the centralized and
distributed fusion estimation algorithms have been proposed
in [25], [37], [38], [39], [40], [41], [42] based on different
communication delay models, however, the main results in
[25], [37], [38], [39], [40], [41], [42] cannot be extended to
the case of the dimensionality reduction estimation with com-
munication delays. The reason is that the data compression
and information compensation in dimensionality reduction
may change the property of the original measurements (e.g.,
the statistical correlation in [32], [34] has been changed
under the Kalman fusion structure). Under this case, we
have studied the information fusion estimation problem in
[22], [26] for the CPSs with bandwidth constraints and

communication delays. It should be pointed out that the
steady-state fusion estimator with simple calculation cannot
be obtained based on the proposed communication model in
[22], while the covariance intersection (CI) fusion strategy
in [26] was suboptimal because fusion estimator was deter-
mined by minimizing an upper bound of estimation error
covariance.

B. Contributions

Motivated by the aforementioned analysis, we study the
distributed stochastic dimensionality reduction fusion esti-
mation problem with communication delays for the CPSs.
Notice that the information loss is inevitable because of
the dimensionality reduction and communication delays, and
such a fusion estimation with incomplete information will de-
grade the estimation performance. Since the delays are caused
by communication channels, the key issue is how to design
an efficient dimensionality reduction strategy to guarantee
the stability of the distributed fusion estimator. Although our
previous works in [22], [26], [32] have studied the related
stochastic dimensionality fusion estimation problems, there
are still fundamental problems that cannot be solved up to
now. In detail,

o When only considering stochastic dimensionality reduc-
tion strategy, the stable probability selection criterion in
[32] was derived from the inequality relaxation of the
matrix trace. However, the inequality relaxation will lead
to certain conservatism, thus how to find a new deriva-
tion idea to reduce the conservatism is very important
for the application of the proposed dimensionality reduc-
tion strategy. Notice that the stability conditions in [22]
were directly derived from the similar derivation in [32],
and thus the corresponding conservatism also cannot be
avoided in [22]. Moreover, the stability conditions in
[26] also have certain conservatism due to the inequality
relaxation of 1-norm and oco-norm.

o When considering stochastic dimensionality reduction
strategy under communication delays, the distributed CI
fusion estimator in [26] was suboptimal because the cor-
responding optimization objective was an upper bound
of the estimation error covariance matrix. Particularly,
the CI fusion results in [26] required to solve non-
convex nonlinear optimization problems online at each
time, which may lead to a large number of calculation.
Though the distributed fusion estimator in [22] was
optimal based on the optimal weighted fusion criterion,
the model of communication delays cannot be applicable
to the case of time-varying delays. More importantly, the
computational complexity of the fusion estimator in [22]
was also high. Obviously, the common disadvantage of
the results in [22] and [26] is the high computation cost,
and the optimal weighed fusion criterion can provide
the optimal and analytic solutions. Therefore, based on
the optimal weighted fusion criterion, how to design
steady-state dimensionality reduction fusion estimators
with simple calculation is of great significance in the
presence of communication delays.

We shall solve the above two problems, and the main
contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

o By constructing a new common orthogonal space, the
cross-covariance matrix is calculated by the recursive
form, and then an optimal distributed Kalman fusion



estimator (DKFE) is derived in the linear minimum
variance sense when there are bandwidth and commu-
nication delay constraints in CPSs. Notice that each
weighting fusion matrix is calculated by the analytic
form.

o A delay-dependent and probability-dependent stability
condition is derived such that the fusion estimation
error covariance matrix of the DKFE converges to a
unique steady-state matrix for any initial values. Under
this condition, the steady-state DKFE, which has much
lower computational complexity as compared with the
DKEFE, is given. Moreover, when each communication
delay is known, the probability selection criterion for de-
termining dimensionality reduction strategy is presented
to guarantee the stability of the DKFE.

o Compared with the fusion estimation method in [22], the
model of communication delays in this paper does not
require that each sink node knows the communication
delay in advance, and the steady-state DKFE with
simple calculation is derived (see Remark 1). Since the
covariance intersection fusion criterion in [26] is subop-
timal, the estimation performance of the designed DKFE
must be better than that of the fusion estimator in [26]
when each communication delay is constant. Moreover,
the computation cost of the steady-state DKFE must be
lower than that of the CI fusion estimator in [26] and
the conservatism of delay-dependent stability conditions
is less than that of the conditions in [26] (see Remark
2 and Remark 7).

o When there is no communication delay for the scenario
described in Fig.1, it is shown that the stability condition
in this paper has less conservatism than the result in
[32]. This is because a new derivation idea without any
inequality relaxation is proposed to design the stochas-
tic dimensionality reduction strategy. Moreover, when
considering communication delays, the corresponding
stability analysis is also based on this new derivation
idea. Notice that it is difficult to obtain the stability
condition by using the derivation idea in [32] when
the communication delay is modeled in this paper (see
Remarks 7-8).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the problem formulation. The finite-horizon DKFE is
designed in Section III. In Section IV, the stability condition
and the steady-state DKFE are derived, and the probability
selection criteria are given to determine satisfactory com-
pression operators. Two illustrative examples are presented
in Section V to show the advantage and effectiveness of the
proposed approaches, and then the conclusions are drawn in
Section VI.

Notations: The notations used throughout the paper are
fairly standard. The superscript ‘T’ represents the transpose,
and E{-} is the mathematical expectation. I,,, represents the
identity matrix of size m x m, while diag{-} stands for
a block diagonal matrix. Prob{A} means the occurrence
probability of the event A, while Tr(B) denotes the trace
of the matrix B. ||A]|2 represent the 2-norm of the matrix
A. zly denotes that x and y are orthogonal vectors, and
col{aq, - ,ar} represents the column vector that is com-
posed of the elements aq,--- ,ar. The symbol lecm(a, b) is
the least common multiple of a and b, while rank(A) denotes
the rank of the matrix A. The function f’(t) is defined

A

by f2(t) = f(f(---(f(t)--+)), and X > (<)0 denotes

——

. htimes | . X
a positive-definite (negative-definite) matrix.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. Dimensionality Reduction and Communication Delays

Consider the physical process in Fig.1 described by the
following discrete state-space model:

x(t+1) = Ax(t) + w(t), (1)

where z(t) € R™ (n > 1) is the state of the process,
w(t) is the system noise, and A is a constant matrix with
appropriate dimension. As pointed out in [19], the model
(1) is widely adopted for describing state dynamics of CPSs
including power systems, smart grid infrastructures, and
building automation systems, etc. When the measurements
from each sensor are sent to sink nodes, the 7th sink node’s
measurement y;(t) € R% is modeled by:

yi(t) = Ciz(t) + v (1) (i = 1,2, , L), )

where C; is the measurement matrix with appropriate dimen-
sion, and v;(t) is the measurement noise. Moreover, w(t)
and v;(t) are uncorrelated zero-mean Gaussian white noises
satisfying

E{fw () vf (0] [w? (t1) vf (1)1}

. , 3
= 6t,t1dlag{Qwa6i,iji} ( )
where d;+, is defined by:
1 ift=t
Ot.t { 0 i oE Aty “4)
Then, based on the measurements {y;(1),---,y:(t)}, the

local optimal estimate (LOE) Z;(t) is given by the Kalman
filter:

2i(t) = Gk, (1) AZi(t — 1) + Ki(t)yi (1), )

where
A
Gk, (t) =
Define Z;(t) £ x(t) — &;(t). Then, the optimal gain ma-
trix K;(¢) and the local estimation error covariance ma-
trix Py;(t) = E{%;(t)Z] (t)} are calculated by
K;(t) = Py (0CT [CiP(0)CF + Qu,] ™!
Pi(t) = Gk, (1) P (1) ) ©)
Pji(t) = APui(t = 1)AT + Qu

I, — K;(t)C;. 6)

where P;5(t) denotes the error covariance matrix of one-step
prediction. Moreover, it follows from (1), (5) and (7) that

o . . A
the local estimation error cross-covariance matrix P;;(t) =

E{Z;(t)Z] (t)}(i # j) is calculated by:
Py(t) = Gk, (0)[Qu + AP;(t = DATIGy (). ()

Under the distributed fusion structure, each LOE Z;(t)
must be sent to the FC to design an optimal fusion estimator.
However, it is unrealistic to send the complete information
included in #;(t)(¢ R"™) to the FC over communication
networks because almost all communication network can
only carry a finite amount of information per unit time. This
problem is especially prominent in the fusion estimation for
the large-scale CPSs integrated by wireless sensor networks.
To reduce communication traffic, only 7;(1 < r; < n) com-
ponents of the ith LOE ;(t) are allowed to be transmitted
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Fig. 2. Distributed dimensionality reduction fusion estimation with com-

munication delays in CPSs

to the FC at each time, and other components are discarded.
Compared with the original LOE Z;(¢), the dimension of the
transmitted signal is reduced. In this sense, the above method
can be viewed as one of the dimensionality reduction strate-
gies. According to this dimensionality reduction strategy, the
allowed sending components (ASC) of &;(¢) has A; possible

T T
IT (n—2¢*) / TI ¢;. Then, at a
=0 r=1

particular time, only one vector signal, which is taken from
one group of the above A; cases, is selected and transmitted
to the FC, and this selected signal is denoted by X, (t) € R™.
When %, () is sent to the FC by the sink node, the FC
will receive the data packet containing X, (¢) at time ¢ + d;
because of communication delay. Let X, (¢) denote the local
estimation information received by the FC at time ¢. Then,
X, (t) in the FC is given by:

cases, where A; =

%o, (1) = %o, (t — ;). )

It should be pointed out that the communication delays
for different sink nodes are not the same (i.e., d; # d;),
which means that the addressed delays are not constant from
the perspective of the whole fusion systems. Moreover, the
constant communication delay for each sink node is mainly
determined by signal transmission power, and is difficult
to be avoid due to resource constraints. Particularly, when
the fusion center received the signals from multiple sink
nodes, there must exist the problem of resource scheduling.
Though time-varying delays may occur for different sink
nodes, they must lead to the information disorder that directly
add the design difficulties of dimensionality reduction fusion
estimators. In this case, to avoid the information disorder in
multi-sensor fusion, resource scheduling can be controlled by
designing the physical mechanism for guaranteeing constant
delays (see an example in Remark 1). Therefore, it is of
significance in studying the dimensionality reduction fusion
estimation problem with constant delays in this paper. Up to
now, the problem of dimensionality reduction and communi-
cation delays has been presented, and the process diagram is
shown in Fig.2.

It is noted that the signal X, (¢) only takes one element
from the following finite set:

where #"(t) € R’ represents one group of ASCs. To

characterize the determining process of X, (t), we introduce

the following indicator functions:

P MOES ()
Uhi(t) - { 0 if )A(s,_-(t) ?é )A(Zl(t) ) (11)
where o}, (t)(hi =1,2,---,A;) are required to satisfy
. _ A
oh (Dohe(t) =0(h £ 1), Y~ o ()=1  (12)
such that %, (¢) only takes one ASC from the set (10) at
time ¢, i.e., A
~ _ v i shi
% ()=, onOXL®). (13)
Then, it is derived from (9) and (13) that
A
< — N 7 _ . ’\hi _ .
%o, ()=, ok (t = )50 (8 = dy). (14)

At time ¢, if the fusion estimate of x(t) is directly designed
based on X, (t), the fusion estimation performance must
be poor because of the communication delays and the un-
transmitted component of %;(¢). In this case, the compensat-
ing state estimate (CSE) of x(t), denoted by X$(¢), can be
modeled as follows:

)A(f(t) = AdiHi(t — dl)i‘l(t - dl)

AN L, — Hi(t— di)]AxS(t —d; —1) © 1)

where H,(t — d;) is determined by

Hy(t) = 3" o, (0}, = diag{7i(t),

Here, H ,21 represents a diagonal matrix that contains r; di-
agonal elements “1” and n — r; diagonal elements “0”. Then
it follows from (11) and (12) that

i) € 0,110 Ait) =mili =1+, L),

where 7;(f) = 1 means that the £th component of #;(t) is
selected and sent to the FC, while 7} (t) = 0 means that the
¢th component of Z;(t) is discarded. Particularly, at time ¢,
the compensation strategy in the CSE model (15) is reflected
by the following aspects:

(1)} (16)

a7)

o The un-transmitted components of &;(¢) are compen-
sated by the one-step prediction based on X§$(t —d; —1).

o The delayed information X, (t) is compensated by the
d;-step prediction based on X} (t—d;), where % (t—d;) =
Hi(t — dl)jz(t - dl) + [I - Hi(t - dz)]A)A(f(t —d; — 1).
Remark 1. In [22], at the ith sink node, the d;-step
prediction based on the local estimate &;(¢t) was given by

(ifi (t) = Az, (t)) Due to the bandwidth constraints, only

r; components of 7% (t) were allowed to be sent. Then, the
CSE of x(t), denoted as & (t), was given by (i.e., the model
(18) in [22]):

£ (t) = He(t — di) A%z (t — d;)

+[I — HE(t — d;)| Azt (t - 1), (18)

where the definition of Hf(t — d;) is the same as that of
H;(t—d;), and &/ (t—1) denotes the fusion estimate designed
by [22]. For the CSE model (18), the d;-step prediction
2% (t) must be completed at the sink node, which implies
that each sink node must know the communication delay
from the sink node to the FC in advance. Under this case,
when the communication delay is unknown for the sink node
or time-varying, the model (18) will be invalid. Different
from the modeling method in [22], the CSE model (15) does
not require that each sink node knows the communication



delay in advance, and thus the model (15) can be more
easily implemented in a practical system. Particularly, when
considering the time-varying communication delay d;, (t), the
local estimation information received by the FC, denoted as
x41(t), is given by:

R (1) =% (t — di(t)), (19)

where %;'(¢) denotes the selected ASC at the sink node.
Meanwhile, it is reasonable to consider that the time-varying
delay d;(t) is bounded in practical applications, and satisfies
d;(t) < dY. Then, by resorting to the buffers at the FC, each
time-varying delay can be prolonged to its upper bound d}'
at each time, i.e., the model (19) is reduced to:

xdi(t) = %5 (t — d¥) (20)

Since the structure of (20) is the same as that of (9), the case
of time-varying delays can still be modeled by (15). Notice
that the CSE model (18) in [22] will not be applicable to
this case, because the time-varying communication delays
are only known to the FC, and each sink node impossibly
know the time-varying delays a priori. On the other hand,
the stability condition in [22] could only guarantee the MSE
of the fusion estimator converged to a steady-state value.
It should be pointed out that the computational complexity
of the fusion estimator in [22] is a slightly high, yet the
corresponding steady-state fusion estimator cannot be derived
from the stability condition in [22]. In contrast, the steady-
state DKFE with simple calculation can be designed based
on the stability condition in Theorem 3.

Remark 2. For the case of time-varying delays, the
estimation error cross-covariance matrices cannot be obtained
under the dimensionality reduction strategy in this paper.
Fortunately, the CI fusion criterion does not need the cross-
covariance matrices. Therefore, the distributed CI fusion
estimation algorithm was developed in [26] to deal with the
time-varying delays. Notice that the CI fusion criterion is not
optimal because the optimization objective is an upper bound
of estimation error covariance matrix, and each weighting
matrix is obtained by solving non-convex nonlinear opti-
mization problems at each time. Different from the fusion
criterion in [26], the optimal weighted fusion criterion with
analytic solutions is used to design the DKFE in this paper.
Thus, when considering the constant communication delays,
the estimation performance of the DKFE is better than that
of the fusion estimator in [26]. On the other hand, as pointed
out in Remark 1, the designed fusion estimation algorithms in
this paper can be also applicable to the case of time-varying
communication delays. However, it is difficult to show whose
estimation performance is better, the DKFE in this paper
or the fusion estimator in [26], when dealing with time-
varying delays. This is because the performance loss in this
paper is introduced from the delay model (i.e., prolonging
the time-varying delay to its upper bound at each time),
while the performance loss in [26] is introduced from the CI
fusion criterion (i.e., minimizing an upper bound of the fusion
estimation error covariance). However, from the perspective
of computational complexity, the steady-state DKFE in this
paper is better than the CI fusion estimator in [26] whenever
considering the constant delays or time-varying delays.

B. Problem of Interest

It is concluded from (13) that the selected ASC X, (t)(€
R™) at the sink node is determined by the binary vari-

ables o, (t)(h; = 1,2,---,A;). On the other hand, it is
known from (15) that the design of optimal of, (£)(h; =
1,2,---,A;) must be completed at the FC, because the
communication delay (from the sink node to the FC) and
each CSE X§(¢) are only obtained by the FC, but these
information are unknown to each sink node. Therefore, an
optimal X, (¢) may be difficult to be designed at the sink
node. Based on the above consideration, let each binary
variable O’%i (t) be generated in a random way at the sink
node, and let random variables {of(t),04(t), -, 0% ()}
obey the categorical distribution satisfying

B{o}, (1), (1)}
5hi7th{a};Li(t)_} if i=j,t=1t;
= E{o, 0)}E{oje(t)} ifi=jt#n
E{o}, (0} E{ogs (1)} if i # j

Under this case, a group of ASC %% (t)(h; € {1,2,---,A;})
in the set (10) is randomly selected as the X, (¢) at time ¢.
Moreover, the occurrence probabilities of the cases J,Z;Li (t) =
1 and o}, (t) = 0 are given by Prob{c}, (t) =1} = n}, and
Prob{c}, (t) =0} = 1 -}, where the selection probability
7w}, > 0 satisfies:

Ai .
Zh_ﬂ;‘w =1(ie{1,2,---,L}).

i

. 21)

(22)

Then, it is concluded from (16) and (21) that the binary vari-
ables v;(t)(¢ =1,--- ,n) in (17) are independent Bernoulli
distributed white noise sequences with Prob{v,(t) = 1} 2
~i and Prob{~i(t) = 0} £ 1 — ~}, which yields

H; 2 B{Hi(t — d;)} = diag{7}, 74, --- , 72} (23)

From (16) and (23), there must exist a constant matrix UZ €
R'*A¢ such that

v =Ujs(t=1,---,nji=1,--- L), (24)
where ¢ 2 col{ri, 7, - ,mx,}. This means that when
each selection probability 7 is given by (21-22), ~; in
(23) will be determined by (24). Notice that the selection
probabilities ¢;(¢ = 1,2,---, L) are to be designed in this
paper for guaranteeing the stability of the DKFE.
Let X$(t) = x(t) — X5(t) denote the estimation error of
each CSE. Then, it follows from (1) and (15) that
if(t) = AdiHi(ﬁ — dl)f(l(t — dl)
+ A% (L, — Hi(t — d;)]AXS(t — d; — 1)
+Adi [In — Hi(t — dl)]w(t —d; — 1) + Fw(di,f),

(25)

where F,,(d;,t) is determined by the following function:

Fu(g,t) 2 ZZ:1 APt — 0). (26)
When E{%{(~dn,)} = E{z(~dn,)}dn, = 0,1, d;), it

is concluded from (3), (25) and the fact E{z(¢)} = E{Z;(¢)}
that each CSE X§(¢) is unbiased, i.e.,

E{%5(t)} = E{e()}(i = 1,2, -, L). @7)

According to the CSEs X§(¢)(¢ = 1,2,---, L) in the FC, the
DKEFE for the addressed CPSs is given by:

L

x(t) = Q)% (1), (28)

i=1
where Zle Q;(t) = I,,, and combining (27) yields that the
DKFE %(t) is unbiased if E{x{(d,,)} = E{z(dn,)}(dn, =
0517"' 7dz)



Consequently, the problems to be solved in this paper are
described as follows:

1) When the selection probabilities W%i (h;
1,---,A;;6 = 1,---, L) satisfying (22) are given in
advance, the aim is to design optimal weighting matrices
Qq(t), - ,QL(t) such that the MSE of the DKFE X(t) is
minimal at each time step, i.e.,

{2, -, Qu(0)}
= arg min
1 Qi(=I

E{(z(t) — x()]"[z(t) — x(1)]}. 29

2) Find stability conditions, which are dependent on the
communication delay d; in (9) and the selection probability
ﬂ% in (22), such that the estimation error covariance matrix
of the DKFE converges to a unique positive matrix, i.e.,

Jim B{[a(t) — %(0)]lx(t) ~ £(0)]"} = P,

and P is independent of the initial values.

Remark 3. When the ith sink node knows the selection
probability ¢; in advance, the binary variables o}, (t)(h; =
1,---,A;) obeying the categorical distribution will be ran-
domly generated at each time step, and then the selected ASC
Xs, (t) can be determined by (13) at the sink node. Under
this case, one of the important issues in this paper is how to
design the satisfactory probability selection criteria, which
will be solved in Section IV. On the other hand, when the
result (30) holds, the limit of each weighting matrix €;(¢)
must exist, and will be independent of the initial values.
This is because the estimation error covariance matrix of the
DKEFE is dependent on each time-varying matrix €2;(¢). In
such a case, the steady-state DKFE with simple calculation
will be given in this paper.

(30)

III. FINITE-HORIZON DKFE FOR THE CPSs

In this section, the recursive DKFE will be derived by
using the optimal fusion criterion weighted by matrices in the
linear minimum variance sense. Define X(t) a x(t)—%(t) and
I, = col{l,, - ,I,} € R™EX7" Then, from the results in
[9], [10], the optimal weighting matrices 4 (¢), -+, Qr(t) in
(29) and the corresponding fusion estimation error covariance
matrix P(t) = E{x(t)XT(¢)} can be calculated by:

(1), Q2(t), Q)] = ([LET (L) T I, E7H () (D)
P(t) = (I =71 (O)1a) ™ (32)
where the weighting matrices ;(¢)(i = 1,2,---, L) deter-

mined by (31) satisfy the constraint Zle Q;(t) = I,, and

2(t) = (Zi (1) g xnr B (8) = BRI (6) T}

It is concluded from (31) and (33) that if the computation
procedure of Z(¢) is given, then the optimal weighting
matrices €;(¢)(¢ = 1,--+ , L) in (31) can be thus obtained.

In what follows, six lemmas will be given before deriving
the recursive form of =;;(¢). For notational convenience, the
following indicator function is introduced:

(33)

1 ity >t
Co(t1,t2) —{ 0 if t; <ty (34)
Meanwhile, if 7, > T, it will be specified that
[I72, F(r) = L, and 3272 G(7) = 0, where F(7) €

R™*™ and G(1) € R™*"™ represent different matrix func-
tions with respect to the variable 7.

Lemma 1 [32] For stochastic matrices U, B, (G, where

Ul diag{uy, - ,un}, B 2 diag{by, -+ ,bn}
g11 9gin

G . .
gnl 9nn
If each random variable g;; in G is independent of any
random variables of uy and bi(k =1,2,--- ,n), then

E{UGB} = E{U ® B} ® E{G},

where “®” is defined as [G' ® G?|;; = GJ;G7;, and the

product “©®” for the matrices U and B is defined by
u1b1 ulbn
UoB= : :
Unp b1 (T
Lemma 2 Define

O, (1) 2 G, (1) A, DY (t1,12) 2 E{Z(t)wT (£2)}

(1, 12) = B{%i (1)%] (t2)}

OF (t1,9,t2) = B{x:(t)F] (9, 12)}

BE (9,11, 12) £ B{Fu(g, 1) (t2)}
where Gk, (t) and F,, (g, t2) are determined by (6) and (26),
respectively. Then, ®Y (t1,t2), Oy (t1,t2), P! (t1,t2) and
®E (t1,9,t2) are given by:

@ (t1.t2) = Colta, ta) (T3 252

,» 39)

Pk, (t1 — %))

(36)
(Hf;;téfl Pk, (t — 901)) Pij(t2)
O (1, t2) = if > fo (37)
(@i (2, t1)]T if 1 <to
g _1,T
®F (tr,g,t2) =D DY (b1, 12— )[4 (38)

DY (g, t1,t2) = Co(t1,t2)Colta, t1 — g — 1) A 71Q,, (39)

where §; ; and C,(t1,t2) are determined by (4) and (34),
respectively. P;;(t2) in (37) is calculated by (7) or (8).

Proof: See A.1 in Appendix. [ |
Lemma 3 Define
Fil)2t—di—1,f01) 2t
A : 1\t1,02
Xi(t1,t2) 2 min{xi(ty, t2) £ (t2) — t1 < 0} (40)

O (t1,t2) = B{RS (1) w" (t2)}
OF (11, 9,t2) = B{Z{(t)F (g, t2)}
Then, O (t1,12), @Zé (t1,12), 655 (t1,g,t2) are given by:
Ok (t1,t2) = Co(ts — di, t2)
X {Z%(i:(éhb)il {5fg+1(t1),t2HZdiHAdiQw

41
+Ha, @Y (1 (1) — di t2)} + @ (di, b1, t2) @b
+ LR Haa O (s, S (1), )}
g w 4\ T
95; (t17g7ﬁ2) = 29:1 exg(tlatQ - 9)(A9 1) ) (42)
where
Hy = AdiHi,ﬁAdv = Adi — Hy,
7 d (2 i , (43)
Hpqg, = A%[I,, — H;]A

where H; is determined by (23), while ®Y (t1,%2) and
D (d;, t1,1t2) are calculated by (36) and (39).

Proof: See A.2 in Appendix. [ |



The statistical correlation between X;(t) and w(t) is pre-
sented in Lemma 2, while Lemma 3 gives the statistical cor-
relation between X$(¢) and w(¢). Additionally, to obtain the
=;(t), it is still required to know the statistical correlations
between X;(t1) and X§(t2), and between X§(¢1) and X§(t2),
which will be derived in Lemmas 4-6.

Lemma 4 Define

{rmwAE&x[~mF} s
Lij(t1, t2) = B{Xi(t1) [R5 (t2)] " }(t1 > ta)

Then, I';;(¢) is calculated by the following recursive form:

Tii(t) = (T2 -0 @, (¢ Tyt

—d; — )HT

- %))

+O (t,t — dj)H, + 9% (t,d;, 1) ; (45)
+®Y (t,t —dj — 1)H}d
where de,HAdj,HAdj are given by (43), while CIDL(] (t,t —

d;), L (t,d;,t), ®¥ (t,t — d; — 1) are computed by (36),
(37) and (38). In this case, I';;(t1,t2) is calculated by:

Dij(ti,t2) = (H

t1—ta—1

Pkt - %’)) Tii(tz).  (46)
©;=0

Proof: See A.3 in Appendix. [ |
Lemma 5 Define
Ui(t) 2 B{Ri(t — d)[RS(t — d; — 1)] 7). (47)
For i = j, U;;(¢) is calculated by
Wi (t) = O, (t — di)Tiy(t — d;i — 1). (48)

For ¢ # 7 let Mij é mm{mﬂmj(d] + 1) —d; > 0} Then,

W;;(t) is calculated by

Ui(t) = S0 {0
O (t — d;, f”*l( t) HEdj
LT (¢ — duydy, £5,(8)] (HiZHT)

(ng(d 1) —1— dz Sy, (t —d; — 901))

—di, f;

o(t) — dj)Hy,

; (49)

T (£ (6) (Hpg )T

where Hy,, HAd Haq, are given by (43); I';;(t) is computed
by (45), while <I>w (t— dz,f"“( ), @ (t — dy, f5.(t) — d;)
and <I)F1( —d;, dj, [, (t)) are calculated by (36), (37), (38).
Proof: See A.4 in Appendix. [ |
Remark 4. It should be pointed out that ¥;;(¢) in Lemma
5 is not a special case of I';;(t1,t2) in Lemma 4 because
there may exist the case d; > d; + 1. Notice that when d; <
d;+1, one has 7;; = 1. Then, according to the definitions of
Yo G(r)=0and [T72 F(r) =Iform > 7o, Uy(t)is
calculated by W;;(t) = (Hd b Gy (t—d; — %)) it —
d; —1).
Lemma 6 Deﬁne

2 em(d; +1,d; + 1), 74, 2 715/ (ds +1)

Y02 B - b DS dy — 1) 50)
T35 (t) 2 B{xy (6)[xY (1) T} ’
T5(8) 2 B{xY (O[RS(¢ —735)] ")

Then, T (t) can be calculated by (36-38) (see Lemma 2),
while T, (¢) can be calculated by (41-42) (see Lemma 3)
and (46). In this case, Y;;(t) is calculated by:

Ty(t) = (t - T4 T)
Ty () = (1= 61,0y )(1 = 81,7, )X T ()57
(1= By )T (OIS T ’
+(1 JH XS, (0] TST

where d1,r, is defined in (4), and

d;

i) [Had,

-1

Td
Hypq, =i

(52)

51 Td

Td

=2

) HAdl
Td: —
yHyg,

A
¥1i = [Ha,, Haq, Ha,, -
A — —
Yo; = [Haq;, Haq,Hadg,, - -
A Ta, —2
E3i = [In; HAd-;v e 7HAdéi ]
A
Yi = [Z1s Yo X4
Proof: See A.5 in Appendix. ]
Remark 5. Notice that the structure of 17 ( ) consists
of @Y (t1,t2), X! (t1,t2), DX (t1,9,t2) and q> (t1,9,t2),
and thus T3;(t) can be calculated by Lemma 2. Meanwhlle,
Y¢,(t) can be calculated by Lemma 3 and (46), because
its structure consists of I';;(t1,t2)(t1 > t2), O%(t1,t2)
and OF. ¢(t1,9,t2). On the other hand, in most cases, the
delay d is not equal to d;. Thus, to design the recursive
form of E;;(t), one of the key issues is how to obtain the
relationship between E{x{(t—d; —1)[x5(t — d; — 1)]"} and
Z,;(t), which has been solved by Lemma 6.
According to the results in Lemmas 1-6, the recursive form
of E;;(t) in (33) will be given by Theorem 1.
Theorem 1 Define
Ai £ B{H (1) © Hi()}
Vi £ B{H,(t) © [L, — Hi(t)]}
A
W, = E{[In - Hz(t)] © [In - Hz(t)]}

Then, the local estimation error covariance matrix =;;(t)
E{x$(¢)[x¢(¢)]T} for each CSE X§(¢) is given by:
+A% [N ® Pyt — d; ) +W; @ Qul(A%)T
+Adi [Vz ® ((I)K ( ) u(t - di - 1)AT

Hd]

“Haa] . (53)

(54)

1>

+Gig, (t — d;)Qu)](A%)T , (55)
+A% VT © (AFT(t d; — 1)OF (t - d;)
QUG (t — di)J(A%)T

+ 3000, A1, (AT

where P;;(t — d;) and T';;(¢t — d; — 1) are calculated by (7)
and (45) (see Lemma 4). On the other hand, the estimation
error cross-covariance matrix =;;(t) 2 E{x§(t)[5(1)]T} is

given b T4 = T, .
(y) = HAdd —1j (t - Tij)(H ¢ )T + —*z]( )

=N
-~ mm T
Zij(t) = Haa, Tiy (OHE, + 500 49Q,,(4%)
+Hdi{q) ( dut dj )HrcIl;
+\Ijij (t)H;l;dJ + (I))}:Z (t - glia djv t)
+<I)$i(t—di,tfdj )HAd}
+Haq, {O%(t — d — DHY,,
+UT(t )HT +®F( —1,d;,t)}

where X% (t) is defined as follows: +Had,{04;,4, QwHAd + C (d; di)Qw(Adi)T
A Ta,—1 +( ( d t d 71))THT
x7,(t) :A col{Z; (fi,(t) = di), -+ Xl fig" (1) —di)} +(O (t — —d; — 1))JFH£d,}
wn® L collw(BO) WO ) Hot (o d) duay ] ’
Fp, () £ col{Fu (di, FL(1), -+, Fulds, fr " (1))} +(Ok (t—d; — 1 dz,t))irH;{dj
%Y () = col{%y, (1), wy, (1), Fr, ()} +Co(di, dj) A% QuH Ry,



where d4,,q4; is determined by (4), and C,(d;,d;) is deter-
mined by (34); Hq,, Haq,, Haq, are defined by (43), while
Tij» T, and 74; are defined in (50). Yij(t) is calculated by
(52) (see Lemma 6), and \I/Z-j (t) is calculated by (49) (see
Lemma 5); O% (tl,tg) ek (tl,tg) are calculated by (41—
42) (see Lemma 3), while <I>XZ (t1,t2), ®Y (t1,t2), L (t1,t2)
are calculated by (36-38) (see Lemma 2). Moreover, the
relationship between the CSE X§(¢) and the DKFE x(t) is

TI‘{P(t)} < TI‘{E”(t)}(’L € {L 2, 7L})

Proof: See A.6 in Appendix. ]
From Theorem 1, Z(¢) can be calculated by (55-56),
then the optimal weighting matrices Q4 (t),--- ,Qp(¢) are
obtained by (31). Moreover, the computation procedures for
the DKFE %(t) can be summarized by Algorithm 1.

(57)

Algorithm 1 For the given selection probabilities Wéi (h; =
,Api=1,--+ ) L) satisfying (22)

1: At each sink node:

2: for i :=1to L do

3:  Calculate Gk, (t) and K;(t) by (6) and (7);
Calculate the LOE %,(t) by (5);
Generate the binary variables o, (t)(h; =1,---,A;)
satisfying the categorical distribution, then determine
the selected ASC X, (t) by (13);
6: end for
7: At the FC:
8
9

AN

: fori:=1to L do

: Calculate Gk, (t) by (6);
10:  Calculate the CSE %§(¢) by (15);
11:  for j:=1ito L do

12: Calculate P;;(t) by (6-8);

13: Calculate T';; (£).W;; (1), Y45 (t) by (45), (49), (52);
14: Calculate Z;;(t) by (55-56);

15:  end for

16: end for

17: Calculate (), Qa(t),--- ,QL(t) by (31);
18: Calculate the DKFE x(¢) by (28).

Remark 6. According to (55-56), each covariance matrix
E,;(t) is independent of the measurement y; (¢) and the LOE
%;(t). Thus, Z;;(t) can be calculated at the FC when the
initial values are given. In this case, only if each selected
ASC %,,(t) € R™ is sent to the FC, Algorithm 1 will be
implemented in practical applications. On the other hand,
when the communication delays and the number of local
estimates increase slightly, the computational complexity
of Algorithm 1 will be high. In this case, the steady-sate
DKFE with time-invariant weighting matrices can reduce
the amount of computation. Therefore, to obtain the steady-
sate DKFE, we should find the stability conditions satisfying
the following two points: i) The covariance matrix of the
recursive DKFE converges to a positive-definite matrix; ii)
The limit of the covariance matrix P(t) is independent of
the initial values. Following this idea, the steady-state DKFE
will be derived in the next section.

IV. STABILITY ANALYSIS FOR THE DKFE
A. Stability Condition of Each Local CSE

The estimation performance of each CSE x$(¢) will be
discussed in this subsection. First, it is considered that the

ith subsystem satisfies
(A,\/Q.) is stabilizable and (A4, C;) is detectable. (58)

When the condition (58) holds, it is well known that the
estimation error covariance matrix P;;(t) in (7) will converge
from any initial conditions P;;(0) > 0 to the unique positive
semi-definite solution P;;. This means that

A Pi(t) = Py, im @, () = P, im Ki(#) =K (59)
where the limits P;;, ®k, and K; are independent of the
initial values. Moreover, ®xk, is a stable matrix. Thus, there
must exist an integer Np, > 0 such that, for ¢ > Np,, the

estimation error system (96) reduces to:

%i(t) = O, %i(t — 1) + G, w(t — 1) — Ky (t).  (60)
Then, it follows from (60) that
%i(t+1) = SRR (t — di) + (1), (61)
where
Q) = S0t o G, w(t — a; + 1)
- Zg‘; o CIDO‘Z__lGKiKZ-vZ- (t —a; +1). 62)

Meanwhile, it is derived from (25) and (60) that

Xt +1) = A (0% (t — di) + Aia(O)%i(t — i) + G (t)  (63)
where
A (t) = A? '[I — Hi(t —d; + 1)]A
Ai(t) = A% H;(t — d; + 1) Pk,
(§(t) = A% Hi(t — d; + 1)Gx, w(tfd) . (64)
+Ad Hi(t —di + Dw(t —d;) + Fo(di, t + 1)
—ASH(t —d;i + Vv (t —d; + 1)

Define 51( ) = col{x (t),%x: (1)}, Gi(t) 2 col{(f (1), ¢0(t)}-
Then, combining (61) and (63) yields that

Gt +1) = A(0)&(t —di) + G(1), (65)
where
A; A;
Ay =| A q)gi(ff (66)

It is concluded from the definition of &(t) that if the

covariance matrix Z¢, (t) 2 E{&(t)[&(t)]T} converges to

the unique matrix égi, there must exist the unique limit of

the estimation error covariance matrix Z;;(t) for the ith CSE.
Lemma 7 Define

F(B) £ E{AT(t)BA:(1)}, (67)

where B = [ Bu Bu ] Then, f(B) is calculated by:
Bs1 B
B11 Bis ]
B ~ 68
1(B) = [ By B (68)
where
1 =AW, @ [(A%)T B A%]} A
Biz = AT{V] ® [(A%)" B A%]} oy,
+AT[L, — Hj|(A%)T B @ t!
Byy = ®% {V; ® [(A%)T B A%} A (69)

@Y By AN, — HJA
Boy = Of {A; ® [(A%)T By A%} 0,
+[(I)§(i:r1]T321AdiHi(I)Ki + [(I)ilgi+l]TB22q)?gi+l

+OL H;(A%)T B @t




where the probability selection matrix H; is given by (23),
and W;, A;, V; are given by (54). Moreover, for any matrices
B1,Bs, there will be:

f(B1+ Bz) = f(B1) + f(Ba).

Proof: (68) can be obtained from (16), (21), Lemma 1
and the definition of f(B), while (70) is derived from (68).
This completes the proof. [ |
Based on Lemma 7, the delay-dependent stability condition
of the CSE %§(t) will be given in Theorem 2.
Theorem 2 For the communication delay d; and selection
probabilities W%i (h; = 1,---,A;) in (68), if there exist D; >
0, X;, Y;, Z; and S; > 0 such that

X Y
vtz

(70)

=6

M;(1,1) =Y, — di Z;A;

YT~ dATZ f(D) +dif(Z) -8 | <O

|
where Mi(l, 1) = —Dl—f—Xz—f—Y;T—f—Y;—i-dlZZ—i-Sl and Al =
E{A;(t)}, while f(D;) and f(Z;) are calculated by (68) in
Lemma 7, then the covariance matrix =;;(t) (55) converges
to the unique matrix, i.e.,

(73)

Am Zi; (t) = Ei,

and the limit =;; is independent of the initial values.
Proof: See A.7 in Appendix. ]
Remark 7. When d; # 0, it is calculated from (54) and
(55) that Tr{A%[V; ® (®x,(t — d;)Tu(t — d; — 1)AT +
Gk, (t — d;)Quw)](A%)T} # 0 and Tr{A% V] @ (ATE(t —
di — D)OL (t — di) + QuGE, (t — d;)(A%)T} # 0, which
are different from the results (101) and (102) in [32]. This
implies that the stability condition for each CSE is difficult to
be obtained by the derivation method based on the property
of the operator Tr{e} in [32]. In contrast, by adopting a novel
derivation idea in this paper, the stability conditions (71) and
(72) are linear matrix inequalities (LMIs), and thus they can
be verified by resorting to Matlab LMI Toolbox [44]. On the
other hand, according to the similar derivation of stability

conditions in [26], if the following conditions are satisfied

N 1
Coori = [JA%1|(In — Hi)2 Allx

1
XA el — H)Z Al <1
Cout 2 1| @E ]| A% (L, — Hy)All2 < 1

(74)

where D, £ tlim Dk, (t), while || e]||; and || ® || represent
the 1-norm ana> %0 — norm of matrices, respectively.Then,
the covariance matrix Z;;(t) (55) will converge. However,
the stability conditions in Theorem 2 are derived from the
perspective of approaching the spectral radius when using
Laypunov stability theory, while the condition (74) is directly
given by using the relaxation technique of matrix norms.
Notice that, for any matrix “0”, there must be p(o) <
[lo]]: (7 € {1,2,00}), where p(e) denotes the spectral radius.
In this sense, the stability conditions in Theorem 2 has less
conservative than (74) derived by [26]. Moreover, according
to the definitions of 1-norm and oo — norm, the condition
(74) will become more conservatism because of the product
of || e||1 and ||  ||oo. The above-mentioned result has been
illustrated by Examples 1-2.

Remark 8. When d; = 0, the Lyapunov function candidate
can be chosen as Vg, (t) = E{¢F(t)D;&;(t)}. Then it is

concluded from the similar derivation of Theorem 2 that if
there exists D; > 0 such that

f(D;) - D; <0, (75)

where f(D;) is calculated by f(D;) (i.e., (68) in Lemma 7)
for d; = 0, then the corresponding covariance matrix =;;(¢)
will converge to the unique steady-state value. Meanwhile, it
is concluded from the result in [32] that if

Amax (AT (I, — Hy)A) < 1, (76)

where H; is determined by (23), then the tlggo Tr{=;(t)}
will exist for d; = 0. It should be pointed out that, under the
condition (76), one cannot prove the following results: a) the
limit of the covariance matrix Z;;(t) exists, and b) the limit

(7T1uf Z,:(t) is independent of the initial conditions. Since the

results (a) and (b) are necessary before deriving the steady-

(723ate DKFE, the steady-state fusion estimator cannot be given

under the condition (76). Moreover, when only considering
the convergence of the sequence {Tr{Z;;(¢)}}, the condition
(75) has less conservatism than the condition (76). This is
because the relaxation technique of matrix trace inequality is
introduced to derive (76), but the condition (75) is derived
by the stability theory without any relaxation. This result has
been demonstrated by Example 1.

B. Steady-State DKFE Design

According to (32) and (33), the stability of the DKFE is
also dependent on each estimation error cross-covariance ma-
trix Z;;(t) (see (56)). Thus, the convergence of the sequence
{E;;(t)} will first be discussed in this subsection, and then
combining Theorem 2 leads to the delay-dependent stability
condition of the DKFE and the steady-state DKFE (SDKFE).
The main result will be presented in Theorem 3.

Theorem 3 Consider the CPSs (1-2) under the con-
dition (58), if the selection probabilities W%i (h; =
1,2,---,A;, i=1,2,---, L) and the communication delays
d;(i=1,2,---, L) satisfy (71), (72), and

p(A% (I, — H))A) < 1(i=1,2,--- L), an

where H; is given by (23), then the fusion estimation error
covariance matrix P(t) (32) will converge to the unique
matrix P, i.e.,

lim P(t) =P

(78)
t—o0

with P independent of the initial values. Moreover, the

steady-state weighing matrices ;(i = 1,2,--- L) are

calculated by

[Q1,Q2,-+,Qr) =P HTETE (79)

where 1tlim E(t) = Z, and the limit = is independent of the
—00

initial values. In this case, the SDKFE %,(t) at the FC side

is given by:

%4(t) = Z; Qi (t),

where X§(t) is calculated by (15).
Proof: See A.8 in Appendix. [ |
According to Theorem 3, the computation procedures for
the SDKFE X,(t) can be summarized by Algorithm 2.
Remark 9. It has been proved in Theorem 3 that when
the conditions (71), (72) and (77) hold, the estimation error

(80)



Algorithm 2 For the given selection probabilities 77% (h; =
1,---,Ayi=1,---, L) satisfying (22)
1: Determine the weighting matrices Q;(i = 1,- -
(79);
: At each sink node:
: for i:=1to L do
Calculate the LOE x,(t) by (5);
Generate the binary variables o, (t)(h; = 1,---,A;)
satisfying the categorical distribution, then determine
the selected ASC %, (t) by (13);
6: end for
7: At the FC:
8
9

, L) by

: fori:=1to L do

: Calculate the CSE %$(¢) by (15);
10: end for
11: Calculate the SDKFE X,(t) by (80).

covariance matrix P(t) can converge to the unique steady-
state values for any initial conditions. Thus, the steady-
state weighting matrices (79) can be obtained off-line by
implementing the Step 7-Step 16 of Algorithm 1. It is noted
that the computational complexity of the SDKFE obtained by
Algorithm 2 is much lower than that of the DKFE obtained
by Algorithm 1.

Notice that the stability condition in Theorems 2-3 are
dependent on the communication delays and the selection
probabilities of dimensionality reduction. Since each com-
munication delay is determined by the property of commu-
nication channel, it is difficult to adjust the parameter d; to
satisfy the stability condition. In this case, from the result
(57) in Theorem 1 and Theorems 2-3, how to determine the
selection probabilities (22) such that the MSE of the DKFE
is bounded or convergent will be presented in Theorem 4.

Theorem 4 For the CPSs (1-2), when each communication
delay d; is known in prior, two probability criteria to deter-
mine the dimensionality reduction strategy are presented as
follows:

(C.1): To guarantee that the MSE of the DKFE is bounded,
one needs to determine one group of the selection probability
G 2 col{mi, -~ ,mh,} in (24) by (71-72).

(C.2): To guarantee the existence of the SDKFE, one needs
to determine the L selection probabilities ¢;(¢ = 1,---, L)
in (24) by (71-72) and (77).

V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, two illustrative examples are presented
to show the advantage and effectiveness of the proposed
dimensionality reduction fusion estimation methods.

Example 1: Consider a CPS (1) with the following system
parameters [19]:

1.25 20 0 } 81

0
A[ 1 1.1]’%{0 20

where the parameters of the first measurement equation in

(2) are taken as:
Cr=0 1],Qu, =25. (82)

Then, it 1is calculated from (81) and (82) that
rank{[vQw AvQuw|} = 2 and rank{col{Cy,C1A4}} = 2,

which means that (58) holds. In this case, one has by (6),
(7) and (59) that

Gk, =

i

[ 0.4760 (83)

—0.8573
0.0314

0.0376

According to the dimensionality reduction strategy, it is
considered in this example that only one component of X1 (%)
is allowed to be transmitted to the FC at each time step. In
this case, it is calculated from (54) that

Ay = diag{v11,1 — 11}, W1 = diag{1 —y11,711}
0 Y1

V =

! =y 0

where 0 < 17 < 1.

To demonstrate the advantage of the designed stability
condition, it is assumed that there is no communication delay
for this example, and the selection probability v;; is taken as
~v11 = 0.5. Then, by using LMI Toolbox in Matlab to solve
the inequality matrix (75), one has

. 84
, Hy = diag{v11,1 — 11} (54)

1.3284  0.1730 —0.0731 —0.0395

D, = 0.1730  0.3727  0.0009 —0.0782
—0.0731  0.0009 1.0315 —0.5204 |’
—0.0395 —0.0782 —0.5204 1.9647

while it is calculated from (81) and (84) that
)\maX(AT(IQ — Hl)A) =1.5887>1
1 1
50071 = ||(IQ — H1)2A||1||(12 — H1)2A||OO =2.3625>1

Therefore, it is concluded from Theorem 2 that the limit of
Tr{Z11(t)} exists, however, the condition (74) derived by
[26] and the condition (76) derived by [32] do not hold for
this example. Moreover, when choosing 7;; from 0 to 1,
the effectiveness of the conditions (75) and (76) is shown
in Table I, Fig.3 and Fig.4. It can be seen from Fig.3 and
Fig.4 that the sequence of Tr{Z11(¢)} is convergent when
y1 € {0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8}. This result can be directly
obtained by the judgement condition (75), however, the
judgement condition (74) derived by [26] and the judgment
condition (76) derived by [32] are invalid for the above cases.
Therefore, the judgement condition (75) in this paper has
much less conservatism than the result in [32], and thus is
applicable to more fusion systems under the dimensionality
reduction.

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF THE RESULT IN THEOREM 2 AND THE RESULTS IN [26]
AND [32]
v11 | (75) | (76) derived by [32] | (74) derived by [26]
0 False False False
0.1 | False False False
0.2 | False False False
0.3 | False False False
0.4 True False False
0.5 True False False
0.6 True False False
0.7 True False False
0.8 True False False
0.9 | False False False
1.0 | False False False

Example 2: Consider a CPS described by power grid
with a 4-bus model for the distribution test feeders [45]. To
monitor the work status of the grid, two sink nodes collect



2000 1
1500 - b
N gy =04 =05y 06 ey, =07+ yﬁ=0.8‘
= &
LIl1000 F
- H ,
100r S
i
7
7
#
{
Il Il Il Il

L L L L L
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
t/step

Fig. 3. The estimation performances of the CSE (i.e., Tr{Z11(¢)}) with
different selection probabilities ~y11.
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Fig. 4. The estimation performances of the CSE (i.e., Tr{Z11(¢)}) with
different selection probabilities ~y11.

their sensor measurements, and the local estimates computed
by the sink nodes are transmitted to the FC (e.g., monitoring
center or control center). According to the continuous-time
smart grid system in [17], and setting the sampling time
To = 10~%s, the discretized system matrix in (1) is given
by:

1.0156  0.0139  0.0457  0.0971
A— —0.0353 0.9997 —0.0008 —0.0017 (85)
—0.0526 —0.0448 0.9625 —0.0797 |’
—0.008 —0.0505 —0.0903 0.9011

where Apmax(A) = 1.0441 > 1 means that this 4-bus smart
grid system is unstable, and the covariance of the process
noise is taken as:

0.04 0.1 0.06 0.08
0.1 0.25 0.15 0.2
@o=1 006 015 0.09 0.12 (86)
0.08 0.2 0.12 0.16
Then, the measurement matrices in (2) are given by
1 010 1 0 01
01 00 1010
“G=lo 110 % o000 1| ©
1 010 1010

which means that the measurement information on the
fourth component of “x(t)” cannot be obtained by the
first sink node, while the measurement information on the
second component of “x(t)” cannot be obtained by the
second sink node. The covariances of v;(¢t)(i = 1,2)

in (2) are taken as Q,, = diag{0.9,0.6,0.9,0.4} and
Q., = diag{0.3,0.4,0.5,0.2}, respectively. Then it is calcu-
lated from (85-87) that rank(col{C;, C; A, C; A%, C; A3}) =
4(i=1,2) and rank([y/Qu, AY/Gu, A2/, AV Qo)) =
4, which means that the condition (58) holds. Thus, the limits
in (59) exist, and one has

0.7915 —0.0778
Dy = —0.3288  0.6887

! —0.1573 —0.2237
—0.2790 —0.2490
0.7324 0.025
Dy, = —0.6848  1.0244

2 —0.4547 —0.0287
| —0.5093 —0.0291

—0.1333
—0.4510
0.6459
—0.4294
—0.0683
—0.2209
0.5831
—0.3937

0.0886
0.0035
—0.0659
0.9001
—0.0919
—0.4579
—0.1738
0.6284

5 P AT
e DKFEforx,()| # 0 n,‘*‘

_____ Xz(l) "=y
e DKFE for xy(t) x

-10
0 30 40 50 60 70 20 30 40 50 60 70
t/step

X5(t)
—— DKFE for xs(t)

OM

50 60 70 20 30 40 50
t/step t/step

S —— DKFE forxa(t) 10

RS

Fig. 5. The trajectories of the DKFE %(¢) and the state “x(t)”.
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Comparison of estimation performance for the CSEs, DKFE and

For this example, according to the dimensionality reduc-
tion strategy, it is considered that only two components of
Z;(t) are allowed to be transmitted to the FC for satisfying the
finite bandwidth, and thus 1 = 7o = 2 and A; = Ay = 6.
In this case, the diagonal matrices H}, (t)(i = 1,2;h; =
1,2,3,4,5,6) in (16) are given by

Hi = diag{1,1,0,0}, Hi = diag{1,0,1,0}
Hi = diag{1,0,0,1}, H} = diag{0,1,1,0} .
H{ = diag{0,1,0,1}, Hi = diag{0,0,1,1}
Then it follows from (16) and (89) that
H;(t) = diag{o{(t) + o3 (t) + 05(t), 01 (t) + 04(t)
+o5(t), 05(t) + 04(t) + 06(t), 05(t) + o5(t) + 05(t)}

(89)

. (88)

(90)



where o}, (t)(h; = 1,2,3,4,5,6) are determined by (11-12),
and each stochastic process {oj, (t)} obeys the categorical
distribution. To determine the signal X, (t) (see (13)), the
selection probabilities in (22) are taken as follows:

1 =03,7m =0.2,73 =0.1,7} =0.1
T =01,7 =027 =02,73 =0.1 .
7T§ =02,77 = 0.1,7r52) = 0.3,71'% =0.1

oD

Thus, the selection probability matrices H; and H» (see (23))
are given by:
H, = diag{0.6,0.5,0.5,0.4} 92)
H; = diag{0.5,0.6,0.3,0.6} °
When each selected ASC X, (t) is transmitted to the FC, the
communication delays are taken as dy = 1 and dy = 2. In
this case, it is calculated from (85) and (92) that

p(A(Iy — Hy)A) = 0.5759 < 1
p(A2(I; — Hy)A) = 0.6631 < 1°

which means that the condition (77) holds in Theorem 3.
Meanwhile, by using LMI Toolbox in Matlab, the variables
D;, X;,Y;, Z; and S;(i = 1,2) are obtained by solving the
matrix inequalities (71) and (72), i.e., the conditions (71—
72) hold for the two local CSEs with different selection
probabilities and communication delays. Under this case,
it is concluded from Theorem 3 that the fusion estimation

93)

the result (57). However, the estimation performance of the
DKEFE is worse than that of the ODKFE, which implies that
the communication delays can affect the fusion estimation
performance. Moreover, it is known from the this figure that
the MSEs of the DKFE and CSEs all converge to the steady-
sate values, which accords with the results (73) and (78).

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the SDKFE for this
example, the matrix 2-norms of P(t) and €;(¢)(i = 1,2)
are shown in Fig.7 under different initial values. It is seen
from this figure that || P(¢)||2 and || (¢)||2(z € {1,2}) can
converge to the unique steady-state values under different
initial values, which is in line with the result in Theorem
3. On the other hand, let Er;(¢) 2 %x(i,t) — X4(1,t), where
%(i,t) represents the ith component of the DKFE %(t), and
the meaning of X,(i,¢) is the same as that of X(¢,¢). Then,
implementing Algorithms 1-2, the trajectories of Er;(t)(i =
1,2,3,4) are depicted in Fig.8, where the measurement
sequences {y;(t)(: = 1,2)} are the same when computing
the DKFE %(t) and the SDKFE %,(¢). It is shown from this
figure that the errors between the DKFE and SDKFE will
converge to zero as t increases, which is in line with the
property of the SDKFE. It should be pointed out that the
SDKFE is much easier to implement as compared with the
DKEFE in practical applications.

25 ‘
covariance matrix P(t) for this example converges to a — P,
unique matrix, and the SDKFE exists. Then, implementing —— [P0,
Algorithm 1 obtains the steady-state weighting matrices as 2r 5 —e— i}, |
follows: N —=— 20,
- N -
0.6254 0.0921 0.3294 0.044 sl 1001, :
i I3,
O = 0.0585 0.7874 0.2587 0.2107 I R et o
0.1654 0.0271 0.6857 0.2670 1‘5 r\/ i
0.0065 0.0765 0.2257 0.6729 (94) VAN
0.3746  —0.0921 —0.3294 —0.044 : VN 000 ot mns s s i i i S
0 —0.0585 0.2126 —0.2587 —0.2107 05 ]
2 = Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il
—0.1654 —0.0271 0.3143 —0.2670 s 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 0 55 60
| —0.0065 —0.0765 —0.2257 0.3271 tstep

Thus, the SDKFE %,(t) for this example is obtained by
substituting (94) into (80). Notice that one also has by (85)
and (92) that
1
oot = [|A[11|[(Ln — H1)21A||1
X || Alloo||(In — H1)2 Al|oo = 0.8657 < 1
1
Coo,2 = [[A%|1[|(Zn — Hi)2 Al
X [|A2||oo|| (I — H1)2 Ao = 1.3554 > 1

95)

It is obvious that the judgement condition (74) derived by
[26] is invalid for the second sink node in this example,
which implies that the stability condition in this paper has
less conservatism than the one in [26].

By using Algorithm 1, the trajectories of the DKFE “x(t)”
and the state “x(t)” are plotted in Fig.5, which shows that
the designed DKFE is able to estimate the original state
“x(t)” well. Meanwhile, let P,(¢) denote the original DKFE
(ODKFE) under the dimensionality reduction when there are
no communication delays between the sink nodes and the FC.
Then, the estimation performances (assessed by the trace of
the estimation error covariance matrix) of the local CSEs,
DKFE and ODKEFE are shown in Fig.6. It is seen from this
figure that the estimation performance of the DKFE is better
than that of each CSE at each time-step, which is in line with

Fig. 7. The trajectories of || P*(t)||2, ||€2} (£)||2 and [|Q4(8)]|2(i = 1,2),
where P*(t), % (t) and Q%(t) represents the covariance matrix P(t) and
the weighting matrices Q1 (¢), Q2(¢) under different initial values for i # j.
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Fig. 8. The trajectories of Er;(¢) (i = 1,2,3,4).
VI. CONCLUSIONS

CPSs are being widely integrated in various critical infras-
tructures and running on wired or wireless communication



networks, however, bandwidth constraints and communica-
tion delays are usually unavoidable. State estimation plays
an essential role in the monitoring and supervision of CPSs,
and its importance has made the robustness and estimation
performance a major concern. Therefore, to guarantee the
satisfactory estimation performance in CPSs, the distributed
dimensionality reduction fusion estimation problem with
communication delays has been studied in this paper. Based
on the stochastic dimensionality reduction strategy, a math-
ematical model was proposed to establish the relationship
between the dimensionality reduction and communication de-
lays, and then the recursive DKFE was obtained by resorting
to the optimal weighted fusion criterion. A delay-dependent
and probability-dependent condition, which can be easily
judged by using Matlab LMI Toolbox, was derived for the
DKEFE such that the fusion estimation error covariance matrix
P(t) converges to a unique steady-state matrix. This result is
very important to derive the SDKFE, and the computational
complexity of the SDKFE is much lower than that of the
DKFE. Meanwhile, when the communication delay d; is
known in advance, the selection probability criterion to
determine the dimensionality reduction strategy has also been
presented. Moreover, it has been shown that the stability
condition in this paper has less conservatism than the exiting
ones. Finally, two examples were given to demonstrate the
advantage and effectiveness of the proposed methods.
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APPENDIX
A.1: The proof of Lemma 2

Proof: Tt follows from (1) and (5) that
Xi(t) = Pk, ()% (t — 1)

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

+Gi, (w(t — 1) — Ki(t)oi(t) ©0)
For t; > to, it is derived from (96) that
Xi(t1) = (Hfj;t(f*l Py, (t1 — %)) Xi(t2)
+ Zil;tf { (HZZ;(Q) Py, (11 — %))
XGKi (tl — oy + 1)w(t1 — Ozz)} (97)

t1—to—1
—2ai=0
XKi(tl

aifl

{ (H%:O Pk, (t —
—o)vi(ty — o)}
On the other hand, it is concluded from (3) and the geometric
meaning of X;(¢) that
i(tl)JJLU tg)
i(tl)LUl(tQ)(tQ > tl)
i(t1)Loj(t2) (i # J, Vi1, t2)
(tl)J_’Uz(t )(V’L, tl, t2)

@i))

PR

(t2 > t1)

PR

(98)

M

One has by (34) that C,(t1,t2 — 1) = 1 for t; > t9, and thus
the results (36)-(37) are obtained by (97) and (98). Moreover,
the result (38) is directly obtained by the definitions of
DY (t1,12) and DY (t1,g,t2) in (35), while the result (39)
is obtained from (3) and (26). [ |

A.2: The proof of Lemma 3
Proof: Let us define

Ha, (t) £ A% L, — Hy(t — d;))A ©9)
Ha, () £ A% H,(t — d;), Haq, (t) = A% — Hq, (t)

For t1 > t,, it follows from (25) that

(t) = ST Hy, (1 (60)) & (F1 (1) — di)
+H o Haa, (f%(t1))Haq, (FE(t)w(fE (1))}
- ié“i““) N Haa, (51 (6))Fu(ds, h(tm} (100)
) IHAdx ()RS (F !

J(tr))
(1—5t1,t2) w(di, [ (1))

where f;(t) and x;(t1,t2) are defined in (40). Notice that
Xz(t1,t2)( 1) < ;gi(t17t2)_1(tl) < ..

P S < fo(ty)  (101)

Then taking the statistical property of vé(t) into account
yields:

{(H Haa, (f{5(t1))Haa, ( Z-’Z(m)))} = Hjy, Hag,  (102)

where Hagq, and I_{Adi are given by (43). Moreover, it is
concluded from (3), (25) and (98) that

X5 (t1) Lw(tz)(t2 > t1 —dy)
ig(tl)L’l}i(tg)(tg >t — dl)
X5 (1) Lvj (t2) (i # J, Vi, t2)

Thus, the result (41) is derived from (100-103). On the
other hand, (42) is directly obtained from the definitions of
@:fg(tl,ﬁg) and Fw(g,t). |

A.3: The proof of Lemma 4
Proof: 1t follows from (97) that

%i(t) = (TT5 = Pr,(t — ) ) Ralt — dy = 1) + 27

(103)

(M2 et = 00) Gucalt — i + Dot — ) }
3o (T35 @t = 00 Kt = aus(t — )
Then one has by (103) and (104) that
%(H[RS(t—dj — 1)]7T
E{xi(t)[x5(t —d; = 1)]7} (105)

= (1% o @, (¢ — 9)) Tt = d; = 1)

Meanwhile, it follows from (25) that

Ly (t) = E{f%(t)[i?(t —d; — 1)]" HR,,
+E{%(t)X] ( )}HT + E{ii(t)FE(dj,t)} (106)
+E{Xi(t)w" (t — )}H

Therefore, the result (45) is derived from (105-106) and
Lemma 2. Meanwhile, according to (97), (46) can be derived
from the similar derivation of (45). [ |

A.4: The proof of Lemma 5

Proof: (48) can be derived from (105). On the other
hand, it follows from (25) that

R(t - d; — 1) = %5(f5(1)
=y {(H”:lHAd (/) Ha, (5 (1))
)55 (f2(0) = i)} + X { (TI2 Haa, (2(0))

<Haa, (£ (D) £ (1)) (107)

+ ! (H”‘l Haa, (£35(1)) Fu(ds,
(T2 Haa, (F50) ) K5 (17 (1)
where Hg, (), Haq, () and Hagq,(t) are defined in (99).

Meanwhile, it follows from the similar derivation of (105)
that

B{&i(t — di)[5 (0" ()]}
(Hm](d +1) 1- dw(I) ( d

©i=0

7o(t))

; (108)
@i)) Dis (S ()
Therefore, (49) is obtained from (102), (107), (108) and
Lemma 2. [ |

A.5: The proof of Lemma 6

Proof: To establish the relationship between Y;;(¢) and
E;(t), the least common multiple of d; + 1 and d; + 1 is
introduced, and thus one has

filit) = f20(t) =t — (109)
where f;(t) is defined in (40). On the other hand, for i # j,
it is concluded from the statistical property of H;(¢) that

Tij(t) = E{Z{(fi(t) X5 (f; ()]}

— B{=S(f(0)[EE (5 (6)] ) (110)

(104)



where
_ Ta, —1 Kk— ~ K
X (fit) = 2202, I—}AdilHdiXi(fio(t) —d;)
X Hi Hagw(£5 (1)
I MUSHO)
+HY RS (E - 7ij)
Notice that when 74, = 1, X5(f;(¢)) = X$(t — 7i5). Then,
(111) can be written as:
— —w Ta;— 1.
XP(fi(t)) = (1= 617, )BiXF (1) + Hyg X5(t —735) (112)

where X% (t) and ¥; are given by (51) and (53), respectively.
Therefore, (52) is derived from (110) and (112). [ |

A.6: The proof of Theorem 1
Proof: Tt is concluded from (3), (98) and (103) that

(111)

%i(t — di) LF o (diy 1), %5(t — di) LF(diyt)  (113)
where F,(d;,t) is defined by (26). Notice that
E{[I, — Hi(t)] © Hi(t)} = V]

Then, (55) is derived from Lemma 1, (25), (98), (103), (45),

(48) and (113-114). On the other hand, (25) is rewritten as:

X (t) = Hq, (0% (¢ — di) + Haq, (%7 (¢t —di — 1)
+HAdi (t)w(t — dZ - 1) + Fw (d“ t)

where Hg, (t), Haq,(t) and Haq,(t) are defined in (99).
Meanwhile, for ¢ # j, one has by (16) and (21) that

(115)

E{H;(t)H;(t)} = E{H,(t)}E{H;(t)}} (116)
Moreover, it is derived from (3) and (26) that
E{w;(t —d; — 1)F5(dj, t)}Co(d;, di)Qu(A%)T
{ Blra(an 0Ty ) - T g aoy® 17

where Co(d;,d;) is determined by (34). Therefore, (56)
is derived from (115-117) and the results in Lemmas 2—
6. Furthermore, at a particular time, the optimal fusion
estimation error covariance matrix of (28) can be calculated
by (32), while each local estimation error covariance matrix
of (15) is calculated by (55), then (57) is obtained from the
results in [9], [10]. [ |

A.7: The proof of Theorem 2
Proof: Consider the following stochastic system:
Gt +1) = A&t — di), (118)

where A; () is defined by (66). Define n; (t) 2 & (t) — & (t —
1). Then, one chooses a Lyapunov function candidate for the
system (118) as follows:

where X;, Y; and Z; are required to satisfy (71). Under this
case, according to Lyapunov stability theory (see [44]: p.131),
when the condition (72) holds, the system (118) is mean-
square stable. This means that the state covariance matrix
Ee, (1) 2 E{&(t)&F (1)} of (118) converges to zero under
the conditions (71) and (72) (i.e., tlggo Z¢, (t) = 0), where

Be,(t+1) = B{A;(1)&( — di)&;f (t — di) AT (1)}
= [(Ee(t = di)).

On the other hand, one has by (16),(21),(98),(103) that

{ it —di) LGi(t) N (123)
E{Ai(t)&(t — di)& (t — di)AT (1)} = f(Be,(t — di))

where Z¢, (t) = BE{&(t)EF (t)}. Then, it follows from (65)
and (123) that

éfi (t + 1) = f(é& (t - dl)) =+ QCiv

where Q¢, = E{¢:(t)¢T (1)}, and f(Z¢, (t—d;)) is calculated
by (68) in Lemma 7. In what follows, we will prove that,
under the conditions (71-72), the sequence {Zg, (t)} obtained
from (124) is convergent, and the limit is independent of the
initial values.
Define A=, (1)
from (124) that

(122)

(124)

2 Z, (t) — Z¢,(t — 1). Then, it is derived

AZg,(t+1) = f(Ze,(t — di)) — f(Ee,(t — di — 1)). (125)

Combining (70) in Lemma 7 yields that

AZg,(t+1) = f(AZg, (t — di)). (126)
Notice that the recursive form of (126) is the same as that
of (122), thus one has tlim AEg, (t) = 0, which leads to

— 00

lim Zg, (t) = Z,. (127)

t—o00
For the recursive equation (124), let =, and =2 (t) denote
any matrices with different initial conditions, and define
Ze, (t) £ é%l (t) — égi(t). In this case, it is derived from
(124) and (126) that =¢,(t + 1) = f(E¢, (t — d;)), whose
recursjve form is similar to (122). Then, it is concluded that
tlggo Z¢, (t) = 0, which implies

lim éa (t) = lim égl (1),

t—o00 t—o0

(128)

i.e., the limit é&. in (127) is unique. Moreover, for t > Np,,

Ve, (t) = E{&F (1) D:&i(t)} + Z’;—:lt_di E{¢f(k)S:&i(k)} (1if9f)ollows from the definition of =, () that

1 +
+ Zﬁi:*di Zn:tJrﬁiJrl E{U?(H)Zmi(li)}
Notice that

&Gt —di) = &(t) — Zizt—dﬁ-l 1i ()
Gt +1) = Ai(0)&i(t) — Ai(t) ey g1 mi (k)

From the similar derivation of Theorem 1 in [43], it can be
derived from (118-120) that
A‘/& (t) = ‘/51 (t + 1) - ‘/51 (t)

SEO{-Di + X + V' + Y+ diZ;
+Si}&i(t) + &5 (t — di) E{AT () D; A (t)
+d; E{AT () Z;Ai(t)} — Si}&i(t — dy)
+&E(O{=Yi — di ZEB{A (1)} }&i(t — di)
+& (t — di){ =Y — dBE{AT (1)} Z:}&(t),

. (120)

(121)

2i(t)

Tyi(t)

where P;; is given by (59), while T';;(¢),Z;;(t) are calculated

by (45) and (55). In this case, it can be concluded from (127-

129) that 1tlim Eii(t) = 4, and the limit =;; is independent
—00

(129)

Ze.(t) = [ I (t) } 7

Py

of the initial values. [ |
A.8: The proof of Theorem 3

Proof: When the CPSs (1-2) satisfy the condition (58),
it is concluded from the result in[10] that

lim Py(t) = Py, (130)



where P;;(t) is calculated by (8), and the limit P;; is
independent of the initial values. Then, it follows from
Lemmas 2-3, (59) and (130) that

Jim DY (t,t —e) = DY ()

lim L (t,9.t —e) = ®E (e)

hm QY (t,t—e) =0 () | (131)
hm Ok (t,t — &) = O%(e)

hm ex;(t gt —¢)= 95; (€)

where these limits are independent of the initial values.
A

Define Ty(t) = ®(t,t — dp)HT + oL (t,d;,1) +
QY (t,t — dj — 1)I:IEdj. Then, one has. by (59) and (131)
that

. dj+1
Jim, (T2 o it = 22)) = ¢

i T, P, ; (132)
M T 0 =T

where fij is independent of the initial values. Thus, there
must exist an integer N, (> Np,) such that, for ¢ > Np,,
(45) reduces to:

Lij() = @'yt — d;
where Hagq; is defined by (43). In this case, it follows from
(133) that

dj+1 _ _ _
Lij(t) = [@ )Ty (fh "o (8))[HRg, )"
h— h 1 d+1 K
+3 e’ @R Ty [HR, ]
where f;(t) is defined in (40), and the variable %o is
determined by:

ho = min{h*| f{ () —

DHR,, + Ty,  (133)

(134)

Nr, > 0}, (135)

which implies that ¢ — oo < h — co. Meanwhile, it is
known from (59) and (77) that ®k, and Hagq; are stable
matrices, which means that

tlggo (I)’f(i = O,tliglo Hgdj = 0. (136)
Then, it is concluded from (135) and (136) that
lim [@5, ]P0 (2 (1)) [HE,, )" = 0
P a1 (137)
lim [y )R [HE, 10 M1
h—o0 Ki
Therefore, one has by (134) and (137) that

d;+1 -
Let T (1) = &3¢, Th (t = d; — HE,, + Ty and T (1) =
@f{iﬂffj (t — d] - 1)HAdj + Ty, where T'};(t —d; — 1) and
I'};(t — dj — 1) denote the different initial values. Then, it is
known from (138) that lim Ij;(t) =T}; and Jim T3(t) =
— 00 — 00

I'?,. Meanwhile, defining AT;(t) 2 TL(t) — T%(t) yields
that AI‘ij(t) = [q)d +1]h h“AF (f ())[HT ]h—ho’ and
thus it follows from (137) that thm AF”( )= 0, ie.,

— 00

1 _ 112
Ly =T} (139)

This implies that the limit I';; in (138) is independent of the
initial values.
_According to the computation formulas of U,,(t) and
T;;(t), it is obtained from (131) and (138) that

A vl =

Uiy, Jim Ti;(1) = Ty, (140)

where W;; and T;; are independent of the initial values.
Then, combining (131) and (140) yields that

Jlim (1) = =y, (141)
where éij is independent of the initial values. Moreover, from
(141), there must exist an integer Nz, (> Nr,) such that

=;(t) (56) reduces to:

Eij(t) =
When the condition (77) holds, Haq, and Hagq; in (142) are
stable matrices. In this case, the form of (142) is the same

as that of (133), and thus it is obtained from the similar
derivation of (138-139) that

s i (t — mi5) [Hyt 1T + 23 (¢ > N=,). (142)

Jim Z55(t) = Zi5, (143)

and Z;; is independent of the initial values.

Therefore, when the conditions (71), (72) and (77) hold,
the result (78) can be obtained from (73) and (143). More-
over, the steady-state weighted matrices (79) can be derived
from (31), the definition of Z(¢) (see (33)) and (78). Notice
that the results (78) and (79) have shown that the designed
DKEFE is independent of the initial values, the SDKFE (80)
can be thus obtained. [ |
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