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Abstract

In this paper, a sparsity-aware adaptive algorithm forrithisted learning in diffusion networks is developed.
The algorithm follows the set-theoretic estimation radilen At each time instance and at each node of the network,
a closed convex set, known as property set, is constructeedban the received measurements; this defines the
region in which the solution is searched for. In this papee, property sets take the form of hyperslabs. The goal is
to find a point that belongs to the intersection of these Isipbs. To this end, sparsity encouraging variable metric
projections onto the hyperslabs have been adopted. Marexparsity is also imposed by employing variable metric
projections onto weighted, balls. A combine adapt cooperation strategy is adoptedetysome mild assumptions,
the scheme enjoys monotonicity, asymptotic optimality attdng convergence to a point that lies in the consensus
subspace. Finally, numerical examples verify the validitythe proposed scheme, compared to other algorithms,

which have been developed in the context of sparse adaptraihg.

. INTRODUCTION

Sparsity, i.e., the presence of a few number of non-zerdicaafts of a signal/parameter vector to be estimated,
has been attracting, recently, an overwhelming interesteuthe Compressed Sensing (CS) framewbik [1], [2].
However, most of the efforts, so far, have been invested hb&sd signal recovery techniques, which are appropriate
for batch mode operation. Accordingly, the estimation & Hignal parameters can be achieved only after a fixed
number of measurements has been collected and stored. livamsasurement becomes available, the whole
estimation process has to be repeated from scratch. As tinderuof measurements increases, the computational
burden becomes prohibitive for real time applications. @& ¢ontrary, time-adaptive/online updating succeeds in
improving the current estimate dynamically as new measenésnare obtained. Moreover, batch methods are not

directly suited for time varying scenarios, where the patmnvector changes, as time evolves. Online, learning
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techniques overcome the previously mentioned limitatidDeline techniques for sparsity-aware learning have
recently become the focus of intense research activity, BE-[5].

In this paper, the task of sparsity-aware learning is tobatethe context of distributed processirg [6]-[9]. To
be more specific, we consider the typical setup of a distithutetwork, in which the estimate of the unknown
parameter vector is based on noisy measurements sensedumgbemof spatially distributed nodes. This task can
be fulfilled following several approaches, with the cented solution being one of them. In such a scenario, the
nodes transmit the measured information to a central nadkedcfusion center, which carries out the full amount
of computations. Nevertheless, the existence of a fusiotecés not always feasible due to power or geographical
constraints. Furthermore, this approach lacks robustses= if the fusion center is malfunctioning then the nekwvo
collapses. Hence, in many applications, a decentralizédguphy has to be followed, in which the nodes themselves
take part in the computation task. The most celebrated ebemngh such networks are:

o The incremental, in which each node is able to communicaife evily one neighbouring node and, henceforth,
the nodes are part of a cyclic pattern, elg.] [10]] [11]. Tthjzology requires small bandwidth, albeit it is not
robust when a number of nodes are malfunctioning, sincenveheode fails, the network collapses.

o The diffusion, where each node shares information with @esubf nodes. Despite the fact that the diffusion
topology requires larger bandwidth, compared to the inemtal one, it is robust to cope with node failures,
and it's implementation turns out to be easier when largevowits are involved([6],[17],[19],[[12].

Although there are a few sparsity-aware methods for batohgssing in distributed learning, e.d..[[13],][14], to the
best of our knowledge there is no algorithm, yet, capabldifoe-adaptive/online processing to operate in diffusion
networks.

The algorithm, to be presented here, handles the requestpérsity-awareness and operation in diffusion
networks, simultaneously. It follows the set-theoretitineation rationale [[15], that is, instead of seeking for a
(unique) optimum vector, we search for a set of points thairaagreementvith the received set of measurements.
To this end, at each time instance, a closed convex set, gaamikyperslab, is defined by the currently received
input-output training data pair, anghy point that lies within this set is considered to be in agrestnveth the
current measurements. Moreover, following similar phojaisy as in([3], in order to exploit the a-priori knowledge
concerning the sparsity of the unknown vector, we consttiainsearch for a possible solution within sparsity-
promoting weighted’; balls. The goal becomes that of finding a point that lies inittiersection of thenfinite
number of hyperslabs with the previously mentioned coigtisets; this is successfully solved (see for example
[16]-[18]) by employing a sequence of projections onto thpdrslabs and the weightéd balls. In the current study,
the previous scheme is enchanced by reformulating the girojeoperators appropriately so as to exploit further the
a-priori information with respect to the sparsity of the nolvn vector. This can be achieved (see for examiple [19]),
by adopting thevariable metric projectiongationale. As a consequence, the variable metric projestimprove
the convergence speed, when seeking for a sparse vectw, different weights are assigned at each coefficient of
the updated vector, and, through this procedure, smalffictits are forced to diminish faster. The reasoning of

assigning different weights at each coefficient, is also imé¢he so called proportionate algorithms [20],1[21].



The paper is organized as follows. In secfidn Il the genewatblem is described and in the next section, adaptive
strategies for estimating sparse signals are provideadtics(TM, we shed light on basic concepts regarding adaptiv
distributed learning and in sectidn V the proposed algonjttogether with its theoretical analysis, is discussed.
Finally, in sectior VIl the performance of the proposed ataon is validated and in the Appendices the theoretical

background is discussed, and full proofs of the theoremgiasn.

[I. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The set of all real numbers and the set of all non-negatiegers are denoted ® andZx, respectively. Given
two integersji, jo, With j1 < jo, we defineji, jo = {j1,...,52}. The stage of discussion will be the Euclidean
spaceR™, wherem is a positive integer. We denote vectors by boldface leteig, h, and matrices with upper-
case boldfaced letters. Furthermore, we define the weightest product as followsvh;, he € R™, (hy, ho)y =
h{V hs, and the weighted norh € R™ | h||v = /(h, h)yv, where them x m matrix, V, is positive definite,
and the notatior{-)” stands for the transposition operator. The Euclidean naam,||-||, is a special case of the
previously mentioned norm, and occursWf = I,,, whereI,, is the m x m identity matrix. Moreover, the-
norm of a matrix, sayA, is denoted by|| A||. Given a vectoth = [h4,..., h,,]T € R™, the¢; norm is defined
k|1 := >~ |hi], and the support setppp(h) := {i € 1,m : h; # 0}. Finally, the{y, "norm" is the cardinality
of the support set, i.e||h||o := [supp(h)|, where given a set, sa¥, the notationS| stands for it's cardinality.

Consider the problem of estimating an unknown parametdova¢ € R™, exploiting measurementd,,, w,)nez., €

R x R™, which are related via the linear system
dp = ulh* +v,, Vn € Zso, (1)

wherev,, is the noise process. We assume théatis sparse, i.e.]|h*|o < m, or, in other words, it has a few
number of non-zero coefficients. Suppose that a finite nurabereasurements, say, is available. In that case,
@ can be written as

d=Uh"+v,

where the regression matrd = [u,...,uy]|’ € R¥N*™ d = [dy,...,dy]T € RN, v = [v1,...,on5]T € RY,

and N < m. Classical techniques, as for example the celebrated-sgastres method, fail to produce a good
estimate of the unknown parameters, since the sparsity*ofs not taken into consideration and, consequently,
there is no guarantee, for a finite number of measuremerasthike estimate will predict the support, i.e., the set
of non-zero components, and force the rest to become zerwra@s$ults at an increased misadjustment between the
true and the estimated values, [22]. Nevertheless, one esortrto a sparsity promoting technique, namely Least
Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (Lasso), andsteyethe previously mentioned problem. Analytically,

the Lasso estimator promotes sparsity, by solving the follg optimization task

il = argmithng(;”d - U"L”Q7



where the term|d — Uh| accounts for the error residual in the estimation procesd,the /; norm promotes
sparsity by shrinking small coefficient values towards zerg., [23]. Most of the emphasis in solving the Lasso
problem has been given on batch techniques, see, [e.§.,H24lever, such techniques are inappropriate for online
learning, where data arrive sequentially and/or the enwirent is not stationary but it undergoes changes as time

evolves.

I1l. SPARSITY-AWARE ADAPTIVE ALGORITHMS

Although sparsity promoting adaptive algorithms have drdke attention of the signal processing community
for many years, see, e.d., [20], [21], it is only recentlytttiee topic is being treated in a more theoretically sound
framework, within the spirit of’; regularization, e.g.[[3]5[5]/125]/[26]. The a-prioriformation concerning the
underlying sparsity is provided via a constraint built arduhe ¢; norm. Providing this a-priori information, the
convergence rate is improved significantly, and the astaxtiarror floor in the steady state is reduced, as well.

As it is often the case, most of these efforts evolve alongtkinee main axes in adaptive filtering. One is
along the gradient descend rationale, as this is reprabéntee adaptive learning by the LMSI[4], [26]. The other
direction follows Newton-type arguments, as representethb RLS [5]. The other route is more recent and builds
upon recent extensions of the classical Projections Ontv€oSets (POCS) theory, which allow for applications
in the online time-adaptive setting, e.d., [16]2[18].1[2Qur new algorithm belongs to this last category and it

exploits its potential to allow for convex constraints to dféiciently incorporated within the algorithmic flow.

A. Set-theoretic estimation approach and variable metr@gztions

In this paper, the set-theoretic estimation rationale, &), [18], [28], will be adopted. The philosophy behind
this family of algorithms is that instead of adopting a losadtion to be optimized, in order to obtain an estimate
of the unknown target parameter vector, one obtains an awithat lies in the intersection of an infinite number
of convex sets. Each one of the (convex) property sets, istamted using the information that is provided by the
respective measurement pé&d,, u,, ), and basically defines, in turn, a region where the unknovetovdies with a
high probability, based on the received information andabgumed nature of the noise source. We say that such a
convex set is “in agreement” with the received measuremaint [gloreover, in the presence of convex constraints,
each of them defines a convex region and the solution is sediahthe intersection of all the involved sets, those
associated with the measurements as well as those with tisramts.

The strategy used in order to achieve the previously meatigjoal of finding a point that lies in the intersection
of the infinite number of convex sets was presented in [16js Algorithmic scheme can be seen as a generalization
of the POCS theory [15]/[29]I [30]. The difference lies irtfact that in the classical POCS theory, a finite number
of convex sets is involved. On the contrary, in its adaptieesion, an infinite number of sets are involved. In the
adaptive setting, the task of identifying a point in the iséetion of convex sets, is accomplished by projecting in
parallel, the currently available estimate over theost recently “received” sets. This provides the new egtimlé

constraints are present, e.@..[[17], further projectiorsp@rformed one for each of the constraint sets (the defimiti



of the projection is given in Appendix A). Under some mild @sptions, the estimates converge to a point that lies
in the intersection of all the involved convex sets.

It has been pointed out (see, for examgdle] [19]), that thes#tyarelated a-priori knowledge can be “embedded”
in the projection operators to the benefit of the algorithpesformance. To this end, the notion of thariable
metric projectionis introduced. The result of a variable metric projectioraatertain vector, onto a closed convex
set (see also Appendix A), is determined by: a) a positivendefmatrix, which defines the induced inner product,
b) the convex set, onto which the projection takes placehe)viector, which is projected. The difference with the
classical standard metric projections (Appendix A) is timathe latter the matrix, that defines the weighted inner
product, is the simplest case of a positive definite matri, ithe identity one. As it will become clear later on,
for a properly chosen matrix, which is time-dependent and itonstructed via the current estimate at each time
instance, the variable metric projection pushes smallfiderits to diminish faster. In other words, by employing
at each time instance a different inner product in our Eedidspace, we manage to change the topology of the
space in order to favour sparse solution vectors.

In the current paper, the adopted property sets, in whichsee&s for a candidate solution, take the form of
hyperslabs, i.e.,

S, :={heR™:|d, —ulh| <}, 2)

wheree > 0 is a user-defined parameter. The parametserves as a threshold and it takes into consideration the
noise, as well as possible inaccuracies in the adopted miodilis setting, any point that lies within this hyperslab
is in agreement with the current measurement. The choicehyfparslab, in order to define the property sets, is
in line with criteria that have been proposed in the contéxthe robust statistics rationale, e.d., [18],][31]. The

variable metric projection onto the respective hypersiatdefined as [32]:

VheR™, P (h) = h+ 5,G uy, 3)
where .
dn —ulh
In Z U EE i g, — uTh < —,
Br =40, if |d, —ulh| <e,
dn —ulh —
#, if d, —ulh > e

Note that if G,, = I,,,, then [3) is the standard metric projection onto a hyperslale positive definite diagonal

matrix G, ! is constructed following similar philosophy as [n[19], [2The i-th coefficient of its diagonal equals

|h{™|

TR wherea € [0,1) is a parameter, that determines to which extend the spdesig} of

0 g, = 5t Fo
the unknown vector will be taken into consideration, aizﬁ@ denotes the-th component of,,. Now, in order to

grasp the reasoning of the variable metric projectionssictem the ideal situation, in whio&';; ! is generated by the

—1
i,n

unknown vectorh*. It is easy to verify thay, =~ > g;il, if < € supp(h*), andi’ ¢ supp(h*). Hence, employing

the variable metric projection, the amplitude of each coieffit of the vector used to construgt, * determines the
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Fig. 1. lllustration of a hyperslab, the standard metricjgetion of a vectorh onto it, denoted byPs, (k), and the variable metric
projection onto it.

weight that will be assigned to the corresponding coeffictdrthe second term of the right hand side i (3). That
is, components with larger magnitude are weighted heatign those of lower magnitude. Loosely speaking, the
variable metric projections accelerate the convergeneedsmhen tracking a sparse vector, due to the fact that the
procedure of assigning different weights makes the coeffisi of the estimates with small amplitude, to diminish
faster. The geometric implication of it is that the projeatis made to “lean” towards the direction of the more
significant components of the currently available estim@taviously, sinceh* is unknown, in order to assign the
previously mentioned weights, we rely on the availableneste of it, i.e.,h,,, at each time instance. These concepts
are depicted in Fid.]1.

Remark 1. The variable metric projections rationale is in line witke tho calledoroportionatealgorithms [20],
[21], [33]. At the heart of these algorithms lies the facttthgevery time instance different weights are assigned to
the coordinates of the vector, which produces the next astim [ |

As a second step, in order to exploit the sparsity of the unkneector, sparsity promoting constraints, which
take the form of?; balls, are employed. In order to enhance convergence sffeedption of the weighted; ball
will be adopted[[2]. A sparsity-aware adaptive scheme, dbase set-theoretic estimation arguments, in which the
constraints are weighte€| balls, was presented inl[3]. Given a vector of weights = [w§”>, e ,w,(,?)]T, where
wf") > 0,Vi =1,...,m, and a positive radiugy, the weighted’; ball is defined asBy, [w,, p] := {h € R™ :
Z;’;l wE")|hi| < p}. Notice, that the classicd} ball occurs ifw,, = 1, wherel € R™ is the vector of ones. The
projection ontoBy, [w,, p], is given in [3, Theorem 1], and the geometry of these setluistiated in Fig[P.

It was shown, that the estimates of the algorithm propos€8]iconverge asymptotically to a point, that lies
arbitrarily close to the intersection of the hyperslabshvitie weighted/; balls, with the possible exception of a
finite number of outliers. In this paper, a generalized \wrsif the algorithm presented inl[3], will be developed
in the next section.

Remark 2: The weighted/; ball is determined by the vector of weights, and the raditrsit&gies of constructing
the weights have been proposedlinh [2], [3]. More specifica}f)?) = 1/(|h§")| +én), i=1,...,m,whereg, is a

sequence of positive numbers, used in order to avoid divisiy zero. It has been shown, e.gl, [3], that by choosing
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Fig. 2. lllustration of a weighted; ball (solid line magenta) and an unweightédball (dashed line blue).

the weights according to the previously mentioned stratagyecessary condition that guarantees convergence of
the algorithm to the unknown parameter is to get ||h*||o, since then it holds that* € By, [w,,, p|. [

Here we should note that ial[3], standard metric projectiont® the hyperslabs and the weightgdballs take
place. However, as it will become clear in Appendix C, sin@use variable metric projections onto the hyperslabs,
the induced inner product, which will be used in the analg$ithe algorithm, is time varying and it is determined
by the matrixG,,. This fact forces us to employ variable metric projectionsocthe respectivé, balls too.

Claim 1: Recall the definition of the diagonal matr&,,. The variable metric projection ontBy, [w,,, p] is

given byP(G") —GtP 1 G:
By, [wn,p] n By, (G w0 ne
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix B. |

IV. ADAPTIVE DISTRIBUTED LEARNING

We now come to the main point of this paper. Our task is to edenthe sparse, unknown parameter vector
h* € R™, exploiting measurements collected at tRenodes of a network obeying the diffusion topology. An
example of such a network is illustrated in Hig. 3. The noddssdenoted byV' = {1,..., K} and we assume that
each node is able to communicate, i.e., to exchange infosmatith a subset of\V', namelyNy, k =1,..., K.
This set, hereafter, will be called theeighbourhood ofc. Moreover, each node has access to the measurement
pair (dkvn’ukvn)n€Z>0’ k € N, whereuy, ,, € R™ anddy,, € R, and the measurements are related according to
di,n = u}ﬂnh* + vi,n, Wherevy, , stands for the additive noise at each node. In a nutshellt diffarentiates the
adaptive distributed learning from the classical adaptiventerpart is the fact that in the former case, each node,
besides the locally received measurement pair, also @gphtformation received by its neighboring nodes. For a
fixed node, say:, and at every time instance, this extra information conggrthe estimates of the unknown vector,
which have been obtained, at the previous time instance; fte nodes with which communication is possible,
i.e., vVl € Ny. The use of this extra information results in a faster cogerce speed, as well as a lower steady
state error floor, compared to the case where the measurg@miend solely used, e.gl[][6].]9]. One more objective,

which makes the exchange of the estimates crucial, is tleadi8tributed “nature” of our problem imposes the need
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Fig. 3. lllustration of a diffusion network witlk’ = 7 nodes.

for consensusthis means that the nodes will have to converge to the satimaags. It has been shown, that this
information exchange can lead asymptotically to consefigu$8], [34], [35].
Depending on the way with which the estimates are exploitesl following cooperation strategies have been
proposed:
« Combine Adapt, in which, at every node, the estimates framtsighborhood are fused under a certain protocol,
and then the aggregate is put into the adaptation 5lep []]36].
« Adapt Combine, where prior to the combination step, comesatteptation one [9][[35].
o Consensus based, where the computations are made in parall¢here is no clear distinction between the
combine and the adapt steg [7], [34].
Now, let us shed light on the combination of the estimatesiegrfrom the neighbourhood of each node. Recall the
previous discussion; an arbitrary node,is able to communicate with every node that belongd/to We assume
that the following hold truek € N;,Vk € N andl € N}, & k € N, Vk,l € N. Moreover, we consider that the
network is strongly connected, i.e., there is a, possibljtimp, path that connects every two nodes of the network.
These assumptions are very common in adaptive distribeiahihg (see for examplg][6],1[7]). As stated earlier,
the estimates, received from the neighborhood, are fusddrumcertain protocol. The most common strategy is to
take a linear combination of the estimates. To be more speeig define the combination coefficients, for which
we have thaty;(n) > 0, if I € Ny, cpi(n) =0, if I ¢ Ny and S,y cri(n) = 1. From the previous definition,
it can be readily seen that every node assigngegghtto each one of the estimates which are received from the

neighborhood. Two well known examples of combination cogffits are: the Metropolis rule, where

m, if 1 € Ny andl # k,

cea(n) =<1— Zle/\/k\k cri(n), ifl=k,

0, otherwise,



and the uniform rule, in which the coefficients are defined as

ﬁ, if I €Ny,

ckyl(n) =
0, otherwise.

Collecting all the coefficients for a network, we define thenbination matrixC,,, in which thek, I-th component

is ¢x.;(n). This matrix gives us information about the network’s tampl, as if thek, i-th entry is equal to zero, this

implies that the nodes, [ are not connected. The opposite also holds true, since &veosbefficient implies that

the nodes are connected. Finally, we define K x Km consensus matrixP,, = C,, ® I,,,, where the symbol

® stands for the Kronecker product. Some very useful progedf this matrix are [35]:

1) Pl =1.

2) Any consensus matri®,, can be decomposed as
P,= X, + BB,
(1}{ ® eg)

VK

k-th entry, which is one an,, is an K'm x Km matrix for which it holds that| X, | < 1.

whereB = [by,...,b,,] is an K'm x m matrix, andb, = , e Is am x 1 vector of zeros except the
3) PLh=h,Yhe O :={hcRE™: h=[nT .. KT]T heR™}. The subspac® is the so called consensus
subspace of dimension, andby, k£ = 1,...,m, constitute a basis for this set. Hence, the orthogonakptigin

of a vector,h, onto this linear subspace is given By (h) := BB h, Yh ¢ RE™,

V. PROPOSEDALGORITHMIC SCHEME

The goal is to bring together the sparsity promoting "toolshich where discussed in sectién] lll, and to
reformulate them in a distributed fashion by adopting thenlsime adapt strategy, which was presented in the
previous section. The main steps of the algorithm, for eamter, at time instance:, in order to produce the next
estimate, can be summarized as follows:

Algorithm:

1) The estimates from the neighbourhood are received andioech with respect to the adopted combination
strategy, in order to produagy, , = ZleNk cei(n)hyn,Vk € N.

2) Exploiting the newly received measuremeiits,, uy, , the following hyperslab is defined ,, = {h € R™ :
|dk.n — ufmh| < €}, where the parametet, is allowed to vary from node to node. The aggregaie, is

projected, using variable metric projections, onto ghmost recent hyperslabs, constructed locally, and a convex

combination of them is computed. Analytically, the slidwindow 7,, := max{0,n — ¢ + 1}, n is defined, and
it determines the hyperslabs that will be considered at fins¢ancen. Given the set of weight¥; € 7,,
wr,j, where~ ., wy; = 1,Vk € N, the convex combination of the projections onto the hypés| i.e.,
Zjejn wk,jPéf;l)(¢k7n) is computed. The effect of projecting ontoga> 1 number of hyperslabs is to speed

up convergence [3].
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3) The result of the previous step is projected onto the #gazsnstraint set, i.e., the weighted ball.

The previous steps can be encoded in the following matheeddtrmula:

hk,n+1 Péi [Bﬂn,p] ¢k,n + Lk,n Z Wk,] Sk ¢k n) ¢k,n ) (4)

JE€ETn

where i, € (0,2My,,,), and

2
Y jeg, Whi HP(G?)(@c.n) — ®k.n
i i 3 Gn,
5 i Yie, wkyjpék,j)(tﬁk,n) # drn
M = HZJGJn Wi i P () = B

(5)

1, otherwise.

The algorithm has an elegant geometrical interpretatioichivban be seen in Fifl 4. It turns out that the weighted
{1 ball, as well asG,, have to be the same for every node of the network, which yitids this information

cannot be constructed locally. This fact, as it will be elshled in the theoretical analysis of the algorithm, is
essential in order to guarantee consensus. Hence, a réésastrategy, which will be adopted here, is to construct

w, andG,, using the methodology described in secfioh I, kg, wherek,,, is the node with the smallest

opt T

noise variance. It is obvious that this requires knowledgesvery node, othy something that is in general

opt TV
infeasible. However, it is not essential to update the patars at every time instance; instead, and G,, can

be updated at every, say > 1, time instances, where’ are the time steps required féy, , ., to be distributed
over the network. Experiments regarding the robustneskeptoposed algorithm with respect 46 are given in

the Numerical Examples section. Moreover, as it will becatear in the Numerical Examples section, it turns out
that the algorithm is robust in cases where the knowledgé®fiéss noisy node is not available, and/or in cases
where the assumption that these quantities must be commalhriodes is violated and each node uses the locally
available values.

Regarding the complexity of the algorithm, it has been shiowi], that if standard metric projections take place,
then the complexity of the respective algorithm($gm) coming from the projection operators afgt{mlog,m)
occurring from the projection onto the weightédball. If we employ the variable metric projections, at eaci,
it is obvious that the tern@,,'uy, ;, j € J,, has to be computed, and this adgs multiplication operations.

Remark 3: The algorithm presented ifl[3] is a special case of the schier@®, if K = 1 andG,, = I,,,. The
same also holds for the IPNLM&21] if we lI& =1, ¢ = 1, ¢, = 0 and Péf)[w e = I, where! stands for the
identity operator. [ |

As it will be verified in Appendix C, the algorithm ifl(4) enjsynonotonicity, asymptotic optimality and strong
convergence to a point that lies in the consensus subspheeassumptions under which the previous hold are the

following.

Assumptions.

(a) DefineVn € Zxq, Q, = By, [wy,p] N (ﬂjejn Nien Sk_,j). Assume that there existsy € Zx(, such that
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Q= Nysn, O # 0.
(b) There exists; € Z>(, such thail,, = G,,, =: G,Vn > n;. In other words, the update of the matfi, pauses

after a finite number of iterations

(c) Assume a sufficiently smatdl;, such thatvk € N, A’ﬁ{‘k" € le1,2 — &)
(d) Assumevk € N @y, := inf{wy; : j € Tn,n € Z>o} > 0.
(e) Define¢ := QN O, where the cartesian product spdee= Q x ... x Q. We assume thati» # (), where this
K
term stands for the relative interior @f with respect toO (see Appendix A).
Theorem 1. Under the previous assumptions, the following hold:
(1) Monotonicity. Under assumptions (a), (b), (c), it holds that > 2y, Yh € €, |k, 1 — hlg < ||k, — k|G,

where zp := max{ng,n1}, G is the Km x Km block-diagonal matrix, with definitiolz := diag {G, ..., G},
————

K
andh, = [h{ ..., hE |7 € RE™ Vn € Zs,.

(2) Asymptotic Optimality. If assumptions (a), (b), (c), (d) hold true théim,, . max{d(kgn+1,5%;) : j €
Jn} = 0,Vk € N, whered(-, Si ;) denotes the distance @&f; ,+1 from S; ; (see Appendix A). The previous
implies that the distance of the estimates from the resgetiyperslabs will tend asymptotically to zero.

(3) Asymptotic Consensus. Consider that assumptions (a), (b), (c), (d) hold. Then, .« ||hin—hin| =0, Vk,1 €
N.

(4) Strong Convergence. Under assumptions (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), it holds that,_,. h,, = h, h, € O. So, the

estimates for the whole network, converge to a point thatiliethe consensus subspace.

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix C. [ |

VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, the performance of the proposed algorighwalidated within the system identification framework.
Due to the fact that the online algorithmic schemes, propdeethe literature, cover non-distributed learning
scenarios, in the first experiment we compare the proposgariddm against others in the context of a non-
distributed system identification task. This essentiallpva us to evaluate the variable metric projections scheme,
since this is one of the contributions of this paper. Morec#mally, we compare the proposed algorithm with
the Adaptive Projection based algorithm using Weighte®alls (APWL1) [3], with the Online Cyclic Coordinate
Descent Time Weighted Lasso (OCCD-TWL), the Online Cyclimo@inate Descent Time and Norm Weighted
LASSO (OCCD-TNWL), both proposed inl[5], and with the LMSsked, Sparse Adaptive Orthogonal Matching
Pursuit (Spadomp] [26]. The unknown vector is of dimensier= 512 and the number of non-zero coefficients,
equals t020. Moreover, the input samples,, = [u.,,...,u,_n+1]’ are drawn from a Gaussian distribution, with
zero mean and standard deviation equall torhe noise process is Gaussian with variance equat’te= 0.01.

Finally, the adopted performance metric, which will be yssdhe average Mean Square Deviation (MSD), given

'Notice that the matrixG,, is constructed viahx,,,.», hencevn > ny, the variable metric projections is determined by, ,, .., . In
practice, for sufficiently large::, the algorithm has converged and the fact t6gt is not updated does not affect the performance of the
algorithm.
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Fig. 4. Geometrical interpretation of the algorithm. Thentuer of hyperslabs onto whiahy ,, is projected, using variable metric projections,
is ¢ = 2. The result of these two projections, which are illustragdthe dash dotted black line, is combined (red line) and #seilt is
projected (solid black line) onto the sparsity promotingghkéed ¢, ball, in order to produce the next estimate.
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Fig. 5. MSD for the experiment 1.

by MSD(n) =1/K Zszl |hk.n —R*||?, and the curves occur from an averagingl 66 realizations for smoothing
purposes.

In the projection-based algorithms, i.e., the proposed thedAPWL1, the number of hyperslabs used per
time update equals tg = 55, the width of the hyperslabs equals ¢o= 1.3 x &, and the step-size equals to
tn = 0.2 x M,,, whereM,, is given in [3), and the node subscript is omitted. Morecofaerthe weights we choose
w, = 1/q. These choices are not necessarily optimal, albeit they tea good trade-off between the convergence
speed and the steady state error floor. The radius of the teeigh ball equals top = ||h*||o, the weights are
constructed according to the discussion in sedfidn I, and= 10~2. Furthermore, the weighting matri&,, is
defined according to the strategy presented in sefidn BhaRling the parameter, we observed that a value
close tol leads to a fast convergence speed but it increases the stedyerror floor, and vice versa. So, at the
beginning of the adaptation, we choase- 0.99 and at every50 time instances, we set = «/2. Finally, w,, and

G, are updated at every time instance, i"€.= 1. In the OCCD-TWL and the OCCD-TNWL, the regularization
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Fig. 6. MSD for the experiment 2.

parameter is chosen to Berwr, = /202nlogm, Arnwr. = v/202n%/3logm, respectively, as adviced ifil[5]. The
step size, adopted in the Spadomp, equal8.2p due to the fact that this choice gives similar steady stater e
floor with the projection-based algoritrﬁnsThe forgetting factor of OCCD-TWN, OCCD-TNWL and Spadomp
equals to 1 since, in the specific example, the system undwideration does not change with time. From Fig.
[, it can be seen that the proposed algorithm exhibits fasiavergence speed compared to the APWL1 to the
common error floor. Moreover, the proposed algorithm oditpers the Spadomp, since it converges faster and the
steady state error floor is slightly better. We should pount ¢hat the complexity of the Spadomp@¥m), which
implies that for the previously mentioned choice fthe proposed algorithm is of larger complexity. Compared
to the OCCD-TWL, we observe that its performance is slighbtter, compared to the proposed one, albeit the
complexity of the algorithm isD(m?). Finally, the OCCD-TNWL outerforms the rest of the algonmith, at the
expense of a higher complexity, which is approximately enlcat of OCCD-TWL.

In the second experiment, we consider a network consistdd ef 10 nodes, in which the nodes are tasked to
estimate an unknown parametet of dimensionm = 256. The number of non-zero coefficients, of the unknown
parameter equals @0 and each node has access to the measurerfignisuy ,,), where the regressors are defined
as in the previous experiment. The variance of the noisedt rade iso? = 0.01¢;, Whereg; € (0.5, 1], following
the uniform distribution. We compare the proposed algarithith the distributed APWL1, i.e., the proposed if we
let G,, = I,,, and the distributed Lasso (Dlassb)|[14]. The Dlasso is ahbalgorithm, which implies that the data
have to be available prior to start the processing. So, herasgume that at every time instance, in which a new
pair of data samples becomes available, the algorithm isitialized so as to solve a new optimization problem.
For the projection-based algorithms= 20 and the rest of the parameters are chosen as in the previpesraent.
Moreover, the combiners; ;(n) are chosen with respect to the Metropolis rule. Finally,régularization parameter
in the Dlasso is set via the distributed cross-validatiaacpdure, which is proposed in [14]. From Hig. 6 we observe
that the Dlasso outperforms the projection-based algunstAnd that the proposed algorithm converges faster than

APWL1. However, forq = 20, the complexity of the proposed algorithm is significantiyver than that of the

2Extensive experiments have shown that a choice of a smakgrsize, results in a slower convergence speed, withguifisiant
improvement in the steady state error floor.
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Fig. 8. MSD for the experiment 4.

Dlasso. Dlasso, at every time instance, requires the imre am x m matrix.

In the third experiment, we study the sensitivity of the pregd algorithm to choice of the parametéri.e., the
frequency at whichw,, andG,, are updated. To this end, the parameters are the same aspretheus experiment,
but we set different values t@'. Fig.[q illustrates that the algorithm is relatively insiue to the frequency of the
updates, since even in the case where- 20 the algorithm exhibits fast convergence speed. This is itapt since
the robustness of the proposed scheme to choice of the pramenakes it suitable to be adopted in distributed
learning.

In the fourth experiment, we validate the performance ofalgerithm in a non-stationary environment. It is by
now well established that a fast convergence speed doesegessarily imply a good tracking ability [37]. More
specifically, we consider that a sudden change in the unkrmavameter takes place. So, uriif changes, the
parameters remain the same as in the second experimentftantha sudden change, we have that |, = 15.
The radius of the weightefl ball is set equal t@3, due to the fact that through experiments we observed velati
insensitiveness of the performance of the proposed algoiit scheme to choices of as long as it remains larger
than | h*|o. Furthermore, we assume the algorithm is able to monitodenahanges of the orbity, n)nez-y, IN

order to reset the value @f when the channel changes. To be more specific, we reset the valy, if the ratio
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Fig. 9. Squared distance from the consensus subspace,deriment 5.

Rk nt1 — Rinll/l[Pen — Pen—1ll, Yk € N, is greater than a threshold, which is chosen, here, to bel égua
10. This strategy is adopted since we observed that if the iigorhas converged, the previously mentioned ratio
takes values close tb, whereas if an abrupt change takes place in the unknown péegnthen the value of the
ratio increases significantly. From Fig. 8, it can be obsgmyat both the projection-based algorithms enjoy good
tracking ability, when a sudden change occurs. Moreovein dse previous experiments, the proposed algorithm
converges faster than the APWL1 to a similar error floor.

Finally, in the fifth experiment, we study the robustness ted proposed scheme, with respect to adopting
different strategies in order to construef, and G,,. To this end, we consider the following strategies: a) the
previously mentioned quantities are constructed usingnttae with the smallest noise variance (Proposed a), b)
w, andG,, are generated via the node with the largest variance (Pedposand cjw, andG,, are constructed
locally at every node (Proposed c). Obviously, the lattez violates the theoretical assumption of having common
weights to all nodes. In order to verify whether the nodeshiemnsensus, we plot the squared distande,ofrom
the consensus subspace, ilh,, — Po(h,,)|?. As in the previous experiments, the curves occurs from anaaing
of 100 independent experiments. From Hig. 9, it can be readily seanthe distance oh, from the consensus
subspace, is decreasing as time steps increase. It isdtitgrethat even in the Proposed ¢ where the assumption,
under which asymptotic consensus is achieved, is violdtedestimates for the whole network tend asymptotically

to the consensus subspace.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

A sparsity-aware adaptive algorithm for distributed léagrhas been proposed. The algorithm builds upon set-
theoretic estimation arguments. In order to exploit therspaof the unknown vector, variable metric projections
onto the hyperslabs within which we seek for a possible &wiubke place. Moreover, extra projections onto sparsity
promoting weighted’; balls are employed in order to enhance further the perfocmani the proposed scheme.
Full convergence analysis has been derived. Numerical phegwithin the system identification task, demonstrate

the comparative performance of the proposed algorithmnagaither recently published algorithms.



APPENDIX A
BAsIC CONCEPTSOF CONVEX ANALYSIS

The stage of discussion will BR™ and the induced inner product, given a positive definitex m matrix V/,
is (h1, h2)yv = hTVhy. A setC C R™, for which it holds thatvhy, hy € C and Vt € [0,1], thy + (1 —t)hs €C,
is called convex. Moreover, a functidgd : R™ — R will be called convex ifvh;, ho € R™ andV¢ € [0,1] the
inequality©(th, + (1 —t)hs) < tO(h1) + (1 —t)O(h,) is satisfied. Finally, the subdifferential 6f at an arbitrary
point, h, is defined as the set of all subgradientsoht k ([38], [39)), i.e.,

OvyO(h) :={s € R™: O(h) + (x — h,s)y <O(x), Ve c R™}.

The distance of an arbitrary poiht from a closed non-empty convex sgtwith respect toV, is given by the

distance function

dV)(,C) i R™ — [0, +00)

ch—inf{|lh—z|v:xzeC}

and if we letV be the identity matrix, the Euclidean distance is given.sThinction is continuous, convex,
nonnegative and is equal to zero for every point that lie€ {89]. Moreover, the projection mapping’év) onto
C, is defined asPC(V)(h) = argming .||k — z| v, and as in the distance function,¥ = I,,, the standard metric
projection is obtained.

Finally, the relative interior of a nonempty sét, with respect to another oné, is defined as
ris(C) ={h €C:3e9 >0 with ) # (Bp, ) NS) C C},

whereBy, ) is the open ball with definitioB, .,y := {h € R™ : [|h — ho|| < €0} (see for examplé [40]), with

centerhy and radius equal tey.

APPENDIX B
VARIABLE METRIC PROJECTION ONTO THEWEIGHTED ¢; BALL

The variable metric projection di, onto By, [w,, p|, is given by

min h — x|/
Lo,

m
s.t. Z wz(") lz:| < p,
i=1

wherex := [z1,...,2,]". However,|h —z|g = HG% (h—=z)|*= ||G§h — ¢, where¢ := G} . Moreover,

_1 .. . .
=G, & = ggjgi,i = 1,...,m, where¢; are the coefficients of. From the previous, it holds that

16
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S w ™z = 7 g tw!™ €. Hence the initial optimization problem, is equivalent to
3 2
min IG2h —£||

5.5, Z\/gm w™|g| < p.

1 _1
The solution of the previous optimization, is the standagdrio projection ofG2 h onto By, (G, > w,,, p| and it can
1

be found in So, from the previo 1 G h plGn) h) = G;%P 1 GZh).
IB] P lf%pt Bel (e %wn pl ( ) Bgl [Gn 1 Wi, ,p) ( ) By, (e %wn,p]( )
APPENDIXC

PROOF OFTHEOREM 1

A. Monotonicity
Lemma 1: Define the following non-negative loss functiong; € \:

wi,id(@) (Pk ns Sk])d (h Sk]) if Ikn?é(ba

Z.
Vn € Zsg, Yh € R™, O n(h) = JE€Ikn Lin ©
0, it Ty = 0,
whereZy, , :={j € Jn : Grn ¢ Sk,;} and Ly, == Zjejn wi,jd(@) (Pk.n, Sk,j). Then [3) is equwalentB)
Ok (Prm .
Péi)[wnvp] <¢kn - /\knﬁ@;m(QSkm)) s if Ik,n 75 @7
Vn € ZZO7 Vk € N, hk,n-{-l = kn(@kn)llG (7)
P1(3e1[wn7p (¢k n) ) if Thn = 0,

where®/ . (¢r») is the subgradient of the function and ,, € (0, 2).
Proof: First of all, notice that iZ,. ,, # (), then there exist§ € J,, such thatpy ,, ¢ Sk j, < da)(Pr.n, Sk.jo)

0. Hence,Ly,, > wk,jod(c)(Pr,n, Sk,j,) > 0, which implies that the denominator il (7) is positive and tost

function is well defined. Now, a subgradient of the distangecfion, i.e.,d(g)(-, Sk,;), is the following [41]

h— P (h)
7j, lf h §é Sk)'

dig)(h; Sk,j) = dig)(h, Sk.5) / ®
0 otherwise.

)

Recalling basic properties of the subdifferential (seeeikmmple[[39]), we have that

wg d (¢k nySk ) 1
» L@ TPk 0d gy (By Sk i), i Tn # 0,
00kn(h) = €Th,n Lin @) ’ 9)
(o}, i L =0,

*The time dependence &, is omitted for simplicity in notation.
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So, combining[(B),[(9) and if. ,, #  we have
G

wk,;d(G) (Pr,ns Sk.j) Phn — Pé,c,) (Pr,n)
d(c)(@x,n: Sk,5)

B Z Lk,n

;cn(qskn)
JE€Tk,n

! > wey (¢k,n - Péfj) (¢k,n))

(10)

-
M €Lk n

LS (610 = PLO) (S1)).

L
ke,

Nevertheless, sincg; , # 0, then there existg, € 7, such thatey, ¢ Sk, < Péfj(qbk,n) # Ppn. SO, if

Ty # 0 then®) , (¢r.n) # 0. Following similar steps as in[3], it can be proved that > zy,Vj € 7,, Vk €
|

N, O (hn) =0 din = ¢z Wi PEC) (¢r.n). From this fact, if we definguy, , := My, i, and if we
Claim 2: It holds that||Ph — h|l¢ < ||h — h| e, Vh € O,Vh € RX™, where P is a K'm x Km consensus

substitute [(ZI0) in[{7) the lemma is proved.
matrix with || P|| = 1.
Proof: From the definition of|| - ||, it can be readily seen thatPh — ﬁ||g = ||Q% (Pﬁ—ﬁ) I
hi
hy € R" ke Nandh € O &

IG> P (ﬁ—ﬁ) |, where this holds sincé € ©. Moreover,h =
hg

,71 € R™. Recalling the definition of the consensus matrix, with foentscy ;, k,1 € N/, we have the

h =
i
following
Gt Dien; €L (hl - ;‘)
|G*P (h—h) | = :
_G% ZleNK CK,l (hl - F")

— Yiens c11G? (hz - 71)

S ien kG (hl - h)
G? (hl - FL) G? (h1 - h)
=||P <|P| :
G} (hK - ﬁ) G (hK - h)
(11)
|

=||lh—h
G

From [11), our claim is proved.
First of all, given a convex functio® : R™ — R, with non-empty level set, where the level set is defined

lev<g® := {h € R™ : ©(h) < 0}, let us define the subgradient projection mapping, as fdlﬁ@f;) :R™ — R™
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O o
SCTIRPD L T P

ha h € lev§0®,
where ©'(h) is any subgradient 0P, at h. Similarly, we define the relaxed subgradient projectionppiag,
Téfi)(h) =1+ )\(TéG)(h) —1I),\ €(0,2), wherel is the identity mapping.
Now, given a non-empty closed convex set, gay- R™, and a convex functio® : R™ — R, such that

CNlev<o® # 0 it holds that [41]:
Vh € R™,Vh € CNleve O : —||h PeTER (MG < [Ih = hlIE — 1PTSR () — Rl (12)

Following similar steps as i [3], it can be proved that > zp, ¢, € lev<(O, < Iy, = 0 andvn >

20, Gk & lev<gOppn < Ly, # 0. Moreover,lev<(Oy ,, = ﬂjezk Sk D Qn DL Recall the definition of the

relaxed projection mapping; it can be readily seen that, 1 = ng)[ ]Te)k Mo (¢r.n)- Exploiting this fact,
1 nos

under Assumptions (a), (b), anld{12) we have that

VnZZO,VkEJ\/,VﬁGQ:

Ak n )\k ,n
0<? I = Bl = === Dkn = Pl T e (P |1
G)
< chk,n —hllE = 1Py TS0 A n(qb;m) hl|%. (13)
Recalling the definitiong,, = [h{,,,... kL |7 €e RE™, Ph, = (o] ..., ¢% |7 € RE™, and [IB), we have

VnZzo,VﬁEQ:

2— Xk
Ogmkin{ 2k’ }|Pnﬁn—ﬁn+1||2g

< |Poh, — bl — ||h, 4y — Bll%. (14)

Nevertheless, from Claim 2, the previous inequality candweritten
0 < ||Pah, = blig = [|hyiy — Rl < |Ih, = Blg = [yt — hllg.

Hence,

Vn > 2,Yh € €1 ||h, ; —h|& < |k, — g, (15)
which completes our proof. |
B. Asymptotic optimality

A well known property of the projection operator (see for rexde [41]), is the non-expansivity, i.e., given a

non-empty set, IIPC(G)(hl) — PC(G)(hg)”G <||h1 — h2||@, Yh1, ho € R™. Recall the definition of the algorithm



given in [7). Thenyk € N, Vn > z,Vh € Q, we have

7 (@) Gkn(¢kn) A
hini1— hllg=|P n = AknTa N n) | —
” k,n+1 HG By, [wn,p] (qbk, k, H@ (¢kn)||(; kn(¢k )

G

_ || p@ Ok,n(Pr,n) @ ;
=||P n— MenTE n) | — P h
By, [w,p) <¢k )\k;7 H@ (¢k n)”G k n((pk ) By, [wn, p]( )

®k n(¢k n)
165 (D)% b

G

(16)

IN

¢k,n - )\k,n (¢k n) -

)

G

where the equality in the second line holds since, by dedimjth, € Q By, [w,, p] and the inequality, from the
non-expansivity of the projection operator. Assuming at, (éx,») # 0,k € N, and rewriting [(IB) for all the

nodes of the network we have

Prm — Mt (¢y,,)

9 |‘®’1,n(¢l,n)||c
B — A, < : ~h
o= Ak @K,n(¢K,n)2 o .
i K, Ko len @7 i (Phn) o
- R 2 o
¢1,n —h 5
. 6 n n
- : + Z A2 ’f—))Q
> keN k n(¢ )
— ? G
L ¢K,n h G
Gkn ¢k n)<®§cn(¢k n) (¢kn _iL)>G
=23 M 17)
Nevertheless,
: = | P.h, — hllg < ||k, — hle: (18)
G
From the definition of the subgradient, we have
(O (Brn)s (D1 — h))e = Orn(Brn) = Okn(h) = O}, (Brn). (19)

20

where the last equation, holds due to the fact fhat Q < @;m(fz) = 0. Taking [I8) and[{19) into consideration,

we obtain

~ 112
e
i G ||®§€,n(¢k,n)|\2c;

Here, notice that the sequen#@n — QHG is bounded and monotone decreasing, hence it convergesafiérefact

implies that

i (e =] = s - 2], ) <o @



Under Assumption (c)[[(20) can be rewritten

252 Gkn ¢kn < Z)\kn /\kn 6kn(¢kn) h

112
20, @)%~ 2 [CCI] 2 k|,

G
Taking limits in [22) and recallind(21) we have that

lim ——\Phn) e A
n=o0 |07, (drn)lle

If we follow similar steps as in[3], it can be verified thét € Z>,Vk € N,Vh € R™ : [|©; . (h)|lc < 1. So, if

G;C,n(qbk,n) 7é 0
@k n(¢k,n)

= 1050 (@en)lE

@k n(¢k n) —)O, n — oQ. (23)

Obviously, recalling the previous discussidh;yn(qbk,n) =0 < Oy n(Prn) = 0,Yn > 2. Combining this fact
together with[[2B), we have that
Vk e N, lim O, (¢p.n) =0. (24)
n—r00

Now, following similar steps as in[3], it can be shown thagr existsD > 0 such thatL; ,, < D,Vk € N,Vn €

Z>o. From the definition 0®,,, and under Assumption (d), we havé € N/

D D dfe) (Dr.n Skj)
Zounionn> 2 T, folte

jej’!l

D&
> = ——’“ > iy (Prms S.j)
JEJn
> max{d%c)(ﬁbk,n, Skj) 13 € Tn}-
Taking limits in the previous inequality, we obtain that
nlLIIgO max{d(g) (qb;g)n, Sk)j) 1J € jn} =0. (25)

Combining [I#) with the result of Claim 2, we have

Vn > zo,Vﬁ ec:
2— e
0< mkln{Tk} | Pk, —En+1||2g

< by = BlE = By — R (26)
Taking limits in [26) and recallind(21) gives us

S Pty By ll5 =0 Jim 3 [0 = Bl =0 (27)
ke

21



Fix an arbitrary pointw € Sy ;,Vk € N,Vj € J,. Then from the triangle inequality we have

|Rknt1 — vlle < [[Rknte1 — Prenlle + |@kn — v =

inf [|hrne1 —vlle < [Pkt — Prnlle + inf ||dpn —v|e =
vESE,; vESy,;
d(@)(hknt1, Skj) < Akt — Grnlle + die) (Prn, Sk.5) (28)
If we take limits in [28), from[(2b) and_(27), it can be seenttha
nll)lrolo d(G)(hka,Sk,j) =0,Vk € N, Ve T, & nll_}II;O Z d((;) (hk,n+l7 Sk)j) =0, Vk € N. (29)

JE€EIn

The definitions of the distance function and the projectiperator, yield

d(hrns1,Sk,5) = Pkner — Ps, (hrny1)|l

< kit = PE (i) - (30)
Nevertheless, the Rayleigh-Ritz theorem implies [¥B] € R™ : |h| < 7,.2||h|c, wherery;, is the smallest
eigenvalue ofG. Combining this fact as well aE(30) we obtain
d(hinr1, Si) < [knes = PSY) ()|
n+1yPkj) > k,n+1 Sk, k,n+1
_1
< TiallBknir = P (B i) le = 0, — 00,k € N, (31)

where the limit holds from{29). From the previous, it is ndficult to obtain that

lim max{d(hxnt1,5%,;):J € Tn} =0,

n—roo

which completes our proof. [ |

C. Asymptotic Consensus

In [35] it has been proved, that the algorithmic scheme aelsi}symptotic consensus, i.¢hx., — hi || —
0, n — oo, Vk,l € N if and only if
lim ||k, — Po(h,)|| = 0. (32)
n—r00

Let Assumptions (a), (b), (c), (d), hold true. We define thibofeing quantity
€, = hn+1 - Pnhn (33)

Obviously from [27)
lime, =0 (34)

n—oo

22
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Now, if we rearrange the terms in_(33) and if we iterate theiltesy equation, we have:

EnJrl = Pﬂhn + En

n n n—j
=[IPho+ > T[] Prre; 1+,
i=1 7j=11=0

If we left-multiply the previous equation b§Ir,, — BB”), whereIx,, is the Km x Km identity matrix, and

follow similar steps as in[35, Lemma 2] it can be verified that || (Ix,, — BB”) h,, || = 0 which completes
n—oo

our proof. |

D. Strong Convergence

We will prove, that under assumptions (a), (b), (c), (d), &), h,, = ﬁ*,@* € O. Recall that the projection

operator, of an arbitrary vectdt € RX™ onto the consensus subspace equal®soh) = BB h,Yh € RX™,

Taking into consideration Assumption (e) together wifh)(¥6om [16, Lemma 1] we have that there exists € O

such that
lim Po(h,) = h,. (35)
n—oo

Now, exploiting the triangle inequality we have that

where this limit holds from[(32) and(B5). The proof is contplsince [(36) implies thdim,, ., h,, = h,. [ |
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