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Abstract

This paper addresses distributed parameter estimation in stochastic dynamic systems with quantized measurements, con-
strained by quantized communication and Markovian switching directed topologies. To enable accurate recovery of the orig-
inal signal from quantized communication signal, a persistent excitation-compliant linear compression encoding method is
introduced. Leveraging this encoding, this paper proposes an estimation-fusion type quantized distributed identification al-
gorithm under a stochastic approximation framework. The algorithm operates in two phases: first, it estimates neighboring
estimates using quantized communication information, then it creates a fusion estimate by combining these estimates through
a consensus-based distributed stochastic approximation approach. To tackle the difficulty caused by the coupling between these
two estimates, two combined Lyapunov functions are constructed to analyze the convergence performance. Specifically, the
mean-square convergence of the estimates is established under a conditional expectation-type cooperative excitation condition
and the union topology containing a spanning tree. Besides, the convergence rate is derived to match the step size’s order
under suitable step-size coefficients. Furthermore, the impact of communication uncertainties including stochastic communi-
cation noise and Markov-switching rate is analyzed on the convergence rate. A numerical example illustrates the theoretical
findings and highlights the joint effect of sensors under quantized communication.

Key words: Distributed estimation, quantized measurements, quantized communication, Markovian switching topologies,
stochastic approximation

1 Introduction

1.1 Background and Motivations

Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) are extensively used
in fields such as environmental monitoring, intelligent
transportation, and smart agriculture due to their easy
deployment, flexibility, low power consumption, high ac-
curacy, and reliability (Akyildiz et al., 2002; Ge et al.,
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2020; Rawat et al., 2014; Taj and Cavallaro, 2011). Dis-
tributed parameter estimation over sensor networks is
a critical theoretical issue in WSNs research and has
garnered significant academic attention (Bianchi et al.,
2013; Dimakis et al., 2010; Mateos and Giannakis, 2012).
Various effective distributed estimation algorithms have
been developed, including distributed stochastic approx-
imation algorithms (Lei and Chen, 2020; Zhang and
Zhang, 2012), distributed stochastic gradient algorithms
(Gan and Liu, 2024; Swenson et al., 2020), and dis-
tributed least squares algorithms (Takahashi et al., 2010;
Xie et al., 2021). These distributed approaches only rely
on partial information and local data exchange due to
collaboration constraints caused by the sensing and com-
munication limitations of individual sensors. However,
it is important to note that these algorithms generally
assume both accurate communication and precise mea-
surements.
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Actually, WSNs consists of numerous spatially dis-
tributed sensor nodes, each powered by batteries and
equipped with sensing, communication, and computa-
tional capabilities. Consequently, WSNs face significant
energy and communication constraints due to limited
battery life in addition to the inherent collaboration
limitations (Akyildiz et al., 2002; Rawat et al., 2014).
Key constraints include:

• Energy constraints (Han et al., 2023a,b): Limited
sensing and measurement ranges, restricted process-
ing capabilities, small memory, and more.

• Communication constraints (Ge et al., 2020): Short
communication bandwidth, time-varying network
topology, network link failures, and more.

It is well-known that both data transmission and mea-
surement consume more energy than local data pro-
cessing, with communication being the most energy-
intensive of the three (Pottie and Kaiser, 2000). There-
fore, reducing the bandwidth required for data transmis-
sion and the precision of measurement data can signifi-
cantly extend battery life. Consequently, designing dis-
tributed adaptive estimation algorithms that can coop-
eratively estimate unknown parameters based on quan-
tized transmitted data and quantized measurement data
has become an increasingly important research focus.

1.2 Related literature

Quantized data refers to data where only the set it be-
longs to is known, without precise knowledge of exact
values, i.e., data with finite precision or bits (Wang et al.,
2003). The existing works on distributed estimation with
quantized data generally falls into two categories:

Distributed estimation with quantized measure-
ments: Here, each sensor has quantized measurements
but can communicate accurately with its neighbors
(Ding et al., 2017; Fu et al., 2022; Han et al., 2023a,b;
Wang and Zhang, 2019; Wang et al., 2021). For example,
Fu et al. (2022) investigated distributed estimation with
binary-valued measurements in time-varying networks,
proposing a distributed stochastic approximation algo-
rithm with extended truncation and proving its almost
sure convergence under strictly stationary signals. Be-
sides, Wang et al. (2021) developed a Quasi-Newton
type projection algorithm with a time-varying projec-
tion operator and a diffusion strategy under binary
measurements and an undirected, connected topology,
achieving almost sure convergence without relying on
signal periodicity, independence, or stationarity.

Distributed estimation with quantized commu-
nication: In this approach, sensors have accurate mea-
surements but can only communicate with neighbors
through quantized channels (Kar et al., 2012; Li et al.,
2023; Zhu et al., 2018, 2017, 2015). For instance, Kar
et al. (2012) proposed a consensus+innovations dis-
tributed algorithm based on stochastic approximation

idea and probabilistic quantizer-based communication,
showing almost sure convergence in undirected and con-
nected topologies. Additionally, Zhu et al. (2015) and
Zhu et al. (2018) introduced running average distributed
estimation algorithms within the consensus+innovation
framework, using probabilistic quantized communica-
tion with only one measurement per sensor.

While these approaches are insightful, the first class ad-
dresses quantized measurement alone, without consid-
ering the complexity and energy demands of quantized
communication. The second class, meanwhile, overlooks
the irreversible loss of information caused by quantized
measurements. Furthermore, both approaches fail to ac-
count for the effects of unreliable communication net-
works, such as time-varying topologies and stochastic
communication noise. The goal of this paper, therefore,
is to develop a distributed estimation algorithm that
integrates both quantized measurements and quantized
communication under Markov-switching topologies and
stochastic communication noise, thereby reducing com-
munication bandwidth and measurement precision re-
quirements to extend sensor battery life substantially.

1.3 Main contribution

This paper investigates the distributed parameter esti-
mation problem with both quantized measurements and
quantized communication in the presence of Markov-
switching directed topologies and stochastic communi-
cation noise. The primary contributions of this study, in
contrast to previous work, are as follows:

• Problem aspect: This work is the first to address
distributed parameter estimation with both quantized
measurements and quantized communication, while
also accounting for communication uncertainties such
as Markov-switching topologies and stochastic com-
munication noise (Ding et al., 2017; Fu et al., 2022;
Kar et al., 2012; Li et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2021;
Zhu et al., 2018, 2015). Additionally, it achieves one-
bit communication through a linear compression en-
coding method, significantly reducing communication
costs compared to prior methods (Kar et al., 2012; Li
et al., 2023; Zhu et al., 2018, 2015).

• Algorithm aspect: An estimation-fusion type quan-
tized distributed identification (EFTQDI) algorithm
is proposed to handle quantized measurements and
quantized communication. To counteract the informa-
tion reduction and nonlinearity from quantized com-
munication, the estimate of neighboring estimate is
designed using a stochastic approximation approach.
Notably, a linear communication encoding method
satisfying persistent excitation condition (Wang et al.,
2022) is developed, ensuring that the original infor-
mation can be reconstructed from one-bit transmitted
data. Then, the algorithm creates a fusion estimate by
using stochastic approximation idea through a com-
bination of these estimates and a consensus strategy.
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• Result aspect: By constructing two Lyapunov func-
tions to analyse the coupling relationship of two esti-
mates, this paper establishes the mean-square conver-
gence of both the fusion estimate and the estimate of
neighboring estimate under a conditional expectation-
type cooperative excitation condition, which is more
general than typical cooperative excitation conditions
(Fu et al., 2022; Kar et al., 2012; Zhang and Zhang,
2012). Additionally, themean-square convergence rate
of the EFTQDI algorithm is shown to match the order
of the step size. This work further analyzes the im-
pact of communication uncertainties, such as stochas-
tic communication noise and Markov-switching rates,
on the convergence rate.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 introduces graph preliminaries and problem for-
mulation. Section 3 presents the proposed algorithm,
while Section 4 demonstrates its convergence properties.
Proofs of the main results are provided in Section 5.
Section 6 includes a numerical example to illustrate the
main findings, and Section 7 concludes the paper and
discusses potential future work.

Notations. This paper uses x = [x1, . . . , xn]
T ∈ Rn

and A ∈ Rm×n to denote n-dimensional vector and
m × n-dimensional real matrix respectively. Moreover,

we denote ∥x∥ =
∑n
i=1 x

2
i and ∥A∥ =

(
λmax(A

TA)
) 1

2 as
the Euclidean norm of vector and matrix respectively,
where the notation T denotes the transpose operator
and λmax(·) denotes the largest eigenvalue of the matrix.
Correspondingly, we use λmin(·) to denote the smallest
eigenvalue of the matrix. The function I{·} denotes the
indicator function, whose value is 1 if its argument is
true, and 0, otherwise. Let A and B be two symmetric
matrices, then A ≥ B means that A − B is a positive
semi-definite matrix. The Kronecker product of two ma-
trices A = {aij} ∈ Rm×n and B ∈ Rp×q is defined as

A⊗B =


a11B · · · a1nB
...

. . .
...

am1B · · · amnB

 ∈ Rmp×nq.

2 Problem formulation

2.1 Graph Preliminaries

In order to describe the relationship between sen-
sor nodes, a sequence of time-varying digraphs Gk =
(V, Ek,Ak) are introduced here, where V = {1, 2, . . . ,m}
is the set of nodes, and the node i ∈ V represent the sen-
sor node i. Ek ⊆ V×V is the edge set which is used to de-
scribe the communication between agents at time k, and
a directed edge (i, j) ∈ Ek if and only if there is a commu-
nication link from i to j at time k.Ak = {aij,k} ∈ Rm×m

is the adjacency matrix of Gk. The elements of the ma-
trix Ak satisfy: 0 < aij,k < 1 if and only if (j, i) ∈ Ek,
otherwise aij,k = 0. The set of the neighbors of agent i at
time k is denoted as Ni,k = {j ∈ V|(j, i) ∈ Ek} and each
agent can only exchange information with its neigh-
bors. The Laplacian matrix of Gk is defined as Lk =
diag{

∑m
j=1 a1j,k,

∑m
j=1 a2j,k, . . . ,

∑m
j=1 amj,k} − Ak.

The dynamic changes of the communication topology di-
graph Gk is described with a Markovian chain {mk, k =
1, 2, . . .} with a finite state space S = {1, 2, . . . , s} and
transition probability puv = P (mk+1 = v | mk = u).
Then the corresponding communication topology di-
graph set is {G(1), . . . ,G(s)}, where G(u) = (V, E(u),A(u))

is a digraph, E(u), A(u) = {a(u)ij } and L(u) are the
corresponding edge set, adjacency matrix and Lapla-
cian matrix for u ∈ S. We say mk = u if and only if
Gk = G(u). The union topology of G(1), . . . ,G(s) is de-
noted by GC = (V, EC ,AC), where EC =

⋃s
u=1 E(u) and

AC =
{
aCij
}
. A directed tree is a digraph, where each

node except the root has exactly one parent node. A
spanning tree of GC is a directed tree whose node set
is V and whose edge set is a subset of EC . Besides, GC
is called a balanced digraph if

∑m
j=1 a

C
ij =

∑m
j=1 a

C
ji

for all i ∈ V. GC is called an undirected graph, if AC is
symmetric. The mirror graph ĜC of the digraph GC is
an undirected graph, denoted by ĜC = (V, ÊC , ÂC) with

ÂC = {âCij}, âCij = âCji = (aCij + aCji)/2.

Remark 2.1 The switching topology described by the
above Markovian chain can effectively model link fail-
ures or losses between the channels of a WSN (Zhang
and Zhang, 2012). Actually, the number of failure-prone
links mf is finite with mf ≤ m(m − 1). It implies that
the total possible configurations of the WSN with link
failures is also finite, with an upper bound of 2mf . We
use the Markovian chain mk to represent these link fail-
ures at time k, where mk is an mf -dimensional vector
with each component taking a value of 0 or 1 to indi-
cate whether a link is absent or present. In this case, the
state space of the Markovian chain mk is finite and de-
noted by S. The corresponding topology are represented
by {G(1), . . . ,G(s)}, meaning that the Markov-switching
topology can describes various link failure scenarios of
WSNs. In addition, the Markovian chain model can also
capture the uncertain aspects of packet loss in digital com-
munications (Huang et al., 2010).

2.2 System Description

Consider a multi-agent network consisting of m sensors,
the dynamic of the ith (i = 1, . . . ,m) sensor at k-th
times is a linear stochastic model with quantized mea-
surements as follows:{

yk,i = ϕTk,iθ + dk,i,

sk,i = I{yk,i≤Ci},
(1)
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where ϕk,i ∈ Rn is an n-dimensional regressor, dk,i is a
stochastic noise and θ ∈ Rn is an unknown parameter
vector to be estimated. And yk,i is a scalar measurement
of sensor i, which cannot be exactly measured. What
can be measured is only the quantized information sk,i,
where Ci is the fixed threshold of the binary sensor i.

The information communication between two adjacent
sensors is as follows: at the sender side of the communi-
cation channel (j, i) ∈ Ek, the sensor j sends its estimate
θk,j to the sensor i. Due to the uncertainties of communi-
cation channels, at the receiver side of the channel (j, i),
the sensor i receives the encoding value of an estimate
of θk−1,j as {

yk,ij = Q(θk−1,j) + ωk,ij ,

zk,ij = I{yk,ij≤Cij},
(2)

whereQ(·) : Rn → R is a compression encoding function
to be designed, which could transform the vector to the
scalar; ωk,ij is the stochastic additive communication
noise, which can be used to model the thermal noise
and channel fading (Li and Zhang, 2010); zk,ij is the
one-bit quantized data that the sensor i collects from
its neighbor j, where Cij is the fixed threshold of the
channel (j, i).

2.3 Assumptions

In order to proceed our analysis, we introduce some as-
sumptions concerning the topologies, regressors, priori
information of the unknown parameter and noises. De-
fine the σ-algebra Fk = {θ0,i,ml, dl,i, ϕl+1,i, ωl,ij for i ∈
V and j ∈ Ni,l, 0 ≤ l ≤ k}.

Assumption 1 The digraph G(u) is balanced for 1 ≤
u ≤ s and their union topology GC contains a spanning
tree. Besides, the Markov chain mk is homogeneous and
ergodic with a station distribution πu = limk→∞ P(mk =
u) for all u ∈ S, where

∑s
u=1 πu = 1.

Remark 2.2 Define pvu = P(mk+1 = v | mk = u),
qij,k = P((i, j) ∈ Ek) and Pu,k = P(Gk = G(u)). Then, it
can be got Pu,k+1 =

∑s
v=1 Pv,kpvu. Define Gij = {u ∈

S|(i, j) ∈ E(u)}. Then, we can get qij,k =
∑
u∈Gij Pu,k

for any k ≥ 1. From Theorem 1.2 on Seneta (2006), there
exists λq ∈ (0, 1) such that qij,k =

∑
u∈Gij πu + O(λkq ).

Moreover, if Assumption 1 hold, then it can be seen

π ≜ min
(i,j)∈EC

∑
u∈Gij

πu > 0. (3)

Assumption 2 (Conditional expectation type co-
operative excitation condition) The regressor {ϕk,i,
i = 1, . . . ,m} satisfy ∥ϕk,i∥ ≤ ϕ̄ < ∞ and there exists a
positive integer h and a positive number δϕ such that

1

mh
E
[ m∑
i=1

k+h−1∑
l=k

ϕl,iϕ
T
l,i

∣∣∣∣Fk−1

]
≥ δ2ϕIn,∀k ≥ 1.

Remark 2.3 Assumption 2 is the conditional expec-
tation type cooperative excitation condition, which is
more general than cooperative excitation condition (i.e.,
E[
∑m
i=1 ϕk,iϕ

T
k,i] > 0) in Fu et al. (2022); Kar et al.

(2012); Lei and Chen (2020). Moreover, it includes the
periodical full-rank condition (Wang et al., 2018, 2003;
Zhao et al., 2023) and the deterministic persistent ex-
citation condition (Guo and Zhao, 2013; Wang et al.,
2022) in the existing quantized identification work.

Assumption 3 There is a known bounded convex com-
pact set Ω ⊂ Rn such that the unknown parameter θ ∈ Ω.
And denote θ̄ = supη∈Ω ∥η∥.

Assumption 4 For the observation noise sequence
{dk,i}, its conditional probability distribution function
given Fk−1 is denoted by Fk,i(·). Besides, the communi-
cation noise ωk,ij is mutually independent with respect
to i and j, and the conditional probability distribution
function of ωk,ij given Fk−1 is denoted by Gk,ij(·).

Remark 2.4 The prior information condition on the
unknown parameter (i.e., Assumption 3) is a common
assumption of quantized identification studies (Guo and
Zhao, 2013; Wang et al., 2021, 2022; Zhang et al., 2021,
2022), primarily used to ensure the boundedness of the
estimate. In contrast to previous works (Fu et al., 2022;
Guo and Zhao, 2013; Kar et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2021,
2022; You, 2015), Assumption 4 no longer requires the
noise to be independently and identically distributed.

The goal of this paper is to develop a distributed estima-
tion algorithm and a suitable quantized communication
mechanism to estimate the unknown parameter based
on quantized measurement and quantized communica-
tion under Markov-switching digraphs.

3 Algorithm Design

For the quantized system (1) with quantized communi-
cation (2), handling the dual quantized information is
the main challenge in distributed estimation. For quan-
tized measurements, we can adopt the approach in Fu
et al. (2022); Wang et al. (2021), using noise’s statisti-
cal properties to recover unknown and time-invariant
parameters. In quantized communication, the existing
researches often employ probabilistic quantizer-based
communication (Kar et al., 2012; Zhu et al., 2018, 2015),
which limit quantized error with zero mean, preserving
information in expectation though requiring bit count
proportional to data size. In contrast, this paper aims
to achieve 1-bit quantized communication, resulting in
unbounded quantized error. The core challenge, then, is
how to recover high-dimensional, time-varying informa-
tion about neighboring nodes using only 1-bit quantized
communication.
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This paper addresses this challenge by designing an es-
timator based on quantized communication, leveraging
stochastic approximation method to estimate neighbor-
ing estimates. To accurately reconstruct the original
neighbor estimates from quantized communication, the
communication rule must satisfy an excitation condi-
tion. For simplicity, we employ a linear communication
rule that meets the persistent excitation condition (Guo
and Zhao, 2013; Wang et al., 2022). Using these esti-
mated values in place of the transmitted neighboring es-
timates, a consensus strategy is developed to construct
a distributed identification algorithm. The resulting
estimation-fusion type quantized distributed identifica-
tion (EFTQDI) algorithm is presented as follows.

Algorithm 1 EFTQDI algorithm

For any given sensor i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, begin with initial

estimates θ̂0,i ∈ Rn and θ0,i ∈ Rn. The algorithm is
recursively defined as follows:

1: Design of communication rule (design the compres-
sion recoding function Q(·) as a linear rule):

Q(θk−1,j) = ψTk θk−1,j , j = 1, . . . ,m,

where the encoding rule {ψk} satisfy ∥ψk∥ ≤ ψ̄ <∞
and there exists a positive constant δψ such that
1
h

∑k+h−1
l=k ψlψ

T
l ≥ δ2ψIn for all k ≥ 1. Then, the

quantized communication mechanism (2) is

zk,ij = I{ψT
k
θk−1,j+ωk,ij≤Cij},∀j ∈ Ni,k. (4)

2: Estimation (establish the estimate of neighboring
estimate based on quantized communication (4)):

θ̂k,ij =


ΠΩ

{
θ̂k−1,ij + γbkψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)

}
if j ∈ Ni,k;

θ̂k−1,ij , if j ∈ N C
i \ Ni,k,

(5)

where the projection ΠΩ(·) is defined as ΠΩ(x) =
argminz∈Ω ∥x − z∥ for all x ∈ Rn, bk > 0 is a step
size, γ > 0 is its step coefficient to be designed,

Ĝk,ij = Gk,ij(Cij−ψTk θ̂k−1,ij), andN C
i is the neigh-

bor set of the sensor i in the union topology GC .
3: Fusion (generate θk,i based on the estimates of neigh-

boring estimate θ̂ik,j and a consensus strategy):

θk,i = ΠΩ

{
θk−1,i + βbk

(
ϕk,i(F̂k,i − sk,i)

+
∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)

)}
, (6)

where β > 0 is a step coefficient to be designed and
F̂k,i = Fk,i(Ci − ϕTk,iθk−1,i).

Remark 3.1 This paper presents a quantized dis-
tributed algorithm based on a stochastic approximation
approach rather than least squares or stochastic gradient
methods. While the latter can relax regressor conditions
and speed up convergence in distributed settings, they
rely on the extensive sharing of regressor information
among individual sensors (Gan and Liu, 2024; Wang
et al., 2021; Xie et al., 2021). In contrast, this setup
need to achieve distributed identification with minimal
information exchange via quantized communication.
The stochastic approximation algorithm enables effi-
cient operation in this setup by only requiring neigh-
boring sensors to share estimates, without transmitting
regressor information (Lei and Chen, 2020; Zhang and
Zhang, 2012). Consequently, this approach is well-suited
to information-limited environments.

Remark 3.2 The compression coding coefficients ψk
in the linear communication encoding rule is designed
to satisfy the persistent excitation condition (Guo and
Zhao, 2013; Wang et al., 2022), which is made to ensure
that the original vector information can be recovered
through the compressed quantized communication infor-
mation. A simple example meeting this encoding-rule is
that periodically select ψk from the set {e1, e2, . . . , en},
where ei = [0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0] ∈ Rn is the standard
unit basis vectors of Euclidean space Rn. In fact, the
condition of the compression encoding coefficients ψk
can be generalized to a conditional expectation-based
persistent excitation condition. Specifically, there exists
a positive integer hψ and a positive number δψ such that
1
hψ

E
[∑k+hψ−1

l=k ψlψ
T
l

∣∣Fk−1

]
≤ δ2ψIn, where hψ could be

different with h in Assumption 2.

Remark 3.3 The adjacency matrix Ak = {aij,k} of
the communication topology Gk has the following prop-
erties under Assumption 1: there exists λa ∈ (0, 1)

such that Eaij,k =
∑s
u=1 πua

(u)
ij + O(λka), which

can be derived by Remark 2.2 and Theorem 1.2 on
Seneta (2006). Therefore, its adjacency matrix satisfies
EAk =

∑s
u=1 πuA(u) + O(λka) and its Laplacian matrix

Lk satisfies ELk =
∑s
u=1 πuL(u) +O(λka).

Next, we give the design requirement about the step size
bk in the EFTQDI algorithm as follows.

Assumption 5 The step size bk satisfies:
∑∞
k=0 bk =

∞, limk→∞ bk = 0 and bk = O (bk+1).

Remark 3.4 The conditions of
∑∞
k=0 bk = ∞ and

limk→∞ bk = 0 are common requirements for stochastic
approximation type algorithms (Lei and Chen, 2020;
Sinha and Griscik, 1971; Zhang and Zhang, 2012). Be-
sides, bk = O (bk+1) guarantees that the step sizes of the
algorithm do not vary significantly over a finite number
of steps, which is useful for handling the conditional
expectation-type cooperative excitation condition. More-
over, Assumption 5 shows 1 < sup|p−q|<h bp/bq <∞.
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4 Main results

To clearly present the findings of this paper, this sec-
tion outlines the main results, including the mean square
convergence and convergence rate of the proposed al-
gorithm. Proofs of these results will be provided collec-
tively in the following section. Specifically, Section 4.1
introduces the common notations used in the theoretical
analysis, while Section 4.2 presents the key results.

4.1 Notation

For convenience of analysis, we consider the agent
i within the union graph GC , denote Ni as the size
of its neighbor set N C

i and N =
∑m
i=1Ni. Denote

aCij =
∑s
u=1 πua

(u)
ij ∈ [0, 1) in its adjacency matrix

AC . Accordingly, its Laplacian matrix is given by
LC =

∑s
u=1 πuL(u).

Let εk,ij = θ̂k,ij − θk,j as the estimation error of neigh-
boring estimate. Putting εk,ij , j ∈ N C

i in a given order
yields the error vector εk. Without loss of generality, let

εk = (εk,1r1 , . . . , εk,1rN1
, εk,2rN1+1

, . . . , εk,2rN1+N2
, . . . ,

εk,mrN1+···+Nm−1+1
, . . . , εk,mrN1+···+Nm

)T , (7)

where r1, . . . , rN1 ∈ N C
1 , rN1+1, . . . , rN1+N2 ∈ N C

2 , . . . ,
rN1+···+Nm−1+1, . . . , rN1+···+Nm ∈ N C

m.

Then, we construct three matrices to establish the cor-
responding relation of the fusion estimate and its esti-
mates.

Rk is designed to select each neighbor of each sensor
node at time k in the union graph GC . Define Rk =
diag{r̄k,1, . . . , r̄k,N} ∈ RN×N . Let rl in vector εk rep-
resents the neighbor j of agent i, i.e., εk,irl = εk,ij ,
where rl ∈ N C

i and l ∈ {N1 + · · ·+Ni−1 + 1, . . . , N1 +
· · · + Ni}. Then, r̄k,l = sign{aij,k} = sign{airl,k} for
l ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where sign{x} is the sign of scalar x and
aij,k is the element of the adjacency matrix Ak.

Pk is designed to select the neighbor set of each node at
time k. Define Pk = [pk,1, . . . , pk,m]T ∈ Rm×N , where
pk,i = [0, . . . , 0, airN1+···+Ni−1+1,k, . . . , airN1+···+Ni ,k

,︸ ︷︷ ︸
N1+···+Ni−1+1th to N1+···+Nith position

0, . . . , 0]T ∈ RN for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Q is designed to select the true neighboring estimate of
each node that correlates with its estimate. Define Q =
[q1,r1 , . . . , q1,rN1

, . . . , qm,rN1+···+Nm−1+1
, . . . , qm,rN1+···+Nm

]T

∈ RN×m, where qi,j = [0, . . . , 0, 1︸︷︷︸
jth position

, 0, . . . , 0]T ∈

Rm for (j, i) ∈ EC .

Next, we introduce the following notations.

Sk = col{sk,1, . . . , sk,m} ∈ Rm

Φk = diag{ϕk,1, . . . , ϕk,m} ∈ Rmn×m

Ψk = col{ψk, . . . , ψk} ∈ RnN×N

Θk = col{θk,1, . . . , θk,m} ∈ Rmn×1

Θ̃k = col{θ̃k,1, . . . , θ̃k,m} ∈ Rmn×1, where θ̃k,i = θk,i − θ.

F̂k = col{F̂k,1, . . . , F̂k,m} ∈ Rm×1

Θ̂k = col{θ̂k,1r1 , . . . , θ̂k,1rN1
, . . . , θ̂k,mrN1+···+Nm−1+1

, . . . ,

θ̂k,mrN1+···+Nm
} ∈ RnN×1

Zk = col{zk,1r1 , . . . , zk,1rN1
, . . . , zk,mrN1+···+Nm−1+1

, . . . ,

zk,mrN1+···+Nm
} ∈ RN

Ĝk = col{Ĝk,1r1 , . . . , Ĝk,1rN1
, . . . , Ĝk,mrN1+···+Nm−1+1

,

. . . , Ĝk,mrN1+···+Nm
} ∈ RN

where col{·, . . . , ·} denotes the vector stacked by the
specified vectors, diag{·, . . . , ·} represents a block matrix
arranged diagonally with the given vectors or matrices.
For any (j, i) ∈ EC \ Ek, we set zk,ij = Ĝk,ij = −1 for

all without loss of generality. Actually, zk,ij and Ĝk,ij
for (j, i) ∈ EC \ Ek can be assigned any constant value
without affecting the algorithm, as shown in (5), which
indicates that the proposed algorithm does not depend
on zk,ij and Ĝk,ij when (j, i) ∈ EC \ Ek.

Based on the above notations, the EFTQDI algorithm
(5)-(6) can be written as

Θ̂k =Π
{
Θ̂k−1 + γbkRk ⊗ InΨk(Ĝk − Zk)

}
,

Θk =Π
{
Θk−1 + βbkΦk(F̂k − Sk)− βbkLk
⊗ InΘk−1 + βbkPk ⊗ Inεk−1

}
.

(8)

whereΠ {·} is defined asΠ {ζ} ≜ (Π {ζ1} , . . . ,Π {ζn})T

for ζ = col{ζ1, . . . , ζn}, and εk = Θ̂k −Q⊗ InΘk.

4.2 Convergence properties

It is worth noticing that the fusion estimate θk,i is related

to the estimates of neighboring estimates θ̂k−1,ij , which
complicates the convergence analysis of both estimates.
To deal with the coupling between these two estimates,
we introduce two Lyapunov functions for the estimation
error as follows,

Uk = E[εTk εk], Vk = E[Θ̃Tk Θ̃k]. (9)

Then, we will establish the coupling relationship be-
tween these two estimates by jointly analyzing these two
Lyapunov functions. First, we introduce the following
conditions regarding the observation noise dk,i and com-
munication noise ωk,ij .
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Assumption 6 The corresponding condition density
functions fk,i(·) and gk,ij(·) given Fk−1 of the observa-
tion noise dk,i and the communication noise ωk,ij satisfy

f = min
i

inf
k≥1

inf
|Ci−x|≤ϕ̄θ̄

fk,i(x) > 0,

f̄ = max
i

sup
k≥1

sup
|Ci−x|≤ϕ̄θ̄

fk,i(x) <∞,

g = min
(j,i)∈EC

inf
k≥1

inf
|Cij−x|≤ψ̄θ̄

gk,ij(x) > 0.

Then, we present the following lemma to demonstrate
the relationship between the Lyapunov function Uk for
the fusion estimation error and the Lyapunov function
Vk for the neighboring estimation error.

Lemma 4.1 If Assumptions 1, 3-6 hold, then the Lya-
punov function Uk for fusion estimation error satisfies

Uk ≤

(
1−

(
2γgπδ2ψ

ch
− β

(
f̄ ϕ̄2

α1
+ 2N̄ +

N̄

α2

)) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
Uk−h

+ β(α1f̄ N̄ ϕ̄2 + α2λ
2
m)

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h +O
(
b2k
)
,

for all α1, α2 ∈ (0,∞), where N̄ = maxi=1,...,mNi is the
biggest size of the neighbor set in the union topology GC,

λm ≜ maxu=1,...,s ∥L(u)∥, ch ≜ sup|p−q|<h
bp
bq
, π, ϕ̄, g, f̄ ,

δψ are defined in (3), Assumptions 2, 6 and Algorithm 1.

Remark 4.1 Lemma 4.1 provides the iterative relation-
ship between Uk, Uk−h and Vk−h, showing that with ap-
propriate step coefficient design, Uk can be reduced rela-
tive to Uk−h, while still being influenced by the coupling
term Vk−h. The reason we establish an iterative relation-
ship between Uk and Uk−h rather than Uk and Uk−1 is
that, in the latter case (i.e., Eq.(13)), the encoding rule
ψk does not satisfy the persistent excitation condition un-
der one iteration. This prevents us from establishing a
compression relationship between Uk and Uk−1, resulting
in divergence due to the perturbation term Vk−1 and mak-
ing convergence analysis of Uk infeasible. However, when
analyzing the relationship between Uk and Uk−h, the en-
coding rule ψk, under the persistent excitation condition,
provides a compression coefficient (i.e., Eq. (24)), en-
abling a compression relationship between Uk and Uk−h
with proper step coefficient design.

Remark 4.2 This lemma also supports the view ex-
pressed in Remark 3.2, which states that the encoding
rule ψk can be extended to satisfy ∥ψk∥ ≤ ψ̄ < ∞ and
1
hψ

E
[∑k+hψ−1

l=k ψlψ
T
l

∣∣Fk−1

]
≤ δ2ψIn×n for all k ≥ 1.

Its proof is similar as (23)-(24) and is omitted. Un-
der this condition, Lemma 4.1 establishes the iterative
relationship between Uk, Uk−hψ and Vk−hψ .

Next, we present the following lemma to illustrate how

the iteration of the Lyapunov function Vk is influenced
by the Lyapunov function Uk for fusion estimation error.

Lemma 4.2 If Assumptions 1-2 and 4-6 hold, then the
Lyapunov function Vk for the neighboring estimation er-
ror satisfies that

Vk ≤

(
1− β

(
2σ

ch
− 1

α3

) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
Vk−h

+ α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Uk−h +O
(
b2k
)
,

for all α3 ∈ (0,∞), where σ =
hfλ̂2δ

2
ϕ

2fϕ̄2+hλ̂2
, λ̂2 is the small-

est nonzero eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix L̂C of the
mirror graph for the union graph GC, ch, δϕ, ϕ̄ and f are
defined in Lemma 4.1,Assumptions 2 and 6.

Remark 4.3 Lemma 4.2 presents the iterative relation-
ship between Vk, Vk−h and Uk−h, showing that with ap-
propriate step coefficient design, Vk can be reduced rela-
tive to Vk−h, while still being perturbed by the coupling
term Uk−h. Together with Remark 4.1, this implies that
we cannot analyze the convergence of Uk or Vk indepen-
dently; instead, we must jointly analyze both Uk and Vk
with respect to their common coupling terms.

Remark 4.4 Similar with Remark 4.1, the conditional
expectation-type cooperative excitation condition of
the regressor ϕk,i guarantees the compression relation-
ship between Vk and Vk−h. Specifically, this condition,
combined with the connectivity of the mirror graph of
the union graph GC, guarantees the compression term

2βσ
∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1Vk−h. This implies that even without

transmitting the regressor information, the collective ef-
fect of the sensors can still be achieved solely through the
quantized information exchanged between sensors. In
other words, while each sensor cannot estimate the global
information based solely on its local measurements, the
exchange of one-bit information between sensors allows
each sensor to reconstruct the global information.

Building on the above lemmas, the following theorem
demonstrates the mean square convergence of the fusion
estimate of the unknown parameter given by (6) and the
estimate of the neighboring estimate given by (5).

Theorem 4.1 If Assumptions 1-6 hold, then the pro-
posed EFTQDI algorithm is convergent in the mean
square sense, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

E∥Θ̃k∥2 = 0 and lim
k→∞

E∥εk∥2 = 0,

providing that γ > β
2gπδ2

ψ

(
2chN̄ + σ

(
f̄2ϕ̄4 + λ2m

)
+

8c4hN̄
2

3σ3

)
, where π, σ, λ̂2, N̄ , λm, g, f̄ , δψ are defined in

Lemmas 4.1-4.2, respectively.

7



Remark 4.5 To prove the mean-square convergence of
the two estimates in the propose algorithm, it suffices to
show that the constructed Lyapunov functions Uk and Vk
are convergent. Since they are coupled, we jointly ana-
lyze their convergence properties of the two inequalities
in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. For mean-square convergence,
the step-size coefficient γ of the estimate of neighbor-
ing estimate must be in a certain proportional relation-
ship with β, the step-size for the fusion estimate. This

is because the estimate for neighboring estimate θ̂k,ij es-
sentially tracks the fusion estimate θk,j generated by its
neighbors. When the step-size coefficient β of the fusion
estimate increases, the step-size coefficient γ of the esti-

mate for neighboring estimate θ̂k,ij must also be adjusted
accordingly to effectively track the slow time-varying fu-
sion estimate θk,j.

Finally, the following theorem demonstrates the mean
square convergence rate for the case where the step-size
is of the polynomial form bk = 1

kp , p ∈ (1/2, 1].

Theorem 4.2 Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1,
the proposed EFTQDI algorithm has the following mean
square convergence rate:

• For the case of the step-size as bk = 1
kp

(
1
2 < p < 1

)
,

E∥Θ̃k∥2 = O
(

1
kp

)
and E∥εk∥2 = O

(
1
kp

)
.

• For the case of the step-size as bk = 1
k , it can been seen

that E∥Θ̃k∥2 = O
(
1
k

)
and E∥εk∥2 = O

(
1
k

)
providing

that β > 2ch
3σ and γ > β

2gπδ2
ψ

(
2chN̄ +σ

(
f̄2ϕ̄4 + λ2m

)
+

8βc4hN̄
2

σ2(3βσ−2ch)
+ ch

β

)
.

Remark 4.6 It is important to noting that when the
step size is bk = 1

k , achieving the convergence rate at the
same order as itself requires additional constraints on the
step-size coefficient γ and β, due to the unique properties
of the harmonic series

∑
1
k . Specifically, the harmonic

series is highly sensitive, and its coefficient τ can affect

the order of the product
∏l
k=1

(
1− τ

k

)
while the product∏l

k=1

(
1− τ

kp

)
for 1

2 < p < 1 is not similarly influenced.
Specifically, to guarantee the convergence rate as O(bk)
for the case of bk = 1

k , the step-size coefficient β of the fu-
sion estimate is in inverse proportion to the connectivity

λ̂2 of the mirror graph of the union graph GC and stochas-
tic measurement noise coefficient f . And the step-size
coefficient γ for the estimate of the neighboring estimate
is inversely proportional to communication uncertainties
including Markov-switching rate π and stochastic com-
munication noise coefficient g.

5 Proofs of the main results

In this section, some lemmas are collected and eatab-
lished, which are frequently used in the analysis of con-
vergence and convergence rate.

Lemma 5.1 (Calamai and Moré, 1987) For the
bounded convex set Ω, the projection is defined as
Π(x) = argminz∈Ω ||x− z|| for all x ∈ Rn. Then, for all
x ∈ R and x∗ ∈ Ω, it holds ∥Π(x)− x∗∥ ≤ ∥x− x∗∥.

Lemma 5.2 (Ren and Beard, 2005) Let G = (V, E ,A)
be a directed graph with the Laplacian matrix L. Then,
L+LT

2 is the Laplacian matrix of its mirror graph Ĝ if and
only if G is a balanced graph.

Lemma 5.3 (Xie andGuo, 2018) LetAk = diag{A1
k, . . . ,

Amk }, where Aik ∈ Rn×n with 0 ≤ Aik ≤ bIn,
k ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m, and b > 0 is a constant. If L is the
Laplacian matrix of the undirect and connect topology,
then for all k ≥ 0 and h ≥ 1,

λmin

(
k+h−1∑
l=k

[Al + νL]

)
≥ νλ2

m(2b+ νλ2)
λmin

(
m∑
i=1

k+h−1∑
l=k

Ail

)
,

where ν > 0, and λ2 is the smallest nonzero eigenvalue
of the Laplacian matrix L.

Lemma 5.4 (Polyak, 1987) Let {pk}, {qk} and {αk} be
real sequences satisfying pk+1 ≤ (1− qk)pk + αk, where
0 < qk ≤ 1,

∑∞
k=0 qk = ∞, αk ≥ 0 and limk→∞

αk
qk

= 0.

Then, lim supk→∞ pk ≤ 0. Particularly, if pk ≥ 0, then
limk→∞ pk = 0.

Lemma 5.5 (Wang et al., 2024) For 0 < b ≤ 1, a >
0, k0 ≥ 0 and sufficiently large l, we have

k∏
i=l

(
1− a

(i+ k0)
b

)
≤


(
l+k0
k+k0

)a
, b = 1;

e
a

1−b ((l+k0)
1−b−(k+k0+1)1−b), b ∈ (0, 1);

k∑
l=1

k∏
i=l

(
1− a

(i+ k0)
b

)
O

(
1

(l + k0)
2b

)
= O

(
1

kb

)
, b ∈ (0, 1).

Lemma 5.6 (Zhang et al., 2021) For any given positive
integer l and a, b ∈ R, the following results hold

k∑
l=1

k∏
i=l+1

(
1− a

i

) 1

l1+b
=

1

l1+b
=



O

(
1

ka

)
, a < b,

O

(
ln k

ka

)
, a = b,

O

(
1

kb

)
, a > b.

Lemma 5.7 Under Assumption 1,Rk,Pk andQ defined
in Section 4.1 have the following properties:

i) ERk ≥ πIN +O(λkq ); ii) ∥Pk∥ ≤
√
N̄ ; iii) ∥Q∥ ≤

√
N̄ .

Proof. From the definition of Rk and (3), we have

Er̄k,l =P(rl ∈ Ni,k) = P((i, rl) ∈ Ek)
=
∑

u∈Girl

πu +O(λkq ) ≥ π +O(λkq ),

for any l = N1+ · · ·+Ni−1+1, . . . , N1+ · · ·+Ni. Thus,
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ERk = diag{Er̄k,1, . . . ,Er̄k,N1 , . . . ,Er̄k,N1+···+Nm−1+1,

. . . ,Er̄k,N1+···+Nm} ≥ πIN +O(λkq ).

From aij,k ∈ [0, 1), the definition of Pk and Q, we have

PkP
T
k = diag{pTk,1pk,1, . . . , pTk,mpk,m}

= diag

{ N1∑
l=1

a21rl,k, . . . ,

N1+···+Nm∑
l=N1+···+Nm−1+1

a21rl,k

}
≤ diag{N1, . . . , Nm} ≤ N̄Im,

QTQ =

m∑
i=1

∑
j∈NC

i

qijq
T
ij = diag{N1, . . . , Nm} ≤ N̄Im.

Then, we have

∥Pk∥ =
√
λmax(PTk Pk) =

√
λmax(PkPTk ) ≤

√
N̄ ,

∥Q∥ =
√
λmax(QTQ) ≤

√
N̄ .

This completes the proof 2

Lemma 5.8 Under Assumptions 2, 3 and 5, Uk, Vk and
εk satisfies:
i) ∥Uk+l − Uk∥ = O(bk+l) for all l ≥ 0;
ii) ∥Vk+l − Vk∥ = O(bk+l) for all l ≥ 0;
iii) ∥εk+l − εk∥ = O(bk+l) for all l ≥ 0.

Proof. From Assumptions 2-3, (5) and (6), we have

∥θk,i∥ ≤ θ̄, ∥θ̂k,ij∥ ≤ θ̄, (10)

∥ϕk,i∥ ≤ ϕ̄, ∥ψk∥ ≤ ψ̄, (11)

for all i = 1, . . . ,m and j ∈ N C
i . We now prove∥∥∥θ̃k+l,i − θ̃k,i

∥∥∥ ≤ β(ϕ̄+ 2Niθ̄)

k+l∑
p=k+1

bp, (12)

∥εk+l,ij − εk,ij∥ ≤ (γψ̄ + βϕ̄+ 2βNiθ̄)

k+l∑
p=k+1

bp, (13)

for all l ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m and j ∈ N C
i . From Lemma

5.1, (6), (10) and (11), we have∥∥∥θ̃k,i − θ̃k−1,i

∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥ΠΩ

{
θk−1,i + βbk

(
ϕk,i(Fk,i(Ci − ϕTk,iθk−1,i)− sk,i)

+
∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)
)}

− θk−1,i

∥∥∥∥
≤
∥∥∥∥βbk(ϕk,i(Fk,i(Ci − ϕTk,iθk−1,i)− sk,i)

+
∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)
)∥∥∥∥ ≤ β(ϕ̄+ 2Niθ̄)bk,

and hence∥∥∥θ̃k+l,i − θ̃k,i

∥∥∥ ≤
k+l∑

p=k+1

∥θ̃p,i − θ̃p−1,i∥

≤β(ϕ̄+ 2Niθ̄)

k+l∑
p=k+1

bp.

That is, (12) hold. By Lemma 5.1, (5) and (10)-(12), we
have

∥εk,ij − εk−1,ij∥

=
∥∥∥(θ̂k−1,ij − θk,i

)
−
(
θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i

)∥∥∥
≤∥θk,i − θk−1,i∥
≤β(ϕ̄+ 2Niθ̄)bk, for i ∈ N C

i \ Ni,k,

∥εk,ij − εk−1,ij∥

=

∥∥∥∥(ΠΩ

{
θ̂k−1,ij + γbkψk

(
Gk,ij(Cij − ψTk θ̂k−1,ij)− zk,ij

)}
− θk,i

)
−
(
θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i

)∥∥∥∥
≤
∥∥∥γbkψk (Gk,ij(Cij − ψTk θ̂k−1,ij)− zk,ij

)∥∥∥+ ∥θk,i − θk−1,i∥

≤(γψ̄ + βϕ̄+ 2βNiθ̄)bk, for i ∈ Ni,k,

and hence,

∥εk+l,ij − εk,ij∥ ≤
k+l∑

p=k+1

∥εp,ij − εp−1,ij∥

≤(γψ̄ + βϕ̄+ 2βNiθ̄)

k+l∑
p=k+1

bp.

That is, (13) holds. Then, from (9)-(13) and Assumption
5, we have

∥Uk+l − Uk∥ =
∥∥E[(εk+l − εk)

T (εk+l + εk)]
∥∥ = O(bk+l),

∥Vk+l − Vk∥ =
∥∥∥E[(Θ̃k+l − Θ̃k)

T (Θ̃k+l + Θ̃k)]
∥∥∥ = O(bk+l),

∥εk+l − εk∥ = O(bk+l),

for all l ≥ 0. 2

5.1 Proof of Lemma 4.1

At first, we consider εk,ij for the case of j ∈ Ni,k. From
(5), (6) and Lemma 5.1, we have

εTk,ijεk,ij

≤εTk−1,ijεk−1,ij + 2γbkε
T
k−1,ijψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)

− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ijϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j) + γ2b2kψ

T
k ψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)

2

− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)

− 2γβb2kψ
T
k ϕk,j(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij) · (F̂k,j − sk,j)
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− 2γβb2k(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)ψ
T
k

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)

+ 2β2b2k(F̂k,j − sk,j)ϕ
T
k,i

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)

+ β2b2k
∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)
T
∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k

· (θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j) + β2b2kϕ
T
k,jϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j)

2

=εTk−1,ijεk−1,ij + 2γbkε
T
k−1,ijψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)

− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)

− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ijϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j) +O

(
b2k
)
, (14)

where the last equality is got by (10)-(11) and the bound-

edness of F̂k,i and Ĝk,ij , which is got because Fk,i(·) and
Gk,ij(·) are continuous functions.

By Assumption 4 and differential mean value theorem,

E[2γbkεTk−1,ijψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)|Fk−1]

=2γbkε
T
k−1,ijψk

(
Ĝk,ij − E[zk,ij |Fk−1]

)
=2γbkε

T
k−1,ijψk

(
Gk,ij(Cij − ψTk θ̂k−1,ij)

−Gk,ij
(
Cij − ψTk θk−1,j

) )
=− 2γgk,ij (ξk,ij) bkε

T
k−1,ijψkψ

T
k εk−1,ij

≤− 2γgbkε
T
k−1,ijψkψ

T
k εk−1,ij . (15)

where ξk,ij is in the interval between Cij − ψTk θ̂k−1,ij

and Cij−ψTk θk−1,j such that Gk,ij

(
Cij − ψTk θ̂k−1,ij

)
−

Gk,ij
(
Cij − ψTk θk−1,j

)
= −gk,ij (ξk,ij)ψTk εk,ij .

By the differential mean value theorem, Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Assumptions 2-4, we have

− E[2βbkεTk−1,ijϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j)|Fk−1]

=− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ijϕk,j

(
F̂k,j − E[sk,j |Fk−1]

)
=− 2βbkε

T
k−1,ijϕk,j

(
Fk,j(Cj − ϕTk,jθk−1,j)− Fk,j(Cj − ϕTk,jθ)

)
=2βbkε

T
k−1,ijϕk,jϕ

T
k,j θ̃k−1,jfk,j (ζk,j)

≤2βf̄ ϕ̄2bk∥εk−1,ij∥∥θ̃k−1,j∥

≤βf̄ ϕ̄2bk
(

1

α1
∥εk−1,ij∥2 + α1∥θ̃k−1,j∥2

)
, (16)

where ζk,j is in the interval between Cj −ϕTk,jθk−1,j and

Cj − ϕTk,jθ such that Fk,j(Cj − ϕTk,jθk−1,j) − Fk,j(Cj −
ϕTk,jθ) = −fk,j (ζk,j)ϕTk,j θ̃k−1,j , and α1 ∈ (0,∞).

Substituting (15) and (16) into (14) and calculating its
mathematical expectation, we can obtain for j ∈ Ni,k

EεTk,ijεk,ij
≤EεTk−1,ijεk−1,ij + 2γbkEεTk−1,ijψk(Ĝk,ij − zk,ij)

− 2βbkEεTk−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)

− 2βbkEεTk−1,ijϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j) +O
(
b2k
)

≤EεTk−1,ijεk−1,ij − 2γgbkEεTk−1,ijψkψ
T
k εk−1,ij

+
βf̄ ϕ̄2

α1
bkE∥εk−1,ij∥2 + α1βf̄ ϕ̄

2E∥θ̃k−1,j∥2

− 2βbkEεTk−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θk−1,l − θk−1,j)

− 2βbkEεTk−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,kεk,jl +O
(
b2k
)
. (17)

Next, we consider εk,ij for the case of j ∈ N C
i \Ni,k. By

(5), (6) and Lemma 5.1, we can obtain

εTk,ijεk,ij

≤
(
εk−1,ij − βbkϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j)

− βbk
∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)
)T

·
(
εk−1,ij − βbkϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j)

− βbk
∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j)
)

=εTk−1,ijεk−1,ij − 2βbkε
T
k−1,ijϕk,j(F̂k,j − sk,j) +O

(
b2k
)

− 2βbkε
T
k−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θ̂k−1,jl − θk−1,j), (18)

where the last equality is got similarly to (14) based on

(10)-(11) and the boundedness of F̂k,i.

Taking (16) into (18) and calculating its mathematical
expectation, we can get for j ∈ N C

i \ Ni,k

EεTk,ijεk,ij

≤EεTk−1,ijεk−1,ij +
βf̄ ϕ̄2

α1
bkE∥εk−1,ij∥2 +O

(
b2k
)

+ α1βf̄ ϕ̄
2E∥θ̃k−1,j∥2 − 2βbkEεTk−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,kεk,jl

− 2βbkEεTk−1,ij

∑
l∈Nj,k

ajl,k(θk−1,l − θk−1,j). (19)

By (8), (9), (17), (19) and the notations in Section 4.1,

Uk ≤Uk−1 − 2γgbkEεTk−1ΨkRkΨ
T
k εk−1 +

βf̄ ϕ̄2

α1
bkE∥εk−1∥2

+ α1βf̄ ϕ̄
2bkEΘ̃Tk−1Q

T ⊗ InQ⊗ InΘ̃k−1

− 2βbkEεTk−1Q⊗ InPk ⊗ Inεk−1

− 2βbkEεTk−1Q⊗ InLk ⊗ InΘ̃k−1 +O
(
b2k
)

≤
(
1 + βf̄ ϕ̄2bk/α1

)
Uk−1 − 2γgbkEεTk−1ΨkRkΨ

T
k εk−1

10



− 2βbkEεTk−1QPk ⊗ Inεk−1 +
β

α2
bkEεTk−1QQ

T ⊗ Inεk−1

+ α1βf̄ ϕ̄
2bkEΘ̃Tk−1Q

TQ⊗ InΘ̃k−1

+ βα2bkEΘ̃k−1LTkLk ⊗ InΘ̃k−1 +O
(
b2k
)
. (20)

Based on Lemma 5.7, the second term in the right side
of (20) can be estimated as

− 2γgbkEεTk−1ΨkRkΨ
T
k εk−1

=− 2γgbkE[E[εTk−1ΨkRkΨ
T
k εk−1|Fk−1]]

=− 2γgbkE[εTk−1ΨkE[Rk]ΨTk εk−1]

≤− 2γgπbkEεTk−1ΨkΨ
T
k εk−1 +O(λkq ), (21)

where the last inequality is got by the bounded-
ness of Ψk and εk−1. From Assumption 1, we learn
Lk ∈ {L(1), . . . ,L(s)} and

∥Lk∥ ≤ max
1≤u≤s

∥L(u)∥ ≜ λm. (22)

From Lemmas 5.7, taking (21) and (22) into (20) yields
Uk ≤

(
1 + β

(
f̄ ϕ̄2/α1 + 2N̄ + N̄/α2

)
bk
)
Uk−1

− 2γgπbkEεTk−1ΨkΨ
T
k εk−1

+ β(α1f̄ N̄ ϕ̄
2 + α2λ

2
m)bkVk−1 +O

(
b2k
)

≤Uk−h + β

(
f̄ ϕ̄2

α1
+ 2N̄ +

N̄

α2

) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ul

− 2γgπ

k−1∑
l=k−h

EεTl bl+1Ψl+1Ψ
T
l+1εl +O

(
b2k
)

+ β(α1f̄ N̄ ϕ̄
2 + α2λ

2
m)

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vl. (23)

By Remark 3.4, there exists ch such that ch ≜
sup|p−q|<h

bp
bq
<∞. So we have bl+1 ≥ 1

hch

∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1.

Then, based on the encoding rule in Algorithm 1 and
Assumption 5, we have

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ψl+1Ψ
T
l+1 =

1

hch

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

k−1∑
l=k−h

Ψl+1Ψ
T
l+1

≥
δ2ψ
ch

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1InN . (24)

From Lemma 5.8 and (23)-(24), we have

Uk ≤

(
1 + β

(
f̄ ϕ̄2

α1
+ 2N̄ +

N̄

α2

) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
Uk−h

− 2γgπEεTk−h
( k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ψl+1Ψ
T
l+1

)
εk−h

+ β(α1f̄ N̄ ϕ̄2 + α2λ
2
m)

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h +O
(
b2k
)

≤

(
1−

(
2γgπδ2ψ

ch
− β

(
f̄ ϕ̄2

α1
+ 2N̄ +

N̄

α2

)) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
Uk−h

+ β(α1f̄ N̄ ϕ̄2 + α2λ
2
m)

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h +O
(
b2k
)
.

This completes the proof. 2

5.2 Proof of Lemma 4.2

From (5), (10)-(11), Lemma 5.1 and the boundedness of

F̂k,i, we have

θ̃Tk,iθ̃k,i

≤θ̃Tk−1,iθ̃k−1,i + 2βbkθ̃
T
k−1,iϕk,i(F̂k,i − sk,i)

+ 2βbkθ̃
T
k−1,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)

+ 2β2b2k(F̂k,i − sk,i)ϕ
T
k,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)

+ β2b2k

( ∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i)

)T ∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k

· (θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i) + β2b2kϕ
T
k,iϕk,i(F̂k,i − sk,i)

2

≤θ̃Tk−1,iθ̃k−1,i + 2βbkθ̃
T
k−1,iϕk,i(F̂k,i − sk,i) +O(b2k)

+ 2βbkθ̃
T
k−1,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i). (25)

By Assumption 4 and differential mean value theorem,

E[2βbkθ̃Tk−1,iϕk,i(F̂k,i − sk,i)|Fk−1]

=2βbkθ̃
T
k−1,iϕk,i

(
F̂k,i − E[sk,i|Fk−1]

)
=2βbkθ̃

T
k−1,iϕk,i

(
Fk,i(Ci − ϕTk,iθk−1,i)− Fk,i(Ci − ϕTk,iθ)

)
=− 2βfk,i (ζk,i) bkθ̃

T
k−1,iϕk,iϕ

T
k,iθ̃k−1,i

≤− 2βfbkθ̃
T
k−1,iϕk,iϕ

T
k,iθ̃k−1,i, (26)

where ζk,i is defined as (16).

Substituting (26) into (25) and calculating its mathe-
matical expectation, we can obtain

Eθ̃Tk,iθ̃k,i
≤Eθ̃Tk−1,iθ̃k−1,i − 2βbkfEθ̃Tk−1,iϕk,iϕ

T
k,iθ̃k−1,i

+ 2βbkEθ̃Tk−1,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̂k−1,ij − θk−1,i) +O(b2k)

≤Eθ̃Tk−1,iθ̃k−1,i − 2βbkfEθ̃Tk−1,iϕk,iϕ
T
k,iθ̃k−1,i

+ 2βbkEθ̃Tk−1,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,k(θ̃k−1,j − θ̃k−1,i)

+ 2βbkEθ̃Tk−1,i

∑
j∈Ni,k

aij,kεk−1,ij +O(b2k). (27)
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Based on (9), (27), Lemma 5.7 and the notations in Sec-
tion 4.1, we have

Vk =EΘ̃Tk Θ̃k ≤ Vk−1 − 2βbkfEΘ̃Tk−1ΦkΦ
T
k Θ̃k−1

+ 2βbkEΘ̃Tk−1Pk ⊗ Inεk−1

− 2βbkEΘ̃Tk−1Lk ⊗ InΘ̃k−1 +O(b2k)

≤Vk−1 − 2βbkfEΘ̃Tk−1ΦkΦ
T
k Θ̃k−1

+ 2βbkEΘ̃Tk−1Lk ⊗ InΘ̃k−1 +O(b2k)

+ β/α3bkEΘ̃Tk−1Θ̃k−1 + α3βN̄bkUk−1

≤Vk−h +
β

α3

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vl + α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ul

− 2β

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tl Ll+1 ⊗ InΘ̃l

− 2βf

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tl Φl+1Φ
T
l+1Θ̃l +O(b2k). (28)

By Remark 3.3, we have

ELk =

s∑
u=1

πL(u) +O(λka) = LC +O(λka). (29)

From Assumption 5, Lemma 5.8 and (28), we have

Vk ≤Vk−h +
β

α3

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h +
β

α3

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1(Vl − Vk−h)

− 2βfEΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Φl+1Φ
T
l+1Θ̃k−h

− 2βf

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tl Φl+1Φ
T
l+1(Θ̃l − Θ̃k−h)

− 2βEΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ll+1 ⊗ InΘ̃k−h +O(b2k)

− 2β

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tl Ll+1 ⊗ In(Θ̃l − Θ̃k−h)

+ α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Uk−h + α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1(Ul − Uk−h)

≤Vk−h +
β

α3

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h

−
2βf

hch

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

Φl+1Φ
T
l+1Θ̃k−h

− 2βEΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ll+1 ⊗ InΘ̃k−h

+ α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Uk−h +O(b2k). (30)

Then from Assumption 5, Lemma 5.8, and (28)-(29),

2βEΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ll+1 ⊗ InΘ̃k−h

=2βE

[
Θ̃Tk−h

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1E[Ll+1 ⊗ In|Fk−h]Θ̃k−h

]

=2βE

[
Θ̃Tk−h

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1E[Ll+1 ⊗ In]Θ̃k−h

]

=2β

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−hLC ⊗ InΘ̃k−h +O(λkabk)

=β

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−h(LC + LTC )⊗ InΘ̃k−h +O(λkabk)

=2β
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−hL̂C ⊗ InΘ̃k−h +O(λkabk), (31)

where L̂C is the Laplacian matrix of the mirror graph of
the union graph GC . By Lemma 5.2 and Assumption 1,

the smallest nonzero eigenvalue λ̂2 of L̂C satisfies λ̂2 > 0.
From Assumption 2, Lemma 5.3, and (31), we have

−
f

h

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

Φl+1Φ
T
l+1Θ̃k−h

− EΘ̃Tk−h
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Ll+1 ⊗ InΘ̃k−h

≤−
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1EΘ̃Tk−h
(
f

h
E

[
k−1∑
l=k−h

Φl+1Φ
T
l+1

∣∣∣∣Fk−h
]

+ L̂C ⊗ In

)
Θ̃k−h +O(λkabk)

≤− σ

mfδ2ϕ
Eλmin

(
E

[
f

h

m∑
i=1

k−1∑
l=k−h

ϕl+1,iϕ
T
l+1,i

∣∣∣∣Fk−h
])

·
k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Θ̃
T
k−hΘ̃k−h +O(λkabk)

≤− σ

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Vk−h +O(λkabk), (32)

where σ =
hfλ̂2δ

2
ϕ

2fϕ̄2+hλ̂2
. Taking (32) into (30) gives

Vk ≤

(
1−

(
2βσ

ch
− β

α3

) k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
Vk−h

+ α3βN̄

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1Uk−h +O(b2k).

This completes the proof. 2
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5.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Based on Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, taking α1 = ch/(σf̄ ϕ̄
2),

α2 = chN̄/σλ
2
m and α3 = 2ch/σ can give

Uk ≤
(
1−

(
2γgπδ2ψ
ch

− β
(
f̄2ϕ̄4σ
ch

+ 2N̄ +
σλ2

m

ch

))∑k−1
l=k−h

·bl+1

)
Uk−h +

2βchN̄
σ

∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1Vk−h +O

(
b2k
)
,

Vk ≤
(
1− 3βσ

2ch

∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1

)
Vk−h

+ 2βchN̄
σ

∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1Uk−h +O

(
b2k
)
,

(33)

Take w1 =
2γgπδ2ψ
ch

− β
(
f̄2ϕ̄4σ
ch

+ 2N̄ +
σλ2

m

ch

)
, w2 =

− 2βchN̄
σ and w3 = 3βσ

2ch
. Denote

Zk =

[
Uk

Vk

]
, W =

[
w1 w2

w2 w3

]
.

By Assumption 5, there exists K > 0 such that∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1λmax(W ) > 1 for k > K. From (33),

∥Zk∥ ≤
∥∥I2 −W

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

∥∥∥Zk−h∥+O
(
b2k
)

≤
(
1− λmin(W )

k−1∑
l=k−h

bl+1

)
∥Zk−h∥+O

(
b2k
)
, (34)

for all k > K. Actually, in order to prove the convergence
of Uk and Vk, we only need to prove limk→∞ ∥Zk∥ = 0.
Then, based on Lemma 5.4 and Assumption 5, we only
need to prove that λmin(W ) > 0 because of

∑∞
k=1 bk =

∞ and limk→∞ b2k/(
∑k−1
l=k−h bl+1) = 0.

Let |λI2 −W | = (λ− w1)(λ− w3)− w2
2 = 0. Then,

λmin(W ) =
1

2

(
w1+w3−

√
(w1 + w3)2 − 4(w1w3 − w2

2)
)
.

If γ > β
2gπδ2

ψ

(
2chN̄ + σ

(
f̄2ϕ̄4 + λ2m

)
+

8c4hN̄
2

3σ3

)
, then

we can obtain w1w3 > w2
2 and w1 > 0, which

implies λmin(W ) > 0. Then, from (9), we obtain

limk→∞ E∥Θ̃k∥2 = 0 and limk→∞ E∥εk∥2 = 0.

5.4 Proof of Theorem 4.2

Part I: The case of bk = 1
kp , p ∈ (1/2, 1).

Based on (34), we have

∥Zk∥ ≤

(
1− λmin(W )

k−1∑
l=k−h

1

(l + 1)p

)
∥Zk−h∥+O

(
1

k2p

)
,

≤
(
1− λmin(W )h

kp

)
∥Zk−h∥+O

(
1

k2p

)
,

≤
⌊ k−Kh ⌋−1∏

l=0

(
1− λmin(W )h

(k − lh)p

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ k−Kh ⌋∑
l=1

l−1∏
q=0

(
1− λmin(W )h

(k − qh)p

)
O

(
1

(k − lh)2p

)

≤
⌈ kh⌉∏

l=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+1

(
1− λmin(W )h

(lh)p

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ kh⌋−1∑
l=⌈Kh ⌉+1

⌈ kh⌉∏
q=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+l+1

(
1− λmin(W )h

(qh)p

)
O

(
1

(lh)2p

)

≤
⌈ kh⌉∏

l=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+1

(
1− λmin(W )h1−p

lp

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ kh⌋−1∑
l=⌈Kh ⌉+1

⌈ kh⌉∏
q=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+l+1

(
1− λmin(W )h1−p

qp

)
O

(
1

l2p

)
.

Then by it and Lemma 5.5, we learn ∥Zk∥ = O
(

1
kp

)
,

which implies E∥Θ̃k∥2 = O
(

1
kp

)
and E∥εk∥2 = O

(
1
kp

)
.

Part II: The case of bk = 1
k .

Based on (34), we have

∥Zk∥ ≤

(
1− λmin(W )

k−1∑
l=k−h

1

l + 1

)
∥Zk−h∥+O

(
1

k2

)
,

≤
(
1− λmin(W )h

k

)
∥Zk−h∥+O

(
1

k2

)
,

≤
⌊ k−Kh ⌋−1∏

l=0

(
1− λmin(W )h

k − lh

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ k−Kh ⌋∑
l=1

l−1∏
q=0

(
1− λmin(W )h

k − qh

)
O

(
1

(k − lh)2

)

≤
⌈ kh⌉∏

l=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+1

(
1− λmin(W )h

lh

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ kh⌋−1∑
l=⌈Kh ⌉+1

⌈ kh⌉∏
q=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+l+1

(
1− λmin(W )h

qh

)
O

(
1

(lh)2

)

≤
⌈ kh⌉∏

l=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+1

(
1− λmin(W )

l

)∥∥∥Zk−⌊ k−Kh ⌋h
∥∥∥

+

⌊ kh⌋−1∑
l=⌈Kh ⌉+1

⌈ kh⌉∏
q=⌈Kh ⌉+κ+l+1

(
1− λmin(W )

q

)
O

(
1

l2

)
,
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where κ =
⌈
k−K
h

⌉
−
⌊
k−K
h

⌋
. Then by Lemma 5.6, we just

need to prove λmin(W ) > 1 to ensure ∥Zk∥ = O
(
1
k

)
,

implying E∥Θ̃k∥2 = O
(
1
k

)
and E∥εk∥2 = O

(
1
k

)
.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, if γ > β
2gπδ2

ψ

(
2chN̄+

σ
(
f̄2ϕ̄4 + λ2m

)
+

8βc4hN̄
2

σ2(3βσ−2ch)
+ ch

β

)
, we havew1 >

w2
2

w3−1+

1. If β > 2ch
3σ , then, w3−1 > 0, w1(w3−1) > w2

2+w3−1.
Therefore,

(w1 + w3)
2 − 4(w1w3 − w2

2) < (w1 + w3 − 2)2.

Hence, λmin(W ) > 1. This completes this part’s proof.

6 Numerical example

This section demonstrates the effectiveness of the pro-
posed EFTQDI algorithm through a numerical example.
Additionally, we illustrate the joint effect of the sensors:
with only one-bit information exchange, the networked
sensors collectively achieve an estimation task that no
individual sensor could accomplish alone.

Example 1 Consider aWSN withm = 6 sensors, whose
dynamics obey (1)-(2) with n = 3. The communication
graph sequence

{
Gk
}
switches among G(1), G(2), G(3) and

G(4) as shown in Figure 1. For all u = 1, 2, 3, 4, a
(u)
ij = 2

5

if (j, i) ∈ E(u); and 0, otherwise. The graph sequence
{Gk} switches according to a Markovian chain {mk},
with initial probability pu,1 = P

{
G1 = G(u)

}
= 1

4 and
the following transition probability matrix:

P = {puv}4×4 =


1/2 1/2 0 0

0 1/2 1/2 0

0 0 1/2 1/2

1/2 0 0 1/2


where puv = P {mk = v | mk−1 = u}. Therefore, the sta-
tionary distribution πu = 1

4 for all u = 1, 2, 3, 4.

In the dynamic model (1), the unknown parame-
ter θ = [1, 1,−1]T with prior information θ ∈ Ω =
[0, 2]× [−2, 0]× [0, 2]. The observation noise dk,i is inde-
pendent and identically distributed Gaussian with zero
mean and variance 82. Let ϕk,i ∈ R3 be generated by
the following state space model{

xk,i = Aixk−1,i +Biηk,i,

ϕk,i = Cixk,i,
i = 1., . . . , 6,

where xk,i ∈ R3 with x0,i = [1.3, 1.3, 1.3]T , ηk,i ∈ R is
independent and identically distributed with ηk,i follow-
ing uniform distribution on the interval [−0.1, 0.1] and

(a) Graph G(1) (b) Graph G(2)

(c) Graph G(3) (d) Graph G(4)

Fig. 1. Switching communication topology

A1 = diag{1, 1/2, 1/2}, A4 = diag{1, 5/6, 5/6}
A2 = diag{1/2, 1, 1/2}, A5 = diag{5/6, 1, 5/6},
A3 = diag{1/2, 1/2, 1}, A6 = diag{5/6, 5/6, 1}
B1 = B4 = [1, 0, 0]T , B2 = B5 = [0, 1, 0]T ,

B3 = B6 = [0, 0, 1]T ,

C1 = diag{1, 0, 0}, C4 = diag{−1, 0, 0},
C2 = diag{0, 1, 0}, C5 = diag{0,−1, 0},
C3 = diag{0, 0, 1}, C6 = diag{0, 0,−1},

It can be verified that Assumption 2 is satisfied with h =
2. Besides, the thresholds of quantizedmeasurements are
Ci = 1 for all i = 1, . . . , 6. In the quantized communi-
cation mechanism (2), the communication noise ωk,ij is
independent and identically distributed Gaussian with
zero mean and variance 1, and the threshold of quantized
communications is Cij = 0 for all the channel (j, i) ∈ EC .

Then, we apply the proposed EFTQDI algorithm with
two types of step sizes to produce the estimates, where
the linear encoding rule ψk in (4) switches sequentially
among {[1, 0, 0]T , [0, 1, 0]T , [0, 0, 1]T }. The simulation is

repeated 100 times using the same initial values θ̂0,ij =
[1/2, 1/2, 1/2] and θ0,i = [1/2, 1/2, 1/2] to calculate the
empirical variance of estimation errors, representing the
mean square errors.

In the first case, the step size for the proposed EFTQDI
algorithm is set as bk = 1

k with the step coefficients
β = 39 and γ = 74. The mean square errors (MSEs)
of both the fusion estimate (FE) and the estimate of
the neighboring estimate (ENE) are shown in Figure 2.
These results indicate that the fusion estimate and ENE
converge to the true parameter and fusion estimate, re-
spectively. Additionally, Figure 3 shows a linear relation-
ship between the logarithm of the MSEs and the loga-
rithm of the index k, which indicates the mean square
convergence rates of the estimation errors are O( 1k ).
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Fig. 2. Convergence of the two estimates with bk = 1
k
.

Fig. 3. Convergence rate of the two estimates with bk = 1
k
.

Figure 4 shows the MSEs trajectories of the proposed
EFTQDI algorithm compared to its non-cooperative
counterpart (i.e., θk,i = ΠΩ{θk−1,i + βbkϕk,i(F̂k,i −
sk,i)}). The results indicate that, unlike the non-
cooperative algorithm, which does not converge to zero,
the EFTQDI algorithm’s estimate converges to the true
parameter. This highlights the joint effect of sensors
under quantized communication, as one-bit information
exchange among sensors enables the estimation task
that individual sensors cannot achieve alone.

In the second case, the step size in the EFTQDI algo-
rithm is set as bk = 1

k4/5
with step coefficients β = 16

and γ = 65. Figure 5 shows that both the fusion estimate
and the estimate of the neighboring estimate converge,
respectively. Besides, Figure 6 shows that the logarithms
of MSEs of the two estimates scale linearly with 4

5 log k,

indicating a mean square convergence rate of O( 1
k4/5

).
Figure 7 shows the MSE trajectories of the EFTQDI
algorithm and its corresponding non-cooperative algo-
rithm, which demonstrates again the joint effect of the
sensors under quantized communication.

Fig. 4. The comparison between the EFTQDI algorithm and
non-cooperative algorithm under bk = 1

k
.

Fig. 5. Convergence of the two estimates with bk = 1

k4/5
.

7 Conclusion

This paper addresses distributed parameter estima-
tion in stochastic dynamic systems with quantized
measurements, focusing on quantized communication
and Markov-switching directed topologies. A compres-
sion encoding method satisfying persistent excitation
is introduced, ensuring original signal recovery from
quantized transmitted data. Based on this, an EFTQDI
algorithm is proposed, leveraging a stochastic approx-
imation idea. This approach first estimates the neigh-
boring estimates through quantized communication,
followed by a consensus-based fusion strategy to inte-
grate these estimates. By constructing and analyzing
two coupled Lyapunov functions for estimation errors,
we establish the mean-square convergence of these two
estimates under a cooperative excitation condition and
the assumption that the union topology includes a
spanning tree. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the
mean-square convergence rate aligns with the step size
order given appropriate coefficient conditions.
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Future work could explore the combination of event-
driven mechanisms and quantized protocol, which both
can reduce communication load. Developing effective
event-driven quantized transmission protocols to ensure
distributed estimation with minimal data transfer re-
mains a compelling challenge.

Fig. 6. Convergence rate of the two estimates with bk = 1

k4/5
.

Fig. 7. The comparison between the EFTQDI algorithm and
non-cooperative algorithm under bk = 1

k4/5
.
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