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Abstract

Distributed linear algebraic equation over networks, where nodes hold a part of problem data and co-
operatively solve the equation via node-to-node communications, is a basic distributed computation task
receiving an increasing research attention. Communications over a network have a stochastic nature,
with both temporal and spatial dependence due to link failures, packet dropouts or node recreation, etc.
In this paper, we study the convergence and convergence rate of distributed linear equation protocols
over a *-mixing random network, where the temporal and spatial dependencies between the node-to-
node communications are allowed. When the network linear equation admits exact solutions, we prove
the mean-squared exponential convergence rate of the distributed projection consensus algorithm, while
the lower and upper bound estimations of the convergence rate are also given for independent and iden-
tically distributed (i.i.d.) random graphs. Motivated by the randomized Kaczmarz algorithm, we also
propose a distributed randomized projection consensus algorithm, where each node randomly selects
one row of local linear equations for projection per iteration, and establish an exponential convergence
rate for this algorithm. When the network linear equation admits no exact solution, we prove that a
distributed gradient-descent-like algorithm with diminishing step-sizes can drive all nodes’ states to a
least-squares solution at a sublinear rate. These results collectively illustrate that distributed computa-
tions may overcome communication correlations if the prototype algorithms enjoy certain contractive

properties or are designed with suitable parameters.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Distributed computation over networks emerges as an important and appealing research topic in engineer-
ing and machine learning, including average consensus [2H4], distributed optimization [5H7], distributed
learning [8,[9], distributed estimation [10,[11], and distributed filtering [12]. The basic framework in dis-
tributed computation is that each node only has a part of overall problem data, while the nodes need to
cooperatively accomplish a global computation task by manipulating local data and sharing information
with neighbors over a network without relying on a center. In many cases, each node holds a dynamical
state with locally preserving data, and can share its local dynamical state through node-to-node com-
munications to facilitate all local dynamical states to converge to a consensual network level solution.
Hence, distributed computation is attractive in large-scale networks due to its resilience, robustness and
adaptivity. Moreover, distributed methods can keep the agent’s privacy, and remove the communication

burden of data centralization.

In distributed computation, node-to-node communication over a network is essential for the nodes to
cooperatively find the network level solution without accessing to the whole data, hence, how network
topology and connectivity affects the convergence and convergence rate of distributed computation has
been an important research topic, [29H32], and specifically, in distributed linear equations, [17,33}35].
Random graph models are extensively studied in distributed computation, since the practical commu-
nication networks are essentially uncertain and stochastic, due to the link failures, packet dropout and
node sleeping, etc. For i.i.d. random graphs, distributed averaging consensus algorithms are analyzed with
mean-square convergence rates in [2,[36L37], and various distributed optimization algorithms are also an-
alyzed with the almost sure convergence in [29], a convergence rate analysis in probability in [30] and a
mean-squared convergence rate analysis in [31]. For distributed averaging consensus, the restrictive i.i.d.
random graphs can be relaxed to Markovian switching graphs [38] and *—mixing graphs [39], partially
due to the strict contractive property in consensus dynamics. To the best of our knowledge, the literature
still lacks a study on the possibility and performance of more complex distributed computation schemes
over random networks with node-to-node communication channel correlations. We aim to fill this gap in

this paper.

1.2 Problem Definition
We consider the following system of linear equations
z = Hy (1)

with respect to an unknown variable y € R™, where H € R™*™ and z € R!. Component-wise the equation

() is a collection of I linear equations. Let Il1,...,Iy be N integers satisfying Zf\il l; = 1. The linear



equation (I)) is distributed over a network with N nodes indexed in the set V £ { 1,...,N } in the
following way: Each node ¢ € V possesses the (Z§;11 l;+1)th to (Z;Zl l;)th row of H, and (Z;;ll l;+1)th
to (22:1 l;)th elements of z, i.e., node ¢ holds a block of component-wise equations in (). We have

obtained a standard distributed decomposition of the linear equation, e.g., [23].

The discrete time is slotted at t = 0,1,2,.... The communication network among the nodes at the
slotted time sequence is described by a random graph process G(t) = {V,&(¢)}, t = 0,1,2,..., where
&(t) is a random variable taking its value from the set of all possible undirected edge sets among the
nodes. Associated with the random graph process (9(t))72,,, we define a sequence of random vector J(t) =
col(J;;(t),4,7 € V),t = 0,1,..., by J;;(t) = 1if {i,5} € E(t) and J;j(t) = 0 otherwise. We impose the

following standing assumption of the paper.

Standing Assumption. The random process (J(t))5° is *-mixing [44], i.e., there exists a non-increasing
sequence of real numbers A\, t = 0,1,... with lim; ..o Ay = 0, such that for all A € FJ*(J(t)) and B €
F2°_(I(t)) and for all m = 0,1,2, ..., there holds |P(A N B) — P(A)P(B)| < \,P(A)P(B).

m—+s

Solving linear equations is a fundamental and generic computation problem [13], and efficient numerical
algorithms for linear equations have been a long standing research topic, such as the Kaczmarz algorithm
and its randomized version [14][I5]. Distributed methods for linear equations over networks receive an
increasing research attention in recent years [16H21.33], due to its applications in parameter estimation
[11L17], environmental monitoring [24], computerized tomography and image reconstruction [8]25], etc.
The #-mixing property describes the temporal dependence of the random process with the non-increasing
correlation parameter sequence \;. A strictly stationary Markovian random graph process is *-mixing if
it is irreducible and aperiodic [44]. In this paper, we are interested in the convergence and performance of

the state-of-the-art distributed linear equation solvers over such a *mixing random network.

1.3 Main Results

When the network linear equation admits exact solutions, we study the projection consensus algorithm mo-
tivated from [1935]. Each node updates its state by projecting the weighted averaging with its neighbors’

states onto a local solution set specified by local data. We obtained the following results:

e We prove the exponential convergence rate of the mean-squared error even with *—mixing random
graphs, ensuring the solvability of distributed linear equations under generic random networks.
Specifically, when the random graph process is independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.), we
give the lower and upper bound estimations of the mean-squared convergence rate with the spectrum

theory of linear operators.

e Motivated by randomized Kaczmarz algorithms [141[15], we further propose a distributed randomized

projection consensus algorithm to solve the linear equation with exact solutions, where each node



only randomly selects one row of its local linear equation per iteration. We also prove its exponential
convergence rate with x—mixing random graphs in a mean-squared sense when the linear equation

admits a unique solution.

When the linear equation does not have exact solutions, we study a distributed algorithm to find a least-
square solution over x—mixing random graphs, motivated by the distributed subgradient algorithms in
distributed optimization [5] [39] [28]. We prove that with diminishing step-sizes, all nodes’ states converge

to the unique least-squares solution at a sublinear rate.

1.4 Related Work

Existing works on distributed computation over random networks mostly assumed independence or Marko-
vian property of the random graph process [3,20,29[3T,38]. For averaging consensus over gossip commu-
nications, [2] showed that the second largest eigenvalue of the expected communication graph influences
the convergence speed. Further, [39] proved almost sure convergence of averaging consensus algorithm
for x—mixing random graphs. Distributed optimization with independent random graphs are studied
in [29H31], where an almost sure convergence analysis was provided in [29], and how the spectral gap of
the expected graph influences the convergence rate was explicitly characterized in [30]. The role of com-
munication networks has been investigated in distributed linear equation solvers with deterministically
varying graphs. It was shown that convergence of distributed linear equation solvers over a time-varying
communication structure, essentially depends on the ability for the union graph over a sequence of time
intervals to maintain connectivity, e.g., [I7,19]. For network linear equations with randomly varying com-
munication graphs, [20] considered the unreliable communication links modeled by independent Bernoulli
processes. Recently, a distributed computing scheme for network linear equations was considered in [27]
by a fixed-point iteration of random operators, which allowed temporal and spatial dependence. Addi-
tionally, the distributed randomized projection consensus algorithm of this work provides an extension
of well-known randomized Kaczmarz algorithm [14}[I5], and a key technical obstacle in the convergence

analysis lies in generalizing a key result [17] to a stochastic setting.

1.5 Paper Organization

Some preliminary results of the paper are scheduled to be presented at the IEEE Conference on Decision
and Control in Dec. 2020 [I]. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2l first investigates
a distributed projection consensus algorithm along with the convergence rate analysis over sx—mixing
random graphs when the linear equation has exact solutions, and provides the convergence rate bound
estimation over the i.i.d. random graphs as well. And then Section [2] designs a distributed randomized
projection consensus algorithm and establishes the convergence results over *—mixing random graphs

when the linear equation admits a unique exact solution. Section Bl studies a distributed algorithm to find



the least-squares solution to the linear equation, proves the almost sure convergence and the convergence
rate over *—mixing random networks when the linear equation has a unique least-squares solution. Section

[ concludes the paper. All proofs are provided in the Appendix.

Notation and Terminology. All vectors are column vectors and are denoted by bold, lower case letters,
i.e., a,b, c, etc.; matrices are denoted with bold, upper case letters, i.e., A, B, C, etc. The inner product
between two vectors a and b in R™ is denoted as (a,b), and sometimes simply as a’b. The Euclidean
norm of a vector is denoted as || - ||. ® denotes the Kronecker product. Denote the projection of x onto
a closed convex set  as Ilo(x) = arg minyecq ||x — y||2. Denote by I, the m x m-dimensional identity
matrix. Denote 1, (0,) as a vector of all ones (zeros) in R™. A nonnegative matrix A € R™*" is called
row stochastic if A1, = 1,, and is called column stochastic if 11 A = 11. We denote range(A), kernel(A)
and rank(A) as the range space, null space and rank of matrix A. Denote sr(A) as the spectral radius of

a matrix A (linear operator): sr(A) = max{|\|, A is the eigenvalue of A}.

For a probability space (Z,F,P), = is the sample space, F is the o-algebra and P is the probability
measure. Let (X) denote a random process with a family of random variables X (0), X (1), X(2),---.
Denote by FF((X)) the o-algebra generated from the random variables X (1), X(I + 1)---, X (k) for any

k > 1. The expectation and variance of a random variable are denoted as E[-] and VAIR(-), respectively.

An undirected graph, denoted by § = {V, £}, is an ordered pair of two sets, where V.={1,... , N} is a
finite set of vertices (nodes), and each element in € is an unordered pair of two distinct nodes in V, called
an edge. A path in § with length p from v to v,11 is a sequence of distinct nodes, v1v2 ... vp11, such that
{vm,vms1} € &, forallm = 1,...,p. The graph G is termed connected if for any two distinct nodes i, 7 € V,
there is a path between them. The neighbor set of node i, denoted by N;, is N; = {j € V: {i,5} € €}.

2 Projection Consensus Algorithm for Exact Solutions

In this section, we consider the case where the network linear equation () has exact solutions. We study
the distributed projection consensus algorithm under *—mixing graphs.

2.1 Projection Consensus Algorithm

We define a mixing weight process (W) according to (9) such that for all ¢,

e W(t) € RV*N is G(t)-measurable.

e There exists an 0 < n < 1, such that Wy;(t) > n for all i € V, W;;(t) = Wy;(t) > n if {i,j} € (1),
and W;;(t) = Wj;(t) = 0, otherwise.

e W(t) is row and column stochastic satisfying W (¢)1y = 1y and 15 W(¢) = 1%.



Let the rows of (I]) held at node i form the local equation z; = H;y. Let A; = {y € R™ : z; = H;y} be a
local solution space, and A* = {y € R™ : z = Hy} be the solution space for linear equation (IJ). Obviously,
both A; and A* are affine spaces, and A* = [,y A;i. Denote I, as the projection operator over A;. Each
node 7 at time ¢ holds an estimate x;(t) € R™ for the solution to equation (IJ). The projection consensus

algorithm [5[T9,[35] is defined by
N
x;(t + 1) :HA1<ZW¢j(t)xj(t)), i=1,...,N. 2)
j=1
The iteration (2]) takes the same form as the projection consensus algorithm in [35] for distributedly finding

a point in common at the intersection of convex sets that are held by each node over a network, while the

projection in (2]) is specified onto to an affine set.

2.2 Main Convergence Result
We introduce the following definition.

Definition 1 Given a random graph process (G) and a real number p € (0,1), we define its p—persistent

graph as Gp(p) = (V,Ep(p)) with Ep(p) = {{i,j} : P({i,j} € E(t)) > p, VE > 0.}

We are now ready to state the almost sure convergence result as well as the convergence rate of mean-

squared error for the projection consensus algorithm (2]).

Theorem 1 Assume the linear equation () admits at least one exact solutions. Suppose the considered
random graph process (G) induces a connected p—persistent graph Gp(p). Then the following statements

hold.

(i) For any fized initial states x(0) = (x7(0),--- ,x%(0))T, the projection consensus algorithm () has

all local estimates converge almost surely to a consensual solution of the linear equation (1), i.e.,
1 N
]P’( lim (1) = ~- ;HA* (xi(o))) 1, VieV. (3)
1=

(ii) The algorithm (2) has the mean-squared error converge to zero at an exponential rate, i.e., there

exists a 0 < p <1 and a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any t > 0,

oI5|

1 Y 2
xi(t) = > T (x:(0)|| ] < en”. ()
=1

The proof of Theorem [l can be found in Appendix[A]l while we give the intuitions behind the proofs as
follows. Firstly, a projection invariance of the estimates generated by iteration (2)) is given via the double
stochasticity of W(¢), implying that the convergent solution should be

Y T (xi(0)
N

¥ (x(0))



We then rewrite the iterate error as a stochastic linear recursion, and show the monotonicity of the squared
error f(t) = Zf\il l|x;(t)—y*(x(0))||? since two-norms of the weight matrix W (¢) and the projection matrix
is less or equal to one. Next, we deliberatively construct a *—mixing events over a finite time interval such
that the graphs are jointly connected, show that the product of the stochastic linear maps is contractive
and that f(t) is contractive conditioned on the *—mixing events. Finally, we apply the Borel-Cantelli
lemma to show that the event happens infinitely times, which together with the monotonicity of f(t)
implies that the squared error converges almost surely to zero, and hence (B]) follows by. Meanwhile,
the exponential convergence of the mean-squared error (@) is obtained by the monotonicity of f(¢), the
contraction property of f(t) conditioned on the *—mixing events, and the fact that the event happens

with a positive probability uniformly greater than zero.

From the proofs, we see that the exponential rate constant p in Theorem [ is influenced by the con-
nectivity of the p—persistent graph, the mixing parameter, as well as the projection matrix of the linear
equation. The challenge to establish Theorem [I] lies in the fact that the graphs can switch at an arbi-
trary order with both temporal and spatial dependence such that there does not exist a uniform time
interval bound to ensure a jointly graph connectivity, which is necessary in the analysis of deterministi-
cally switching graphs [I7,20,26]. The novel technical contribution is to provide a lower bound estimation
of the probability for jointly graph connectivity by fully exploiting the *x—mixing properties of the ran-
dom graph process. The established probability estimation also ensures the exponential convergence in a
mean-squared sense, hence, guarantees the fast convergence rate that has been provided in literature for
distributed linear equations with fixed or uniformly jointly connected graphs [I720,26]. The results demon-
strate that distributed computation is still achievable with a similar performance even under *—mixing
random graphs, if the prototype distributed algorithm fits the computation task with proper contractive

properties.

The assumption that Gp(p) is connected can be easily satisfied by the Erdés-Rényi random graph
process and the Markovian graph process. For example, the p—persistent graph of an Erdés-Rényi random
graph process is just its base graph if each edge is independently connected at a probability p, and the
p—persistent connectivity is satisfied when the base graph is connected. Hence, the random graphs that
have been used in average consensus [37,38] and distributed optimization [29L31] are all special cases of
the random graph process with a connected Gp(p). However, with Gp(p) we only require the edges with
a positive probability to constitute a connected graph, while neither spatial independence nor temporal
independence is required. The recent work [27] also studied linear equations over random graphs that
are even more general than the *—mixing random graph adopted in this paper. With the help of the
x—mixing condition, we manage to bound the decaying of random events’ dependence with the increasing
of intervals separating the events for the convergence analysis. As a result, Theorem [ further establishes
an exponential rate of convergence in the mean-squared error, which is an improvement to the result

in [27).



2.3 Independent Random Networks: Explicit Convergence Rate

Next, we give the upper and lower bound estimation for the convergence rate of the iteration (2) when
(9) is an independent and identically distributed random graph sequence, e.g., [2L36]. Denote
N 1/t
r = suplimsupE Z |%:(t) — y* (x(0))]? , (5)

x(0) t—o0 i=1

N ,
where y*(x(0)) = M. The following result characterizes the lower and upper bounds on the

exponential rate r. The analysis is motivated by [37] and can be found in Appendix Bl

Proposition 1 Assume the linear equation (Il) admits at least one exact solutions. Suppose the random
graph process (G) is an i.i.d. sequence with the corresponding mixing weight process (W) being an i.i.d.
sequence of symmetric stochastic matrices. Define W = E[W (t)]. Then there holds for the exponential
convergence rate r with P £ dz'ag{Pl, e 7PN} that

st(PW @ I,P)” < 7 < sr(PE[(W(0) ® I,)P(W(0) © L,,)P). (6)

We have already shown in Theorem [I] that r must be bounded by some constant smaller than 1. For
the unique solution case with i.i.d. random graphs, (@) provides a lower bound and upper bound estimate
of the convergence rate, which explicitly shows its dependence on the graph properties and projection
matrices. The bounds can be calculated numerically once the problem data is given. By [26, Proposition
1], the matrix PW ® I,,P is Schur stable, and hence 6; £ sr(PW ® ImP)2 < 1. It is easily seen from
Theorem [ that 6 = st(PE[(W(0) ® L,)P(W(0) ® L,,)|P) < 1.

2.4 Exact Solutions with Randomized Projection

In practical problems, the local data H; € R!%*™ can still have a large number of rows and a high dimension
decision variable, that is, a large [; and a large m. Motivated by the randomized Kaczmarz algorithm, we
propose a distributed iteration with a random sampling mechanism, where each node only selects one row

of H; at a certain positive probability at each iteration. For each i € V, we denote the rows of H; € Rl*™

by Hgl), ‘e ,Hgli). Let H; and z; have atomic partitions as, respectively,
1 1
f 2
2 2
e 20
H; = ) , Zi =
li li
F() 200

Independent from time, other nodes in V, and the random graph process (G), at each time ¢ each node
i selects s;(t) as an integer in {1,2,---,[;} at random with probability ||H§sl(t))||2/||Hz||% Let Afi(t) be
the linear affine space

Afz(t) — {y c Rm . Zsi(t) — Hsi(t)y},



where z*) denotes the si(t)-th entry of z;, and Hgsi(t)) is the s;(t)-th row of H;. We present the following

i

algorithm with a randomized projection as a generalization to the projection consensus algorithm (2I):

N
Xi(t-i-l) :Hﬁi(t)(zwij(t)xj(t)), i=1,...,N. (7)
i =

In the algorithm (7)), the cost for computing the local projections at each node is reduced compared to

the algorithm (2] since Afi(t) is much simplified than A;. We present the following result.

Theorem 2 Suppose the linear equation () has a unique solution x*. Suppose the considered random
graph process (G) induces a connected p—persistent graph Gp(p). Then, the iteration () has all local
estimates converge almost surely to the unique solution x*. Moreover, the error with iteration ({l) converges
to zero at an exponential rate in the mean-squared sense, i.e., there exists a constant 0 < p < 1 and a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for any t > 0,

o[ -

eV

2
} < c,ut.

The exponential rate constant y is influenced by the connectivity of the p—persistent graph, the mixing
parameter, the randomized projection selection rule s;(t),7 € V, as well as the projection matrix of the
linear equation. It might be of interests to explicitly characterize the exponential rate g when (G) is an

i.i.d. random graph sequence as a further work.

3 Distributed Gradient Descent for Least-square Solutions

In this section, we consider the case where the network linear equation (II) only has least-square solutions

defined via the following optimization problem:

. 2
Join ||z —Hy]|" (8)

3.1 The Algorithm

We study the following distributed algorithm where each node merely uses its local data H;,z; and
information from its neighboring agents N;(¢) = {7 : {i,5} € €(¢)}. The algorithm could be treated as an
application of the distributed sub-gradient algorithm (Refer to [5,28]) to linear equation over networks

with x—mixing graphs.
Each node i € V at time ¢ + 1 updates its estimate x;(k + 1) as follows,
xi(t+1) =xi(t) —h Y (xi(t) = x;(t)) — a()H] (Hx;(t) — 2), )
JEN:(?)
where h > 0 and 0 < a(t) < h is the decreasing step-size. We impose the following condition on the step-
size {a(t)}. The iteration (@) can be treated as an application of the well-known distributed subgradient



algorithm in [5] to the least-squares optimization problem (§]), where the consensus weight is constructed

with the help of graph Laplacian matrix.

oo oo
Assumption 1 Let a(t) > 0, a(t) be monotonically decreasing to 0, Y. a(t) = oo, and Y a(t)? < . In
=1 i=1

addition, there exists a constant o > 0 such that

1 1
- a.
alt+1)  at) too

We can take a(t) = - to satisfy Assumption [l with o = 1. We can also take a(t) with

1
§ € (3,1) to satisfy Assumption [ with o = 0.

_ 1
(1)

3.2 Main Result

In this part, we analyze the iteration (@) for the problem with a unique least-squares solution, denoted by

x}q = (HTH)"'H”z. We present the convergence analysis for ().

Theorem 3 Suppose rank(H) = m, and Assumptions [ holds. Suppose the considered random graph
process (G) induces a connected p—persistent graph Gp(p). For any fized initial state x(0), the iteration
@) has all local estimates converge almost surely to the unique least-squares solution of (8), i.e.,
i <lim x;(t) = XES) =1, VieV. (10)
t—o0

1

Specially, when a(t) = m

that for each i € V,

or some 01 € (0, 1], there exists some positive constant 55 € (0,2681) such
2

lIx;(t) — x1gll = 0((t + 1)_62), a.s. . (11)

By setting a(t) =

tq%l in the distributed iteration (@), the result (II]) implies that each x;(¢) converges

almost surely to the least-squares solution x}q with a sublinear rate (t 4+ 1)7% for some o € (0,1).
The established rate is nearly tight for iteration (9)) since the iterate {u(t)} generated by the recursion
upr1 = (1 — a(t))u(t) with u(0) > 0 satisfies the following

t

u(t + 1) < exp(—a(t))u(t) = exp < -

p=0

1
p+1

>u(0) < exp(—In(t + 1))u(0) = ——~

The proof of Theorem [B]is given in Appendix[Dl The proof applies stochastic approximation theories [47]
to prove the almost sure convergence result and the resulting convergence rate. The analytical techniques

in turn become quite different from Theorem [Ik

(i) Theorem [I] applies the Borel-Cantelli lemma to the suitably defined *—mixing events to prove the
almost sure convergence of (2]), while Theorem [ utilizes the convergence result of stochastic ap-

proximation to validate the almost sure convergence of (@) with decreasing step-sizes.

10



(ii) Theorem [I]shows the exponential convergence of the mean-squared error via the facts that the non-
increasing squared error is contractive conditioned on the deliberatively defined *—mixing events,

and that each event happens with a positive probability.

While Theorem [3] establishes the sublinear rate in an almost sure sense according to the procedures that
the average estimate can be rewritten as a stochastic linear recursion with decreasing step-sizes and the
stochastic noise being a combination of consensus errors. Then the stochastic noise is shown to satisfy
a specific summable condition utilizing properties of the *—mixing random graphs, and finally, the rate

analysis of stochastic approximation is adapted to conclude the result.

4 Conclusions

Understanding how randomly switching communication topology with temporal correlations influences
the performance of distributed computation can provide the theoretical guarantee for the applicability of
various distributed algorithms in practical communication networks. This paper provided the analysis of
distributed algorithms for solving linear equations over x—mixing random graphs, since linear equations
is a basic problem in distributed computation and *—mixing random graphs cover a generic class of
wired /wireless communication networks. Assuming the p—persistent connectivity of the random graphs,
we showed the almost sure convergence of various distributed linear equation algorithms. When the linear
equation admits exact solutions, we proved that the projection consensus algorithm enjoys the exponential
convergence rate in term of the mean-squared error. We further gave an estimation of the mean-squared
convergence rate bounds for the i.i.d. random graph when the linear equation has a unique solution.
Extending the well-known randomized Kaczmarz method, we further designed a distributed randomized
projection consensus algorithm, and showed its almost sure convergence and exponential convergence rate
when the linear equation has a unique solution. In the last, we studied a distributed gradient-descent-
like algorithm with decreasing step-sizes when the linear equation admits least-squares solutions, and
proved that all nodes’ states converge almost surely to the unique least-squares solution at a sublinear
rate. For future works, it would be interesting to investigate the exponentially convergent algorithm for
least-squares, and extending the randomized Kaczmarz method to a distributed setting for least-squares.
It is also promising to study other distributed computation tasks, such as distributed resource allocation,

distributed optimization and distributed machine learning, over *—mixing random graphs.

Appendix A Proof of Theorem [II

A.1 Preliminary Lemmas

The following lemma is from [19, Lemma 5].

11



Lemma 1 Let Xy and Ko be two affine spaces with X1 C Ko C R™, and denote Ily, and Iy, as their

projection operators. Then Iy, (y) = g, (Hx, (y)) for any y € R™.
We first show a projection invariance of the estimates generated by iteration (2).

Lemma 2 For any t > 1, 2N Tl (x;(t)) = SN T4+(x;(0)) holds for the nodes’ states generated by
@), irrespective of the random graph process (9).

Proof. With the iteration in (2]), we have

N
e (it + 1)) = Tae (Ta, (Y Wi (£)x;(1))) (12)
j=1
0 (i) N~y |
M (D Wi (0x;(8) = Y Wi (#)as (x;(1)), (13)
Jj=1 j=1

where (i) is due to Lemma [Il and A* C A;, (ii) is due to II4+ is an affine operator, and Z;VZI W,;(t) =1
for each 7 € V. Then by using (IZ) and S-N, W,;(t) = 1 for each j € V, we obtain that

ZHA* x;(t+1)) ZZW” L= (x5 (t ZHA* (x;(t)), Vt>0.
i=1 j=1
Thus, Zfil Iy« (x;(t)) = Zf\il I14+(x;(0)) holds for any ¢ > 1 for any realization of (G). O

N .
With Lemma [ the iteration (2) should drive each node’s state to y*(x(0)) = M if all
nodes’ states converge to a consensual solution. Define f(t) £ Zfil % (t) — y*(x(0))|? for any t > 0.

Next, we show the monotonicity of f(t).
Lemma 3 For anyt >0, f(t+ 1) < f(t) holds for the states with iteration [2)), irrespective of (G).

Proof. Note that the projector Il,, is affine. Therefore, we denote II4, (x) = P;x + b;. Since P; 271, —
HI(HI)T is an orthogonal projector onto kernel(H;), it is both Hermitian (P! = P;) and idempotent
(P? = P;). Recall from [13, p.433] that a projection matrix P; has ||P;|[2 = 1.

With ) and y*(x(0)) € A* C A;, we have

N
xi(t+1) = y*(x(0) = Pi( > Wi;(t)x;(t)) + b; — Iy, (y*(x(0)))
7= (14)
N N
=Pi( ) Wi ()x;(1) —y* (x(0)) = Pi Y Wi(1)(x,(t) — y*(x(0))),
=1 j=1

where the last equality holds by N: W.,.i(t) = 1. Note by x;(t) € A; and y*(x(0)) € A* C A; that
j=1 YVij J J J

P;(x;(t) — y"(x(0))) = P;j(x;(t) — y*(x(0))) + b; — by
= g, (x;(t)) — ILa,; (y" (x(0))) = x;(t) — y" (x(0)). (15)

12



This combined with (I4]) produces
xi(t+1) = y*(x(0)) = Pi Y Wi ()P (x;(t) — y* (x(0))).- (16)

Denote by e;(t) = x;(t) — y*(x(0)), e(t) £ col{ei(t),--- ,en(t)}, and P £ diag{Py,--- ,Py}. Then
with (I6]), we get the following recursion for e(t):

e(t+1) =P(W() @ L,)Pe(t). (17)

Since W (t) is row stochastic, the eigenvalues of W (t) are less than or equal to 1 with the Gersgorin disks

theorem, i.e., |[W(t)|| < 1. Hence, with (I7) we have
le(t + )]l < [PI|W(t) @ L. [[|P[[e®)]| < [le(t)]-

By the definition f(t) = He(t)HQ, we obtain that f(t+ 1) < f(¢) for any ¢ > 0. O

To analyze (IT), we need to quantify the matrix product of the form PW(¢) ® I,,-- - PW(0) ® L,,P.
For this, we introduce a special “mixed matrix norm” defined in [I7]. Let write R™¥*™N for the vector
space of all N x N block matrices Q = [Q;;] whose ijth entry is a matrix Q;; € R™*™. We define the

mixed matrix norm of Q € R™V*™N "denoted by ||Q|as, to be

1QIx = [(Q)lloe; (18)

where (Q) € RV*Y with the ijth entry being ||Q;;||2- It has been shown in [I7, Lemma 3] that | - ||5s is

a sub-multiplicative norm, i.e., |Q1Qallar < [|Q1a]|Q2llar, YQ1, Qo € RMNXmN,

For any given symmetric stochastic matrix M with positive diagonal elements, denote by G(M) the
undirected graph with self-loop edge derived from M so that {i,j} is an edge in the graph if M;; > 0.
Denote by € the set of N by N symmetric stochastic matrices with positive diagonal elements. Let r be a
positive integer. Denote C, as the set of all sequences of symmetric stochastic matrices My, Mo, --- , M,

with M; € C and the union graph (J;_; §(M;) being connected.

In the following, we state two lemmas from [17] and [26] with adaption of notations.

Lemma 4 (Theorem 3 in [26]) Define p =2 (N — 1)N/2 and

6= < sup sup ,---, sup |[|[P(M, @ L,)P(M,_1 ®L,)---P(M; ® Im)PHM)7
(Cpeer Cp—leer (Clee'r
where for each i € {1, ,p}, C; is a sequence of stochastic matrices M(;_1),11, M(i_1y,42, "+ , My from

C,. Suppose that the LAE (Il) has a unique solution, i.e., ﬂfil kernel(H;) = 0. Then we have 6 < 1.

Lemma 5 (Lemma 1 in [I7]) Denote by range(P;) the space spanned with columns of P;. Then range(P;) =
kernel (H;). Suppose (v, kernel(H;) # 0, or equivalently, kernel(H) # 0. Let QT be a matriz with columns

13



forming an orthogonal basis for the space range(H”). By defining P; = QP;Q” for each i € V, the fol-
lowing statements are true.

(i) Each P;,i € V is an orthogonal projection matriz.

(ii) For each P;,i € V, QP; = P;Q.

(iii) NN, range(P;) = 0.

We now ready to show the contractive property of the iteration (2)) conditioned on specific events.

Lemma 6 Suppose there are b edges in the p—persistent graph Gp(p) denoted as {i1,j1}, -, {iv,Jp}. Set
p = N(N —1)/2. Given a fized integer r, we define an event for any s >0 :

w(s) = {{ir, 1} € §(s), {iz, j2} € G(s + %), - {in, jo} € S(s + (0 — D)}, (19)
Then with 2l), given any fized integer sg, there exists a constant 0 < v < 1 such that
P(f(s0 + pbk) < vf(s0)[{w(s0),w(s0 + bK), -+ w(so + (p — 1)br)}) = 1. (20)
Proof. With (7)) and the fact that P? =P
e(so + pbr) = P(W(sg + pbk — 1) @ L, )P - - - P(W (s0) @ L, ) Pe(sp). (21)

Part (1): Firstly, suppose that ﬂfil kernel(H;) = 0. Then for any [ = 1,- - - , p, the sequence of stochastic
matrices W (sg+({—1)br), W(so+ (I—1)bk+1),--- , W(so+1bk—1) has the union of their induced graphs
UZ':Ol 9(W(sg+ (I —1)bk+k)) being connected conditioned on the events {w(sp), -+ ,w(so+ (p—1)bk)},
since every edge of the connected §p(p) must appear at least once with the event w(so+(I—1)bk). In other
words, the sequence of stochastic matrices W (so + (I — 1)bk), W(sg + (I = 1)bk +1),--- ,W(sg + lbk — 1)
belongs to Cp, as defined before Lemma [ conditioned on {w(sp),w(so + bk), - ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)}.

With Lemma M, there exists 6 < 1 such that the following inequality is a sure event conditioned on

{W(SO)aW(SO + b’{)’ T aw(SO + (p - 1)b’{)}
P (W (s + pbr — 1) @ L, )P - - P(W(sg) ® I, )P||ps < 0 < 1.

This incorporating with (21]) implies that
P(|le(so + pbr)l| < Olle(so)ll [{w(s0),w(so +br), -+ w(so + (p — 1)bk)}) = 1.

Part (2): Secondly, suppose that ﬂfil kernel(H;) # 0. Then we denote Q7 as a matrix with columns
forming an orthogonal basis for range(H”). With Lemma [B and Example 5.13.3 in [I3], we know the
projection matrix onto kernel(H) is Pyemeisy = I — QT(QQ")'Q = I - Q”Q and the projection

matrix onto range(H?) is P angemr) = QT Q. Moreover, kernel(H) and range(H”') forms an orthogonal
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decomposition of R™. Therefore, we decompose each e;,i € V along the spaces kernel(H) and range(H”).

Define a transformation eg = Qe; and e;-r =e; — QTeg. Then we decompose e; as

€ = Prange(srr) (€i) + Prernei(s) (€:)

_ QTe;i +e; — QT ﬁ QTeﬁ +eT

By using (16),QP;P; = P,QP; = P,P,Q, and Lemma[f (i), we have the following for egz

N
elt+1) = Z i (F)Pje;(t) PZWU )QP;e;(t)

"U [

N N
=P; Y Wi(k)P;Qe;(t) = P; Y Wy(k)Pjel(t).

J=1

<.
Il
—

Moreover, with Lemma [5] ﬂlj\i ,range(P;) = 0. The iteration of eg(t) can be treated as an error system

for solving a LAE with a unique solution. With Part (1) of the proof, there exists a #* < 1 such that
P(le*(s0 + pbr)|| < 6¥le*(s0)l| {w(s0),w(s0 + bK), -+ w(so + (p = 1)br)}) = L.
We denote A* = v + kernel(H) with v € A*, hence by [Example 5.13.5, [13]] there holds

N
y»< (X(O)) = % Z HA* (Xz(o)) = % ((I - Pkernel(H))V + Pkernel(H)Xi(o))

H

-
Il

—_

N
= (I Pkernel(H))v + Pkernel(H) Z XZ(O)/N

For e = Piernel(m)€is by using Pkernel(H) Prernel(m), We have that

T Pkernel(H) (Xi(t) - y#< (X(O)))

’l

N
= Pkernel(H)Xi (t) - Pkernel(H) (I - Pkernel(H))V - Pkernel(H) Z X (O)/N
=1
- Pkernel (H) (XZ Z XZ /N)
Denote A; = v; + kernel(H;) with v; € A;. Then
N
e;‘r(t + 1) = Pkernel(H) HAZ- < Z WZ]( ) A sz
j=1
N 1 N
= Pkernel(H) ((I - Pkernel(Hi))Vi + Pkernel(Hi) ( Z WZ] (t)xj (t) - N Z XZ(0)>>
j=1 i=1
N 1 N
Pkernel(H < Z Wzy N Z X; (0))
=1 i=1
= Z WU (t)Pkernel(H) (X] (t) - N Z X (O)) - Z WZ] (t)e;r (t)7
j=1 i=1 j=1



where (i) is due to kernel(H) C kernel(H;) and Lemma[I], and (ii) is due to the row stochasticity of W(t).

Note that ej t+1) = z;vzl Wi; (t)e;- (t) is the well studied consensus algorithm over random graphs.
When W;;(t) is defined from uniformly jointly connected graphs, each ej(t + 1) should converge to the

same + SN e;r(O) exponentially fast. Moreover,

1 N N
N Zzl e;f( N Z Pkernel(H XZ - N g

Conditioned on {w(sg),w(so + bk),--- ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)}, the sequence of W (sg + pbr — 1),--- , W(s)
have the union of their induced graphs U 01 Ub“ 1 G(W(so + (I — 1)br + k)) being connected. Thereby,

there exists a constant 7 < 1 such that

P(|[e' (so + pbr)[| < 8[| (so)[| [{w(s0),w(s0 + ), -+ ,w(so + (p— 1)bk)}) = 1.

Moreover, 81 is uniformly upper bounded irrespective with any realization of (G) since all edges in Gp(p)
must appears at least once conditioned on {w(sg),w(sg + bk),--- ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)}. Note that ||e;||? =
||QTe§ + ej||2 = ||e§||2 + ||e;r||2 with kernel(H) and range(H”) being orthogonal and QQ” = I. Now,
conditioned on {w(sg),w(sg + bk),- -+ ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)} we have

F(s0 + pbr) = |Q el (so + pbr) + el (so + pbr)||? < max{(6%), (01)2}]|QT e (s0) + el (s0)[[?.
f(s0)

Combining the proofs in Part (1) and Part (2), we can always find a 0 < v < 1 such that (20) holds. OJ

The following Borel-Cantelli lemma for *—mixing events will be used to prove Theorem [Tl
Lemma 7 ( [44, Lemma 6]) Let (A) be a sequence of x—mizing events. Then Y ;- P(A(k)) = oo implies

P <1im sup A(k)) = 1.

k—o00

A.2 Proof of the Theorem

With the *—mixing property on the random graph process (G), given a 0 < A < 1, there exists a large
enough integer x possibly depending on A such that, for any ¢t > 0, A € F,((I)) and B € F2,.((I)), we
have that

IP(ANB) — P(A)P(B)| < AP(A)P(B). (22)

We first give a lower bound on the probability of the event {w(sg),w(so + bk), -+ ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)}
defined as in Lemma [6l Here, s¢ is any time index, p = N(N — 1)/2, and & is taken such that ([22]) holds
with A. Note by (I9) that

w(so) = {{i1,J1} € 9(s0), {i2, 42} € G(s0 + K),- -+, {ip,Jo} € G(s0+ (b —1)K)}.
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We denote two events A(sg) = {{i1,71} € G(s0)} and B(sg + k) = {{i2, 72} € G(so + k)}. Since the events
{{i1,71} € G(s0)} and {{i2,jo} € G(so + k)} are two indictor variables of I(sy) and I(sy + k), we have
A(so) € F"((I)) and B(sg + ) € F3o, .((I)). Then with £ chosen for [22) we have that

So+kK

IP(A(so) N B(so + k) — P(A(s0))P(B(sg + k))| < AP(A(s0))P(B(s0 + k)).

Therefore,

P(A(so) N B(so+ k) > (1 — A)P(A(s0))P(B(so + k)).

Since both {i1, j1} and {is, j2} belong to the p—persistent graph Gp(p), P(A(s¢)) > p and P(B(so+k)) > p.
Hence,

P(A(so) N B(so + k) > (1 — A)p®. (23)

Next, we denote two events A(so + k) £ {A(s0) NB(so+x)} € FLH*((I)) and B(so + 2x) £ {{is, 3} €
S(so +2k)} € T2, 5. ((I)). Similarly to (23), we have

P(A(so + £) N B(so + 2r)) > (1 — NP(A(so + ))P(B(s0 + 2k)) > (1 — N)?p>.
We repeat the procedure by defining proper events A(sg+ (I — 1)k), B(so + Ik),l =3,--- ,b— 1, and have
P(w(s0)) > (1 — )P~ !ph. (24)
Note that
w(so +br) = {{i1, j1} € G(s0 + bk),{i2,j2} € S(so + bk + k), -, {iv, jo} € S(s0 + 20K — K)}.

Denote A(so+(b—1)k) = {w(so)} € ?80+(b_1)ﬁ(<1>) and B(so+bk) = {{i1,j1} € G(so+br)} € Foo e (D).
Similarly to (23]), we obtain that

P(A(so 4 (b—1)K) N B(sg + b)) > (1 — N)P(A(so + (b — 1)K))P(B(sg + br)) > (1 — N)bpbTL.

Therefore, we can repeat the above recursion by defining property events through out {w(sg),w(so +

bk), -+ ,w(so + (p — 1)bk)}, and obtain

P({w(s0)sw(s0 + br), -+ sw(so + (p— Dbr)}) = (1= X)r1p. (25)

This combined with Lemma [B] implies that there exists a constant 0 < v < 1, possibly depending on A

and k, such that for any time index sg:
P(f(s0 + pbr) < vf(s0)) = (L= X~ p. (26)
Next, we denote a sequence of events
D) 2 {F((L+ 1)pbr)) < 7f(Ipbr)}, VI > 0.
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Then from (26) it follows that for any [ =0,1,--- :
P(D(1)) > (1 — AP~ 1p? > 0. (27)

Since the initial node states are fixed and the stochasticity in node states only comes from the random

graph process (9), the sequence of events D(l) is also *—mixing. From (27)), we have

> P(D(D) = o
=0
This combined with Lemma [[ implies the following

P (imsupD() ) =1

=0

Note that

limsup D(l) = {w : w € D(I) for infinitely many [}. (28)

l—00
Therefore, the probability that the event {f((l+ 1)pbr) < vf(Ipbk)} happens for infinitely many times is
1. Moreover, f(t+ 1) < f(t) is always true for any time ¢ with Lemma [Bl Therefore, f(t) decreases to 0
with probability one, implying (3]).

Note by f(t+ 1) < f(t),Vt > 0 that

E[f (Ipbr)] = E[f (Ipbr) Lt f 100 < ((1=1)pbr)} ) T ELF (L0DE) L1 £(1pbi)>y £ ((1=1) pbr)}]
<AE[f(( = 1)pbs)|P(D(I — 1)) + E[f((I — 1)pbr)](1 — P(D(I - 1)))
1— (1 =y)P(D( - 1))E[f((I — 1)pbr)] (29)

(1= (1 =@ =N p™)E[f((I - 1)pbr)]
< (1= (1 =71 =2 ) Ef(0)] £ o
For any t > pbk, it could be written as t = lpbk + ¢ with [, ¢ being positive integers. Then

t—q 1 1

E[f(1)] < E[f(Ipbk)] < cor = cqumn = co(witn ) U (uin )t < co(w i )05t (o )

Thus, by the definition of f(t), we obtain the exponential convergence rate of the mean-squared error. [J

Appendix B Proof of Proposition (1l

Define ¥, = o{W(0),--- ,W(t — 1)}. Then e(t) is adapted to F; by the iteration ([2), and W(t) is
independent of F;. Then by (I7)), we obtain that

Ele(t + 1)|F;] = EPW(t) ® I,,P|FJe(t) = PW ® L,,Pe(t).
This implies that
Ele(t + 1)] = PW ® I,PE[e(t)] = (PW ® I1,,,P)*1e(0).
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Then by the Jensen’s inequality, we obtain that
Elle®)|’] = [IE[e(®)]]* = [|(PW © L, P)"e(0)]*.

Hence, we obtain the left side of ([@).

Since e(t) is adapted to F; and W (t) is independent of F;, from (7)) it follows that

E[lle(t +1)|%F:] = e(t)'E[P(W(t) ® L,)P(W(t) © L, )P]e(t)
< lle(®)]? |E[P(W(t) ® L,)P(W(t) © L,)P] || .

Then by a simple recursion, we obtain that
t
Elle(®)|’] < [le(0)[I*|E[P(W (1) ® L,)P(W(t) @ L) P]|".

Therefore, the right side of () is proved. O

Appendix C Proof of Theorem

C.1 Preliminary Lemmas

For (7)), we denote v;(t) = Zjvzl Wi;(t)x;(t). Let x* be a solution to the LAE (). Then ngi(t)) =
Hgsi(t))x*. By defining
(H(sxt») T CIO)

e

m

from (7)) it follows that

. . . T H(Sz(t)) \'g t) — x* s .
xi(t4+1) —x* = v;(t) —x* — (HE 1(t))> i H (( '(i)))HQ ) _ PZ(~ () (v(t) — x*). (30)
HZ-S'

Observe that Pgsi(t)) is symmetric and Pgsi(t))PESi(t)) = Pgsi(t)), ie., Pgsi(t)) is a projection matrix. Define
e;(t) £ x,(t) — x*. Note by z;vzl Wi;(t) =1 that
N N
vi(t) — 2" =Y Wi(t)(x;(t) — 2%) = > Wij(t)e;(t).
o =1
Define e(t) £ col{ei(t), - ,en(t)}, S(t) £ diag{s1(t), -+ ,sn(t)}, and PE®) £ diag{Pgsl(t)), e ,Pg\s,N(t))} €
R™MNXmN with the ith diagonal matrix being Pgsi(t)) € R™*™_ Then by (B0), we have the following

e(t+1) =PSOIW(t) @ 1,,e(t).W(0) ® I,,,Pe(0). (31)

Note that s;(¢t) € {1,2,---,[;} for each ¢ € V. Then S(¢) belongs to a finite set of diagonal matrices with
the i-th diagonal entry taking value from the set {1,2,--- ,[;}, for which the cardinality is Hfil l;.
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We consider the case where z = Hy has a unique solution, this indeed implies that

l;
ﬂ kernel( H( = 0.

\\32

Since kernel(H(-S)) = iPZ(S), where ‘.P(S) denotes the column span of the projection matrix P(-S) =1, —
(H(.S)) H'

=l
from [17, Lemma 2] it follows that

. Thus, the uniqueness assumption is equivalent to the condition ﬂz 1 ﬂ o1 ﬂ’(s) = (). Then

N I;
H H P(s)
i=1s=1

A route over a given sequence of undirected graphs §; = {V,&1},---,9, = {V, &} is meant a sequence
of vertices ig, i1, - - ,iq such that {ig_1,i5} € & for all k € {1,--- ,¢}. For each k > 0, let Sy, be a positive
diagonal matrix and PS¥) = diag{P; (S 1) ,Pg\?k’N)} € RmNxmN with S, ; € {1,---,1;} denoting the

ith diagonal entry of Si. Then similarly to [I7, Lemma 4], we obtain the following result.

Lemma 8 Let My,Mo,--- , M, be a sequence of symmetric stochastic matrices with positive diagonal
elements. If j = ig,i1,- -+ ,iq = 1 is a route over the graph sequence G(My),---,9(My), then the matric

Saiq)  pSri) plSosig)

product Piq 0" io is a component of the ijth block entry of

P = P(Sq)Mq ®1, - PEIM; 1,,PS0),
To proceed, we call matrices of the form

(1) (L) (fk,1) fk 2) (fk,q1,)

p(Pi o P z@\?) Z)\ P, p P (32)
the projection matrix polynomials, where ¢, and d are positive integers, A\ is a real positive number, and
for each j € {1,2,--- ,qx}, hi; € {1,--- ,N} and fi; € {1,--- ,lh,w.}. We say that a nonzero matrix

; (1) L) . e (fk,1) p (f,2) (foyar) v

polynomial ,U(PZ- L PYY e V) is complete if it has a component Phh1 th "'Phk,: within
which each of the projection matrices PZ(-S),i e{l,--- ,N},s€{l,---,l;} appears at least once. Let n be
a positive integer. Denote by 8,, the set of all sequences of projection matrices PS1) ... PSn) where for
every ¢ € {1,--- , N}, each of the projection matrices PES),S € {1,---,l;} appears at least once the ith

(Sk 1)

diagonal entry [[;_, P of the matrix product [[_, P(S*).

We then give Lemmal[0] for which the proof is modified based on that of [17, Proposition 2|. For proving
the lemma, we introduce the graph composition. Let G, = {V,€,} and G, = {V,&,} be two undirected
graphs. The composition of G, with G4, denoted by G, 0 G, is meant that undirected graph over the node
set V with the edge set defined so that {7,j} is an edge in the composition G, o §, whenever there is a
vertex k such that {i,k} € £, and {k, j} € ,. By the definition of graph composition, it is seen that for
any pair of N x N stochastic matrices M; and My , there holds §(M;Msy) = G(M;) o G(Ms).
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Lemma 9 Suppose ([{l) has a unique solution. Let T be the least common multiple of n and r. Define
p 2 N?2—1, pp = pr/r and ps = pr/n. Then the matric & = P(SPT)(MPT ® Im)P(SPT*)(MpT,l ®
L, - POOM; @ L, )PS0 is a contraction in the mized matriz norm defined by (IR), where for each
i € {l,---,p1}, the sequence of stochastic matrices M;_1)r11, M(i_1yr42, -+ , My is from €., and for

each j € {1, -+, pa}, the sequence of projection matrices P(SU—U"H),P(S<J—1>"+2), oo, PGin) s from S,,.

Proof. We partition the sequence G(Mj),---,5(M,;) into N — 1 subsequences, where for each k =
L ,N—-1: G = {S(M(kfl)T(NJrl)Jrl)a S(M(kfl)T(NJrl)Jr?)a Tty 9(MkT(N+1))} Foreach k=1,--- ,N—

1, we further partition Gy into three subsequences as
G = {SMp—1)rv1)41)s s SM@g_1)r(v41) + 7)1

Gj, = {Q(M(kfl)T(N*i’l)*f'T*Fl)’ ) 9(M(k71)T(N+1)+NT)}?
G = {SMpe—1)r(n1)enr+1)s S Mer(vr1) s

and define the composite graph Hy = G(M_1)r(N+1)+r+1) © - - S(Mk—1)r(N41)4+n7)- Since 7 is divisible
by 7, Hy can be written as the composition of (N — 1)7/r connected graphs. It has been shown in [22]
Proposition 4] that the composition of any sequence of N — 1 or more connected graph is a complete

graph. Thus, the graph Hg,k =1,--- , N — 1 is a complete graph. Hence for each pair 7,5 € V and each

ke {l,---,N — 1}, there must be a route over the sequence Gz from j to .

Let i1,i9,--+ ,iny be any reordering of the node sequence {1,2,---, N}. Based on the discussions in
the aforementioned paragraph, it is clear that for each k& € {1,--- | N — 1}, there must exist a route
J =1y r (N4 41 = T Jh—1)r(N+1) 41>+ J(k—1)r(N+1)+rN = ig+1 over GF from iy to ig4q. Since each

symmetric stochastic matrix M,,p > 1 has positive diagonal elements, the undirected graph G(M,)
have the self-loop edge {i,i} for each ¢ € V. Then for each k € {1,--- , N — 1}, there exists a route
J—1)r(N+1) = J(k=Dr(N+1)+1 = *** = J(k—1)r(N+1)4r = ik OVer G}g from 4; to i, and also exists a route
Jk—1)7r(N+1)4rN = ** = Jkr(N+1) = lk41 OVer Gi from igy1 to igt1, In view of Lemma [§] iniith block

entry of ® contains the following matrix product as a component

T S T(N+2) S (N2-N-1)1 (s ) (N2-1)T S
H Pgl ki) L H P§2 ko i) . H PiN’iI\lfwafl . H PENkNviN)‘
k1=0 ko=TN kn_1=(N2—N-3)r kn=(N2-2)r

By recalling that 7 is divisible by n and the definition of §,,, we see that each of the projection matrices
PES),Z' € {1,---,N},s € {1,--- ,l;} appears at least once in the above matrix product. Therefore, the
ini1th block entry of ® is complete.

Since the above procedure applies for any sequence of N distinct node labels 41,149, , iy of the set
{1,2,--- N}, every block entry of ® except for the diagonal blocks must be a complete projection matrix
polynomial. By recalling that the LAE ([Il) has a unique solution, it follows from [I7, Proposition 1] that

® is a contraction in the mixed matrix norm defined in (I8). O
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Then based on Lemma [0 we conclude that

A sup sup HP(SPT)(MPT @Iy, P(Sl)(Ml ® Im)P(SO)HM <1, (33)

Cpy €Cr - C1EC, Spy €S, S1E8,
where for each i € {1,---,p1}, C; is a sequence of stochastic matrices M(_1)r41, My from C,, and
for each j € {1,---,pa}, S; is a sequence of projection matrices P(S(J'—l)”ﬂ), oo ,PGin) from §,,. ]

C.2 Proof of the Theorem

Similarly to (IX), we have that Pe(t) = e(t). Then by (31]), we have the following
e(t+1) =PSOW®H) 01, - PEOIW(0) ® I,,,Pe(0). (34)

Let n be the least common multiplier of integers I;,7 € V. We define the following event for ¢ > 0 :

o(t) = {P(S(t)) . PBE=1) with each of the projection matrices PZ(S), se{l,--- ,l;} (35)
appearing at least once in the ith diagonal entry for each i € \7}.

2
For each i € V and s = 1,---,1;, define p; s = P(si(t) = s) = HHES) /I H;|/%. Since the sequences

N
{si(t)},i € V are mutually independent, by (B0 it is seen that P(p(t)) = [[ P(¢i(t)), where
i=1

oi(t) 2 {Pgsi(t)) - PESi(Hn_l)) with each of the projection matrices PZ(S), se{l,---,l;}

appearing at least once}.

Based on the above definition, we know that

P(pi(t)) =P (each element of {1,---,[;} appeares at least once in the sequence {s;(p) f;?_l)
l.
i ) n!
> On0) ] [ pis with On.1i) = sy,

s=1
where the above inequality follows from the fact that for each i € 'V, s;(t),t > 0 are independent variables.

N
Then by P(p(t)) = [] P(g;(t)), we conclude that there exits a positive constant p > 0 such that
=1

1=

P(p(t)) >p, Vt>0. (36)

For a given 0 < \ < 1, there exists a large integer x possibly depending on A such that for any ¢ > 0:
(22) holds for all A € FG((I)) and B € F77,.((I)). Suppose there are b edges in the p—persistent graph
Sp(p) denoted as {i1, 51}, -, {iy,jp}. Define r £ bk, and let 7 be the least common multiplier of n and

r. Define p £ N2 — 1, p; = p7/r and py = pr/n. From (23] it is seen that w(s) defined by (IJ) satisfies
the following

P({w(t),w(t + 1), w(t+ (o1 = )r)}) > (1= A7 1p, £ >0, (37)
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Note by the definition (35 that the events ¢(t), o(t +n),--- ,¢(t + (p2 — 1)n) are mutually independent.
Then by (36]), we obtain that for any t > 1 :

P({e(t), ot +n),-- ot + (p2 = Dn)}) =P(p(t))P(p(t +n)) - P(p(t + (p2 — n)) = 5. (38)
With (34)), we have that
e(t+pr) = PSP UIW(t 4 pr —1) @1, -- - PSOIW (1) @ I,,,Pe(2). (39)

Note that for each [ =1,--- , p1, the sequence of stochastic matrices W (t + (I —1)r), W(sp+ (I — 1)r +
1),- -+, W(t+1r — 1) have the union of their induced graphs (J;_y G(W (¢ + (I — 1)r +k)) being connected
conditioned on the events {w(t),w(t +r),--- ,w(t + (p1 — 1)r)}, since every edge of the connected Gp(p)
must appear at least once with the event w(sp + (I — 1)r). In other words, the sequence of stochastic
matrices W(sg + (I — 1)r),W(so + (I — 1)r + 1),--- ,W(sg + Ir — 1) belongs to C, as conditioned on
{wt),w(t +7),-- w(t+ (pr = )}

In addition, note by the definition (35) that for each [ = 1,--- | ps and ¢ € V, each of the projection
matrices PES),S € {1,---,l;} appears in the ith diagonal entry of PSE+=1n)) . pSEHn—1)) 4t least
once conditioned on the events {p(t), -+ ,@(t + (p2 — 1)n)}. In other words, the sequence of projection

matrices PStHU=1n)) ... pEEHn=1) helongs to 8, as conditioned on {¢(t),--- ,(t + (pa — 1)n)}.

With (B3], the following inequality holds conditioned on {w(t),w(t+7), -+ ,w(t+ (p1 — 1)), p(t), o(t+
n)s-- @t + (p2 = 1)n)}:

IPSEPT"IDIW(t + pr —1) @1y, - - PSOW () @ L,P||yy <0 < 1.
Hence, from (39)) it follows that for any ¢t > 0 :
P(lle(t + pr)|* < 9lle(®)|PHw(t), - sw(t+ (pr = D) o(t), - ot + (p2 = n)}) = 1.

Since the events {w(t),w(t + r), -+ ,w(t + (p1 — 1)r)} and {@(t),p(t + n), -+, ot + (p2 — 1)n)} are
independent, by ([B7) and (38]) we obtain that

P(lle(t + pn)I* < 9*[le(®)]?) = (1 — N~ 1pope, (40)

We define a sequence of events D(I) 2 {|le(t + p7)||?> < ¥?||e(t)||?} for any I > 0. Then from (@) it
follows that for any [ > 0,
P(D(1)) > (1 — X0~ 1p0p > 0.

Since the stochasticity in node states only come from the random graph process (G) and the ran-
domized projection selection {S®)};~q, the sequence of events D(I),I > 0 is also *—mixing. Note that
Yoo P(D(1)) = oo. This combined with Lemma [0 produces P (limsup;_,,, D(1)) = 1. Hence by the defi-
nition (28]), the probability that the event {|le(t + p7)||* < ¥?||e(t)||*} happens for infinitely many times
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is 1. Moreover, ||e(t + p7)|*> < ||e(t)||? holds for any ¢ by @), [PS®)|3 < 1, and [W(t)|» < 1. Therefore,

le(t)||? decreases to 0 with probability one, proving the theorem.

The proof for mean-squared convergence rate is similar to that of Theorem [l By (@0) and ||e(t+1)||* <

lle(®)||?, we have

E[lle((! + Dp7)|”] = E [lle(lon)I* Ije(rnpm) 12 <o?leor 23] + E [l€om) 3o 1)om2 502 letom))?]
< 9’E [[le(lpr)|’] P(D(1)) +E [le(lp)|*] (1 = P(D(1)))
=(1— (1= 0*)P(DD))E [[le(lpr)[*]
< (1= (1 =9*)(1 =225 E [|le(lpr)|?]

< (1= (1= )1 =2 ptp2) R [[le(0)7] £ cor' .

For any t > pr, it could be written as t = lp7 + ¢ with [, ¢ being positive integers. Then

t 1 1

E(lle(t)]|*] < Elle(lpr)|?] < covt = cov' i = co(wm ) 4w )t < colwim )T (vir ).

)

Thus, by the definition of e(t), we obtain the exponential convergence rate of the mean-squared error. [J

Appendix D  Proof of Theorem

D.1 Preliminary Lemmas

We introduce a result from [47, Lemma 3.1.1] about the convergence of a linear recursion corrupted by

noises, which will be used to establish the almost sure convergence and convergence rate of the iteration

@.

Lemma 10 Let {F(t)} and F be m x m-matrices. Suppose Assumption[d holds, F is a stable matriz, and
lim¢ oo F(t) = F. If the m-dimensional vector v(t) and {(t) satisfy Y ;2 a(t)v(t) < oo and limy—,o ¢(t) =

0. Then {u(t)} generated by the following recursion with arbitrary initial value u(0) tends to zero:
u(t +1) = u(t) + at)F(t)u(t) + a(t)(e() + ¢(1)).

Denote by L(t) the Laplacian matrix of the graph §(t), where [L(t)];; = —1 if {4, 5} € &(t), [L]u(t) =
IN;(t)], and [L];;(t) = 0, otherwise. Here and thereafter, | - | stands for the cardinality of a set. Define

zy = (Z{Hla . ,Z%HN)T e R™, Hy £ diag {HIHl, e ,H]—'\—,HN} e RmVxmN.
I'(t) 2 L,y — hL(t) ® L, — a(t)Hq,
®(t,t+1) 2 1,.~ and B (ty,t2) 2 T(t))...T(ty), Vit >ty > 0.

Define x(t) = (x¥(¢), -+ ,x%(¢))T. Then (@) can be rewritten in the following compact form:
x(t+1) = Ly — hL(t) @ Ly,)x(t) — a(t) (Hax(t) — zg) (41)
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t
=T(t)x(t) + a(t)zg = ®(£,0x(0) + > _ a(s)®(t,s + 1)z (42)
s=0
The following lemma shows that the iterate {x(t)} generated by the iteration (@) is almost surely
bounded.

Lemma 11 Suppose the considered random graph process (G) induces a connected p—persistent graph
Sp(p). Suppose rank(H) = m and Assumption [l holds. Let the iterate {x(t)} be generated by (), then

{x(t)} is bounded almost surely.

Proof. For a given 0 < X < 1, there exists a large enough integer x possibly depending on A such
that ([22) holds for any ¢ > 0, all A € F{((I)) and B € F77,.((I)). Suppose there are b edges in the
p—persistent graph Gp(p) denoted as {i1,j1}, -+, {ip, Jo}- Let w(sg) be defined by (I9)). Then by (24]), we
have that P(w(sg)) > (1 — X\)*~!p® for any so > 0. Then conditioned on the event w(sg), the union graph

Z’:OI G(so-+k) is connected and undireted, and the matrix 2 ZZ’:OI L(so+k), k* £ bk is a corresponding

Laplacian matrix. Hence by [19, Lemma 9] and rank(H) = m, we conclude that the matrix

bk—1
1
Fa(s0) £ = Y L(so+k) @1, + Hqg (43)
k=0
is positive definite. Since the value space of L(¢) has finite elements, there exists a constant py > 0 such

that for any s > 0, the smallest eigenvalue of Fq(sg) is greater than pyg.

Note that for each ¢ > 0 and any x € R™V :

min{h, a(t)}x7 (L(t) @ L, + Hq) x < xT (AL(t) ® L, + a(t)Hg)()x
< max{h, a(t)}x? (L(t) @ I, + Hq) x.

Recall by 0 < «(t) < h that min{h, a(t)} = «(t) and max{h, a(t)} = h. Thus, for each ¢t > 0, the smallest
eigenvalue of hL(t) ®I,, + a(t)Hgq is greater than or equal to a(t)Apin (L(t) ® I, + Hq), while the largest
eigenvalue is smaller than or equal to hApax (L(t) ® I, + Hg). Then the eigenvalues of I'(¢) can be sorted
in an ascending order as 1 — hdpax (L(1) @ L, + Hq) < -+ < 1 — a(t)A\min (L(¢) ® L, + Hq) . Thus, for
any t > 0 and small h > 0, the matrix I'(¢) is positive semidefinite with ||I'(¢)|| < 1. A sufficient selection

of his h € (O, %), which guarantees that I,y — hL(t) ® I, is a symmetric stochastic matrix.

Note by Assumption [ that

alt—1) 1 1
— L 1= -1 — = .
1=t (g~ ey = o)
We can recursively show that for any s =1,... k% :
a(t+k* +s) .
— 1= 2 .
alt + 2k%) Olalt +2k7))
Hence
alt + k* 4 5) — alt + 2k%) = O(a?(t + 2k*)). (44)
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Note by «a(t) < h and the definition of I'(¢) in (42]) that
I(t) < Lnn — (hL(t) ® Ly, + a(t)Hg) < Loy — ot) (L(t) © I, + Hg).

Since L(t) ® I, + Hq is positive semidefinite and «(t) is a decreasing sequence, by using (44]), we have
that for any t > 0:

Bt + 2"t +1) < Ly — ot +2k") (Lt + 2k") @ L, + Hy)) ...
Loy —a(t+ k" + 1) (Lt +k* +1) @ L, + Hq)) ®(t + k*, t + 1)

E*
= (ImN =Y alt+k +5) (Lt + k* + 5) @ L, + Ha) + o(a(t + 2/<:*))> ®(t+ k5t +1)
s=1

.
= (ImN —a(t+2k%) > (L(t + k" + 5) @ Ly, + Hd)> B(t+k* t+1) (45)
s=1

L*
- (Z (aft + k" +s) — a(t +2k)) (L(t + k* + ) @ L, + Hyg) + o(a(t + 2k*))> ®(t+ k" t+1)
s=1

E*
< (ImN —a(t +2k*) ) (Lt + k" + 5) @ Ly + Ha) + o(a(t + 2k*))> D(t+ k* t+1).
s=1

Then conditioned on w(sg + k*), by @3]) and Apin(Fa(so + k*)) > po, we obtain that for any sg > 0:

&

So + 2k* — 1’ SO)H

(
< (o(a(so 4 2k* = 1)) + [Ty — K au(s0 4+ 2k* — 1)Fa(so + k)| )[[®(s0 + k* — 1, 50) ||
(

< (o(a(so + 2k = 1)) + 1 — pok™a(so + 2k — 1)) | ®(so + k™ — 1, 50|

@ k*—1

= (oalso+ 26" = 1) +1— i > also +5)) [®(s0 + k* = 1,50)]]-
k=0

This combined with ||®(so 4 2k* — 1, 50)|| < 1 and P(w(so + k*)) > (1 — A)>~1p® (by 24))) implies that for

sufficiently large sg, there exists some positive constant cy such that

E[||®(so + 2k* — 1, 50)]]
k*—1

< (0(06(80 +2K = 1)) +1— (1= X)""p’uo Z a(so +k* ) E[[|®(so + k" —1,50)]l]

so+2k*—1

<exp|—co Y, a(k)|E[®(so+k —1,5)l],
k=so+k*

where the last inequality holds by 1 — 2 < exp(—z), Vo € (0,1). We can recursively show that for

sufficiently large sg and any positive integer p > 1 :

so+pk*—1
E[H<I>(30 + pk* — 1,30)H] <exp | —cp Z a(k)

k=sg
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For any t > s > sg, it could be written as t = slk* + ¢ with [,q being positive integers. Hence by
|@(t, )] < ||®(t, s+ Ik")|]|®(s+1k*—1,s)| < ||®(s+ k" —1,5)||, we have that

s+ik*—1
E[|2(t.5)]] < E[|@(s + 1k — 1.9)]] < exp (—co > a<k>>

k=s

< exp <CO Z a(kz)) exp (—CQ Za(k‘)) .
k=s+1k* k=s

Paying attention to that |[®(sp — 1,s)| < [[;2, Y1+ h|L@)| + a()|[Hq)|) and ||L(#)| < N, from the

above inequality, we have that for any ¢ > sy > s:

E[ll@( )] < [®(s0 — 1, s)[E[|®(t, 50)]]

t

<||®(so—Ls)llexp [co Y alk)]|exp | —co ) alk)

k=so+lk* k=sg

so—1 t so—1 t
< H (1+ AN + a(t)||Ha)||) exp | co Z a(k) + ¢ Z a(k) | exp <—co Z a(k:)) .
k=s k=s

t=s k=so+lk*

Therefore, we conclude that there exists some ¢; > 0 such that

t

E[|®(t,s)]|] < c1exp (—co Za(k)) , Vt>s2>0. (46)

k=s

Based on (42]), we obtain that

Ix(t + DI < 12 0)[}x(0) ] + Z )@, s + Dz,
s=0

Hence by taking unconditional expectations on both sides of the above inequality, there holds

Ellx( + D[] < E[[|@(, 0)[[]lxO)] +Z Efll@(, s + Dzl

(E8)
< crexp <—COZ ) Ix(0)|| + c1l|zm|| Zexp <—co Z ) (47)

k=s+1

Since «(t) is a decreasing sequence, there exits k; > 1 such that coa(s) < 1 for any s > k. Then
coa(s) < 2(coa(8) - cgoz(s)z/Q), Vs > k.

Now observe that for any z € (0,1), z — 22/2 < 1 — exp(—=z). Then we have the following inequalities:

3o (<o 3 ath) ot

k=s+1

i <coa —cia(s) /2) exp (—CO Z )
k=s+1

<2 (1 — exp(—cpa(s))) exp (—CO Z a(k:))

s=kj k=s+1
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t t t

o3 e (—a0 Y alh) —ew (-~ Y a®)] <2

s=k1 k=s+1 k=s

This incorporating with ([@7) and «(s) > 0 produces

ki—1
Elllx( + DI < erlx(0)] + e1llzx|] < + Z af > = ca. (48)
Therefore, we conclude that the sequence {z(t)} is almost surely bounded. O

Next, we give a lemma to characterize the convergence properties of the consensus error.

Lemma 12 Suppose the considered random graph process (G) induces a connected p—persistent graph
Gp(p). Suppose rank(H) = m, and Assumption[d holds. Let the iterate {x(t)} be generated by the iteration
@). Define x(t) = Zf\il x;(t)/N. Then for each i €V :

[e.e]
Za )IX(t) — xi(t)]] < o0, a.s.

t=0
Proof. Define

1n1%

nt) = (D eL,)x(t) with D £ Iy — (49)

Then by multiplying both sides of (&) from the left with D ® I,,, using D? = D and DL(t) = L(¢)D, we
obtain that

n(t+1) =Dy — hL(t)) @ L,n(t) + a(t)D @ L, (zg — Hax(t)) .

Define H(t) £ Iy — hL(t). Then based on the above recursion, we obtain that

t t
n(t+1) H DH(k) ® Lyn(0) + Y _a(t—k) [ DH@)D @1, (25 — Hax(t — k). (50)
k=0 p=t—k+1

Note by the definition of L(t) that [H(t)];; = h if {4, 5} € E(t), [H(t)]is = 1 — h|N;(t)|, and [H(t)];; = 0,
otherwise. Suppose h < 1/N, then [H(t)];; > 1—h(N—1). Thus, H(#) is a symmetric and stochastic matrix.
By the definition of w(sg) in (I9), we see that Ub” 1 G(s9+ k) is connected and [H(so+ (p— 1)/-@)]ipjp =h
for each p = 1,--- ,b. Then conditioned on the event w(sg), [HZ’;OIH(SO + k:)L.pjp > h(1—h(N—1)"1
for each p = 1,---,b. Hence the graph derived from the matrix Hb’f”*lH(so + k) is connected, and

||HZ’:01H(50 + k) — lNlN | < 1. Denote Cp,k* = bk as the set of all sequences of symmetric stochas-

tic matrices My, - - - , M+ with Uk:l G(My,) being connected. Define

A 1n1}
0o = sup |[Mp=Mp«_y---M; — ;
Seek* N
where § is a sequence of symmetric stochastic matrices Mpgx, -+ ,Mj from Cg«. Then 6y < 1. Hence

HHZZ)IH(SO + k) — lNlN || < 6p conditioned on the event w(sy).
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[l DH®E) = | [] H(so+ 5" +k) -

k=so k=0 k=so

Note that
SO+2]€*71 k*—1 1 1T So+k —1
( il ) [[ pH(k
This combined with || HZ"iiik—f DH(k)|| < 1 and P(w(so + k%)) > (1 — X)*~!p® implies that

so+2k*—1 sot+k*—1
E( kllo DH (k H <1—1—90)( )\)blb) ‘ 1:!0 DH (k H

=V

We can recursively show that for any positive integer p > 1:

so+pl—1
H [] DH(* H <P,

_so

For any given t > s, it could be written as ¢t — s = k™ + ¢ for some [, q with [ > 0 and ¢ < k*. Therefore

t s+lk*—1 t s+lk*—1
T | <= [H Il Dﬁwuu I oncs| <] 'TI omo)
k=s k=s k=s+1k* k=s
PUms=a)/k* < = (b =D)/k* ) (=) [k & oo tmst] (51)

<v
for some constant ¢z > 0 and v; € (0,1). By taking two norms of (B0), we obtain that
t

H DH(k

k=0
By taking unconditional expectation on both sides of the above inequality, using [@8]) and (&I, we have

)|[ lIn(0 H+Z (¢t = k) (lza || + IHalllIx¢ = k)I) ] IDHE)|.

[n(t+ 1) <
p=t—k+1

Elln(t + D] < cari ™ nO)] + e (|2 ]| + e2|Hal) Y alt -

k=0
Therefore,
o] o) t—1
a(®)E[[n(@)]] < eslln(0)]] Z i+ es (2| +c2[Hal) Y- a(t) Y alt =1 =Ky (52)
=0 t=0 k=0
Since a(t) < a(t — 1 — k), we have that for any positive integer 7" :
K t—1 K t—1
da®)d at-1-kpf <> Y alt—1-k)*f
t=0 k=0 =0 k=0
K t—1 K-1 K—s K-1 1
=3 > al@ T = Y al)? Yo < Y als)
t=0 s=0 s=0 P —o -1
This combined with the assumption Y 22, a(s)? < oo produces
o) t—1
alt) Y alt—1—=Fk) < oo (53)

Since {a(t)} is a decreasing sequence, we have

a(t)vt < a(0) ny =

(54)

o0

if
o
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Then by combining (52)), (53)), and (54]), we obtain that

[e o]

a(®)E[[[n@)]] < oo

t=0
This implies that

o
Za Nn@)|| < oo, a.s. .

t=0

Hence the lemma follows by the definition (49]) that ||n(t)| = \/Ziil l|lx:(t) — % (1) O

D.2 Proof of the Theorem
From (), %(t) = 1§ ® L,x(t)/N, and 15 L(¢) = 0% it follows that

N
%(t+1) = %(t) — MALL(t) ® Lyx(t)/N — a(t) > H] (Hix;(t) — z;) /N
=1

_ r STy ) - ST s
ZH H;x ZH z; N > HTH, (xi(t) — X(t)).
=1

Then by recalling that x} = (HTH)"'H”z, we obtain that
= * = * a(t) al T = * Oé(t) al T =
R0 +1) —xis = %(0) ~xis = DR (R0 xas') S S HIH () - X0
1= 1=

Define u(t) £ x(t) — xjq, F £ — = SN HTH;, and e(t) 2 —+ N HTH, (x;(t) — %(t)). Then

u(t+ 1) = u(t) + a(t)Fu(t) + a(t)e(t). (55)

By rank(H) = m it is seen that Zf\il H!H; = HTH is positive definite. Hence F is a stable matrix. In
addition, by setting F(¢) = F and {(¢) = 0, we obtain from Lemma [I2] that

3 a(t)e(t) < oo.
t=0

Therefore, by using Lemma [I0l we conclude that lim u(¢) = 0. Thus, tlim X(t) = x{g, which together with
—00 —00
x;(t) — X(t) — 0 implies (I0)).

Specially, by «a(t) = 1;; o with d; € (0,0.5], Assumption [I] holds. Therefore, the results of Lemma
t+1)2
I Lemma [I2] and Theorem [ hold. Similarly to (52]), we can show that
o
a(t)(t + 1)?E[[n()]] < e3|n(0)]] Z )(t+ 1)
t=0
00 t—1
+cs ([lzull + c2l Hal) > a()(t +1)2 ) alt —1— k)vf. (56)
t=0 k=0
Since a(t) = ()%Hl with 61 € (0,1/2], by d2 € (0,201) we have dy — (1/2+4 61) < 0 and
t4+1)2
o o
)2=d1-1/2,1
;a( )(t+1)° Zot+1 201- <Zy 1_V1 (57)
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In addition, note by dy — (1/2 + 61) < 0 and that for any positive integer K > 1 :

K -1 K t—1
A+ 1* Y alt 1Bk = (0 )2 Y
t=0 k=0 t=0 k=0
K t-1 K-1 K—s | K-l
< Z (t— k)220 1uf < Z 0272011 Z it < Z §027201=1 e,
t=0 k=0 s=0 t=0 i,
Hence
00 t—1
Za t+1622a(t—1—k)uf<oo.
t=0 k=0

This combined with (B6) and (57) produces 352, a(t)(t + 1)2E[||n(t)]]] < oo, which implies that

oo
Za )(t+1)%2|nt)]| < oo, a.s. . (58)
t=0

By recalling that [|n(t)| = \/ SN Ixi(t) — %(8)]2 and e(t) = —% SO HIH; (x,(t) — %(t)), we conclude
from (58) that

oo
Za t)(t +1)%2e(t) < 00, a.s. . (59)
=0

By multiplying both sides of (B5) with (¢ 4 2)%, using the definitions of u(t), F, v(t), we obtain that

(t+2)%2u(t + 1) = (1 + t%)é <(Im +a(®)F) (t + 1)®u(t) + a(t)(t + 1)526@)) .

02
Define z(t) £ (t+1)%u(t). Then by noting that (H—t_%l) =1+ 521+O(1/(t+1) ) and «(t) = (t+1)+/2+51’

(BE) can be rewritten as

2(t + 1) = ( ((t+ 1)*2)) (z(t) + a(O)Fz(t) + at)(t + 1)526@))
5 1
= 2(t) + a(t) (F + mlm + O<W)Im>lz(t)

£F(t)
+a(t)(t +1)e() +a(t) (5 12 S O((E+ 1)) (E+ 1) e (t).

=¢(t)

From (59) and > ;°, a(t) = oo it is easily seen that (¢t + 1)%2¢(t) = o(1). Hence lim;—o0 (t) = 0. Since
Assumption [Tl holds and lim;_,, F () = F with F being a stable matrix, we obtain from (59) and Lemma
10 that lim; o z(t) = 0. Then the result follows by the definition of z(t). O

References

[1] P.Yi, J. Lei, Y. Hong, J. Chen, and G. Shi “Projection consensus for solving linear equations over

random networks,” the 59th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, in press, 2020.

31



2]

[10]

[11]

[13]

[14]

[15]

S. Boyd, A. Ghosh, B. Prabhakar, and D. Shah, “Randomized gossip algorithms,” IEEFE Transactions
on Information Theory, vol. 52, no. 6, pp. 2508-2530, 2006.

S. Kar and J. M. Moura, “Distributed consensus algorithms in sensor networks with imperfect com-
munication: Link failures and channel noise,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 57, no. 1,

pp. 355-369, 2008.

K. Jung, D. Shah, and J. Shin, “Distributed averaging via lifted markov chains,” IFEE Transactions
on Information Theory, vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 634—647, 2010.

A. Nedic and A. Ozdaglar, “Distributed subgradient methods for multi-agent optimization,” IEEFE
Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 54, no. 1, pp. 48-61, 20009.

P. Bianchi, G. Fort, and W. Hachem, “Performance of a distributed stochastic approximation algo-

rithm,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 59, no. 11, pp. 7405-7418, 2013.

A. Razavi, W. Zhang, and Z. Luo, “Distributed optimization in an energy-constrained network:
Analog versus digital communication schemes,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 59,

no. 3, pp. 1803-1817, 2013.

V. Matta and A. H. Sayed, “Consistent tomography under partial observations over adaptive net-

works,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 65, no. 1, pp. 622—646, 2019.

J. Chen and A. H. Sayed, “On the learning behavior of adaptive networks Part I: Transient analysis,”
IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 61, no. 6, pp. 3487-3517, 2015.

S. Kar and J. M. F. Moura, “Asymptotically efficient distributed estimation with exponential family
statistics,” IFEFE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 8, pp. 48114831, 2014.

W. U. Bajwa, J. D. Haupt, A. M. Sayeed, and R. D. Nowak, “Joint source-channel communication
for distributed estimation in sensor networks,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 53,

no. 10, pp. 3629-3653, 2007.

D. Li, S. Kar, J. M. F. Moura, H. V. Poor, and S. Cui, “Distributed Kalman filtering over massive
data sets: Analysis through large deviations of random riccati equations,” IEEE Transactions on

Information Theory, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1351-1372, 2015.
C. D. Meyer, Matriz analysis and applied linear algebra. Siam, 2000, vol. 71.

T. Strohmer and R. Vershynin, “A randomized kaczmarz algorithm with exponential convergence,”

Journal of Fourier Analysis and Applications, vol. 15, no. 2, p. 262, 2009.

A. Zouzias and N. M. Freris, “Randomized extended kaczmarz for solving least squares,” SIAM

Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, vol. 34, no. 2, pp. 773-793, 2013.

32



[16]

22]

[24]

J. Wang and N. Elia, “Solving systems of linear equations by distributed convex optimization in the

presence of stochastic uncertainty,” IFAC Proceedings Volumes, vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 1210-1215, 2014.

S. Mou, J. Liu, and A. S. Morse, “A distributed algorithm for solving a linear algebraic equation,”
IEEFE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 60, no. 11, pp. 2863—-2878, 2015.

B. D. Anderson, S. Mou, A. S. Morse, and U. Helmke, “Decentralized gradient algorithm for solution
of a linear equation,” Numerical Algebra, Control & Optimization, vol. 6, no. 3, p. 319, 2016.

G. Shi, B. D. Anderson, and U. Helmke, “Network flows that solve linear equations,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Automatic Control, vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 2659-2674, 2016.

J. Wang and N. Elia, “Distributed solution of linear equations over unreliable networks,” in 2016

American Control Conference (ACC). IEEE, 2016, pp. 6471-6476.

J. Lu and C. Y. Tang, “A distributed algorithm for solving positive definite linear equations over
networks with membership dynamics,” IFEE Transactions on Control of Network Systems, vol. 5,

no. 1, pp. 215227, 2018.

M. Cao, A. S. Morse, and B. D. Anderson, “Reaching a consensus in a dynamically changing en-
vironment: A graphical approach,” SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, vol. 47, no. 2, pp.
575-600, 2008.

S. S. Vempala, R. Wang, and D. P. Woodruff, “The communication complexity of optimization,” in
SODA ’20: Proceedings of the Thirty-First Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms,
pp. 1733-1752, 2020.

G. Kamath, P. Ramanan, and W.-Z. Song, “Distributed randomized kaczmarz and applications to
seismic imaging in sensor network,” in 2015 International Conference on Distributed Computing in

Sensor Systems. IEEE, 2015, pp. 169-178.

G. T. Herman, Fundamentals of Computerized Tomography: Image Reconstruction from Projections.

Springer Science & Business Media, 20009.

J. Liu, A. S. Morse, A. Nedié¢, and T. Bagar, “Exponential convergence of a distributed algorithm for
solving linear algebraic equations,” Automatica, vol. 83, pp. 37—46, 2017.

S. S. Alaviani and N. Elia, “A distributed algorithm for solving linear algebraic equations over random

networks,” in 2018 IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), Dec 2018, pp. 83-88.

J. Lei, P. Yi, G. Shi, and B. D. Anderson, “Distributed algorithms with finite data rates that solve
linear equations,” SIAM Journal on Optimization, 30(2), pp. 1191-1222, 2020.

I. Lobel and A. Ozdaglar, “Distributed subgradient methods for convex optimization over random

networks,” IFEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 1291-1306, 2010.

33



[30]

[31]

[32]

33]

[34]

[39]

[42]

J. C. Duchi, A. Agarwal, and M. J. Wainwright, “Dual averaging for distributed optimization: Con-
vergence analysis and network scaling,” IEEFE Transactions on Automatic control, vol. 57, no. 3, pp.

592-606, 2011.

J. Xu, S. Zhu, Y. C. Soh, and L. Xie, “A Bregman splitting scheme for distributed optimization over
networks,” IEEFE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 3809-3824, 2018.

K. Scaman, F. Bach, S. Bubeck, Y. Lee, and L. Massoulié, “Optimal convergence rates for convex

distributed optimization in networks,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 20, pp. 1-31, 2019.

T. Yang, J. George, J. Qin, X. Yi, and J. Wu, “Distributed least squares solver for network linear
equations,” Automatica, vol. 113, p. 108798, 2020.

P. Wang, S. Mou, J. Lian, and W. Ren, “Solving a system of linear equations: From centralized to

distributed algorithms,” Annual Reviews in Control, 2019.

A. Nedic, A. Ozdaglar, and P. A. Parrilo, “Constrained consensus and optimization in multi-agent

networks,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 55, no. 4, pp. 922-938, 2010.

A. Tahbaz-Salehi and A. Jadbabaie, “A necessary and sufficient condition for consensus over random

networks,” IEEFE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 53, no. 3, pp. 791-795, 2008.

F. Fagnani and S. Zampieri, “Randomized consensus algorithms over large scale networks,” IEFE

Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 26, no. 4, pp. 634-649, 2008.

I. Matei, J. S. Baras, and C. Somarakis, “Convergence results for the linear consensus problem under
markovian random graphs,” SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, vol. 51, no. 2, pp. 1574—
1591, 2013.

G. Shi, B. D. Anderson, and K. H. Johansson, “Consensus over random graph processes: Network
borel-cantelli lemmas for almost sure convergence,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory,

vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 5690-5707, 2015.

M. C. Vuran, O. B. Akan, and I. F. Akyildiz, “Spatio-temporal correlation: theory and applications
for wireless sensor networks,” Computer Networks, vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 245-259, 2004.

U. Schilcher, C. Bettstetter, and G. Brandner, “Temporal correlation of interference in wireless net-
works with rayleigh block fading,” IEEE Transactions on Mobile Computing, vol. 11, no. 12, pp.
2109-2120, 2011.

M. Franceschetti and R. Meester, Random Networks for Communication. Cambridge University

Press, 2007.

34



[43]

[44]

[45]

M. Haenggi, J. G. Andrews, F. Baccelli, O. Dousse, and M. Franceschetti, “Stochastic geometry and
random graphs for the analysis and design of wireless networks,” IFEFE journal on selected areas in

communications, vol. 27, no. 7, pp. 1029-1046, 2009.

J. Blum, D. L. Hanson, and L. H. Koopmans, On the strong law of large numbers for a class of

stochastic processes. Sandia Corporation, 1963.

G. Kamath, P. Ramanan, and W. Song, “Distributed randomized Kaczmarz and applications to
seismic imaging in sensor network,” in 2015 International Conference on Distributed Computing in

Sensor Systems, June 2015, pp. 169-178.

C. Hegde, F. Keinert, and E. Weber, “A Kaczmarz algorithm for solving tree based distributed
systems of equations,” ArXiv, 04 2019.

H.-F. Chen, Stochastic approzimation and its applications. Springer Science & Business Media, 2006,
vol. 64.

35



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Motivation
	1.2 Problem Definition
	1.3 Main Results
	1.4 Related Work
	1.5 Paper Organization

	2 Projection Consensus Algorithm for Exact Solutions
	2.1 Projection Consensus Algorithm
	2.2 Main Convergence Result
	2.3 Independent Random Networks: Explicit Convergence Rate
	2.4 Exact Solutions with Randomized Projection

	3 Distributed Gradient Descent for Least-square Solutions
	3.1 The Algorithm
	3.2 Main Result

	4 Conclusions
	A Proof of Theorem 1
	B Proof of Proposition 1
	C  Proof of Theorem 2
	D  Proof of Theorem 3

