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Abstract—We study the distributed consensus of state vec-
tors in a discrete-time multi-agent network with matrix edge
weights using stochastic matrix convergence theory. We present
a distributed asynchronous time update model wherein one
randomly selected agent updates its state vector at a time
by interacting with its neighbors. We prove that all agents
converge to same state vector almost surely when every edge
weight matrix is positive definite. We study vector consensus in
cooperative-competitive networks with edge weights being either
positive or negative definite matrices and present a necessary
and sufficient condition to achieve bipartite vector consensus in
such networks. We study the network structures on which agents
achieve zero consensus. We also present a convergence result on
nonhomogenous matrix products which is of independent interest
in matrix convergence theory. All the results hold true for the
synchronous time update model as well in which all agents update
their states simultaneously.

Index Terms—Multi-agent networks, matrix-weighted net-
works, vector consensus, bipartite consensus.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many real world systems, such as autonomous vehicles,
mobile robots, and smart power grids, are described by Multi-
Agent Systems (MAS) [1]. MAS is a set of agents which
communicate with each other. The communication among
agents is generally represented by a directed graph. Opinion
dynamics in MAS is the study of networked systems to
understand the evolution of opinions (also called as states) of
agents over time. One of the key challenges for agents in MAS
is to reach to a common opinion, also called as distributed
consensus, by sharing limited local information. Consensus
is one of the primitives of distributed computation with wide
range of applications in distributed optimization [2], [3], state
estimation [4], [5], robotics [6], [[7], [8] and social networks
[9].

While distributed consensus algorithms for scalar states
with scalar edge weights has been studied from long time
in the literature (see [10], [[11] for a literature survey), many
MAS applications require consensus on multidimensional
state vectors. For example, an autonomous vehicle equipped
with multiple sensors like camera, radar etc. can be modeled
as a MAS with sensors being agents and communication
links between them as the underlying directed graph. At
any time ¢, sensors collect data from the environment to
estimate the vehicle’s attributes like velocity and position.
These attributes depend on each other and hence can be

Pooja Vyavahare
Department of Electrical Engineering
Indian Institute of Technology Tirupati, India
poojav @iittp.ac.in

modeled as a multidimensional state vector of the system.
All the sensors need to agree on the same state vector for
the vehicle to operate smoothly. To this end, the sensors
communicate with each other and calculate the state vector by
combining weighted information received from other sensors.
As the attributes are interdependent and each sensor can have
different accuracy levels on its estimates, the state vector of
each sensor is weighted by a matrix to obtain the aggregated
state vector of the system. Analysis of this model can be done
by understanding the distributed consensus of vector states on
matrix-weighted networks.

With these emerging applications, matrix-weighted MAS
for vector consensus has gained interest in recent times [12],
[13], [14], [15]], [16], [17]. While most of the literature [13]],
[L4], [15]], [L6] consider the MAS systems in which all agents
update their state vectors simultaneously (also known as syn-
chronous time systems), [[17] study the state evolution when
agents update states asynchronously. The existing literature on
matrix-weighted MAS provides network structure conditions
for obtaining different types of consensus in MAS using
properties of the graph Laplacian matrix. Stochastic matrix
convergence theory has been extensively used to study scalar
consensus problem [[18] but its relation to vector consensus
over matrix-weighted networks is not yet explored. Our focus
in this work is on understanding the vector consensus in
asynchronous time systems using matrix convergence theory
and we show the almost sure convergence of vector consensus.

A. Related Work

Many opinion dynamics models on MAS [19] have been
studied in the literature starting from DeGroot model [20].
DeGroot based consensus model, in which agents update
their states by linearly combining states of their neighbors,
is one of the most commonly studied model [15], [21],
[18]. When states are scalars, [21] showed that consensus
is guaranteed in both continuous-time (CT) and discrete-time
(DT) systems if the directed graph is strongly connected and
[18] showed the existence of spanning tree in the graph being
sufficient to achieve consensus. Both these models consider
a synchronous update model in which all agents in the MAS
update their states simultaneously. In general MAS, only a set
of agents update their states at a time which can be picked
randomly leading to an underlying stochastic model on the



communication pattern. Such randomized consensus models
for scalar states are studied in [22f, [23]. In some MAS,
the agents update their states based on an event and in such
networks distributed scalar consensus is studied extensively;
see [10]] and references therein.

While all these results assume cooperative MAS in which
all agents trust each other, in practice some agents may have
mistrust on the information received from their neighbors in
the network. For example, in a social network some people
always disagree with opinions of a group of people in the
network; see [24]] for more examples. Inspired by these
applications, consensus in cooperative-competitive MAS (with
positive and negative edge weights representing cooperation
and competition respectively) has been studied in [25]. Au-
thors in [25]] showed that in structurally balanced network{]
agents of a cluster reach to a state which is negative of the state
reached by agents of the other cluster and [26] showed that
all agents achieve zero consensus if the network is structurally
unbalanced.

In all the aforementioned discussion, consensus is studied
on a single attribute represented by a scalar state. Consensus
on multiple attributes represented by vector states on matrix-
weighted networks with edge weight being a non-negative
definite matrix has been studied for CT systems in [12] and
for DT systems in [13]. Authors in [27]], [28] studied the
consensus on matrix-weighted networks for CT systems as
well as when the system switches between CT and DT. In
[12], a necessary and sufficient condition was presented to
achieve vector consensus on static undirected matrix-weighted
networks and extended for time-varying networks in [13],
event triggered networks in [[15], [29]], and random networks
in [17].

Vector consensus has also been extended to the cooperative-
competitive networks [30], [31], [14] in which cooperative
agents have non-negative definite edge weight matrices be-
tween them and competitive agents have non-positive definite
matrices. Bipartite consensus results and network conditions
are studied in [30], [31]], [14] which show that the existence of
a positive-negative spanning treeE] is necessary for achieving
bipartite consensus. All these works study the properties of
null space of Laplacian matrix of the network to obtain
the consensus or bipartite consensus results. Authors in [16]
study the Hy norm of the networks to study the dynamics of
consensus in matrix-weighted networks.

Our aim is to analyze vector consensus in a matrix-weighted
network with the help of stochastic random matrix conver-
gence theory. In particular, we study the vector consensus over
matrix-weighted network when only one randomly chosen
agent updates its state at a time. Closest to our model is the
system model studied in [17] which studies the asynchronous
time systems in which two randomly selected agents updating

YA network is said to be structurally balanced [23] if there exists a
bipartition of agents (called clusters) such that edge weights within agents of
a cluster are positive and negative between the agents of two clusters.

2A positive-negative spanning tree is a spanning tree in which each edge
weight is either positive or negative definite matrix [[13]].

their states by exchanging information at a time. While results
of [17] give convergence in expectation (using random matrix
convergence theory), we present the almost sure convergence
results. In doing so, we also derive a result on nonhomogenous
matrix products which can be of independent interest.

B. Main contributions

The contributions of this paper are as follows:

1) We study the discrete-time matrix-weighted MAS for
distributed vector consensus problem in asynchronous
update model using stochastic matrix convergence theory.
We show that global consensus is achieved asymptoti-
cally almost surely when all edges have positive definite
weight matrices (Theorem [I). We also prove a result
(Lemma [3) on the convergence of infinite products of
matrices of the form (A4 B) which can be of independent
interest in nonhomogeneous matrix product theory [32].
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work
on vector consensus using matrix product convergence
theory.

2) We extend the results to cooperative-competitive net-
works showing bipartite vector consensus. We provide
a necessary (Theorem [2) and sufficient (Theorem [4| and
Corollary network condition to get bipartite vector
consensus and present a simple proof for the sufficient
condition by relating bipartite to the global consensus
over network. We also analyze the network for zero
consensus.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section [[, we introduce the system model, along with the
synchronous and asynchronous state update rules. Section
presents key results in matrix convergence theory which are
later applied to prove the global consensus results in Sec-
tion In Section [V] we discuss the concept of structurally
balanced networks and provide results for bipartite consensus.
In Section we present the network conditions for achieving
zero consensus. Numerical examples that illustrate the theoret-
ical findings are provided in Section [VII} Finally, we conclude
with a discussion in Section

C. Notations

We briefly present some useful notations used in this work.
A zero matrix of dimension a X b is denoted by 0,x; and a
zero vector of dimension d is denoted by 04. A d x d identity
matrix is denoted by I;. A d-dimensional vector of ones is
denoted by 1,. All the vectors considered here are column
vectors unless otherwise specified. For simplicity of notations,
we do not use the dimension subscript in these notations where
ever it is clear. A symmetric matrix S € R™*" is positive
definite, if y7 Sy > 0 for all non-zero y € R™. The matrix S
is called negative definite if —S is positive definite. A matrix-
sign function sgn(S) = 1 if S is positive definite. Similarly
sgn(S) = —1 if S is negative definite, and sgn(S) = 0 if
S = 0,xn- The (¢,7)-th element of a matrix S is denoted
by S(-7). The infinite matrix norm for any matrix S, is
defined as the maximum absolute row sum of the matrix and is



denoted by ||S|| = max;<;<, Z?Zl |S(57)|. A square matrix
is said to be stochastic if its every row is a probability vector.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We represent a MAS by a matrix-weighted directed graph
G = (V, E, W) where V is the set of n agents and F is the set
of communication edges between them. An edge (i,j) € E if
and only if an agent ¢ can receive information directly from
an agent j. The set of in-neighbors of an agent ¢ € V is
denoted by N; = {j € V|(i,7) € E}. We assume that the
graph G has a directed spanning tree (also called rooted out-
branching Each edge (i,7) € E has a weight associated
with it which is denoted by a symmetric matrix W;; € R%*4.
When d = 1 the weight is a scalar. The interaction weight
matrix W = [W;;] € R¥>" i a block matrix such that
the block identified by rows from r; = ¢ + (i — 1)(d — 1)
to 7; + (d — 1) and columns from ¢; = j + (j — 1)(d — 1)
to ¢; + (d — 1) is the matrix W;;. We assume that W;; =
O4xa, Vit € V.

Each agent ¢ € V maintains a d-dimensional state vector
denoted by X;(t) € R? at all times ¢ € N* with X;(0) being
the initial state vector. At each discrete time step t € NT,
agents update their state vectors by linearly combining states
of their neighbors. Let X (t) := [X1(t) Xa(t) ... Xa(t)]" be
a vector, where, X} (¢) be the n-dimensional vector consisting
of kt" dimension of the state vector of each agent at time ¢.
The consensus of state vectors is said to be achieved when all
agents converge to same state vector. More formally,

Definition 1. A network is said to achieve global consensus
iftlim | Xi(t) — X,;(t) |=0q, Vi,j € V.
—00

The state updates can either happen synchronously in which
case all the agents update their states simultaneously or
asynchronously in which case only one agent updates its state
at a time. We first present the synchronous update model and
then modify it for the asynchronous case.

A. Synchronous update model

In synchronous update model, all agents update their state
vectors at the same time by weighted combination of their
own and their neighbors’ state vectors. Such update rule
is commonly studied in the distributed scalar consensus
literature [21], [33] and is based on the classical DeG-
root model of opinion dynamics [20]]. Generalization of this
to vector states can be written as: X;(t + 1) = (Ig —
T Z sgn(Wij)Wi; Xi(t) + 73 cn, WijX;(t). Here T € R

is called the step-size for the update. The range R is defined

1
as R = (0 -
P max2 3 sen(Wi )W
i,k,m _7'6/\/‘1' -

the (k, m)-th element of W;;. As all agents update the states
simultaneously, one can write this in matrix form as:

km) .
, Where WL(J ™) g

3A graph is said to have a directed spanning tree if there exists an agent
which has a directed path to every other agent.

X(t)=PX(t—-1)=P'X(0). (1)

Here P is of size nd x nd. We rewrite this update rule
by clubbing together each dimension of every agent’s state
vectors as follows for analysis.

X(t)=FX(t—-1)=(P+Q)X(t—1) = (P+Q)'X(0), (2)
where,
P 0 --- 0
0 P 0
P = . : 3)
0 0 Pd
and
0 Q2 Q14
Qax 0 - Qo
Q= . S Cl “)
Qai Qa2 -+ 0

Here P; € R™™™,Q;; € R™™", and 0 € R™*". It is easy
to verify that the (k,m)-th element of P; and ();; matrices
are as follows:

plkm) _ {1 =T e, sgn(Wkl)Wéf’i) for k=m
4 - W [
km

for k # m.
&)
ot _ [~ Dien s W)W fork=m, o
Y W,g ) for k # m.

Note that the structures of F;, Q;; depend on the matrix
sign function of the weight matrices W;; which depends on
the matrix being positive definite or negative definite.

B. Asynchronous update model

In asynchronous update model, only some agents update
their states at a time; see [[17]], [23]], [22] for some such models.
In this work, we study the following asynchronous update
model. At any time ¢, an agent ¢ € V is picked uniformly
at random to update its state while all the other agents keep
their states as it is. We assume that the agents are picked for
update independently across time. If agent [ is picked at time
t for update then the update matrix P of (I) can be modified
as:

X(t+1)=U®X(®) = [[UrX(©0) ™

with U(t) = ElElTP — ElE;‘F +1 € R™xnd Here E; €
R™¥*4 {5 a block matrix contains n blocks each of dimension
d x d. Note that the blocks are considered row-wise in E;. The
I" block in E; is an identity matrix of dimension d and other
blocks are zero matrices of dimension d. This ensures that
only agent [ updates its state and all the other agents’ states
remain unchanged. Similar to (2)), one can write the update at
time ¢ as:



t t
X(t+1) =[] F®)x(0) = [T (P(k) + Q(k)X(0). ()
k=0 k=0
Remark 1. Note that matrices U(t), P(t), Q(t) are random
matrices as the agent to update state is chosen randomly at
any time t. Structures of P(t) and Q(t) are same as that
of @) and @) respectively with the following difference: if
an agent | € V is picked for update at time t then the row
corresponding to | in P;,¥Vi € {1,...,d} is non-zero with
elements given in (). All the other rows of P; have 1 as their
diagonal element and 0 as off-diagonal elements. Similarly,
the rows corresponding to agent | in QQ;; matrix of Q(t) have
non-zero elements given in (6) and all other rows are zero.

Let the probability space generated by the random agent’s
picking be (,F,P). Here Q = {w : w = (v1,vq,...),v; €
V,t € NT}, F is the o-algebra generated by randomly picked
agents, and P is the probability measure induced on the sample
paths in ).

Remark 2. Recall that the number of agents in the network
are n < co. Thus each U(t) (in turn P(t), Q(t)) can be one
of the n possible matrices each corresponding to an agent
i € V being chosen at t with probability of picking any agent
as % In other words, in asynchronous model the update matrix
at any time t is chosen from a finite set with probability of
choosing any element of the set being strictly positive.

In this work, our aim is to analyze the state evolution in
asynchronous update model. In the next section, we present
some standard results from matrix convergence theory along
with a proof of convergence for product of nonhomogenous
matrices which are used to analyze the asynchronous model
in Section

III. MATRIX PRODUCT CONVERGENCE

Convergence of matrix products is a well studied area [34],
[32] which is widely used in analyzing the state evolution
in MAS. The following well known results from matrix
convergence theory are used to prove our results in Section

For any n X m matrix S one can generate a graph Gg =
(V, Es) in which an edge (i, 5) € Ej if and only if S(»7) > 0.
We call such a graph as the induced graph of matrix S.

Lemma 1. [[[8] Let A € R™*™ be a stochastic matrix with
positive diagonal elements. Then, tgrgo At converges to a rank
one matrix with all identical rows if and only if the induced
graph of A has a spanning tree.

Lemma 2. [34)] Let A € R"*™ be a matrix with eigenvalue
A If | N |< 1 for all eigenvalues of A, then A is power
convergent, i.e., tlim At =0.

— 00

Now, we prove a result on the infinite product of matrices
of the form (A + B).

Lemma 3. Let C' = A + B be a positive square matrix and
||.|| be the infinite matrix norm. If ||A]| < 1, tlim At exists,
— 00

. . A . .

and lim B! =0, then lim C' £ D exists, where D is some
t—o0 . t—o00

positive matrix.

Proof. We will prove that lim C? exists by showing that the

— 00

matrix sequence J; = C* L (A+ B)!,Vt € NT is a Cauchy
sequence. Let J;, = A"""(A + B)" for some t > r, where
r € N7 is finite. By triangular inequality of the matrix norm,
for some t,s > r,

HJt—JSH < ||Jt_']t,7'|| + ||Jt,7' _JS,7'||+||JS,7'_JSH- (9)

We will first show that for sufficiently large ¢, s and r, each
term of the right side of (9) is less than €/3 for some constant
e > 0. Expanding the first term and applying triangular
inequality we get,
17e = Jeoll = |I(A+ B)' — A" (A+ B)"||
<[[(A+B) [ [(A+B)"" - A"

For a fixed r, ||(A+4 B)"|| is a constant. The second term here
can be written as:

I(A+B) 7 — AT 2|4 B4 4 B

(b)
<[ AT 4.+ | ABTT|
+1B]

(©)

<IBII+ 1B + ...+ [|1B""]]

(@)

S €1.
Here the the equality (a) is by expanding the matrix term
(A 4+ B)'™", inequalities (b) and (c) are due to triangular
inequality and the fact that ||A|| = 1 respectively. For the
inequality (d), note that there exist 6 € (0, 1) such that || B|| <
5. As tl;rglo B — 0, there exist ¢; such that ||B"™""°—-0]|| < ¢
forall t—r—s >1t;, Vs =0,1,...,(—r+¢—1). By properly
choosing r, we get ||(A + B)"|| e1 < €¢/3. Which implies,
[|Je—J¢.r|| < €/3. Similarly, one can prove ||J, . —Js|| < €/3.
Now consider the second term on the right hand side of (9).

= Jonll = [[A7T(A+ B)" — A" (A+ B)||
=l(A+B)" (A" = AT ||
<[I(A+B)|| [JA"" — AT,

[Tt

For a fixed r, |[|[(A + B)"|| is a constant. As lim A’ exists,

t—o00
3ty and €2 > 0 such that ||A"™" — A*77|| < e for all
t —r >ty and s — r > ta. By properly choosing r, we get
[|[(A+ B)"|| €2 < €¢/3. Which implies, ||J;,» — Js,|| < €/3.
Hence using @), ||J: — Js|| < € which implies, J; is a
Cauchy sequence. As the matrix product space with norm ||.||
is complete, this shows that the Cauchy sequence .J; converges
thus proving the result. O

Remark 3. Lemma [3 shows the convergence of infinite
product of matrices of the form (A + B) when A and B
hold certain properties. Such matrix products are studied
in nonhomogenous matrix theory which has applications in
Markov chains and graphics; see [32|] for more details.



The following lemma shows that the induced graph of the
product of matrices has more communication edges than the
union of induced graphs of individual matrices.

Lemma 4. ([33]) Let A(1), A(2),...,A(k) for some k > 1
be a sequence of stochastic matrices with positive diagonal
elements. Then U?:lGA(j) - GA(k)A(kfl)...A(l)-

In other words, Lemma [Z_f] says that the union of induced
graphs of individual matrices is a subgraph of the induced
graph of product of these matrices. This is used to prove the
following result about existence of a spanning tree in the finite
union of the induced graphs of update matrices.

Lemma 5. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted network
with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using (8), then the induced graph
of H(t) = tll>rgo HZ:O P (k) has a spanning tree almost surely.

Proof. Recall the definition of matrix P(¢) from Remark
and (5). From (5) observe that any matrix P; depends only
on the principal diagonal elements of the weight matrices
Wi which are positive definite by our assumption. Hence,
W,g;f) > 0 by definition. By definition of step-size 7, each
element of P; is non negative and Pf’k > (0. Moreover, the
sum of each row of P; is 1. Thus, for any time k, P(k) is
a stochastic matrix with positive diagonal elements. Since
stochastic matrices with positive diagonal elements are closed
under multiplication [34], [} _, P (k) is a stochastic matrix
with positive diagonal elements. Recall that every agent
is chosen at any time with positive probability (Remark
R). Let Y, = P(1+ (I — Yn)P(2 + (I — 1)n)...P(in)
for all [ € NT be a random matrix of multiplication of n
P(k) matrices. According to Lemma |4} the induced graph
Gy, of Y; contains more communication edges than the
union of induced graphs Uj_;Gp(iy(i—1)n)- At any given
time t, an agent is selected uniformly at random, with
each selection being independent of previous ones. Thus,
P(every agent is picked at least once in n time slots) >
(%)n Hence, the probability that the spanning tree 7T
is included in the induced graph of Y; for any [ is:
P(T C Gy,) > P(T C UZ:1GU(k+(l—1)n)) > (%)n . Let E;
be the event that there is spanning tree in the induced graph
of Y;. Thus, P(E;) > (1)" > 0. Note that 3;°, P(E);) = oo
and the events (E)),-, are independent. Hence, by second
Borel-Cantelli lemma, the event E; occurs infinitely often
almost surely i.e., P(E; i.0. ) = 1. Thus, the induced graph
of H(t) = HZ:O P(k) has a spanning tree almost surely. [J

Remark 4. Let Q' C Q be the set of sample paths for which
Lemma 5| holds. Then, by Lemma [5| P(Q') = 1. For any
sample path w € ', let t'(w) < 0o be the time such that E
occurs infinitely often almost surely for all t > t'(w). Implies,
the induced graph of H(t) has a spanning tree almost surely
Sorall t > t'(w).

In the next section we use these results to prove convergence
of global consensus.

IV. GLOBAL CONSENSUS IN ASYNCHRONOUS MODEL

In this section, we analyze the evolution of state vectors
for update rule (8) when every edge weight matrix W;; is
positive definite in the graph G. To prove the convergence of
state vectors, we need to prove the convergence of ] _o F(k)
which in turn requires the convergence of tlim [I—o P(k)

—00

and tliglo HZ:O Q(k). Recall that the matrix F (k) is dictated
by the sample path w coming from the sample space (2 and
thus can be denoted as F, (k). We prove the convergence
of product of F, (k) for every sample path w € Q' (recall
definition of Q' from Remark E]) For simplicity, we skip the
subscript w from the matrix notation whenever it clear from
the context.

We first show that HZ:O P (k) converges to a block diago-
nal matrix with a rank-1 matrix in each block. The following
result is generalization of a standard result (see Lemma 3.7
of [[18]]) on the convergence of product of stochastic matrices
which can be proved by combining the results of Lemma
and Lemma

Lemma 6. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted network
with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using ({§), then for every sample
path w € Q' tlgrolo H};:O P(k) converges to a block diagonal
matrix with a rank-1 matrix in each block of the diagonal.

Now, we show that the product Hi;:o Q(k) converges to a
zero matrix for a sample path w € 2’ whose proof is given
in Appendix [A]

Lemma 7. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted network
with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using (§), then tlggo HZ:O Q(k)
converges almost surely to a zero matrix.

By using properties proved in Lemmas [6] and [7] we now
show the existence of convergence of H};:o F (k) on the lines
of proof of Lemma [3]

Lemma 8. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted network
with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using (8), then for every sample
path w € Q' the matrix sequence |[,_, F(k),Vt > t'(w) is
a Cauchy sequence.

Formal proof is given in Appendix [B| Note that the above
result shows that [, _, F (k) converges to a finite matrix B(w)
on sample path w. In the following results we show some
properties of eigenvalues of H;ZO F(k),Vt > t'(w) which
will be used to prove the structure of B(w).

Lemma 9. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted network
with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using (), then for every sample
pathw € V', [Th_o F(k), Yt > t'(w) has an eigenvalue A = 1
with algebraic multiplicity d and geometric multiplicity d.

See Appendix [C| for proof of Lemma[9} Now, we show that
no eigenvalue A\ of szo F(k),Vt > t'(w) has |A] > 1.



Lemma 10. Ler G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted net-
work with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights.
If agents update their states using , then for every sample
path w € ', no eigenvalue \ of [[,_, F(k),Vt > t'(w) has
[A] > 1.

Proof. We prove the result by contradiction. Let there be an
eigenvalue A\, of HZ:O F(k),Vt > t'(w) such that [A;| > 1.
By Lemma 8] we know that tlggo HZ:O F(k) exists. For

every t > t'(w), the Jordan canonical form of H}i:o F(k)
can be written as [[,_, F(k) = S[._oJ(k)S™" where
S is a matrix with eigenvectors and [[i_,J(k) is the
Jordan matrix of eigenvalues of HZ:O F(k). It is easy to
verify that tlirgo [y F(k) = StlijEo Lo J(k)S~1. As
Jim TTio J (k)
exists. By Lemma @ we know that H};:o F(k) has d unity
eigenvalues and (nd — d) non-unity eigenvalues. The Jor-
dan matrix of HZ:O F(k) can be written as HZ:O J(k) =

i P 0(nd—dyxd

045 (nd—a) | o .
1 x 1 corresponding to unity eigenvalue whose algebraic

and geometric multiplicities are d. The Jordan block corre-
sponding to non-unity eigenvalues is Jy; which has non-
unity eigenvalues in its diagonal and zeros on off-diagonal
elements. Observe that tliglo Jg\ﬂ will diverge to infinity

each element of S is finite, by Lemma

. It has d Jordan blocks of size

because |A1| > 1. This implies that ,IEEC [Th._, J(k) does
not exists which contradicts the result of Lemma [8 Recall by
Lemma [5] that the event E; (existence of spanning tree in finite
time steps) happens infinitely often. Hence the argument for
J 21 holds true for every consecutive t'(w) < oo time slots.
Hence, the matrix HZ:O F(k),¥t > t/(w) can not have any
eigenvalue greater than one. O

Now we present the main result of this work.

Theorem 1. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted net-
work with a spanning tree and positive definite edge weights. If
agents update their states using (1), then the network achieves
global consensus asymptotically almost surely for all initial
states.

Proof. For any sample path w € €', by Lemma @]
and Lemma |[10] we can write: tlim HZ:O Jk) =
— 00

Hence, the

[O(nd—d)x(nd—d) 0(nd—dyxd state update

0ix(na—ay Ia
rule (8) can be written as:

lim X(6) = S |:0(ndd)><(ndd) 0(ndd)><dj| S x(0).
t—00 045 (nd—a) Iy

The last d rows of S~! remain same and all other rows
become zero in the product tlim HZ:O J(k)S—!. The last

— 00

d columns of S are linearly independent eigenvectors corre-
sponding to unity eigenvalue of HZ:O F (k). See the definition
of these vectors V7, - - -,V in the proof of Lemma |9, Without
loss of generality, let k = 1in V7, - - - , V. Then each non-zero
row of tlirgo H';’C:O J(k)S~1 repeats n times when we multiply

Fig. 1. A 10-agents 4-regular network with a spanning tree.

S with lim 15—, J(k)S~'. Thus, § Jim [Ty J(k)S™
converges to a matrix B(w). Matrix B(w) contains d horizontal
blocks, ie., B(w) = [R1 Rz ... R4)", where each block
R; € R ig a rank-1 matrix. Thus, k' dimension of
all agents converge to the same value on sample path w.
As w € Q' and P(®Y) = 1. This proves the almost sure
convergence of global consensus. O

Observe that all the results for the asynchronous system
model are proved on sample paths for which the existence of
spanning tree on the induced graph of update matrices in finite
time is guaranteed by Lemma [5] Recall that the underlying
graph G has a spanning tree and thus in synchronous time
model the spanning tree exists for the update matrix P (refer
(1)) at all times. Thus all results of this section hold true for the
synchronous time model as well which is formally presented
here.

Corollary 1. Let G = (V,E, W) be a matrix-weighted
network with a spanning tree and positive definite edge
weights. If agents synchronously update their states by (I)),
then the network achieves global consensus asymptotically
almost surely for all initial states.

Example 1. See a network of 10 agents and 20 edges
containing a spanning tree in Figure Each edge is as-
signed a positive definite weight matrix. Additionally, the
initial state of each agent is defined by a randomly selected
three-dimensional vector. Figure [2] illustrates the evolution
of the state vectors leading to global consensus when states
are updated using (7). Note that the final consensus vector
depends on the initial state vectors and the sequence of agents
selected for update.

Note that the convergence of P(k) and Q(k) (shown in
Lemma [6] and [7) depend on the fact that all W;; matrices
are positive definite. In the next section, we analyze the state
evolution when some edge weights are negative definite.

V. BIPARTITE CONSENSUS IN SYNCHRONOUS MODEL

In Section we showed that the global consensus is
achieved in network G if it has a spanning tree (both
asynchronous and synchronous time model) and all edge
weights are positive definite. In this section we discuss the
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state evolution when some edge weights are negative definite
inspired by the signed graphs in scalar consensus literature
[26]. A negative definite weight matrix for an edge can
represent competition (or mistrust) among the agents while
positive definite weight can represent cooperation. In such a
network, we observe that the network does not achieve global
consensus instead the type of the consensus depends on the
structure of the network.

Definition 2. [31l] A network is said to achieve a bipar-

tite consensus if the agent set V can be partitioned into

two sets Vq,Vo such that tlim X, =C, Vi € Vi, and
— 00

tlim X; =-C, Vj € V;, where C is a non-zero vector of
— 00

dimension d. A network is said to achieve zero consensus if
all the state vectors converge to zero vector, i.e., tlim X;(t) =
—» 00

04, Vie V.

In scalar consensus, bipartite consensus is achieved if
the network is structurally balanced. The generalization of
structurally balanced property on matrix-weighted networks
is presented here.

Definition 3. [30] A matrix-weighted network G = (V, E, W)
is called structurally balanced if there exists a bi-partition
of agents V. = Vi UV, such that W;; is positive definite
if i,j € Vi, Yk € {1,2}, and W;; is negative definite if
1€V, j €V V.

See example of a structurally balanced network in Figure
Bl

A network with positive and negative definite edge weights
but is not structurally balanced is called structurally unbal-
anced network. For simplicity of exposition, in this work we
present the analysis for the synchronous update model but the
analysis holds true for asynchronous update model as well.
Numerical example for asynchronous update model is pre-
sented in Example [2] Now we present and prove that bipartite
consensus is achieved on structurally balanced networks.

Theorem 2. Let G (V,E, W) be a matrix-weighted
structurally balanced network with a spanning tree. If agents
synchronously update their state by (1), then the network

achieves bipartite consensus asymptotically almost surely for
all initial states.

Proof. Let Vi and V, be the partition of agents following
structurally balanced condition of Definition [3] Without loss
of generality, we label agents such that first £ agents belong
to V1 and the remaining n — k agents belong to V5. Let
A = diag{Iy,..., I, —14,...,—I;} be a block diagonal
matrix with the matrices I, —1I repeating k£ and n — k times re-
spectively. Let D :== A~'PA and a vector Y (t) := A~1X(#).
Then, from update rule (I)) we can write the update rule for
vector Y as:

Y(t+1) =DY(1). (10)

By rearranging the vector Y to get k-th dimension of the state
vectors together, (T0) can be written as:

Y(t)=(S+TY({t—1)=(S+T)V0), 1D
where,
S1 0 0 0 Tis T4
0 SQ 0 T21 0 T2d
S=1. . T = )
0 0 S, To Tus 0

with S; € R™*" T;; € R"*" and 0 € R™*". The matrices
S; and T;; can be obtained by rearranging the elements of
matrix D with their (k, m)-th elements as:

1—7 ng’i) +7 Y W,S’i) for k =m,
(kym) leNt leN]NT
Gynm) (i,i) T
i TWe for k #m & m e Nt
—rw D for k #m & m e NNT.
> W;S’j) +7 > W,S’j) for k = m,
(k,m) lgN,;F leN]T
R R for k #m & m € N,
—rw ) for k #m & m € NV,

Here NI is the set of in-neighbors of an agent k € V; from
the same set V; and N7 is the set of in-neighbors of an agent
k from V' \ V;. In other words, edge matrix Wy, is positive



Fig. 3. A structurally balanced network with Vi = {1,3,5,7,9} and
Vo = {2,4,6,8,10}. Here black and red edges represent positive definite
and negative definite weight matrices respectively.

definite if m € NI and is negative definite if m € N7, It is
easy to verify that the S; and T;; have the same properties as
that of P; and Q;; (see (§), (€)) respectively. Thus the almost
sure convergence of global consensus for Y in (I0) can be
proved on the similar lines of X in with the arguments
presented in Section By definition of Y and D, observe
that if the vector Y; of an agent ¢ converges to C, then X;
converges to C for ¢ € V; and to —C for ¢ € V5. This
proves that the network achieves bipartite consensus when the
network is structurally balanced. [

Example 2. A structurally balanced network of 10 agents
with a spanning tree is shown in Figure [3| The edge weight
matrices are either positive definite or negative definite which
are chosen randomly. Here agent set partitions as V, =
{1,3,5,7,9} and V5 = {2,4, 6,8, 10}. State vectors evolution
when agents update their states using is shown in Figure
Observe that all the agents in V| converge to a state vector
C whereas all agents in Vo converge to —C' thus achieving
bipartite consensus.

In the next section, we study network condition for achiev-
ing zero consensus.

VI. ZERO CONSENSUS IN SYNCHRONOUS MODEL

In this section, we show that under certain network con-
ditions the agents achieve zero consensus. In particular, in
Section we study networks with all negative definite
edge weights and in Section we study structurally
unbalanced networks.

A. All edge weights are negative definite

In this section, we consider a network in which every edge
weight matrix is negative definite and prove that all the agents’
states reach to zero vector when agents update their states
synchronously (T)). Our results also hold true for asynchronous
update model. Numerical example for asynchronous update
model is presented in Example [3] Similar to Section we
start by proving the convergence of series F* by looking at
convergence of P! and Q.

Lemma 11. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted net-

work with a spanning tree and negative definite edge weights.

If agents update their states using @), then tlim Pt converges
— 00

almost surely to a zero matrix.

See Appendix D] for proof of Lemma [TT} The convergence
of Q! can be proved on the lines of Lemma [7| and we skip
the proof and state the result directly.

Lemma 12. Let G = (V, E, W) be a matrix-weighted net-

work with a spanning tree and negative definite edge weights.

If agents update their states using @), then tlim Qt converges
— 00

almost surely to a zero matrix.

By using the convergence of P! and Q' we prove the
following result.

Lemma 13. Let G = (V, E,W) be a matrix-weighted net-

work with a spanning tree and negative definite edge weights.

If agents update their states using [2), then tlim Ft converges
—00

almost surely to a zero matrix.

See Appendix [E] for proof of Lemma[I3] Now we are ready
to present the main result of this section.

Theorem 3. Ler G = (V,E,W) be a matrix-weighted
network with a spanning tree and negative definite edge
weights. If agents update their state using (1), then the network
achieves zero consensus asymptotically almost surely for all
initial states.

Proof. The proof directly follows from the modified update
rule (Z) and Lemma [T3} O

Example 3. Consider the 10 agents 4-regular network shown
in Figure |I| with each edge weight being a negative definite
matrix. Initial state vectors and the edge weight matrices are
chosen randomly. State vectors evolution when agents update
their states using is shown in Figure 5] Observe that
all the agents converge to a zero vector thus achieving zero
consensus.

B. Structurally unbalanced networks

In this section we analyze vector consensus on structurally
unbalanced networks. By the definition of a structurally unbal-
anced network there is at least an edge with positive definite
and an edge with negative definite weight matrix. We start by
proving that both P* and Q! matrices converge to zero matrix
in this case thus leading to zero consensus.

Lemma 14. Let G = (V, E, W) be a structurally unbalanced

matrix-weighted network with a spanning tree. If agents

update their states using [2), then flim Pt converges almost
L— 00

surely to a zero matrix.

See Appendix [F| for proof of Lemma
The next lemma shows that lim Q! converges almost

t—o0
surely to a zero matrix when the network is structurally
unbalanced.
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Lemma 15. Let G = (V, E, W) be a structurally unbalanced

matrix-weighted network with a spanning tree. If agents

update their states using (), then tlim Qt converges almost
hde el

surely to a zero matrix.

See Appendix [G] for proof of Lemma [I5]
The proof of the following theorem follows by mimicking
the proof of Theorem [I] by using Lemmas [T4] [T3]

Theorem 4. Let G = (V, E, W) be a structurally unbalanced
matrix-weighted network with a spanning tree. If agents
update their states using (1), then the network achieves zero
consensus asymptotically almost surely for all initial states.

Combining the results of Theorem [2] and Theorem [] we
obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Let G (V,E, W) be a matrix-weighted
network with a spanning tree. If agents update their states
using (1), then the network achieves bipartite consensus
asymptotically almost surely for all initial states if and only
if G is structurally balanced.

Example 4. Consider a structurally unbalanced network by
making edge weights between agents 1, 3 and 6, 8 negative
definite in Figure[3| State evolution on this network is shown in
Figure [6] when agents update their states using (7). Observe

that all agents converge to zero vector thus achieving zero
consensus.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical examples to illustrate
some of the results presented in Sections [[V] [V] and [VI]

The following example shows that agents may converge
to different state vectors on distinct sample paths in asyn-
chronous update model despite having identical weight matri-
ces and initial state vectors due to random sequence of update
matrices.

Example 5. Recall the network of Figure [I] and the global
consensus achieved by agents using () shown in Figure [2]
Figure []] shows the convergence of state vectors for the same
network on a sample path other than that of Figure |2| with
same weight matrices and initial state vectors. Observe that
the state vectors converge to different consensus values in
Figures 2| and[7) due to random selection of updating agent at
every time.

The next example shows that the proper selection of step-
size T ensures the convergence of agents’ states otherwise they
become unbounded.

Example 6. In Example(l] we select a step-size T that satisfies
the condition stated in Section and it is observed that all
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agents in the network successfully achieve global consensus
(see Figure [2). Figure [8] shows the state evolution for a step-
size T ¢ R when agents update their states using (7). Observe
that the state vectors become unbounded in this case due to
non-convergence of HZ:O F (k) matrix.

Now we show the convergence of agents’ states in a 5
agents directed network showing that our results hold true for
both undirected and directed networks with a spanning tree.

Example 7. Observe that the directed network of Figure
[9(a)] is not strongly connected but has a spanning tree. The
evolution of the state vectors for every agent when agents
update their states using (1) (see Figure [9) shows that agents
achieve global consensus. This shows that our result holds
for directed graphs as well thus showing the robustness of
our results.

Examples [TH7] consider specific networks generated by fixed
edges. The following example shows that the results hold true
for any randomly generated network as well.

Example 8. We consider a random geometric graph (RGG)
[36]] in which agents are placed in a metric space, typically the
Euclidean plane, and edges are formed based on the distance

between verticesﬂ We consider a RGG network, denoted by
(G(200,0.4), in which 200 agents are distributed uniformly
at random in a unit square and an edge is between two
agents if their Euclidean distance is less than or equal to
the threshold 0.4. We make sure that our network G(200,0.4)
has a spanning tree. The evolution of state vectors of agents
{2,97,160,198} € V, when agents update their states using
(@ is shown in Figure [I0} Observe that all agents reach to
same vector thus achieving global consensus.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied the vector consensus over discrete-
time matrix-weighted multi-agent networks using stochastic
matrix convergence theory. In particular, we showed that
the network achieves the global consensus almost surely for
both synchronous and asynchronous update models when all
edge weights are positive definite. The existing literature
only shows the convergence in expectation for asynchronous
update model. We also considered the situation when the
agents’ interactions are either cooperative (denoted by positive
definite edge weight) or competitive (edge weight being
negative definite). We showed that the network achieves

4There are various ways to generate RGG networks. We generate the
network where edges are chosen based on Euclidean distance. See for
more details.



4 o 9

SXTU 25”0 axm
;4: 25 State values ®oe State values 25 State values
» —— X, —y—Xp £ —— X, —y—Xp 2 —— X, —y— X
s 2 ——Xo —p—Xp £ 15 Xy —Pp— X7 2 2 Xy —Pp— X1y
g —e—Xu Xa g —e—Xu X g —— Xy X
15 ——Xu —h—Xn - —— X —h—Xn 15 —— X —h— X
2 —A— X X s 1 —A— X X £ —h— Xy Xz
g % R
‘; % o5 =
= 05 g = 05 I
g S S x ]
Z P S | ER S z P P T
g op———— %g%i: g g O ) Jr
< 05 <05 T os
= = =]
4 S 4 =}
=z 1 g - = 4
= @0 5

15 15 15

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 o 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Time ¢ Time Time ¢
(@) (b) ()

Fig. 8. Evolution of state vectors for an agent ¢ € V' with asynchronous update rule (7) when 7 ¢ R showing divergence of state vectors. (a) First dimension
of state vectors (b) Second dimension of state vectors (c¢) Third dimension of state vectors.

0 2 80
e State values
T @ ——Xi; ——Xq
X 10 p 57 Xy ——Xa
4 b3 ——Xy
g £ 60
8 20 :
- -10.42
: £
= +
/-\ £ 30 7
7 o
1 » 3 » 4 = S 40
g §
= @ 30 45.20
g State valies Z
g 50 —a— X, —4—Xu g 2
T 4 Xy —p—Xy 5
= ——Xu
L 60 =R
&= 5
4 c 8
70 @ o0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
Time ¢ Time t
(@) (b) (c)

Fig. 9. Evolution of state vectors of an agent ¢ € V' for the network shown in Figure@ with asynchronous update rule (7) showing global consensus. (a)
A directed network with 5 agents containing spanning tree. (b) First dimension of state vectors (c) Second dimension of state vectors.

12 %
——i-2 o o 4 ———
7 10 ——i=97 o ; ——i=97
ol —e—i =160 ” < 0 —e—i=160
: -
£ 20 ——i=198 3 g ——i=198
Q =3
2 5 £ 70
g -0 £ g
° 2 e
3 40 = g%
2 9 = =
@ o
g 50 © B 50 - 0—0—0—0—0—0
= =
g w0 £ g
z Z G 40
£ 2 B g
£ -50.96 E £ 19.42
T %0 g =
Z g5 Ep
£ 90 8 =
= £ =
-100 2 10
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
Time ¢ Time ¢
(@) (b) ©

Fig. 10. Evolution of state vectors of agents {2,97,160,198} € V for the random geometric network G(200,0.4) with asynchronous update rule (7)
showing global consensus. (a) First dimension of state vectors (b) Second dimension of state vectors (c) Third dimension of state vectors.

bipartite consensus almost surely if and only if the network is
structurally balanced.Network achieves zero consensus almost
surely when network is structurally unbalanced. While proving
our main results, we proved convergence of product of sum
of nonhomogenous matrices which is of independent interest
in the matrix convergence theory. Interesting future directions
for exploration are the vector consensus with communication
delays and quantized communication.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 7

Proof. By the properties of ();; matrices, the row sum of
Q(k),Vk is zero and 0 < ||Q(k)|| < 1. Let ||Q(K)||+ =
max(||Q(K)[|, 1) and [|Q(k)]|— = min(||Q(k)]|,1). Observe
that 35 (1| Q(R)| |+ —1) converges and Y5 o (1—||Q(k) |-
diverges. By Theorem 6.3 of [32], tlggo I, Qk)=0. O

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 8

Proof. On any sample path w € €', recall that H};:O F(k) =

[T (P(E) + Q(k)). We skip the notation w. Note that the

matrix norm of P(k) is ||P(k)|| = 1,Vk, lim T_, P(k)
oo

exists by Lemma |6| and tlim szo Q(k) — 0 by Lemma
—00

Let i = [[_o(P(k) + Q(K)),Vt > t'(w) be a matrix
sequence. We will show that the sequence J; converges by
proving that J; is a Cauchy sequence. Let for some ¢ > r >
(W), T = 11—t P() TTheo (P (k) + Q(K)). By triangular

inequality of the matrix norm, for some ¢,s > 7,
Hs7t_\75|| S ||L7t_\7t,’r‘||+||l.7t,7‘_t78,’l’”+||j8,’l"_l.75||' (12)

By using the fact that ||P(k)|| = 1,Vk from Lemma [f] and
tlggo HZ:O Q(k) — 0 from Lemma [7, one can show that for
sufficiently large ¢, s and r, || J; — Ji.r || < €/3,[|Tsr — Ts|| <
€/3 on the lines of the proof of Lemma [3| for some constant
€ > 0. By using the result tl_lglo HZ:O P(k) exists by Lemma

one can also show that ||7;» — Js.r|| < €/3. Hence ||J; —
Js|| < € which implies, J;, Vt > t'(w) is a Cauchy sequence.
As the matrix product space with norm |[.|| is complete, this
shows that the Cauchy sequence [J;,Vt > t'(w) converges.
This proves that for any w € ', tlggo H}Z:O F(k) exists. O

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 9
Proof. For every t > t'(w), let Hi:o F(k) = A + By
with A; having similar structure to that of P in (3) and B;
having similar structure to that of Q in (). Here P; is an



ith diagonal block matrix in A; similar to that of P; in P.
Using the arguments made in Lemmal6] P;,Vi € {1,2,...,d}
in A; is a stochastic matrix with positive diagonal elements
and the induced graph of P;,V: has a spanning tree. By
Corollary 3.5 of [18], P} has algebraic multiplicity of one
for eigenvalue A = 1 and its all other eigenvalues are less
than one. Let v; = k1 € R"™ be the eigenvector of P; for
some 7 corresponding to A = 1 for some positive constant k.
Let 71 =10, ,0,,0;,0,,---,0,]T € R™ with v; at the
it" position. It is easy to observe that Vf is an eigenvector of
A, corresponding to A = 1. Hence, the unit eigenvalue of A;
has algebraic multiplicity of d with one eigenvector coming
from each P;, Vi.

The matrix []}_, F(k),Vt > t/(w) has P; matrices in the
diagonal and @;; matrices in its off-diagonal blocks. Each
row sum of ();; matrix is zero. Hence Vi,---,Vy are also
eigenvectors of Hi:o F(k),Vt > t'(w) corresponding to A =
1. Thus HZ:O F(k),¥t > t'(w) has an eigenvalue A = 1
with d multiplicity. Observe that the vectors Vi,--- , Vy are
linearly independent hence the geometric multiplicity of unit
eigenvalue of HZ:O F(k),vt > t'(w) is also d. O

APPENDIX D
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Proof. Recall the definition of P and P; from (3) and (3).
Note that when all the interaction weight matrices are negative
definite, all the sign functions sgn(W,,) are negative and
hence P;s are not stochastic matrices. Let z be an eigenvalue
of P; for some i € {1,...,d}. By Gershgorin theorem [34]
we know that,

z— (1 +7 Z W,S”)

1eEN}

(a) ..

<73 W
1ENY,

(b)

< -7 Z W,S’i).
1ENY,

Here the inequality (a) follows from Gershgorin Theorem
and the inequality (b) follows from the negative definiteness
of Wy, matrices. Thus by the definition of step size 7, the
eigenvalue can be lower bounded as 2 > 1473, I/VISJ)Jr
T Y e, W,S’l) > 0. Similarly eigenvalues can be upper
bounded by = < 1+ 75y, Wi =7 e, W™ = 1.
Thus all the eigenvalues of matrix P; are 0 < z < 1,Vi €
{1,...,d}.

Now we will prove that any eigenvalue of P; can not equal
to 1 by contradiction. Let us assume that P; has a unity
eigenvalue z with eigenvector Y such that (P, — I)Y = 0.
This implies that Y is in the null space of matrix P; — I.
Let vi,vs,...,v, be the columns of (P; —I) and v :=
a1vy + ... + apv, where a; € R,Vi are some constants.
Column vectors vy, ..., v, are linearly independent if v = 0
only when a; = 0,Vi. The first dimension of v can be zero
iff ay = a3 = ... = a,, = —a;. Similarly, the n*" dimension
of visOiffay =ay, =... = a,-1 = —a,. Hence v = 0
iff a; = 0, Vi implying that all columns of P; —I are linearly

independent. Thus the rank of (P; — I) is n. Using the rank-
nullity theorem [34], the nullity of (P; —I) is O which implies
that the null space of (P; —I) is empty, i.e., # a non-zero Y’
such that (P; —I)Y = 0. Thus, z can not be equal to one. As
|z] < 1, by Lemma [2| it follows that tlgglo Pl =o0. O

APPENDIX E
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Proof. First we prove that 1 is not an eigenvalue of F by
contradiction. Let us assume that A = 1 is an eigenvalue of F
with eigenvector Y. Then (F —I)Y = 0. Let uy, ug, . .., Ung
be the column vectors of (F — I). Consider the linear combi-
nation of column vectors as u = aju + aUs + . . . + Apgling
where a; € R, V7 is a scalar. Column vectors uy, ug, . .., Unpg
are linearly independent if « = 0 can only be satisfied by
a; = 0, Vi. The k' row of u is zero if —a(y_1)p41 =
a(k—1ynt1+5,k = 1,...,d and j = 1,...,(n — 1). Now, it
is easy to verify that all the rows of u are zero, i.e., u = 0
iff a; = 0, Vi. Hence all the columns of (F —I) are linearly
independent to each other and its rank is n. Using the rank-
nullity theorem [34]], the nullity of (F — I is 0 and there does
not exist a non-zero Y such that (F —I)Y =0 = |\ # L.
The argument that no eigenvalue of JF has magnitude
greater than one follows on the same line of the proof of
Lemma Hence the matrix F has all the eigenvalues with
magnitude less than one. The result now directly follows by
applying Lemma 2] O

APPENDIX F
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Proof. We prove the result by using Lemma [2] by showing
that magnitude of all eigenvalues of P;, Vi (recall P; from
(@)) are strictly less than one. Let NI’ be the set of in-
neighbors of agent £ with positive definite edge weight matrix
and NN be the set of in-neighbors with negative definite
edge weight matrix. Then, by (3) and Gershgorin Theorem,
every eigenvalue z of P; can be written as:

z—|1—-7 Z W,SZ) + T Z W,gz)
leNyT leNNT

(2 | W(i’i) |+ | W(i’i) |

=T ki T ki

leNT leN]T

(b) o .
(4,2) (4,3)

<rT Z Wy -1 Z Wy

leNt leNpT

Here the inequality (a) follows from Gershgorin Theorem and
the inequality (b) is because W,S’Z) < 0 whenever Wy, is a
negative definite matrix. Thus, 0 < 1— 2737\ w4

2T 3 e T W,EZ’Z) < |z| < 1. This shows that every eigen-
value of j% is less than or equal to one.

Now we prove that 1 is not an eigenvalue of P; by contra-
diction. Let A = 1 be an eigenvalue of P; with eigenvector
Y and (P, —I)Y = 0. Let y1, ..., y, be the column vectors
of P; — I. Consider the linear combination of column vectors



as y = biy1 + ...+ bpy, where b;, Vi is a scalar. Column

vectors ¥i,...,Yn, are linearly independent if y = 0 iff
b; = 0 Vi. The first row of y is zero if by = by Vk € N
and by = —by Yk € N{NT. Similarly, the I** row of y is

zero if by = by, Vk € NI and b, = —by, Vk € NN, As the
network is structurally unbalanced all these equalities will be
true iff b; = 0, Vi. Hence, the rank of P; — I is n. Using the
rank-nullity theorem [34], the null space of P; — I is empty,
ie., § a non-zero Y such that (P, —I)Y = 0 = )\ # 1.
This contradicts our assumption hence all eigenvalues of P;
are less than one. O

APPENDIX G
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Proof. By Gershgorin circle theorem, every eigenvalue z of
Q is in the disc | z — a |< 7, where o = 0 is the principal
diagonal element of Q and <y is the absolute sum of all the
off diagonal elements of a row of Q. Thus,

y=3 1 S wE s Y

JEN; meNT meN}NT
MRS
GN me~Ng
(a)
SOV SNITAIES i SRICY
JEN; meNT JEN; meNNT
SPIPIEY
JEN; meNy
P IPILUEED D DN/
jGN me~Nk jE./\/‘i me~Ng
S S |
JEN; meN;
(b)
<1

Here the inequality (a) is due to triangular inequality, and the
inequality (b) follows from the definition of step size 7. Thus
the magnitude of all eigenvalues of Q are less than one and
the result follows from Lemma 2 O
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