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Abstract

Recently, the distributed state estimation problem for continuous-time linear systems over jointly connected switching networks
was solved. It was shown that the estimation errors will asymptotically converge to the origin by using the generalized
Barbalat’s Lemma. This paper further studies the same problem with two new features. First, the asymptotic convergence is
strengthened to the exponential convergence. This strengthened result not only offers a guaranteed convergence rate, but also
renders the error system total stability and thus is able to withstand small disturbances. Second, the coupling gains of our
local observers can be distinct and thus offers greater design flexibility, while the coupling gains in the existing result were
required to be identical. These two new features are achieved by establishing exponential stability for two classes of linear

time-varying systems, which may have other applications.
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1 Introduction

Designing observers to estimate the state of a given plant
is one of the fundamental problems in modern control
theory (Luenberger| [1971)). Recently, driven by the rapid
development in both theory and applications of sensor
networks and multi-agent systems, the distributed state
estimation problem has attracted considerable atten-
tions. The distributed state estimation problem aims to
design a network of local observers, in which each lo-
cal observer can only access partial information of the
given plant. One typical scenario from which this prob-
lem arises is a large-scale complex system, such as a
smart grid or an industrial process, where the system
is monitored by a group of spatially distributed sen-
sors that transmitting information over a communica-
tion network.

The distributed state estimation problem was first stud-
ied over static networks by [Agikmese, Mandi¢, Speyer
2014), [Park & Martins| (2017)), and Mitra & Sundaram
2018)) for discrete-time linear systems and by |[Kim,
[Shim, & Cho| (2016) and Wang & Morse| (2018) for
continuous-time linear systems. In particular, |Acikmese
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(2014) first proposed a two-time-scale design of

discrete-time local observers to solve the problem. Each
local observer in |[Agikmese et al.| (2014) is assisted by
a consensus filter that operates multiple times between
every successive pair of time instants of the system.
A first single-time-scale design of discrete-time local
observers was given by [Park & Martins (2017). They
presented a parameterized class of discrete-time local
observers with certain augmented states, and they es-
tablished a necessary and sufficient condition for the
existence of local observers by casting the problem into
a stabilization problem for some augmented system via
fully decentralized output feedback control. This idea
was further explored by Wang & Morse| (2018)) to deal
with the continuous-time case. In addition, Wang &
developed an approach via the decentral-
ized control theory in|Corfmat & Morse| (1976) to freely
assign the spectrum of the overall observer so that arbi-
trarily fast convergence rate can be achieved.
Sundaram| (2018)) studied a similar problem to that of
Park & Martins| (2017) by first performing a so-called
multi-sensor observable canonical decomposition on the
plant. Then, based on the block lower triangular form
resulting from this decomposition, local observers with-
out state augmentation were devised to solve the prob-
lem. It should be noted that the first Luenberger-type
local observers were proposed by Kim et al.| (2016) for
distributed state estimation of continuous-time linear
systems, which inspired several interesting extensions




in, e.g., Han, Trentelman, Wang, & Shen| (2019) and
Wang, Liu, & Morse| (2020). Also, [Kim et al.| (2016)
further refined their design of Luenberger-type local ob-
servers to the current form in [Kim, Lee, & Shim| (2020)).

The existing literature on the distributed state estima-
tion problem mainly focuses on static and connected
networks. The first extension to switching networks was
made by Wang et al.|(2020). Nevertheless, the switch-
ing networks in Wang et al| (2020) were required to
be strongly connected for all time, while, in practice,
disconnectedness of a network may be caused by inter-
mittent communication link failures or environmental
changes. Thus, it is more interesting and challenging to
further study the distributed estimation problem over
jointly connected switching networks, which can be dis-
connected at every time instant. Indeed, a significant ad-
vance was made recently by [Zhang, Lu, Deng, & Chen
(2021). By using a common Lyapunov function approach
in conjunction with the generalized Barbalat’s Lemma
established in [Su & Huang| (2012a)), Zhang et al.| (2021)
showed that the time-varying version of the local ob-
servers of Kim et al.| (2020) is able to asymptotically es-
timate the state of a class of neutrally stable linear sys-
tems over jointly connected switching networks.

The objective of this paper is to strengthen the result of
Zhang et al.| (2021) from the asymptotic convergence to
the exponential convergence under the same conditions
as those in [Zhang et al.| (2021). The strengthened re-
sult offers at least two advantages. First, the exponential
convergence result leads to the guaranteed convergence
rate, which is much desired in practice. Second, since,
for linear systems, exponential stability is equivalent to
uniform asymptotic stability (Rughl|1996)), the strength-
ened result implies that the error system is totally stable
and hence is able to withstand small disturbances (Slo-
tine & Li, [1991). For this purpose, instead of using the
generalized Barbalat’s Lemma as adopted in [Zhang et
al| (2021)), we have to come up with a completely new
approach that makes use of the classical uniformly com-
plete observability concept. We need to first establish
the uniformly complete observability for a class of linear
time-varying systems. This result then leads to two ex-
ponential stability results for two classes of linear time-
varying systems in Lemmas 2 and 3, respectively. As a
result of Lemmas 2 and 3, we conclude exponential sta-
bility for the overall estimation error system. Moreover,
as a byproduct, we show that the coupling gains of our
local observers can be distinct, while the coupling gains
in|Zhang et al.[(2021]) were required to be identical. This
new feature offers greater flexibility in the design of local
observers.

Notation. R denotes the set of real numbers. For
X; € Rmxn g = 1,...,N, col(Xy,...,Xn) =

T
[XlT X;\;] . For a matrix A € R™*"™ we denote

its kernel by ker(A) = {x € R™ : Az = 0} and its range
by im(A) = {y € R™ : y = Az for some x € R"}. 1y
denotes the N dimensional column vector whose entries
are all 1. O denotes a zero matrix with conformable di-
mensions. ® denotes the Kronecker product of matrices.
For any € R", ||z|| denotes the Euclidean norm of z. e
denotes the base of the natural logarithm. Apax(Q) and
Amin (@) denote the largest and the smallest eigenvalue
of a real symmetric matrix @), respectively.

Terminology. We call a time function o : [0,00) — P :=
{1,2,...,n0}, a piecewise constant switching signal, if
there exists a sequence {t; : 7 = 0,1,2,...} satisfying
to=0and tj;1 —t; > 7,5=0,1,2,..., for some 7 > 0,
such that for all t € [t;,t;41),0(t) = p for some p €
P. Then P is called the switching index set, {t; : j =
0,1,2,...} are called switching instants, and 7 is called
the dwell time.

Given a linear time-varying system

where z(t) is the state, y(t) is the output, and A(t), C(t)
are time-varying matrices of conformable dimensions.
Let ®,(¢,t*),t > t* > 0 denote the state transition ma-
trix of system (%), and for any t* + T > t* > 0, let the
observability Gramian of system (x) be denoted by

t 4T
G.(t*,t*+T) ::/ O, (t,tTCH)TCt)D,(t,t*) dt.

£+

Then, system (x) is said to be uniformly completely ob-
servable (UCO, see pp. 35 of [Sastry & Bodson| (1989))
if there exist T, > 0 and 0 < a1 < a» such that

ol <G (t5 "+ T,) < anl, Vit*>0.

2 Problem Formulation

Consider the following linear time-invariant system:

B(t) = Az(t),  y(t)=Cz(t), t>0 (1)

where z(t) € R™ is the state, y(t) € R™ is the output,
A € R™™™ ig the system matrix, and C' € R™*" is the
output matrix.

Suppose there is a network of N agents and each agent
can only measure partial information of system (1) as
follows:

yl(t) :Cﬁ?(t), i=1,...,N (2)

where, fori = 1,..., N, y;(t) € R™i is the partial output

of system (1) measured by the ith agent, ZZV:I m; = m,
and C; € R™*" are such that col(C,...,Cn) = C.



The topology of the communication network for these IV
agents is described by an undirected switching grap
Goty = (V,Es(1)), where o(t) is the piecewise constant
switching signal, V = {1,..., N}, and &, €V x V.
Specifically, each node in V corresponds to an agent in
the network, and (i, j) € &,(¢) if and only if the 7th agent
can exchange information with the jth agent at the time
instant ?.

Now we are ready to describe the distributed ezponential
state estimation problem.

Problem 1 Given system (1), the local measurements
(2), and the switching graph G4y, design for each agent,
a local observer of the following form:

Zi(t) = £ (2:(t), 4 (), {2;(t) — 24(t) : j € Ni(1)}) ¢ 2(3(;
where #;(t) € R™ is the observer state, £;(+) is some linear
function, and Ni(t) = {j € V: (j,1) € Es)}, such that,
for any initial conditions x(0) € R™ and £;(0) € R",i =
1,..., N, the solutions of systems (1) and (3) satisfy
limy_yoo ((¢) — 2(t)) = 0,4 = 1,..., N, exponentially.

Remark 1 [t is interesting to compare the above prob-
lem with the distributed observer design problem studied
in, say, \Su & Huang (2012b),|Cai €& Huang (2016]), and
Liu & Huang (2019). The problem here divides the output
y(t) into N components and then the aim is to design N
local observers over a communication network of N nodes
to estimate the state of system (1). On the other hand, the
distributed observer design problem involves (N 4 1) sub-
systems consisting of N followers and one leader which
is system (1). The communication among these (N + 1)
subsystems is governed by a graph of (N + 1) nodes. As-
suming, at each time instant, only a subset of the follow-
ers can access the output y(t) of system (1), one needs to
design N local observers over a communication network
of (N 4+ 1) nodes to estimate the state of system (1).

In order to solve Problem 1, we make the following three
assumptions on the system matrix A, the pair (C, A),
and the switching graph G, ), respectively.

Assumption 1 The matriz A is neutrally stable, i.e.,
all the eigenvalues of A are semi-simple with zero real
parts.

Under Assumption 1, there exist a nonsingular matrix

P € R™ "™ such that the matrix A is similar to a skew-

symmetric matrix, i.e.,
A:=P'AP and AT=-A

For simplicity of presentation, in what follows, we as-
sume that the matrix A is skew-symmetric. The design

! See Appendix A for a summary of notation on graph.

procedure for the general case where the matrix A is not
skew-symmetric will be outlined in Remark 8.

Assumption 2 The pair (C, A) is observable.

Assumption 3 There exists a subsequence {t;, : k =
0,1,2,...} of the switching instants {t; : j = 0,1,2,...}
with tj, =0 and 7 < t; —t5, < T, for some T, > 0,

Jk+1
such that the union graph |J ) 18 con-

tj e[tjk 7tjk+1 ) ga(tj
nected.

Remark 2 Let L, be the Laplacian of the undi-
rected switching graph G (). Then, L,y is symmet-
ric and positive semi-definite for all t > 0. Moreover,
Zi’jﬁl}c_l L, t,) is a Laplacian associated with the union
graph Utje[tjk, ) Go(t;)- Then, under Assumption 3,

the matriz Ziz’;’:l L,y has evactly one zero eigen-

value and its null space is spanned by the single vector
1y (Lin, |20006;|Su € Huang, |2012d).

Wk+1

Remark 3 Assumptions 1 to 3 were also used in|Zhang
et al.| (2021). More specifically, Assumption 3 is called
the jointly connected condition (Jadbabaie, Lin, €& Morse,
2003; \Su € Huang, |2012d|) or the uniformly connected
condition (Lin, 2000). It is perhaps the mildest condi-
tion for a graph as it allows the graph to be disconnected
at any time instant. Hence, to compensate for the weak
connectivity of the graph under Assumption 8, one has
to impose some stability constraint on the system to be
observed, namely, Assumption 1. It is worth pointing out
that Assumption 1 has been a standard assumption in
dealing with consensus problems for general linear multi-
agent systems over jointly connected switching networks
(Su & Huang,|2012a). It should also be noted that the two
classes of most popular multi-agent systems including
single-integrator dynamics with A = 0 and oscillator dy-

. . . 01 01
namics with A = block diag S,
—a 0 —a 0

and o > 0 satisfy Assumption 1 (Olfati-Saber & Murray,
2004} |Ren, |2008).

3 Main results

To begin with, for the ith agent, i =1,..., N, given the
pair (C;, A), there exists a nonnegative integer v; such
that

C;
C;A
rank | O; :=
C&/4n71

Hence, ker(O;) C R™ is the v;-dimensional unobservable
subspace of (C;, A).



Let U; € R™*" be a matrix whose columns form an
orthonormal basis of ker(O;), namely,

im(U;) = ker(0;) (4)

and let D; € R"*("=7i) he a matrix whose columns form
an orthonormal basis of im(O7), namely,

im(D;) = im(O7).
Then, we can define an orthogonal matrix 7T; as follows:

L= DU | eR™ T =L (5)

Lemma 1 Under Assumption 1, fori =1,..., N, we
have
A, O
T7 AT, = ati=[c, 0] (©
0 A

where A;, € RO—vi)x(n—vi)
R™i%(n=vi) - Moreover,

, Aisg € RY*"i and C;, €

(i) (Cio, Aio) is observable;
(ii) Ajs is skew-symmetric;

(Z’LZ) AUZ = UiAiZ)-

Remark 4 FEquation (6) is a direct result of the standard
Kalman decomposition and from which, Part (i) follows.
Part (i1) is obvious since, under Assumption 1, A is as-
sumed to be skew-symmetric. Part (iii) is a consequence
of the fact that the subspace ker(O;) is A-invariant. It is
noted that the decomposition (6) was also performed in
Lemma 3.2 of|Zhang et al.| (2021]) together with a detailed
construction of the matrix T;.

Next, to introduce our first stability result, let v =

Zﬁvzl v; and

U = block diag{U;,Us, ..., Un} € RNV (7)

Lemma 2 Consider the following linear switched sys-
tem:

W(t) = _QUT ('C'o(t) ® In) Un(t)a t>0 (8)

where n(t) € RY is the state and Q € R**" is any sym-
metric and positive definite matriz. Under Assumptions
2 and 3, system (8) is exponentially stable.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Remark 5 If Q = I, with v > 0, then system (8)
reduces to the following linear switched system:

U(t) = 7'YUT (‘Ca(t) & In) Un(t)a t>0. (9)

What makes Lemma 2 interesting is that, under Assump-
tions 2 and 3, system (8) or (9) is exponentially stable
even though the following system:

0(t) = =y (Lo @ In) n(t), t>0

can only be marginally stable, no matter what condition
is imposed on the graph Gy ).

Now we are ready to establish the stability result for
another class of linear switched systems. To state the
next lemma, let

A() = block diag{Al(—), AQ(), ey AN()} S RVXV (10)

I' = block diag{v11,,,v2lpvy,- -, YNy} € R¥*Y
(11)

where A;; € R¥i*¥ 4=1,..., N, are given in Lemma 1

and y; >0,i=1,...,N.

Lemma 3 Consider the following linear switched sys-
tem:

()= (Ao —TUT (Loy @ L) U) (1), t>0 (12)

where ((t) € RY is the state. Under Assumptions 1 to 3,
system (12) is exponentially stable.

Proof: Let n(t) = e~4%t((t),t > 0. Then, by noticing
that A is skew-symmetric, A;5 is also skew-symmetric
as shown in Part (ii) of Lemma 1, and AU; = U;A;5 as
shown in Part (iii) of Lemma 1, we can derive that

0(t) = —e Ao AC(t) + e Aot (1)
_e—AatFUT (Ea(t) X In) UC(t)
_eAlTétUlT
i (Lot ® 1) UC(0)
eAgﬁtUﬁ
[ UlTeATt
=_T (ﬁg(t) by In) Uq¢(t)
UT ATt
— TUT (Iy ® ) (Lo © L) UC(H)
( o(t) ®I ) (IN ®e At) Ug(t)
( () ® I ) e
( (t) ® I, ) 77

Then, the above n-system is in the form of system (8)
with @ = T'. Thus, by Lemma 2, for any n(0) € R”,
lim; o 7(t) = 0 exponentially.

Since, in addition, n(t)Tn(t) = ((t)Tette4ot((t) =
C(t)T¢(t),¥Yt > 0, we can conclude that for any ((0) €



RY, lim;—, oo ((t) = 0 exponentially. Therefore, system
(12) is exponentially stable, and the proof is complete. O

To present our main result, for ¢ = 1,..., N, by ex-
tending the Luenberger-type local observer in Kim et al.
(2020) to switching networks gives the following local
observer:

2i(t) = Az (t) + L; (y;(t) — Cii(t))
N
+ M Y ag(b) (85(0) = &:(t), 20

(13)

where ;(t) € R™ is the observer state, v; > 0 is the cou-
pling gain of the local observer, which can be different
from each other, a;;(t) are entries of the weighted ad-
jacency matrix A, ;) of the switching graph G, ), and
L; € R"™™™i and M; € R™*™ are the injection matrix
and the weighting matrix, respectively. Specifically, L;
and M; are designed as

Lio 00
Li=T,

, M; = T; " (14)

(2

Vi

where T; € R"*" is the orthogonal matrix given by (5),
and L;, € R(=)xmi ig such that (A, — LinCio) is
Hurwitz, whose existence is guaranteed by Part (i) of
Lemma 1.

Theorem 1 Under Assumptions 1 to 3, Problem 1 is
solvable by designing for each agent i,i = 1,...,N, a
local observer of the form (13).

Proof: For i = 1,..., N, let e;(t) = &;(t) — x(t) be the
estimation error of the ith local observer. Then, the error
dynamics of e;(t) can be written as follows:

N
&it) = (A= LiCi)ei(t) +7viMi ) ai;(t) (e;(t) — ei(t))

j 1

= (A—L;Cy)e;(t) — v M; le] Je;(t (15)

where [;;(t) are entries of the Laplacian L, of the
switching graph G ).

Next, fori =1,..., N, perform the following coordinate
transformation on e;(t):

[&o@)] _
§is(t)

where &;,(t) € R"% and &;5(¢t) € R¥. Then, by using
(6) and (14), the error dynamics (15) can be further

DT

ei(t) =T ei(t)
Ul

written as
Eio(t) = (Ajo —
éi()( ) = zofzo

Liocio) gio ( )

— YU le

(Dj&jo(t) + Ujjs(1)) -

(16)

Now, for the purpose of analyzing the stability of system
(16), let

&o(t) = col (€10(t), &a0(t), - - -, ENo(t))
&6(t) = col (€16(t), §25(), - - -, Ena (1))

and, in addition to (7), (10), and (11), let X =
block diag{Xl, )(27 N ,XN}, for Xi == Aio; LiO) Cioa
and D;,i = 1,...,N. Then, the N error dynamics in
(16) can be put into the following compact form:

éO(t) = (Ao - LOCO) €O(t)

€5(t) = As&s(t) = TUT (Lo @ In) (D& (1) + U&s(t)) .
(17)

Since, by our design, the matrix (A, — L,C,) is Hur-
witz, £-subsystem of (17) is exponentially stable. Then,
we have limy oo TU” (Lo(4) ® Iy) D& () = 0 exponen-
tially. By Lemma 1 of|Liu & Huang| (2018)), for any initial
condition &5(0) € R, the solution &5(t) of £5-subsystem
of (17) converges to zero exponentially if the following
linear switched system:

é()(t) = (Aa -Tu* (Ea(t) ® In) U) &s(t) (18)

is exponentially stable, which, in fact, has been shown in
Lemma 3. Therefore, system (17) is exponentially sta-
ble and hence, for any initial conditions z(0) € R™ and
2;(0) e R i =1,...,N, limy o0 (2;() — z(t)) = 0,i =
1,..., N, exponentially. The proof is thus complete. O

Remark 6 It is interesting to note that for static graphs
considered in |[Kim et al| (2020), the switching Lapla-
cian Lq ;) reduces to a constant L, and it was shown
in Lemma 4 of |Kim et al. (2020) that UT (L ® I,)U
is positive definite. Thus, in order to stabilize the un-
observable part of the error dynamics, which is in a
time-invariant form of (18), it suffices to choose suf-
ficiently large v; > 0,9 = 1,..., N, to make the ma-
triz (A, —TUT (L ® I,,) U) Hurwitz. Nevertheless, for
switching graphs considered in this paper, system (18) is
time-varying, and one has to prove exponential stability
for (18) by a completely different approach.

Remark 7 For the special case of system (17) where
I' =~I, and v > 0, an asymptotic stability result was



obtained in|Zhang et al| (2021) by treating the two sub-
systems in (17) as a whole. This approach calls for the
construction of a common Lyapunov function for the
switched system (17) and the usage of the generalized
Barbalat’s Lemma in|Su & Huang (2012d). In contrast,
we have managed to establish exponential stability for
system (18) by using the UCO concept, which in turn
concludes exponential stability for system (17) due to its
lower triangular structure. It is also interesting to note
that the common Lyapunov function proposed in|Zhang
mmworksonlyzf’yl—w =gy =7v>0.
Thus, Theorem 1 also extends the main result of[Zhang
m m by allowing different local observers to have
different coupling gains v;,1 =1,..., N.

Remark 8 If the matriz A is neutrally stable but not
skew-symmetric, then the design of the local observer in
(13) can be carried out by the following procedure:

(1) Find P such that P~* AP is skew-symmetric.

(2) Find U; such that im(U;) = ker(O; P).

(3) Find D; such that im(D;) = im(PTOT).

(4) Form T; as in (5) and perform the similarity trans-
formation (6) with PT; in place of T; to obtain
(CiOa Aio)-

(5) Design L;, such that (A;, — Li,Ci,) is Hurwitz and

let L; = PT, 7 P,

vi

Lio
, M; = PT;
0

4 A numerical example

In this section, we use a modified example of Example 1
in [Kim et al.| (2020) to illustrate our design of the local
observers over a jointly connected switching network.

Consider a three-inertia system as shown in Figure 1,
which is monitored by three separate sensors. Denote
each of the inertia’s angle by ¢, 8, and 1, respectively,
and suppose that the sensors’ measurements are y; =
¢+, yo = 60, and y3 = ¢ — ¢, respectively. Then, with

the state 2 := col (tb, $,0,6,1, ¢)a
form of (1) and (2) with

this system is in the

1 0 0 00
k k

-Z0 2 0 0 0
0001 00
A: k 0 2k‘0 k 0

T A T
000 0 01
| 0 0 % 0-20]
kel 100010
C=|Cy,|=|1001000
Kes ~100010

Fig. 1. The three-inertia system.

G1 G2

Fig. 2. The switching graph G, ).

where k is the torsional stiffness and J is the moment of
the inertia. It can be verified that for any positive k and
J, the matrix A is neutrally stable and the pair (C, A)
is observable. Thus, Assumptions 1 and 2 are satisfied.
Nevertheless, none of the pairs (C;, A),i = 1,2, 3, is ob-
servable. In particular, rank(0;) = rank(O3) = 4 and
rank(O3) = 2.

Suppose the three sensors transmit information over
a communication network described by the switching
graph in Figure 2, which is dictated by the following
switching signal:

1, if sT.<t<(s+3)T,
o(t) = . 1 3
2, if (s+§)TC§t<(s+1)TC
where s = 0,1,2,.... Then, clearly, Assumption 3 is
verified.

Thus, by Theorem 1, we can solve Problem 1 by design-
ing, for i = 1,2, 3, a local observer of the form (13). Sup-
pose % = 10N - (m - kg -rad)~!. Following the design
procedure sketched in Remark 8, we choose L;,,7 = 1,2,
such that the eigenvalues of (A4;, — L;oC}o) are placed at
{—=2+j5,—5+ 52}, and L3, to place the eigenvalues of
(Aso — L3oCs50) at {—2, —5}. The performance of the lo-
cal observers is simulated with T, = 3, v, = 1, a;;(t) = 1
if (4,1) € &), 4,5 = 1,2,3, and randomly generated
initial conditions. Figures 3 to 8 show, respectively, each
component of the state of the local observers and the
system, together with each component of the estimation
erTors.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented an exponential conver-
gence result on the distributed state estimation problem
for linear systems over jointly connected switching net-
works. The main result offers two advantages over the
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existing one. First, the exponential convergence leads to
the guaranteed convergence rate, which is much desired
in practice. Second, since the error system is uniformly
asymptotically stable, it is also totally stable and hence
is able to withstand small disturbances. These two ad-
vantages are achieved by establishing exponential sta-
bility for two classes of linear switched systems, which
may have some other applications. A restriction of the
current result is that it only applies to marginally sta-
ble linear systems. Thus, it would be interesting to fur-
ther consider removing or relaxing this restriction, so as
to accommodate more general linear systems. It would
also be interesting to consider extending the result to
directed switching networks.
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Fig. 6. States Zu(t),z4(t) and estimation errors
Tia(t) — xa(t),1=1,2,3.

Appendix A: Notation on graph

A graph G := (V, &) consists of a finite node set V :
{1,2,...,N} and an edge set £ C V x V. An edge
& from node j to node i, j # i, is denoted by (7,4
and node j is called a neighbor of node i. Then, N :
{j €V:(j,i) € £} is called the neighbor set of node 3.
The edge (i,7) is called undirected if (¢,j) € £ implies
(4,4) € €. The graph G is called undirected if every edge
in &€ is undirected. If the graph contains a set of edges of
the form {(i1,42), (¢2,43), - . ., (ix—1,%%)}, then this set is
called a path from node i; to node i, and node iy, is said
to be reachable from node ;. A graph is called strongly
connected if there exists a path between any two distinct
nodes. An undirected and strongly connected graph is
called connected.
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Fig. 7. States Z5(¢),z5(t) and estimation errors
Zis(t) —ws(t),i=1,2,3.
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Fig. 8. States Z6(t),z6(t) and estimation errors
Zis(t) — xe(t),i = 1,2,3.

The weighted adjacency matrix of a graph G is a non-
negative matrix A := [a;;]};—; € RV*N, where a; =0
and, for ¢ # j,a;; > 0 if and only if (j,4) € £. Then,
the Laplacian £ := [lij]ﬁlj:l € RV*N of the graph G
can be defined from A with I; = Z;\rzl a;; and, for
i # j,li; = —a;;. Moreover, £ is symmetric and posi-
tive semi-definite if and only if the graph G is undirected
|Godsil & Royle| (2001)).

Given the switching signal o 0,0) = P =
{1,2,...,n0} and ng graphs G, = (V,&), p =
1,2,...,ng, each with the corresponding weighted ad-
jacency matrix denoted by A, and the Laplacian by
Ly, p = 1,2,...,n0, we call the time-varying graph
Go(ty = (V,Eg(t)) a switching graph and denote its

weighted adjacency matrix by A, (), and its Laplacian
by L, ). Finally, the graph G = (V, ) with £ = U;:1 Ep
is called the union of the graphs G,,p =1,2,...,7, and
is denoted by G = U;:1 Gp.

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 2

To prove Lemma 2, we first need to show the following
result.

Lemma 4 Consider the following system:

1

g(t) = (L2 @ L) Un(t),  t=0
(19)

where 7(t) € RY is the state and §(t) € RN™ is the out-

put. Under Assumptions 2 and 3, system (19) is UCO,

i.e., there exist T, > 0 and 0 < &1 < @o, such that the

observability Gramian Gy (t*,t* +T,) of system (19) sat-

isfies arl, < Gg(t*,t* +T,) < aol,,V t* > 0.

Proof: Let T, > 2T,.. Then, under Assumption 3, for
any fixed t* > 0, there exists some switching instant ¢;,
that satisfies t* < t; < t;,,, < t*+ 2T¢. Specifically,
the switching instants within [t;,,¢;, ) can be listed as

{tjwtjk-‘rlv tjk+27 RN ,tjk,Jrl_l}. Thus, we have
Gy(t",t" +1T)

- /tt*+To uT ([Zf(t) ® In>T (ﬁi(t) ® In) Udt

*

t* 2T,
> / U" (Lo @ 1) Udt
t

*

Lkt
> [T (o 1) vt

tjk

tjk+1 tjk+1
- / . +/
tjk t

) UT (Lo ® In) Udt

Jk4+1—1
Jr+1—1
> U Y Loy @I | U (20)
r=jk

Next, we show that under Assumptions 2 and 3, there
exists some &1 > 0 such that

Jr+1—1
Ut Z Lowy®@In |U>é1l,, Yk=0,1,2,....
r=jk
(21)
If so, combining (20) and (21) yields G5(t*,t* + T,) >
ail,,Vt* >0 with a; := 74;.

Clearly, UT (Zi’““fl Lo,y ® In) U is symmetric and

=Jk

positive semi-definite for any k£ = 0,1, 2, . ... Suppose for



some v := col(vy,...,vy) with v; € R i =1,...,N,

the following holds:

Je+1—1

Y Loyl

r=jk

Uv = 0. (22)

Under Assumption 3, by Remark 2, the null space of
the matrix (ZM“ 1 (tn) @ In

T=Jk
columns of the matrix 1N ® I,. It then follows from (7)
and (22) that

) is spanned by the

z:=Uv; = Usvy = --- = Unvpn (23)
for some z € R". By the definition of U;,t = 1,..., N,
in (4), we see that z € ker(0;),i = 1,...,N. Thus,
z € ﬂfil ker(O;), which, under Assumption 2, implies
that z = 0. Since U;,i = 1,..., N, are of full column
rank, from (23), we have vy = 0,...,o5y = 0, and
hence v = 0. This shows that for any £k = 0,1,2,...,

Ut (ZM“ ! U(tr)®ln)U is positive definite. By

T=Jk
further noting that o(t) only takes on finitely many
values and that t;, , , —t;,,k=0,1,2,..., are uniformly
bounded by the finite T, we conclude that there exists
some @; > 0 such that (21) holds.

Finally, the existence of @&, > 0 satisfying G5(t*,t* +
T,) < @I,V t* > 0 is obvious, since both T, and the
range of o(t) are finite. The overall proof is thus com-
plete. O

Remark 9 The positive definiteness of the matriz
ur (Z]k“ 'c Lo,y ® In) U under Assumptions 2 and

T=Jk
3 was also asserted in Lemma 3.3 of|Zhang et al.| (2021))
without the proof.

Proof of Lemma 2: First of all, let us specify an output
y(t) € RN for system (8) as follows:

y(t) = () @ 1) Un(t) (24)

Then, we observe that system (8) with the output (24)
is in the following form:

i(t) = (A =F()C@))n(t),

with A = 0 and
F(t):=QUT (L2, @ 1), C@) = (Ll 1)U

which are uniformly bounded over [0,00). Thus, by
Lemma 1 of |Anderson| (1977)), system (8) with the out-
put (24) is UCO if and only if system (19) is UCO.
As a result of Lemma 4, under Assumptions 2 and 3,

there exist 0 < a1 < a9, such that the observability
Gramian G, (t*,t* + T,) of system (8) with the output
(24) satisfies

arl, < Gy(t*, t" +T,) < agl,, Vit >0. (25)

Define V() = 377 Q'n. Then, the time derivative of
V(n(t)) along the trajectory of system (8) satisfies

V(nt) = -0t UT (Lo ® In) Un(t)
= —n(t)"Ct)"C(t)n(t) < 0. (26)

Hence, we have V(n(t)) < V(n

@ < \/7”77

Thus, system (8

(t*)),Vt > t* and
Vit >t*.

) is uniformly stable.

Next, denote the state transition matrix of system (8)
by ®,(t,t*),t > t* > 0. Then, it follows from (26) that

Vn(t*))

t*+T,
. / ()T C()TCt)n(t) 1

V(’Y(t* + To)) -

x C(t)®,(t,t") dt) n(t*)
= —n(t) T Gy(t*, " + To)n(t").
By further noting (25), we obtain

Vn(t* +To)) = V(n(t"))
ann(t*) (")

< -
< =200 (@)V (10(t7)) < —pV (n(t")) (27)

where p is chosen to satisfy 0 < p < min{2a3 Amin(Q), 1}.
By rearranging the terms in (27), we have

Vin(t" +T,)) < (1= p)V(n(t")). (28)

Now, given any d > 0, there exists a positive integer ¢
such that (1 — p)¢ < 52%. Then, by (26) and (28),
for any t > t* + (T, we have

Vn@) <V(n(t" +11,))

<(1=p)V(n(tr)) < 52 Jmin(Q)

/\max(Q)V(n(t*))



which implies that

(I < olln(E)]l, Vi =t + T,

Thus, system (8) is uniformly asymptotically stable.
Since, by Theorem 6.13 of Rughl! (1996]), uniform asymp-
totical stability and exponential stability are equivalent
for linear time-varying systems, we conclude that system
(8) is exponentially stable. The proof is complete. O
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