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Abstract—The evaluation of final-iteration tracking perfor-
mance is a formidable obstacle in distributed online optimiza-
tion algorithms. To address this issue, this paper proposes
a novel evaluation metric named distributed forgetting-factor
regret (DFFR). It incorporates a weight into the loss function
at each iteration, which progressively reduces the weights of
historical loss functions while enabling dynamic weights alloca-
tion across optimization horizon. Furthermore, we develop two
distributed online optimization algorithms based on DFFR over
undirected connected networks: the Distributed Online Gradient-
free Algorithm for bandit-feedback problems and the Distributed
Online Projection-free Algorithm for high-dimensional problems.
Through theoretical analysis, we derive the upper bounds of
DFFR for both algorithms and further prove that under mild
conditions, DFFR either converges to zero or maintains a
tight upper bound as iterations approach infinity. Experimental
simulation demonstrates the effectiveness of the algorithms and
the superior performance of DFFR.

Index Terms—Distributed forgetting-factor regret (DFFR);
Distributed online optimization; Multi-agent systems (MAS)

I. INTRODUCTION

NLINE optimization is a versatile technique with

widespread applications across various domains, such
as communication network [1f], [2], grid systems [3]-[5],
energy management [[6], where dynamic decision-making is
crucial. The online optimization problem involves finding a
series of decisions to minimize cumulative objective func-
tions, which are dynamic and uncertain compared to offline
optimization problems. Recently, many centralized online al-
gorithms have been proposed to address this challenge [7]—
[16]. For unconstrained online optimization, several online
convex optimization algorithms have been developed based
on gradient descent method, prediction-correction method and
randomization technique [7]]-[10]. For constrained situation,
some robust algorithms, such as online gradient algorithm and
online mirror descent algorithm, have been introduced to find
the optimal decision sequence [11]], [12], [14]-[16]. The com-
mon performance metric for online optimization algorithms is
regret, first introduced by [[17]]. The algorithm is called to have
good performance if its regret is sublinear, which means that
the average loss of the algorithm, in hindsight, approaches
the average loss of the best solution. Although the regret
of the algorithms mentioned above can reach sublinearity, it
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cannot always guarantee that the decision generated at the final
iteration is close to the optimal solution. In order to solve
this problem, the concept of forgetting-factor regret (FFR)
was introduced, which incorporated a forgetting-factor (FF)
to reduce the weight of past loss functions and analyzed
the tracking performance at the final iteration [[18]. However,
when the objective function is very complex, such as the
sum of some local objective functions, the computing amount
becomes very large and the centralized online optimization
algorithms mentioned above are ineffective.

Distributed optimization algorithms offer significant advan-
tages in handling large-scale, high-computation online opti-
mization problems when compared to centralized online op-
timization methods. These algorithms typically involve multi-
agent systems (MAS), which consist of multiple autonomous
agents that interact and collaborate to achieve shared goals.
In a MAS, each agent usually operates based on its own
local information and decision-making rules. However, in
many practical scenarios, such as smart grids [3]-[5] or drone
swarms [19]], agents need to coordinate with others to optimize
collective performance, often through communication net-
works. The need for online optimization in such systems arises
from the dynamic and real-time nature of these applications.
For example, in the smart grid, the agent must constantly
adjust its operation according to the changing energy demand
and supply, while considering the current state of the grid.
Similarly, in drone swarms, agents must make real-time deci-
sions to achieve coordinated behaviors, such as path planning
or task allocation, while adapting to environmental changes
or mission requirements. In these dynamic and unpredictable
environments, online optimization allows agents to adjust their
strategies continuously, ensuring optimal system performance
even in the face of evolving network topologies or incomplete
information. Thus, online optimization provides a flexible and
adaptive framework to handle the complexities of MAS in
real-world applications.

Recently, several distributed online optimization algorithms
have been proposed within MAS [20]-[27]. For example, the
full information feedback algorithms were proposed with static
and dynamic regrets, where each agent can access the gradient
information of the local objective function . In other works,
distributed online algorithms have been designed with event-
triggered mechanisms to reduce communication overhead in
scenarios with time-varying constraints and time-delaying
[26], [27]. It is worth noting that most of the algorithms for
constrained online optimization problems rely on projection
operators, which tend to have high computational complexity.
To reduce the gradient computing, some algorithms, such as
mirror descent method, stochastic gradient method and Frank-
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Wolfe method, have been proposed [28[]-[30]. Although these
distributed online optimization algorithms achieve sublinear
regret, their tracking performance at final iteration has not
been analyzed. This presents a challenge in ensuring that the
decisions made at the final iteration are sufficiently close to the
optimal solution. To address this issue, we proposed DFFR by
incorporating a weight into the loss function at each iteration.
For the full information feedback, we designed Distributed
Online Gradient Decent Algorithm based on projection oper-
ator in [31]], assuming that the gradient of the local objective
function is accessible. In fact, the computation of gradients and
projection operators might bring high load to the algorithm,
which would limit the application of the distributed algorithms
to real-world problems, such as resource allocation.

To the best of our knowledge, there is no work on DFFR
for distributed algorithms when the gradient can not be ac-
cessed or the projection operator can not be utilized. For this
problem, this paper mainly propose two algorithms for distinct
distributed online optimization problems over undirected con-
nected networks, where the gradient of local objective function
can not be accessed or the projection operator can not be
utilized. The primary contributions of this paper are as follows.

(1) We propose gradient-free and projection-free algorithms
for bandit-feedback and high-dimensional problems. Com-
pared to [31]], which uses gradients and projection operators,
our first algorithm eliminates gradient information, reduc-
ing communication overhead, while our second algorithm
simplifies optimization progress and improves computational
efficiency. Unlike [32], [33], where the gradient-free and
projection-free algorithms were designed but loss function was
assumed to be strongly convex, we consider general convex
functions. This broader conditions makes our algorithms more
widely applicable in practical scenarios.

(2) We design DFFR by introducing the FF to regret, which
can guarantee satisfactory tracking performance. Based on
the proposed theoretical framework, we establish the upper
bounds of DFFR for the proposed algorithms and derive mild
conditions that guarantee the DFFR either converges to zero or
remains within a tight upper bound as the number of iterations
approaches infinity. Compared with works [20]], [22], where
the proposed algorithms were sublinear, our method achieves
tracking performance at final iteration with tight bounds, which
is not satisfied by sublinear.

The remaining parts are as follows. In section 2, we
provide a detailed description of the problem, assumptions
and some necessary lemmas. In section 3, 4, we introduce
Distributed Online Gradient-free Algorithm and Distributed
Online Projection-free Algorithm respectively, then establish
the upper bounds of their DFFR. In section 5, we provide
some numerical simulations to demonstrate our results.

Notion: R? represents the set of d-dimensional vectors.
N, denotes the positive integer set. Define Px(y) =
argmingex ||z — y||* as the projection of y onto the set X.
(-, -) represents the inner product of the vector. ||-|| represents
the norm of some vector.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION AND LEMMAS

Consider a MAS with n agents, where each agent can
communicate with its neighbors over a graph G. The adja-
cency matrix composed of the graph is W. Among them,
the weight associated between agent ¢ and j is w;;. Let
[n] = {1,2,...,n}. The purpose of this paper is to design
a series of distributed algorithms to find a decision sequence
{zt,t=1,---,T,i=1,---n} (z! means the decision gener-
ated by agent ¢ at iteration time t) for each agent minimizing
the following entire objective functions over a finite duration
T>1:

T

minz fe(x) (D
t=1

staxe X,

where X C RY, fi(z) £ L3 fl(2), and f! : X — R is
=1

the local objective function. Zﬁere, once the agent ¢ makes
the decision, the local objective function ff is revealed.
Then the agent incurs an objective function value f} ().
Subsequently, a decision sequence {x!} of the local objective
{ff} is obtained. Given the FF p € (0, 1), the DFFR of the
corresponding algorithm is

n

T
Wi jé o) = £ @], @

where z! € argmingex f; (z),t = 1,2,..T. Due to

%Xn: [ fr (xZT) —fr (x*T)] < RZ, the tracking performance
i=1

at T can be given when the upper bound of RY is known.
Clearly, if limTﬁooRg = 0 or a non-zero small bounded
quantity, the decisions generated by the algorithm are close
enough as the optimal solution at T'.

Remark 1. For a distributed algorithm with sublinear dy-
namic regret, it cannot always guarantee good tracking per-

formance at the final iteration. For example, we set m; =
n

LS fe(ah) = fe(2l)] = 1,if t = 3™ and my = 0 otherwise.
i=1
T
Then lim > m/T < Tlim (logsT) /T = 0, while there’s
—00

T—o004{—1

no way to guarantee mr = %Z [fT (xlT) —fr (x*T)] =0.

Now, we make some assurrfl;tilons:
Assumption 1. ( [[18]) Suppose f! (-) is differentiable and
convex in X. For all ¢ > 0, there exists L > 0 such that
IVfi(z)|| < L and {fi(-),t = 1,..,T} is Ls — smooth
in X, where L; > 0 is a constant, i.t. for any x,y € X,
FE(y) = £ @) < (VFL (@) sy — 2) + By — af >
Assumption 2. The feasible set X C R? is convex and
compact. Define M = sup{|| z |: z € X} < o0.
Assumption 3. ( [34]) The undirected topology graph meets
the following three conditions for any ¢ € N :

(a) There exists w € (0,1) such that w;; > w whenever
Wij > 0.

(b) The adjacency matrix W is doubly stochastic, i.e.,

Z?:l Wij = Z?:l Wij = 1, VZ,j S [n]

(¢) The topology graph is connected at any time.
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Remark 2. The above assumptions are important for the
study of distributed algorithms. Assumption 1 can ensure the
stability and convergence of the algorithm. The boundedness
of decision in Assumption 2 is very important to ensure
the feasibility of the optimization process and preventing the
divergence of solutions. Assumption 3 has many benefits, such
as simplifying the structure, ensuring algorithm convergence,
balancing weights.

Below, we give some lemmas, which would be used in the
following analysis.

Lemma 1. ( [35), [36]) If the adjacent matrix W = [w;;]
satisfies Assumption 3. Then

el

1 ;
- ’ <ANTEV G E n],VE>s> 1, (3)
n
where v = (1= /42)"% > 1, and A = (1 —W/4nz)1/B €
(0,1). Under Assumption 3, B can take any integer between
[1,T].

Lemma 2. ( [37)]) Let K be a non-empty, closed, and convex
subset within R% and m, n be two vectors in RL If v =
P (n —m), then

2(x —z,m) < ||z —n||® = ||z— 2| = ||]=— n|*,Vz € K.
4

Lemma 3. ( [34)]]) Suppose Assumption 3 holds. For

all i € [n] and t € Ny, denote f, | = x} — 2, and

. n

xt = % xt, where x! is the iteration sequence of agent i,
i=1

then

t_ ot
[

n 1 n
<N Nl + 5 Dol el + et
J=1 Jj=1

t—2 n
2 AT gl
s=1 j=1

Lemma 4. ( [38]) Let {yx} be a scalar sequence, if
limg ook =7 and 0 < B < 1, then

k
limy, 00 Z Bk_l’)’l = ﬁ
=0

®)

(6)

III. DFFR OF DISTRIBUTED ONLINE GRADIENT-FREE
ALGORITHM

Let B represent the unit ball and S denote the unit sphere
(They are all d-dimensional). In the bandit-feedback problem,
due to the absence of specific gradients V f{ (z!), we propose
the following method to estimate it. At time ¢, the local cost
function f! (z!) is estimated by the d-smoothing function

AN

to (@) SE[f (2f+ov))] (7
where § > 0 represents a constant, and vf is a random
vector that is evenly distributed within the unit ball B. Before
introducing the algorithm, we propose a necessary assumption
as follows.

Assumption 4 ( [[18]]) Let B be a subset of X, which in turn
is contained within RB, where R > r > 0. Furthermore, there
is a constant L; > 0 for which sup, <, e x | (2})] < L1.

Remark 3. X is a set that is contained between an R-fold
extension and an r-fold reduction of the unit ball B. In other
words, the norm of each point of X is between r and R,
ensuring that X is a set limited within this range.

Lemma 5. ( [39]) Let 6§ € (0,7), and set X5 = (1 —2) X.
The following conditions holds

Xs+dBCX ®)

and

i\ d
Vfis (@) = SE LS (2] + dui) wi] ©)
where u! is a random vector that is homogeneously spread
across the d-dimensional unit sphere S.

A
Remark 4. Due to the new loss function f} 5, its perturba-
tions may move points outside the feasible set. To deal with
this situation, we limit its feasible set to X5, which can satisfy
the ball of radius § around each point in the subset is contained
in X.
Now, we propose the algorithm as follows.

Algorithm 1: Distributed Online Gradient-free Algorithm

Input: positive and non-increasing step size sequence {a},
the final moment 7' of iteration, a smoothing parameter §.
Initialize: 2} € X, for all i € [n].
Fort=1,..,T

choose a random vector uﬁ, which is evenly distributed over
unit sphere S and independent of {u!, ..., ul 1
fori=1,...n
update the decision as

d
g; = 5 (fila +ou) — fi(ah) ui, (10)
A= " wial, (11)
j=1
F =2 — gl (12)
zi ™ = Py, (87), (13)
end for
end for

Output: {z!}.

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumptions 1-4 hold. Let {xf}le

be the decision sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with
T C o . .

iﬁ‘t}t:v which is a positive decreasing sequence. Denote

ol = argmingex, file) Ff 2 [|[ef]| = |lefoa ], 60 2
H;c\f: — gttt H o £ (4 + 5d)L + QL(IIJ:*‘?‘)J, then for any
1>p>A>0, ’
n T
E[RE] <20(1+dy S B || ol | 37 702
j=1 t=1



JOURNAL OF KX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

T n T
P DS ey () 4 3
i=1 t=1

t=1
(1) v
(0% '

+Z —Lip"™ t—|—2MZpT ¢

(14)
Proof. By the definition of RT, we start with 1
1 n 1 n 1 n
2 @) =33 | A
=1 =1 Jj=1
o ; fi (%) 7 z::
1 n n
t t
=1 :
1 n
WG R \
i=1

Thus, we can get an upper bound of the latter part of the regret
as defined earlier in (2).

—Zf} g;zfl S> ()

t_at
;v—xH

=;§yﬁ@a

i=

Zf()

j (@3))

IN

L | — ]

t_ ot
T, —T

IN

5)
1

.
|

M\H
|M3 HM: HM:

(o)) + 2

ZL’ —zt

(16)

Notice :ct = argmin,¢x, fi(z) and we know that 0 € X.
Then by the convexity of f t( -), we have

~ . . 3
fe(al) = mings ey, fi(xf) = mingrex fi[(1 - ;)xﬁ]
. 1)
= min,ecx f¢[0 - - +(1- ;)fﬂ

< mingeey {fft(()) +(1- i)ft(xf)} . an

Due to Assumption 4 and sup, ;<7 e x | fF (2})| < Ly, we
get

~ )
fi(zh) < ;Ll + fe(2l). (18)
Therefore, we can get
- —~ )
S [ () - @] < 2L, (19)

i=1

t

By Assumption 1, for any z; € X5, we have the following

estimate
/\
bo (@p) =[] = |E [fi(a] + 6v))] = folz))]|
<SE|fi(xi+6vi) — fi=))]. 0)
Based on the convexity of ff, we obtain
/\
s (h) — flah)| <E[Ls|]}|] < Lé. Q1)

Now we can convert the previous part ff(z!) —
follows

S (et

fi(al) as

n

- 1) < X (7l (oh) + 9)

i—1 i—1
n
né
-3 ( ) + L5> le
i=1
< nd
-y ( ' () ;é(m) L 22)
i=1 "
A Ao
Then, let’s analyze of the upper bound of f s (%) — ff ;(a1).
Note that
A AN A —
s (o) = 2lsD) < (VAsGhat - ) @

A
and the conditional expectation E|[gf ( = Vs (@), we

have

Dl

E<gm%—$t> <szt§( 1)@ _xt>

from which and by taking the mathematical expectation to
both sides of (23), we have

A N —~
(s (af) = o)) < B (stsat - oT).

+

(24)

(25)

We introduce z! in the follow equation:

E<gf,x§ — ;;\t;> = E<gl,xl — mt+1> +E<gl, f“ ;cz> )
(26)

By Assumption 1, [|gf|| < 4L ||sul|| = dL, we can get

)+ E (gl — 2l )

E(gf,al - ol ) < dLE |2} - -
(27)

By Lemma 2, we get
— 1 — —
E(ghalt! —at) < 5B [[af — o7 - ot - s
~lezll’ A L
(28)
Here,
Emﬂs@Zszwx o
t=1

2L &
+;ZﬂT‘tZEII ap—at |
t=1 =1
1 T . 1 n
tom 2P %ZE(\
1 T
2 Pt E( H L,
> Z

1 & 1 2~ 0L
[ g at i3 ngtH " t=1 ’ r

—~ 2
o et -]

— 2
oit —zf*QH )

t+1 2 e t+1 2
t
=t =

(29)
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Now, let’s analyze the upper bound of the first part in (29)

B ot — ot =l - o7 4 27—t
<E ot -7 +E et |

t_ Tt
T, —T

= +Ees] -
Then, through (11), we can obtain

n

i=1
n n n

—|—ZE xt —Zwijx§ +ZEH6ftH
i=1 j=1 i=1

Note that ||-|| is convex and Assumption 3 (b), we can get

> Blet - ot < 3l -7
+ZZw”Eth —at H +ZEH5”H

n
TH*IH <
' - .

t_ 7
a:—xH

€2y

= 1] 1
zt - +ZEH5f¢H. (32)
i=1
Then, by Lemma 3, we can obtain
T n n
ZPT‘tZW‘QZEHwiH

=1 j=1
For the second term of z! — zt,

T
ZPT tZ ZEHEN |l =

i=1

n

TN E|ed ol

J

Il
_

[M]= HMH

T—t

xr
Ellef,_]]-

(34)

M-

&~
Il
—
o
Il
N

Note that F} £ |||e7,|| — ||eF,_,|||. we have

T n T n
> o ZEH&iHH < ZPT’t ZE(H%H +F)
t=1
T n
=20 ZEH@AHZ/F tZE
t= =1

Now, for the last term of (5),

ZPT tZ” " QZEH%SH

(35)

s=1
- T
S DO o E
s=1t j=1
T-2 T n
— pT7t72 Z pf(t7572))\t7572 Z]EH&‘;:,@H
s=1 t=s5+2 j=1

T-2 T—s-2 A v on
-X s (3) el ee
s=1 v=0 P j=1
Owing to A < p we get

ZPT tZV . QZEH%SH

s=1

Z e QZEH%SH

psl

T—2
= L R

p t=1 =

T n
‘tZEH&f,tH-
=1

S
=1
Therefore, through (33) — (37), we can analyze that the DFFR
in the first two parts of (29) is as follows

T tZEHx

t=1
T
+— P

n T
<2 +dyY Ella} || Y o7

=1 t=1

L(1+d) ZT:pT_

t=1

(37

b\)’
-

2|

n

t ZE(FZt)

(4+5d)L L‘“d” 2 T

—+ 120" tZEHw (38)

Next, we will analyze the upper bound of the DFFR in third
part of (29)

+

d 7 1 < ~ 412 11 t+2||?
Zp - ZE zt — 2t H — ||zt = 2t H
— 2nay =
2 0 2
72 :cl 2 - L. T+1 _ ZZT+2
2a4q 2ar

— t41

Z( p >4M2
— \2ar—¢  2ar_4 1

1 N 9 0 T-1
= (” ol 2 +(p—p >4M2)
n = 2ar 2aq
2M?

< - (39)
ar

Next, we will analyze the DFFR in the fourth part of (29).
Noting that 6, & t“ H

el

E| t t_+1 t_+1H2

xi -,

t+1 —7t|-E xi+1 .

<E

t+1 | ¢t
T, T, - H

< 4ME(0t ) (40)



JOURNAL OF KX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

Therefore, we can obtain
1 T—¢
(|«
S Z Z
L (i)
<2M Y plt 2L

a
t=1 t

Now, let’s analyze the DFFR in the fifth part of (29). Denote

t+1 _

t+1 2 3 t+1 2
et —

(41)

o= (4+5d)L + 214114:7&);)‘2’ we have
P
o1 o Ellesl’ L
o ||ef,|| < 20[:” — 0" (42)
Therefore, we can obtain
T
ZPT tzaE H‘gzt”_ ZPT tZEHE'Lt”
) AN
Qen 2 T t
; 5 (43)

From (38), (39), (4
is completed.

1) and (43), we can get (14). This proof

O

Remark 5. Theorem 1 gives the upper bound of the DFFR
of Distributed Online Gradient-free Algorithm. Note that the
upper bound of RE is related to §, because we use (9) as an

A
estimate for V f/ 5 (x}) , instead of the gradient of the local
optimization function V f! (z!) itself.
Corollary 1. Setting the step size « is a positive constant, we
will further draw the following conclusion.

n T
E[Rf] <2L(1+dyY E |z || Y p" A2

j—l t=1
(1—|—d n T
Rt Sl T—t —t
LD S )+ T
t=1 t=1
T T
] 2M 2M2
L Tt TtE()
ML SRS S I
(44)

Proof. Consider the upper bound of the DFFR in third part of

(29),
— 2
7 )

n

T - 1 N
20" znaZEQ :

2
5 -

n 2

L <meHg 2 2_E] TF T
2an =
T—2
+ (pt t+1)4M2>
t=0
<LG: Pt ~7222+(p07pT71)4M2
— 2an P '
2M?
< . 45)

o

6
For the DFFR in the fourth part of (29), we have
1« Tt N tr1 ? |l 1))
- _ et —
o 2 Bt =t ot
t=1 =1
T
2M ~
<=y pT*t]E<0t). (46)
> =
For the last part of DFFR, we use the following inequality:
E|[[e2,] < Bt ”H 47
g H€17t|| 20m (47)
Then, we have
T n 1 T n
- T — z (|12
G WLIEARE S W Bl
= i t=1 i=1
" an
Z 2 T t (48)

The rest proof is the same as Theorem 1. Through (38),(45),
(46) and (48), we can obtain (44). O]

Remark 6. 1If > E(F}!) = o(1) and ]E(gt) = o(1)
i=1

as t — oo, then we have limy_E [Rf] < ZL(YiZ) +

T(61L_1p) + % which leads to limy_,oE [R%] is a bounded

quantity. Comparing with the Algorithm proposed in [31], we
obtain that under the bandit feedback, the upper bound of

Z [fr (2T) = fr(«

larger part is related to the introduction of § due to unknown
gradient information.

T)] as T' — oo will be larger, and the

IV. DFFR OF DISTRIBUTED ONLINE PROJECTION-FREE
ALGORITHM

Projection-based algorithms simplify data and reduce noise,
but they can also lead to information loss, particularly with
high-dimensional parameters and large datasets. In contrast,
projection-free algorithms avoid this complexity, simplifying
updates and reducing storage and communication costs,
making them more efficient for high-dimensional problems.
The Frank-Wolfe algorithm is a prominent example [40]—[43]].
Inspired by them, we propose a distributed online projection-
free algorithm and analyze its DFFR in this section. Below is
the specific algorithm:

Algorithm 2: Distributed Online Projection-free Algorithm

Initialize: ! € X; for any i € [n].
Fort=1,...T

for:=1,...n

update the estimate as

vl = argmin,ee <fo(acf), vt> , (49)
zf“ = Zwijx;», (50)
of = argmingepo fi (2T + a(vf —2b)), (1)

zith =2 ol (vf — ), (52)
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end for
end for
Output: {z!}.

Theorem 2. Suppose Assumptions 1, 2 and 3 hold. Let v' =

1 2:1 |zt — 2t|| to measure the average distance between the
1=

decisions of agents and the best decision. Then for any 1 >
p>A>0,

RE<L i o Tt + i p' TH(2LagM + 2L, M?)
t=1 t=1
+8LZ pl tFt+4LfyZ [ Z pl N2
j=1
+( 9L 4L /\_/2 Z T— tZHEth (53)
If V' = o(1), iéFf = o(l) and zz::lHEftH
as t — oo, then limT_moR? = 0. This achieves

—fr(z7))=0as T - .

n

5 (fr @)
Proof. Following the previous approach, let’s start analyzing
from f}(zt) — fi(xl), where
Filad) = fi@l) = fiai™) -

fl=@ — fith).

(54)

R HEH)

According to (52) and the convexity of function f! (-), we can
get

filah) = fi(al) < i+ al(vf — 2p)) — fi(2))

+ (VS (=) 2l — 2. (55)
For any fix ag € (0, 1), it follows that

Filag) = fi(@l) < fi(=T + ao(vf = ab)) — filal)

+ (VS (20) @i — 2. (56)

By Assumption 1, we have
fi@i) = fi@l) < ff(ZE“)

Ls oy 4 t))2 t
+ b ot - i - fi

< R = fla >+LaoHv —:th+
).

+(Vf (=) ao(vf —ai)
)+ L ||z} - xff'HH

—-ad [|of — «|”
+ L} - = (57)
By Assumption 1, 2 and (50), we can further obtain

fiah) = fHal) < (VY R -
+ 2L M2 + L[zt — 2t

n
§ : t

wijxj — T,
Jj=1

t+1||
i .

zl) 4+ 2LagM

<L +2LagM + 2L M?a}

+L|a} - = (58)

Note that the adjacent matrix W is doubly stochastic, we get

n n n
t t) t t
> > wigllaf = atl =3 i — all
i=1

i=1 j=1
(59), we can obtain that

(59)

Through equations (54) —

LS [t -

L n
< - Z fo — xi” +2LagM

i=1

L n
+ 2L’ M? + E;Hmf —a:f“”. (60)
Therefore,
T 1 n
R <) oo > A (z2)]
t=1 =1
T n
QnL ZpT ¢ Z T
t=1 i=1

T T
<L Z pl =ty + Z p T (2LagM + 2Lsa* M?)
t=1

I T n
=D DV ARSI Lo
t=1 =1
pl—t ot — 2t (61)
n t=1

Now, let’s analyze the upper bound of the last two items in
(61),

i = @i | = [lof = 2+ 2 = |
< flof =2+ el
< [lot =2 + | - 2 llezl - 62
Then, for all agents,
n
Sl st < 3 o - 7 4 3 Zw
i=1

+ 2 llef- (63)
i=1
Noting that ||-|| is convex, we have
> ot = at < X et -5
+ZZ% ot — Z [EA
i=1j=1
ot — 2t +Z\|E;ﬁt||. (64)
i=1
Then, by Lemma 3, we can obtain
T n n
A R
(65)

_Z ZHleZpT t>\t 2
=1 =
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For the second term of (5),

T

T
ZpT tZ ZHEN 1H—ZPT tZH%t al
Jj= j=1 (66)

T n
=2 It
=1

t=1

Noting that £ 2 e, | =
tZHfu 1||<ZpT S (e + R
1
T n =
N> IS ST b3l )
i=1 t=1 i=1

t=1

20"

T
t=1

(67)

Now, for the last term of (5),

t—2

n
PN TNl
s=1 j=1
T

n
pT—t)\t—s—Z Z ||5;'C,5H
t=s+42 j=1

th2Zp(t52>\tSQZ JSH

t=s+2
T—s—2

s (3) Sl
r) =

s=1 v=0

[M]=

~
Il

1

~
N

Hw
MH

Il
N »
ol

(68)

@

Owing to A < p,

T

t—2 n
DT ATy [l
t=1 s=1 j=1

1 T-2 7n
1_ g Z pT_S_QZ €54l
- T—t
=13 ZP Z &5l
p t=1 j=1

T n
Zﬂ”Z I ||

t=1 i=1

<

<7 (69)

’c\>/

Therefore, through (65) —
Z T tz £
L2 ZpT ¢

]I T n
< 4LWZ (e Z PrrNT2 == oY K
j=1 = i=1

t=1
97, 4Lp—2
D S EA |

(69), we obtain

2|

x —at

(70)

Finally, combining the results of equations (61) and (70), we
can obtain the upper bound of R; as follows

T T
Ry <LY p" '+ p" ' (2LaoM + 2L M?)

t=1 t=1

T n n T
+ %Z prTIN CFI ALY fag | Y] pt AR
t=1 i=1 Jj=1 t=1
9, AL,z T "
e e v o Cel
n 1 /f’ t=1 i=1

At this point, the proof of Theorem 2 has been finished. [

(71)

Remark 7. Theorem 2 gives the upper bound for DFFR for
the Distributed Online Projection-free Algorithm. If Y F} =

=1
Z HEMH O

2
hmT_)ooRT < (QLO“OMH]; 20" M) We note that the upper

bound of RT is a constant about . Since «q is arbitrary
between 0 and 1, we can obtain that hmT_mORT = 0. So we
can analyze that the algorithm has good tracking performance,

thatis, - (fr (a7) = fr (7)) = 0 as T — oo,

) and vy = o(1) as ¢ — oo, then

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

For a tracking system where n agents track n targets, let
z; (s) and z; (s) represent the position of target ¢ and agent i
at times s € (¢,t + 1), respectively.

d;
zi(s) =Y} [k} (s), (72)
k=1
d;
& [kt (s), (73)
k=1

where ! € RY represents the coordinate vectors of the

target i and ¢! € RY represents the coordinate vectors of the
tracker ¢ at time ¢, respectively. ¢} (s) are vector functions that
characterize the space of potential paths as they evolve over
time [¢,¢ + 1] and satisfy

1, ifk=1

t+1
/t <c§€(s),cf(s)> ds = {0’

At each time ¢, agent exchanges information with its neighbors
to choose their location. In order to be closer to the target,
reducing the selection cost (!, z!) (7! € R% is the price
vector.) and minimizing global losses. The cost function faced
by each agent is as follows

t+1
fat) =eliataty v [ ]
=& (wtat) + € ot -]l

where &} and £? represent nonnegative constants that balance
the two sub-objectives. Specific model descriptions can be
found in [44].

74
otherwise. 74)

2

2 (8) — 2 (S)H ds

(75)
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In this section, we are examining a one-dimensional system,
where the dimension is d = 1, and the constraint region is
defined as X being the interval [—10,10]. Set £} = 0 and
&2 =1.Weset¢& = ?—20, but in order to adapt to more complex
situations, we set different position functions for different
agents. Ultimately, the objective functions faced by each

agent are ff (¢f) = [Jof — R|I°, ff(a5) = [|24 — B,
fi(at) = ||3af — 9| and £ () = ||62% — 62| We set

up four agents and built a undirected connected network, in
which the non-zero element with the smallest adjacency matrix
is 0.22, as shown in Figure 1. So the A as defined in (3) is

Agent 1

Agent 2

Agent 3 Agent4

Fig. 1: The topological structure of undirected graphs.

0.98625, we chose p = 0.9875 and B = 1. At the same
time, we set the o = % Under Algorithm 1, we choose
0 = 0.01. Under Algorithtrﬁ 2, we set a fixed step size between
0 and 1 in advance as 0.002. Therefore, the conditions of
Theorem 1 — 2 are satisfied. We consider the condition for the
consistency of agent decision is that the difference between
the maximum decision and the minimum decision is less
than 0.001. Although facing different time-varying objective
functions, the decisions generated by the proposed algorithms
reached agreement at =21 and t=15 respectively at a very fast
speed, as shown in Figure 2 and 3.

—— Agent 1
Agent 2
8 —— Agent 3
—— Agent 4
ST w4 e Target source location
. The agents’ decisions are in agreement at t=21

Decisions of agents

-2 Target tracking
succeeded att=348

-4

Fig. 2: The decisions of Algorithm 1.

Assuming that the difference between the agent’s decision
and the target is less than 0.001, we determine that the

— Agent 1
Agent 2
—— Agent 3
H —— Agent 4
‘~ ‘ ''''' Target source location

The agents’ decisions are in agreement at t=15

Decisions of agents

Target tracking succeeded
att=73

Fig. 3: The decisions of Algorithm 2.

target tracking is successful. Through comparison, it can be
found that Algorithm 2 is faster than Algorithm 1 in tracking
the target. Algorithm 1 needs at least 348 iterations, while
Algorithm 2 only needs 73 iterations.

The DFFR of Algorithm 1-2 show good convergence, as
shown in Figure 4. Compared with Distributed Online Gradi-
ent Decent Algorithm, Algorithm 2 has similar convergence
and tracking performance, while Algorithm 1 has a slower
convergence speed due to the lack of the information of
gradient, as shown in Figure 4 and 5.

—— Distributed Online Gradient Descent Algorithm
—-4- Algorithm 1

—e— Algorithm 2
400 l:

200

80 90 100 110 120

100

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

Fig. 4: DFFR of Algorithms.

Meanwhile, for Distributed Online Gradient Decent Algo-
rithm, we also compared its convergence under classical regret
and DFFR conditions, as shown in Figure 6. Through DFFR,
we can know the minimum time for the agent decisions to
converge to the optimal decision. If the tracking error is less
than 0.01, the minimum time required to meet this tracking
condition increases as p increases, and it is the largest when p
is not present. By comparison, we can obtain that DFFR has
better tracking performance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we propose a new metric for measuring
distributed online optimization algorithms, namely the dis-
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—e— Distributed Online Gradient Decent Algorithm
—— Algorithm 1
25 —— Algorithm 2

8

The distanceS
G

s

°
8
N
&
S
8
®
8
5
8
8
=
8

n
Fig. 5: 1 Zl |zt — xt].
1=

—e— Without p

700 — p=098
—— =097
0=0.96
_ 600
5
£ 0
o
500 0.08
£
B
i 008
=y
2400
< 008
=]
250 002 \\\‘
B
g p e
3 . T,
g P T T

100

Fig. 6: DFFR of Distributed Online Gradient Decent Algo-
rithm with p = 0.98, p = 0.97, p = 0.96 and without p.

tributed forgetting-factor regret (DFFR). Firstly, we propose
Distributed Online Gradient-free Algorithm and Distributed
Online Projection-free Algorithm. Then, we derive the upper
bounds of the DFFR and provide mild conditions for the regret
to approach zero or to have a tight bound as T' — oo. Finally,
we validate the effectiveness of the algorithms and the superior
performance of DFFR through experimental simulation. In the
future, we will extend our results to both direct and switching
topology scenarios.
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