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Abstract—The aim of this paper is to show how simple inter- [1I] or non-synchronized [2] and][8], with or without admis-
action mechanisms, inspired by chemical systems, can pralé sion control [12] —[[14], clustered-based [15], packetented
the basic tools to design and analyze a mathematical modelrfo [8], and so forth) and might make use of differeapriori

achieving consensus in wireless sensor networks, charadmed . f fi K led bout th work |
by balanced directed graphs. The convergence and stabilitgf Information (e.g., knowledge about the network topology

the model are first proven by using new mathematical tools,

which are borrowed directly from chemical theory, and then In this work, we focus on WSNs characterized by balanced
validated by means of simulation results, for different netvork  directed graphs (i.e., graphs in which in-degree and out-
topologies and number of sensors. The underlying chemical degree of each node are the same) and propose to look at
theory is also used to derive simple interaction rules that ray .
account for practical issues, such as the estimation of theumber thg consensu; prqblem through the eyes of a chemlst. To
of neighbors and the robustness against perturbations. Faily, this end, we first introduce the key concepts of distributed
the proposed chemical solution is validated under real-wdd artificial chemistry, which provide basic mathematical 00
conditions by means of a four-node hardware implementation to (i) formalize interactions among distributed nodes in a
where the exchange of information among nodes takes place in chemical manner,ii) model the dynamics of the resulting

a distributed manner (with no need for any admission control . . . . e
and synchronism procedure), simply relying on the transmision chemical reaction networks in the form of ordinary diffetiah

of a pulse whose rate is proportional to the state of each sems €quations (ODEs) andii() predict the system’s equilibrium
points. We then use these tools to solve the problem at hand.

As we will see, the use of distributed artificial chemistrsds
|. INTRODUCTION to a consensus model in the same form of that proposed in
[1]. Differently from [1], the underlying distributed afitial
The implementation of wireless sensor networks (WSNghemistry lets naturally emerge the interaction mechasism
poses several technical challenges. One of primary impeeta that are required to drive the dynamical system of each node,
is conjugating the relative unreliability of a single sensdn order to operate according to the ODEs. Indeed as we will
(due to its limited complexity and energy availability) Wit show, distributed artificial chemistry, besides reprasent
the high reliability required by certain applications (geit- systematic method to design and analyze distributed sgstem
lance, healthcare, factory-automation, in-vehicle sensind represents also a powerful tool to define the microscopic
so forth). For this reason, an intense research activity hageractions and rules that are needed to achieve macriescop
been devoted to design algorithms whereby clusters of sens@quirements (thanks to the application of basic chemical
may reach an agreement on certain quantities of interegles, such as the law of mass action and the conservation
in a distributed manner, increasing in this way the systeptinciple). Furthermore, the use of chemical theory allows
reliability. This problem is known in the literature as thenaking use of new analytical tools, such as steady-state and
consensus problenand has received great attention frontability analysis, deficiency zero theoreml[17] and chainic
many different research communities (in computer scienGgganization theory[[18]. In this work, as a first attempt in
control and information theory, wireless communicationd a this direction, the convergence and stability of the detive
signal processing). A good survey and treatment of the t®suhathematical model are proven by using the deficiency zero
obtained in this field can be found inl[1] & [4] and referencapeorem 119].
therein. Although not only limited to these cases, the &dst  The performance of the chemical interaction mechanisms is
works are basically inspired by different mechanisms (suéfalidated by means of simulation results under differergrop
as biological interactions_[5] - [6], formation contrdll [7] ating conditions and settings (i.e., different networkdimgies
spreading of gossip in social networks [8], synchronizaté and number of sensor nodes). Comparisons are made with
coupled oscillators’[9], belief propagatidn [10] and satfidr existing solutions based on gossip protocols. Finally, the
rely on different communication infrastructures (synetized underlying chemical theory is exploited to include, in the
dynamical system, mechanisms to account for some practical
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information exchange among the spatially distributed sens and some open issues are discussed in Setfidn VII. Finally,
takes place by means of the transmission of a pulse whasene conclusions are drawn in Section VIII.
rate is proportional to the state of each node. The expetahen
results are in line with analytical and simulation resuétsd Il. PROBLEM STATEMENT
show that the proposed solution performs reasonably wet ev
under real-word conditions.

The first attempt to use distributed artificial chemistry fo
achieving consensus can be found [in][20] andl [21], in t
context of packet-oriented communication networks. Diffe

We consider a cluster dff low-mobility sensof$connected

by wireless links and composed of the following basic com-
onents: i) a continuous-time dynamical system whose state
olves in time according to local measurements and states

of nearby sensors, andl)(a radio transceiver operating in a

S ; khalf—duplex manner that is used to transmit to and recemm fr
lies in the comprehensive treatment of how to make use ﬁ’éarby sensors

chemistry-inspired mechanisms for achieving consensus i, o interaction topology of the wireless sensor network is
WSNSs. Speuﬂcally, the major contributions of this work are odeled as a directed graph (digragh)= (V, &) in which
the following: V = {v1,10,...,vp} is the set of all sensors with)| being
« We provide a comprehensive treatment of the chemistrggual toM while £ C V x V is the set of edges, with the
inspired basic tools to design and analyze distributednvention that(v;, ;) € £ if and only if there exists an
interaction mechanisms. edge fromy; to v; (i.e., the information flows frony; to
« We show how such tools can be used figropnstructing v;). The structure of a digraph can be described by|1hex
a consensus model for WSNs characterized by balandéd adjacency matrixA whose generic entryA]; ; is equal
directed graphs, andl) proving convergence and stabilityto 1 if (v;,v;) € £ and 0 otherwise. As mentioned in the
in the derived system. Introduction, we concentrate on balanced digraphs for whic
« Simulation results, obtained with the network simulatahe number of edges entering and leaving a node is the same
OMNEeT 4.1 [22], are used to validate the analysis undésr all nodes, i.e.,
different network topologies and number of sensor nodes; .
comparisons are r%adg with other traditional gossip- Z[A]M - Z[A]ji vie.
inspired mathematical models. g7 i#
« We make use of the underlying chemical theory t&or notational convenience, we denote/dythe neighbor set
account for some practical issues. within the transmitting and receiving range of sensgri.e.,
o We validate the performance of the proposed approach
by means of afoupr—node hardware impr;errl?entationp,r:/vhich Ni={v; €V (vi,vj) € €} @
relies on an emergent and simple communication proto@énoting by z; the discretized measurement of sensgr
where nodes exchange their data in an asynchronabe goal of this work is to design, analyze and implement
manner with no need for admission control. To the begtdynamical system to distributively calculate at each rinde
of our knowledge, this is the first time that a chemistrythe network the average of initial values:
inspired algorithm is built in a hardware testbed and o
validated under real-word conditions. I 1 Zz 3)
avg M — i

1)

The use of chemical theory in designing and studying the
consensus problem must be seen as an alternative way to look
at the problem itself. This approach represents an uneagblor I!l. PRINCIPLES FOR A CHEMISTRYINSPIRED DESIGN OF
field, which may provide new tools for the analysis and imple- DISTRIBUTED ALGORITHMS
mentation of algorithms but still requires further invgstions. Consider a vessel in which two molecular specigsa8d
This work is meant to provide a first comprehensive treatmeg} (known as reactants) are present and interact with each
on this topic that ranges from theory to (early) implementat other according to the following rule (reaction): consugin
and we hope it may serve as an incentive for the reseagghmolecule $ produces a molecule,Sand vice-versa. It
community for further explorations in this context. can easily be proven that the above interaction reaches an
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theguilibrium in which molecules Sand S are present in the
system model and consensus problem are briefly introduaine quantities. This is achieved for any initial conceiuna
in the next section. The key concepts of distributed aréificiof S; and $ and without being explicitly programmed.
chemistry are first described and then applied to a simpleAlthough simple, such an example (henceforth, called
chemical network in Sectidn]ll. The chemistry-inspirecheo chemical reversible network) shows how an equilibrium can
sensus model is derived, analyzed, and validated througinerge from simple random interactions whose specific out-
simulations in Sectiofi’IV. Its extension to account for somesomes cannot be easily predicted. This makes the chemical
practical issues is discussed in Sectloh V and it is agaimetaphor suited for the consensus problem in WSNs as they
validated with simulations, as well as compared with other

gossip-based algorithms. The hardware implementatioh is i 1we consider WSNs organized in hierarchical levels: the ideeel nodes
cooperate to achieve local consensus with a reliabilityatgrethan the one

lus”".ﬂed and th_e. relat_ed _experimental results ‘.’J‘re renb(imte obtained with a single node; intermediate nodes are reggerfer conveying
Section[V]. Additional insights about the chemical apptoaahe information gathered by the lower level nodes to the robmenters.



are inherently characterized by high randomness and unpoédistributed. AC. Therein, molecules can be exchanged over
dictability. The challenge to import the chemical paradigrhe network links by executing reaction rules that generate
into such networks relies on designing algorithms, minnigki remote actions. In particular, at each nagdec V), a reaction
chemical reactions, so as to enable the achievement oftequiklgorithm A (the same for all nodes) updates a local multiset
rium points (in accordance with the requirement specificgfi of molecules according to a set of local reaction rules. T$at

in a distributed setup. For this purpose, the key concepach node/; defines a local artificial chemistry as the triplet
for a chemistry-inspired design and analysis of distridutedC; = (M,, R;,.A) in which M; = S; U Sfj). The setS;

algorithms are revised in the following section. defines the species of all molecules that can possibly bedfoun
in the local multiset, WhereaSi(J) C Ujen;S; is the set of
A. Distributed artificial chemistry species that can possibly be found in its neighbors. Eack nod

i o . o . also defines its own set of reaction rulRs where a reaction
As defined by Dittrichet al. in [23], an artificial chemistry € R, is specified as follows:
03 1 .

AC is a “man-made system that is similar to a chemical
systerh in which chemical entities (molecules) interact with ry: Z . ssk—> Z by o5 (6)
each other as specified by abstract models. According 1g [23] = eyl v

an artificial chemistryAC is univocally defined by the triplet

AC = (S, R, A), whereS is the set of molecular species tha
may appear in a certain chemistRy,is the set of reaction rules
specifying how the molecules interact, afdis the reaction

algorithm describing how and when the reactions are appli
In particular, a reaction rule € R operates according to a
given equation whose general form is as follows:

from which it is observed that all reactants are local spgecie
whereas products may also be species located in the neighbor
ing sensors. This is how transmission or exchange of infor-
dpation is modeled in a chemical way: by allowing a reaction
to create products in nearby sensors. Since reactions occur
(thanks to the reaction algorithpt) with an average rate given
by the law of mass action ifil(5), it follows that the exchanfje o
re Z - ’;Z by.ss (4) information (interactions among nodes) occurs propostiign
ves wes to the abundance of local reactants. Observe also thatshank

. . 0 the mass conservation principle, if the reaction network

wherek, is a constant parameter (known as reaction coel‘b-

cient) that contributes to regulate the average rate at hNhié)rmS a closed system, then the total number of molecules is

4 . conserved by all reactions and remains constant over time.
reactionr occurs (see also later), whereas; is the number
of molecules of species consumed by reaction (known as
stoichiometric reactant coefficient) amd is the number of B. Dynamical analysis of distributed artificial chemistry

molecules of species produced by reaction (known as the  The state transition dynamics of a distributdd are fully
stoichiometric product coefficient). Basically, the ab@epia- described by the chemical master equation [26]. Unforelgat
tion states that reaction replaceSa7‘7S-am0unt of molecules this method becomes too Comp|ex in the presence of |arge
s to produceb, ;-amount of molecules with an average rate reaction networks [27]. A possible solution is to resorthe t
controlled byk;.. method illustrated in[[28] in which the mean time evolution
The dynamics of chemical reactions (when which reactiqsf the chemical reaction system is examined. This amounts to
occurs) are described on average by the well-known law pfoking at the time evolution of the abundance of specied, an

mass action, which essentially states that the average rgi@ be mathematically formalized using the following set of
of occurrence of a chemical reaction is proportional to it9pDEs:

reactant concentrations [24]. That is, the more molecules a
present, the more likely reactions become. Mathematidhlly ¢s(t) = Z by svr(t) — Z arsvr(t) VseS @)
means that a chemical reactione R occurs at a rate, (t) reR rER

proportional to the abundance of involved reactants: where v, (t) is the reaction rate given irf](5). Denoting by

v (t) = ky H o (1) ) v(t). the vector collecting all reaction rates, we may rewrite
(@ in matrix form as followsc(t) = Uv(¢) whereU is the

stoichiometric matrix whose elements &, . = b, s —a, 5.

where c,(t) denotes the molecular concentration of reactanhat s, modeling the interactions among nodes according

speciess at time ¢ and k, is the reaction coefficient men-q g distributed.AC allows fully characterizing the system
tioned before. In artificial chemistry, the law of mass attiogynamics through a fluid model in the form of ODEs.

is respected by properly setting the time instants indicati

how and when a generic reaction must be applied. As men- _ )

tioned before, such a time setting is handled by the reaction Chemical reversible network

algorithm A. In all subsequent discussions, we rely on a To ease understanding, consider the chemical network

deterministic version of the algorithm introduced by Gibsowhose graphical illustration is given in Fif. I(a). The net-

and Bruck in [25]. For completeness, we report algoritdm work graph isG = (V,€) with V = (v1,12) and & =

in Appendix A. {(v1,12), (r2,11)}. Each nodey; defines only a molecular
The formal definition of anAC can be extended to a networkspecies $so thatS; = {S;} andS; = {S;}. This means

with digraphG = (V,€), by simply introducing the conceptthat S\* = {S,} andS{" = {S;} whereasM; = M, =

seES
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IV. A CHEMICAL CONSENSUSMODEL FOR
gsom WIRELESSSENSORNETWORKS
P As mentioned in the Introduction, the first attempt to
k=1 % 400 [ = = = S — make use of distributed artificial chemistry for achieving
£ consensus can be found [n_[20], where the authors propose a
@ @ § 300 1 chemical networking protocol known &isperser The latter
” Vs 200 ‘ ‘ is ess_entlally basgd on the |de§1 of ex_tendmg the chemical
1 0 1T. 2 3 re_verS|bIe_ mechanism |Ilustr§ted in Section III.C to a rerkwv
ime [s] with multiple nodes. In particular, each nodg is assumed
(a) Reaction system (b) Simulation measurements to contain a molecular species 8.e., S; = {S;}) and to

randomly interact with one of its neighboring nodethrough

Fig. 1. Chemlca! r_everS|b le qgtwprk i The chempal reaction spatially distributed reaction; ;. Specifically, reactiomn; ;
system (@) exhibits an equilibrium point wherein concery, ' j

. . T onsumes a single;$nolecule in the local set of node
trations (gray-continuous line in Fi§. I[b)) converge te th g'e. "

and remotely produces a single-@iolecule in one of the
arithmetic mean (black-dashed line in Fig_1 (b)) of theitiah ~ . " =¥ P27 (es) o o (5.1). Mathematicall
concentration values (300 and 500). 9 9 S JEN; . Ys

r;; is formulated asr; ; : S; — S;. As basically done
for the chemical reversible network, the above interastion
. _ _ _are proven to converge towards the average of the initial
{S1,S;}. Additionally, each node defines a single reactiop,q,q,rements by simply relying on the mass conservation
rule that consumes one instance of local S-molecules ﬁﬂnciple [20]. From the mathematical expression of remote

phrodfutl:le one ulnsta_ntlzle gf rgtr)'not((aj"S—molgcuIes: This leads {9 cfions:, ;, it follows that the Disperser requires each
the tollowing “spatially 'St,” uted” reactions; : S,—S; reaction to be associated with a mono-directional link; (
andry : S;—S; . Collecting all the above facts together '

: consumes a single; $nolecule iny; and remotely produces a
yieldsACy = {{Sy, S}, 1, A} andACs = {{Sy, S}, 72, A}. _single §-molecule inv;). This is why the authors in [20] make
From [7), we thus have that concentrations change over ti

di he followi ¢ _ 'We of a packet-oriented protocol that basically gives eacle
according to the following set of ODEs: the possibility to discern the transmission to and the réocep

i . from its neighbors. Although possible, the use of packet-
t) = t) — t 8a

c_sl( ) = es(t) = s, () (8a) oriented protocols does not match well the less-demanding

¢s, (1) = ¢, (1) = es; (1) (8D)  communication requirements (in terms of routing and addres

where we have taken into account that the stoichiometric amnaglng computatlon) of WSNs .cor.n.posed by. sensors of
reaction coefficients of, andr, are all equal to one. imited complexity and energy availability. Following v

When reaching equilibrium at time instant = ¢*, the such _as[ﬂZ],[[B]_, ],@4], we show next how to extend th_e
S . chemical paradigm illustrated above to develop a mathealati
abundances do not change (i.&;,(t*) = ¢s,(t*) = 0) and

. . .{nodel in which the interaction mechanisms take advantage
the two molecular species are present in the same quanti les ) . .
) N i ; ;.. Of the broadcast nature of the wireless medium to achieve
i.e., cs, (t*) = cs,(t*). Therefore, by denoting the initial

amount of molecules of speciésas cs, (0) and studying[(B) CONSENSUS.
at equilibrium, we obtain
A. Derivation

M 9) We start settinges,(0) = z; and defining the following
2 “broadcast” reaction:

that proves that the simple chemical interaction mechasism 1
defined by AC, and AC, enable to balance the number of rip: S Z Sj (10)
molecules between the two nodes. In Hig. [L(b), we report JEN:
cs, (t) andes, (t) as a function of time whencs, (0) = 500 from which it follows that the consumption of a single
and cs,(0) = 300. The results are obtained in the networknolecule $ at node; produces one instance of S-molecule at
simulator OMNeT 4.1 by letting two nodes operate accordir@jl of its neighbors. This is exactly how broadcast transiois
to the artificial chemistrieslC; and.AC,. As we can observe, can be modeled in a chemical way. According to the law of
the concentrations of the two species converge to the arithass action in[{5), the above reaction occurs at a rate equal
metic mean of the initial values (black-dashed line). to the concentration of the local state, i.e.,

Remark: Although simple, this example is instrumental vi 5 (t) = cs, (1) (11)
to understand what mentioned in the Introduction: modeling nB S\
network interactions as a distributed artificial chemistty Observe now that the executionfz at each node increases
provides {) the microscopic mechanisms (the reactions aride total number of molecules in the network with no limits,
their time intervals of execution through reaction aldorit thereby violating the mass conservation principle. To ever
A) to achieve a specific macroscopic requirement (the averageme this “diffusion phenomenon”, we need to further define a
as well as if) ODEs that are needed to describe the networkaction that drains the abundance of S-molecules at eal no
dynamics and to eventually compute its equilibrium points.on the basis of the number of its neighbors. Mathematically,

s, (1) = cs, (1) =



this amounts to locally performing at each node the follavin
"draining” reaction: 20 .
2 2
Ti,D : SL ‘A[Z—‘_}l @ (12) % (;Jf
o o
whose rate of occurrence is given by E 10 E, 1
vi,p(t) = (Ni| = 1) cs, (¢) (13)
as it follows applying IIB)._ Collecting gll the. above facts 9950700 150 200 00 01 02 03 04 05
together, the artificial chemistry of node is defined as Time [s] Time [s]
AC: — {./\/l R. A} (14) (a) Ring network (b) Complete network
with M; = S;USY, S, = (S}, 8 = {Sj]j e Ni}and |
Ri =A{riB,rip} g Q
Then, from [[¥) using[(10) and_(12) we have that the ODE & 2
describing the evolution ofs, take the form: 5 5
510 8 1
. 1] %]
¢s,(t) = > s/ (t) = [Niles, (1), cs,(0)=z.  (15)
JEN;
Recalling thatA]; ; = 1 for any j € V; and observing that %2 4 6 8 10 T
Time [s] Time [s]
|M| - Z [A]i,j (16) (c) Regular latticek = 3 (d) Small-world network
JEN;
. Fig. 2: Sensors’ state evolution obtained whé&h = 25
we may rewrite as
y ) sensors are connected through (a) a ring network, (b) a
¢s, (t) = Z [Al;j (cs, (t)—cs, (1)) (17) complete network, (c) a regular lattice network topologyhwi
JEN; interconnections t& = 3 nearest neighbors, and (d) a small-

world network topology witt8 M links (seel[1] and references
therein for more details on such networks). The initialesiat
¢s(t) = —Les(t) (18) settoz; =ifori=1,2,..., M.

or, equivalently, in matrix form

where L is Laplacian matrix ofG and cs is the vector

100

collecting all species concentrations (nodes’ state).latter is 100

exactly in the same form of the mathematical model propose g 30

in [29] and is known to converge towards the average of the o

initial measurements as formulated[ih (3) whgis a strongly g 60 3 60

connected and balanced digraph. Therefore, mimickingosensg 40 § 40

interactions in WSNs through distributed artificial chetmés & &

has given us the tools to derive a mathematical model who: 20 20

convergence to the average is guaranteed in the invegtigal ‘ 0

scenario. In contrast td_[29], the underlying chemical thieo 0 50 100 )
allows making use of analytical tools never used in this exint Time [s] Time [s]
before. Indeed, in Appendix B we show how the deficiency (&) Regular latticek = 3 (b) Small-world network

zero theorem can be used to prove the convergence and . ) . . B
stability of (I8). To our knowledge, this is the first time ltha?_l?g' 3. Sensors’ state evolution obtained whith = 100

. . sensors are connected through (a) a regular lattice network

such a tool is used for proving the convergence of consensUs o : ;

algorithms opology with interconnections t& = 3 nearest neighbors
' and (b) a small-world network topology withM/ links. The

initial state is setto;; =i fori=1,2,..., M.

B. Simulation results

In this subsection, the performance of the consensus model

in (18) is validated under different operating conditiodgfér-  dynamical system of each node operate according to the
ent network topologies and numbgf of sensof) by means  artificial chemistry defined irl{14). It is worth observingath
of simulation results obtained with the network simulatofg synchronous models and admission control mechanisms
OMNeT 4.1. Observe that, thanks to the underlying chemicgde required byAC,. Sensor interactions take place through
framework, the simulation of[(18) requires only to let theeactions that are applied according to the time instanthef
) o _ _ _reaction algorithmA, driven by the law of mass action. This
Due to space limitations, we cannot provide a complete nizaleanalysis

of all the investigated settings. However, all availablsuits will be provided makes the |mplementat|on of the dynam'cal system a S|mple
upon request. task.



TABLE [ Convergence times for achieving a normalized megumased error less thain01 with different network topologies.

M=25 M=50 M=100 M =250 M = 1000
Ring network 80s 230s 450s 900s 1250s
Regular lattice withk = 3 4s 12s 35s 90s 180k
Small-world network with3A7 links 1s 1s 1s 1s 1g
Complete network 0.26s 0.09s 0.04s 0.012s 0.00%s
30 , 0L algebraic connectivity of the associated digraﬁﬁ To ease
the comparison of the chemical algorithm’s dynamics with
£60 1 260t those of the traditional model inl[1], we also report in Fij. 3
% & the convergence time whel = 100 sensors are connected
%40 1 %40 C through a regular lattice and a small-world network (reter t
» 2 Fig. 4 in [1]).
20 1 20 Table | reports the convergence times required by the
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ artificial chemistry to reach a normalized mean squared erro
o g0 0 %0 00 0 %0 equal t00.01 for different numbers of nodes and different
me [5] me [s] network topologies. The initial state is set ag = 60
(2) Ring network (b) Complete network and z; = 30 with i = 2,3,..., M. From the results of

Table I, we can see that the convergence time of a complete

Fig. 4: Sensors’ state evolution whel = 30 sensors are K d b all b | d
connected through (a) a ring and (b) a complete network {Opgptwor ecreases substantially a5 becomes larger due to

ogy. Sensors’ measurements vary as follows: at time0, 20 the exponential increase of the number of connected links.
and60 (in s) the sensor measurements are independent randUN’?_ opposite h_appens for a rnng ngtwork as, in this case,
variables chosen uniformly within the intervats 30, [50, 60] t_he mformaﬂon is exchang_ed ina §er|al manner and thu_s, the
and [25, 35), respectively. During the time interval betweeriM€ reéquired to exchange information among all nodes kighl

[25,40], each sensor independently chooses a time instant¥@Ws With increasing number of nodes. On the other hand, the

change its measurement, chosen uniformly within the ialenFonvergence time remains constant for small-world netsiork
Fig.[4 illustrates sensors’ state evolution when the networ

[75,77). is composed ofi/ = 30 nodes and is characterized either by a
ring or a complete topology. To validate the convergencaef t
algorithm in presence of measurement changes, the qeantiti

10° 10? z; are r(_’;mdoml_y g_ene_rated_(at c_:ertai_n time instants) accgrdin
o to a uniform distribution with given intervals (see Fig. & fo
107" % IR L A N details). From the experimental results in [Ely. 4, it folkthat
g107? “n‘ ' % 1072 NV e the convergence to each new value of the arithmetic mean is
j‘§ 10-3 S 1 503 ] guaranteed for both ngtwork topolo_gi_es. This holds trugy onl
804l — cnu "n 1 V;T of[— on | if the measured quantities vary sufficiently slow compapadt
..... RN > g .. RN the convergence time. As we can observe, due to the different
107 __ R i = 105H BR algebraic connectivity, the convergence is achieved amos
055 03 ipstantaneou_sly for _the completg network, whereas a longer
Time [s] Time [s] time interval is required for the ring network.
- Comparisons are also made with the two following consen-
(a) Deviation (b) Mean squared error

sus gossip-based algorithms: the randomized (RN) solution

Fig. 5: Performance comparisons among the chemical (CPfpposed in[[8] and the broadcast (BR) one illustrated.in [2]
consensus algorithm, the broadcast (BR) and randomize}l (RB@th algorithms are simulated according to the asynchrsnou

gossip algorithms. Initial state and network setup are as fitpdel described iri [8] and][2], whereby each node is assumed
Fig [3(B). to have a clock that ticks independently according to a rate

1 Poisson process. This corresponds to a single global clock
whose ticking times form a Poisson process of rafg [2].
In all subsequent simulations, we set an average: 6t 2
ticks per second in each node. When RN is used, at each

Fig. [@ demonstrates the convergence of the sensor's stigh nodev; randomly interacts with a single nearby sensor.

towards the arithmetic mean for different network topogsgi O the other hand, node, wirelessly broadcasts its current
(ring, complete, regular lattice, and small world netvvc)rksState value when BR is applied. Comparisons are made in

when the number of nodesid = 25. These results are in line

with those in E—] Compared to the other networks. smallddior 3The algebraic connectivity is the second smallest eigeevah of the
’ associated digrapt. The higher); is, the lower the convergence time is.

networks exhibit shorter convergence times, while stiéf@g  related to results in Fif] 2 is found to ben.0314, 25, 0.8523, and2.0269
the number of links reasonably low. This occurs thanks to tha the ring, complete, regular lattice, and small-wordweeks, respectively.



terms of the normalized deviation of sensors’ states froar th from which it follows that at the equilibrium (i.e¢y, (t*) = 0)
average and of the mean squared error w.r.t. the averagehsf abundance of Y-molecules at each noda|is;|:

their initial states (measured quantitied. For this purpose, .

we consider the same operating conditions as in [Fig] 3(b): a oy, (t7) = ANG]. (23)
small world network with)/ = 100 nodes and3M = 300 Then, replacing the draining reactionp: with

links in which the initial states are set tg(0) = ¢ for n

i = 1,2,...,M. The results of Fig[ 5(k) show that the ripr: S+Yi =Y, (24)
convergence time of the proposed chemical (CH) algorithm .
is similar to that experienced with the BR algorithm. As seexlelds the following ODEs

both largely outperform RN, whi.ch does no_t take advantage . t) = Z cs, () — lcn(t)c& (1), cs(0)=z. (25)
of the broadcast nature of the wireless medium. On the other =rva A

hand, Fig.[5(8) shows that the estimation accuracy of the ) i i
CH algorithm is higher than that of the BR algorithm. Thiérom which, by assuming that the convergence time[0f](21a)

difference is due to the bias term that the BR algorith@nd [21P) is smaller than that required by](19) and (24) and
introduces in the average estimation. For further dettils, 1US DY substituting(23) irl{25), we get the following resul
interested reader is referred fo [30], in which a solution to .

overcome this problem is also discussed. However, this is S (t) = Z cs, (1) = Wiles, (1), es,(0) =2 (26)
achieved at the price of a higher convergence time and a more JEN
complex communication model that requires the transmissi§duation(2b) is in the same form as(15) but has been obtained
and the processing of a “companion” variable, in addition #ithout knowing|\;|, simply by using the reactions if_(21)
the node’s state. In summary, the results of Fig. 5 show teat @nd modifying the draining reaction as [n124).

proposed CH algorithm allows one to achieve a good trade-offRémark: Observe that the above results hold true only

between convergence time and estimation accuracy. if (21d) and [(ZIb) reach the equilibrium befole](19) and
(24). This is reasonable for low-mobility applications lwain
V. SOME PRACTICAL ISSUES generally be achieved by properly setting the design paerme

In this section, we discuss how to modify the chemistry)f' which dictates the rate of execution &I (P1a). The higher

inspired dynamical system of each sensor to account for som );:;?E_ Kilr??r:ciétge fﬁ;:’;:;e ioen\;?rggxz:—]ss. constant
practical issues. : pplications wheieV;| '

for a long time interval, its value can be easily estimated
L ) through artificial chemistryAC; defined in [(T¥) (with no need
A. Estimating the number _Of nelghpors . for additional reactions): During an initialization phaghe
Observe that the execution of ;, in (12) requires knowl- sensors’ state should be maintained constant at the preedefi
edge ofl V[, which is hardly available at each node, especiallyalue \ (i.e., cs, () = ) and the reactiom; , should not be
in those applications in which nodes appear and disappear ocally executed. In these cases, the execution; gf would
time. To address this issue, we start rewriting (10) é52) induce the production of S-molecules in nearby sensors with
follows: an average ratg\V;| times bigger than the pre-defined value
1 this easily follows recalling the broadcast nature of tieac
"B S Z j + S (19) ri, ). Therefore, an estimate @i/;| could be easily obtained

: by comparing the measured reception rate and the predefined
. WG]
rip o S — 0. (20) one.

The above operation has no effect on the dynamicsA6f

(same set of ODEs as ifi{15)) and it is only used to malk Robustness to perturbations

the system depend dw;| rather thanV;| — 14 To proceed A WSN must be robust to possible perturbations, such as
further, we let each node; define two molecular species; X measurement errors or sensors leaving (entering) the rietwo
and Y;, with X; characterized by a constant concentratioin advance (at a later stage). To chemically address these
equal to), i.e., cx,(t) = A. Then, we define the following issues, we let each node define a molecular spegisghdse

JEN;

reactions: concentration is maintained constant and equal to the local
rix X N Z Y, 4 X, (21a) measurement value, I'?:Zi (t) = z;. Then, we introduce the
: two following reactions:
JEN;
ry s Y 25 0. (21b) riz: Zi—Si+2Z; (27a)
. . . 5
Using [7) and recalling thaty, (t) = X yields ria: S—0 (27b)
ey, (t) = ANG| — ey, (1) (22) with § being a design parameter. The execution 9l

continuously feeds ,Sspecies at a raté-proportional to the

4This allows overcoming some implementation issues. Fishputing the local measurement;. At the same time Z—Sspecies is drained
difference |[V;| — 1 would require an additional set of reactions (see for !

example the motif proposed in Section 10.3[6fI[20]). Secaisihg [I9) and with the same coefficient of proportionality thrqugh reaction
(20) allows maintaining the sensor state also in a singtéenuetwork. ;4. As aresult, sensors’ state (the concentration of molscule
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Fig. 6: Effect of 6 on the recovery from perturbations in aFig. 7: Performance comparisons among the chemical consen-
small world network with)d/ = 10 nodes,3M = 30 links. sus (CH) algorithm and the broadcast (BR) and randomized
The initial state isz; =i fori=1,2,...,M. At t =5, node (RN) gossip algorithms in presence of perturbations: At5,
v1 introduces an error of 50% fa@ seconds. At = 15, node nodev, introduces an error of 50% fd& seconds. At = 15,
v4 introduces an error of 30% fadr second. noder, introduces an error of 30% fdrsecond. Coefficient
is setto0.1, and initial state and network setup are as described
in Fig.[8.
S;) is continuously refreshed and if an error occurs, after a
transient time, sensor’s state goes back to the correcevalu
The higher the)-coefficient is, the faster the recovering is. As
shown next by means of simulation results, this is howevs
achieved at the price of a reduced estimation accuracy.
Observe that the dynamics of (28) are described by t
following oDEf

We begin by assessing the impact & As mentioned
(refore, the dimensioning af represents a trade-off between
obustness to perturbations and estimation accuracy.gigri
illustrate sensors’ state evolution and mean squared @frr
CH algorithm wheny is either0.1 or 0.5. In this experiment,
. certain nodes exhibit transient problems in sensing orstran
¢s,(t) = Z ¢s; (1) — Wiles (8) +0 (2 —cs. (1)) (28) mitting, and thus introduce some perturbations in the chami
JENs network. The results of Fid.]l6 show that a higher value’ of
whose matrix form is given by allows a faster recovery from perturbations at the expefise o
) B a lower estimation accuracy. As shown in Hig. 6(b), the mean
es(t) = —Les(t) + 9 (2 — es(t)) (29) squared error during the first five seconds is less tham’
whereL is the graph Laplacian of the network. Rewritifigl(29for 6 = 0.1 whereas it is higher than0—2 for ¢ = 0.5.
after taking the Laplace transform of both sides at a certafiimulation results (not shown for space limitations) shbait t

reference time = t/, we get 0 = 0.1 allows achieving a good tradeoff between the two
conflicting requirements. For this reason, we &et 0.1 in
Cs(s) = H(s) (cs(t') + 02) (30) subsequent simulatiofis.
whereH(s) is the Laplacian transfer function given by Fig.[ illustrates performance comparisons among CH, BR,
. and RN algorithms, in the same perturbed scenario as in
H(s) = (sIy + L+ 61y) (31) Fig.[d. The CH algorithm results to be resilient to measurgme

errors (perturbations) while RN and BR do not guarantee the
achievement of average consensus. A simple (but inefficient
ution to make RN and BR recover from errors would be
that of including a mechanism that automatically switchis o
all sensors and lets them run with the new measurements.
) ) However, this should be done whenever a perturbation occurs
C. Simulation results Fig. 8 illustrates the performance of CH, RN, and BR in
To account for the above mechanisms, the dynamical systetig operating conditions described in Fig. 6. This time, enod
of each node must simply be modified so as to operate suddenly disappears at tinte= 5 whereas node;, only
according to the new artificial chemistry given by appears at = 20. As we can see, the correction mechanism
AC, = (M, R, A} (32) introduced in CH lets nod_es tra_ck_ the variatio_ns _induced_in
v v the average value by the intermitting communications, evhil
with M, = S U89, 8 = {S,X;,Y:,2}, s¥° = RNandBR fail
{S.Y;1j € A;} and

with I, being the identity matrix of ordef/. One can
useH(s) to analytically evaluate how thécoefficient must
be chosen: a trade-off between the convergence time
estimation accuracy.

Rl — (Pibr Ti D7\ Ti X Tiy s Tiz s Tia } (33) 6Different values of parametef may be required in scenarios exhibiting
i 4,8 14, D" T, X T4, Y5 14,25 T4, A g - different features (e.g., affected by perturbations ofedint intensity) or
for different application constraints (e.g., a differergtimation accuracy
5z represents the vector of initial states. constraint).



is developed with a simple low-cost circuit using the TXM-

80 1 ‘g 433-LR integrated chip for transmitting to and the RXM-433-
§60 M LR integrated chip for receiving from nearby nodes. To limit
& g the complexity of each node, we let the sensor interactions
% 40 5? occur in a simple manner. Specifically, we assume that a pulse
< g g-(t) of duration is sent over the channel whenever the

20 s remote reaction; g in (33) is executed (in the dynamical

0 ‘ ‘ : system). On the other hand, the production of an S-molecule
0 15 30 45

is induced whenever a pulsg (t) is received from nearby
_ sensors. According to the law of mass action fih (5), the
(a) Nodes' state evolution (b) Mean squared error average rate of occurrence of 5. is proportional to the

ncentration of S-molecules (sensor’s state). This m#waais

Fig. 8: Performance comparisons among the chemical cons - ) . .
sus (CH) algorithm and the broadcast (BR) and randomiz spatially distributed nodes interact by means of pulses
ose transmission rate encodes nodes’ state. Followiag th

(RN) gossip algorithms in presence of perturbations. T : . L
initial state isz; = 10:fori=1,2,..., M. At ¢t = 5, noder, same line of reasoning, we let a pu@ﬁ(t) .Of duration7 # 7
disappears whereas nodg swi';cr’nes (’)n at — 20. Coefficient be sent whenever the remote reactign; is executed, and a

J is set t00.1 and the network setup is as described in Eig. é(.-molecule be produced when_evg,r(t) IS recelve_d.
Remark To ease understanding, consider a simple network

only composed by = 2 nodes. Without loss of generality,
we concentrate on the first node and explain how sensor
interactions occur. The node starts transmitting puls€s)

at a rate equal to the initial concentration of its local $pec
(value equal to the measured quantity, i.€s, (0) = z1).

At the same timecg, (¢t) is continuously modified on the
basis of the number of,(t)-pulses that are received from
node 2. This happens at a rate equalctg(t). Internally,
the current state:s, (¢) is also continuously decreased at a
rate cg, (¢), according to reaction; p/ in (20), and modified
proportionally to thej-parameter, according to the reactions
reported in [[27). To continuously estimate the number of
neighbors, node 1 has also to transmii(t)-pulses at a
constant rate\ and to increasey, (t) whenever a pulse:(t)

Fig. 9: Experiment testbed consisting of four sensors where 'S received from node 2.

dynamical system is implemented in the embedded processgRemark: Observe that the pulse rate depends on the sen-
TI-MSP430F5438A, and the radio transceiver through trars2S State. However, this does not mean that i 107 then
mitter TXM-433-LR, receiver RXM-433-LR, and comparator,10 pulsesg, (t) must be transmitted by node. Indeed, !t 1S
MAX-921. Sensors are implemented on TI-CC1120 evaluatidfportant to decide how the values are encoded or, in other

board which has also an LCD display for a practical setup aiprds: how a molecule quantity has to be interpreted. Assume
tracking of run-time computation. for example that the algorithm has to measure the average

temperature in a sensor network. Then, in order to limit the
pulse rate, one has to properly associate the right quantey
VI]. HARDWARE IMPLEMENTATION AND EXPERIMENTAL sm.gle molecule mst_ance (degrges celsius, Kglv_ln, Fadwien
RESULTS This allows controlling the maximum transmission rate &t th

: . . rice of a reduced accuracy of the computation (accuracy in
In this section, we report on the experimental results oEn y P ( 4

. . . . > “The estimation).
tained with a four-node hardware implementation (see[Big. Remark: A possible drawback of the above implementation
operating according to the artificial chemistries defined '@ ’

. . . that no countermeasures are taken against interferences
(2) and [3B). To our knowledge, this is the first time that fhat might arise in WSNs, when the signals transmitted by

chemistry-inspired algorithm is built in a hardware testaed multiple nodes collide at a given receiving node. Although a

;/r?(l,li(:a:je;gau?:ez:mrele-wr?ggrgggsglonqzn\::frv?/itr;loiis ﬁzgﬂaggdicious design of the system parameters (maximum value
Y fconcentrations, duration of the pulse and so forth) could

admission control. reduce the occurrence of collisions, more advanced maeiltipl
) ) access protocols are required to effectively counteraet th
A. Hardware implementation above issue, thus increasing the complexity of each sensor.
The dynamical system, operating according to artifici#or this reason, we have decided not to take countermeasures
chemistry specifications, is implemented into an embeddadainst interferences. This choice has also been motilated
processor TI-MSP430F5438A, which is also used for dathe observation that chemical systems usually exhibitngtro
acquirement and conversion. The radio interface (tramspei robustness to perturbations thanks to the mass-actiotidsne

Time [s] Time [s]
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TABLE II: Local dataz; detected by node; at timet during  congitions. The green, blue, cyan and grey continuousline
the experiment whose results are plotted in[Fig.10. refer to sensors’ state evolution of node, vy, v and vy,

[ Time instant¢ [seconds][[ 0 | 9.8 [ 19.9 | 53 — 57 | 63 ] respectively. The black dashed-line represents the agitlom
Value of z; 50 | 50 | 50 50 50 mean as obtained throughl (3) while the red dashed-lines
xa:ue 0;'22 8 500 gg —2>00 (/) represent the analytical responses of sensor local states a
alue of z3 . . . .
Valus of =1 oo 9 9 5 obtained using the Laplacian transfer function [in](31). For

illustration purposes, only the firStseconds of the analytical
responses are shown. As we can see, the experimental results
are in line with the analytical ones and show that the nodes

| are able to correctly converge to the desired value after a

g “short” transient time, regardless of measurement varati

‘f ________ — | and interferences. In particular, it turns out that thecftd the

2 BT interfering signal (from = 22 to ¢t = 33) is that of temporarily

@ making the sensors underestimate the average. Once removed
each sensor converges to the desired value in approximately

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 20 seconds.
% 10 20 30 40
Time [s] VIl. DISCUSSIONS AND OPEN ISSUES

Fig. 10: Experiment results (4 colored, continuous lines) a This paper is basically divided into two parts:

analytical predictions obtained from{31) (2 red, dasheddi 1) Artificial chemistry for consensus in WSNwe first

— within the time interval going fromt = 0s to¢ = 9), and show analytically and by means of simulations that simple

arithmetic mean (1 black, dashed line). Theoefficient is set jnteraction mechanisms inspired by chemical systems can

0 0.1. provide the basic tools for achieving consensus in WSNSs.
However, some issues are still open.

) o ) ) ) In this work, we do not cover in details the discretization
governing their interaction mechanisms (the interestedee aspect (studied for example i [32] and summarizedn [4]),
is referred to[[311] for a recent work in the context of sem#iti \yhich may affect the final nodes’ average-estimate. We limit
and robustness of chemical reaction systems). Thereforey,aypserve here that by calibrating the amount of produced
chemistry-inspired algorithm is likely to be robust againgnplecules per sensed-quantity unit, designers can regulat
the unreliable conditions of wsillsThis has indeed been e precision of the nodes’ estimates and decide the amount
confirmed in our experiments although only four-node WSNs; {ransmissionf. Please observe further that another way
were tested. to reduce the computations/transmissions, and thus the re-

source consumption, consists in slowing down the virtuméti
B. Experimental results characterizing the chemical model: transmissions deereas

The transmitter output power &dBm on average whereasin number, this time, at the cost of a proportionally-slower
the receiver sensitivity is-120 dBm with a dynamic range adaptation (in our simple implementation, lower rates mean
of 80 dB. Each sensor is roughly characterized by a totwer probability of collisions/interferences).
power consumption 086 mW approximately distributed as In this work, we have considered a very simple commu-
follows: 13 mW consumed by the embedded processar, hication model and referred not to specific channel models
mW by the receiver, and mW by the transmitter. The nodesand communication technologies. However, we have tested by
are placed approximately 7 meters apart from each othersgans of simulations the ability of a chemistry-based syste
an indoor environment. The transmission takes place ower t recover from perturbations. In fact, such perturbatioy
free Industrial Scientific Medical radio bard3.05 + 434.79 represent the generalized effect of fading (transient unde
MHz around the carrier frequency @f33.92 MHz. We set valued state of one or more sensors), multipath (transiest o
7 = 200 pus and7 = 100 us, and directly control the quantitiesvalued state of one or more sensors), or non-reliable links
z; (sensor measurements) during the experiment, as shdw@riation of the number of nodes and different participati
in Table[l. In order to test the robustness of the netwotkmes).
against external interferences, we also intentionallpleadio ~ This work has focused on balanced digraphs only. In the
signal interfere with the information exchange within tire  presence of unbalanced graphs, the theoretical and exgrerim
interval [22, 33]. tal results illustrated in this paper are no longer validided

Fig.[10 illustrates sensors’ state evolution (taken at a-saifi this case, sensonvergeto a common value that differs
pling rate of10 ms) of each node; under the above operatingfrom the average of the local measureméntBhis result

“The robustness is a direct consequence of the fact that themiation 8In the simulations, we have coped anyway with the effect stritization:
exchange is encoded into a rate rather than in one or fewniafiion packets, we have had to use a number of molecules per unit quantity $o altain
and thus any corruption of one or few of these transmissia®s dot affect acceptable estimation accuracy.
significantly the system. Another reason for the inheremiustness is that  °For unbalanced graphs, this work does not represent a @olut
mass action kinetics often induces low-pass filtering bielmavand transfer constrained consensus problems but it is still a solutioruioonstrained
functions exhibiting negative real-part poles. consensus problems, according to definitiondn [1].
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occurs because, at the equilibrium, molecules are stilhlgve else if r, = r,, set the reaction execution time

distributed among all participating sensors but are “difd’ ta = 1/vo +1;
with different proportions, depending on the ratios betwie d) store the calculated reaction execution titgein
number of receiving neighbors and that of transmitting ones the indexed priority queue.

We are currently working on the development of solutiongabl ) Go to Step 2.
to take into account such different weights while still @sin, The variablet reflects the current time.

chemical mechanisms of similar complexity to those adopted \olecular species represent mere counters. Step 4 implies

in this paper. to decrement all those counters related to the reagentespec

2) A simple implementation of artificial chemistry in WS'\_'zspecies appearing ifll(4) on the left-hand side of the arrow)

The second part of the paper shows that the artificial chemis nd to increment all those counters related to the product-

can work under real—worlc_i conditions, and that the abc_"é%ecies (species appearing[ih (4) on the right-hand sideeof t
framework can be used directly to develop a hardware "Bfrow).

plementation. To our knowledge, this is the first time we g0, . \e consider deterministic inter-reaction times.
beyond the theoretical treatment of chemical algorithmsl a
prove the applicability (at the lowest networking layer$) o
the chemical approach in a real sensor network. Although the
experimental results are quite promising even under realew We start observing that the dynamics of the reaction network
conditions, this work should not be seen as a finalized, rea®merging from[(10) and (12) at each sensor node V are
to-use commercial product for nowadays markets. We belieg@uivalent to those obtained by deploying the followingafet
that further research in the implementation context magdori "eactions at each node:

significant improvements in terms of robustness and speed. S —S; | v eN. (34)

APPENDIXB: CONVERGENCE AND STABILITY

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS To proceed further, we need to briefly introduce the terms
In this paper, we have made use of distributed artificiafomplexes” and “weakly reversible”. Complexes are those

chemistry to derive and analyze a set of interaction rulas tHnultisets of species that appear on the left- and the right-
allows achieving consensus in WSNs in a distributed mannBfnd side of a reactior], [33]. A chemical reaction network is
with no need for any synchronism and admission contryfeakly reversible if for every reaction leading from comple

mechanism. The proposed solution has been first validafed© COMPlexC;, there is also a chain of reactions leading
ft@m C; back toC;. According to this definition, the reaction

and compared with other solutions, by means of experimen . -n ’ )
results, and then tested under real-world conditions usifi§tWork arising from[(34) is weakly reversible. To see how

a four-node hardware implementation. The numerical allys comes about, observe that all the species of the reactio
experimental results show that the use of artificial chemist’€Work are complexes. Moreover, they do correspond also
for deriving, analyzing, and implementing communicatioo-p to the graph vertices of the communication network. Th.IS
tocols is not merely an intellectual exercise but an altivea Means that in strongly connected graphs for every reaction
approach, which may pave the way for the development §2ding from complex”; to complexC; there exists a chain

robust solutions, able to cope with the uncertainties of WSNPf reactions leading front’; to C;. In addition, the emergent
reaction network is closed (the amount of molecules within

APPENDIXA: REACTION ALGORITHM the system remains constant). .
. . . We now introduce the “deficiency” defined as
The reaction algorithmd is reported below.
1) Initialize: v=|C| =1 —rankU) (35)
a) set the initial amount of molecules; where C denotes the set of complexek,is the number
b) calculate the value, according to[(B)vr € R; of linkage classes (i.e., the number of connected subgraphs
c) set a putative reaction-execution time = 1/v, in the graph of complexes), and rafik) denotes the rank
vreR; . ) o ~ of the stoichiometric matrixU. From [34), it follows that
d) storet, values in an indexed priority queue (fII’St|C| = [V| and it can easily be proven that= 1 since
stored element has the next reaction time). each complex is connected directly or indirectly to any pthe
2) Letr, be the reaction whose putative reaction timg, complex constituting the whole digraph. Moreover, a stipng
is least. connected chemical reaction network, where every chemical
3) Wait as long as < t,,. species appears in precisely one complex, has a stoichiomet
4) Change the number of molecules to reflect execution gfatrix with rank equal to rar(fJ) = |V| — 1 [34]. Collecting
reactionr,. all the above facts together, we have that the deficiencyeof th
5) Update all those reactions,,, that depend on the reaction network associated {0 134) is zero.
executed reaction,,: According to the Deficiency Zero Theorern [17], if the
a) temporarily store the old valug'd = v,; reaction network is weakly reversible and has a null defijen
b) calculate the new value,, according to[{(b); value then it has a single, asymptotically-stable fixed poin

c) if ro # r,, scale the reaction execution time a$etting ¢s,(t) = 0 and studying the equilibrium solution,
to = (V91 /vg) (to — t) + t; it follows that the fixed point is defined by the right-hand
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side of [3). This proves that the proposed chemical algworithi25] M. A. Gibson and J. Bruck, “Efficient exact stochastienslation of
converges to the average of initial measurements.
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