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Abstract—The coupled Riccati equations (CREs) are a set
of multiple Riccati-like equations whose solutions are coupled
with each other through matrix means. They are a fundamental
mathematical tool to depict the inherent dynamics of many
complex systems, including Markovian systems or multi-agent
systems. This paper investigates a new kind of CREs called
harmonic-coupled Riccati equations (HCREs), whose solutions
are coupled using harmonic means. We first introduce the specific
form of HCREs and then analyze the existence and uniqueness
of its solutions under the conditions of collective observability
and primitiveness of coupling matrices. Additionally, we ensure
the uniqueness of HCREs solutions with several mild conditions.
Based on this newly established theory, we greatly simplify
the steady-state estimation error covariance of consensus-on-
information-based distributed filtering (CIDF) into the solutions
to a discrete-time Lyapunov equation (DLE). This leads to a
significant conservativeness reduction of traditional performance
evaluation techniques for CIDF. The obtained results are remark-
able since they not only enrich the theory of CREs, but also
provide a novel insight into the synthesis and analysis of CIDF
algorithms. We finally validate our theoretical findings through
several numerical experiments.

Index Terms—Coupled Riccati equations, Matrix harmonic
mean, Distributed filtering

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

The Riccati equation, particularly the algebraic Riccati

equation, provides a solid theoretical foundation for control

and filtering technologies. For instance, it can be used for

performance evaluation of Kalman filter [1], linear quadratic

regulator (LQR) design [2], and behavior assessment in dy-

namic noncooperative games [3]. Hence, a comprehensive

investigation of the Riccati equation can greatly advance the

development of related fields.

With the emergence of networked control systems, research

object has shifted from single linear time-invariant systems to

more complex systems, such as Markovian systems and multi

agent systems. In these scenarios, traditional theories about

a single Riccati equation are insufficient to capture system
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properties, such as correlations induced by the random jumps

of the system and information flow within the network. As a

result, there is an urgent need to develop more effective and

general mathematical tools, while coupled Riccati equations

(CREs) are one of the most critical techniques among them.

B. Coupled Riccati Equations

The CREs consist of multiple Riccati-like equations, with

their solutions coupled with each other in the form of matrix

means such as algebraic mean. These equations were first

formulated from the Markovian-jump LQR problem [4], [5]

and optimal controllers can be designed using solutions to

the corresponding algebraic coupled Riccati-like equations

(ACREs), i.e.,

Pi = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lij P̃
−1
j + lijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q,

P̃i ,
N
∑

j=1

lijPj ,

(1)

where i, j = 1, 2, · · · , N , A and C ,
[

CT
1 , C

T
2 , · · · , C

T
N

]T

are system matrices, lij is the (i, j)-th element of any stochas-

tic matrix L, Q and R , diag
{

R1, . . . , RN

}

are positive

definite, and Pi is the soloution to each Riccati-like equation

coupled with each other in the form of algebraic means P̃i. The

basic theories of ACREs, including the existence of solutions

to ACREs [5]–[8], upper and lower matrix bounds of the

solutions [9]–[11], and numerical algorithms to obtain the

solutions [6], [12], have been extensively investigated in the

literature.

However, in some scenarios, such as information-weighted

distributed state estimation [13]–[17], the harmonic matrix

mean rather than the algebraic one is primarily utilized for

node interaction. Therefore, the theories of ACREs are infea-

sible here. As a remedy, another kind of CREs that involve

harmonic means are introduced to demonstrate the properties

of these situations. Compared with ACREs proposed in [5]–

[7], the coupled term P̃i in HCREs is converted from algebraic

mean to harmonic mean, i.e.,

P̃i ,

N
∑

j=1

lijPj ⇒ P̃i ,
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j

)−1

,

which adopts a nonlinear form and embodies stronger cou-

plings between solutions Pi, i = 1, · · · , N .

The existing results on HCREs primarily focus on two con-

trol areas: consensus-on-information-based distributed filtering

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11247v2
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(CIDF) [14]–[16], [18]–[20] and LQR cooperative regulator

[21]. In the CIDF framework, recent studies have shown that

harmonic means, also referred to as “covariance intersection

fusion” in [14], can guarantee the stability of the distributed

filter with necessary and sufficient requirements on network

connectivity, system observability and fusion steps [14]–[16],

[21]. Specifically, Battistelli et al. [14] formulated a CIDF

framework by embedding the matrix harmonic mean into the

traditional Kalman filter. Specifically, the matrix iteration of

CIDF, i.e.,

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k|k−1 + lijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q,

(2)

is shown to be bounded under a mild collective observability

of (A,C) and primitivity of the weighting matrix L. In this

setting, HCREs can be interpreted as the steady-state form of

the matrix iterative law (2). Some studies have investigated

the properties of the iteration (2) or its variants to evaluate

the performance of CIDF frameworks. For instance, Battistelli

et al. [15] proposed a hybrid information fusion framework,

which adopted two weighting matrices for the information

terms Pj,k|k−1 and CT
j R

−1
j Cj to improve the performance of

CIDF. Wang et al. [17] studied the iteration (2) with time-

varying weighting matrix Lk and relaxed the requirement

of the weighting matrix to joint connectivity. He et al. [16]

discussed the stability of CIDF algorithms with a more general

system model [16], where state matrix A was non-invertible

for some time steps. Duan et al. [21] generalized the matrix

iteration (2) for the perturbation of matrix A and demonstrated

the convergence of Pi,k+1|k with some elaborated but strict

initial conditions.

However, all above results on CIDF related to HCREs

are subjected to one fundemental problem, i.e., the stability

of the iteration (2) can only be guaranteed by proving the

boundedness of Pi,k+1|k with huge conservativeness [14]–

[17]. Even though it was shown in [21] that Pi,k+1|k (2)

converges to a fixed point for some specific initial conditions

P1|0, the hypothesis was too strict to satisfy in practice.

Generally speaking, the upper bound of Pi,k+1|k derived in

the literature is much restrictive and more precise properties

of CIDF, such as the convergence of the matrix iterative law

and the steady-state performance, remain not fully found. The

in-depth discussion on the conservatism of the previous studies

on CIDF is lacking.

From above discussion, it is beneficial for understanding

the performance of CIDF, particularly its steady-state be-

havior, if we have a good understanding of HCREs. How-

ever, this is not a handy task. Firstly, the harmonic mean

P̃i ,
(
∑N

j=1 lijP
−1
j

)−1
in the Riccati equations makes the

correlation between Pi extremely nonlinear and non-convex.

Secondly, instead of each local
(

A,Ci

)

, the collective
(

A,C
)

is assumed to be observable, which means that traditional

mathematical techniques used for analyzing algebraic Ric-

cati equation [22] and ACREs [5] are no longer applicable.

Therefore, new mathematical techniques are urgently needed

to excavate more properties of HCREs. The ongoing research

is likely to enhance our understanding of these equations and

their solutions.

C. Contributions

Building on previous discussions, this paper is aimed to

uncover more valuable properties of HCREs. Specifically,

we attempt to establish some sufficient conditions for the

existence and uniqueness of solutions to HCREs and develop

novel mathematical techniques for obtaining these solutions.

By leveraging these outcomes, we aim to derive a closed-

form expression for the steady-state performance of CIDF and

construct a systematical performance evaluation framework.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

1) Only two mild requirements, namely the collective ob-

servability of
(

A,C
)

and the primitivity of the infor-

mation weighting matrix L, are required to ensure the

existence and uniqueness of solutions to HCREs (The-

orem 1). Fundamental mathematical techniques for the

analysis of HCREs are developed. These new findings

greatly enrich the HCREs theory.

2) In addition to the basic theory of HCREs, we manage

to find a low computation-complexity iterative law to

obtain the solutions to HCREs. It is demonstrated that

the matrix iterative law of CIDF guarantees convergence

of Pi,k+1|k to the solution Pi of the HCREs, regardless

of initial value (Theorem 2). This result provides a

constructive insight into the steady-state behavior of the

CIDF matrix iterative law and further reveals the essence

of the stability of CIDF.

3) By applying the obtained novel theories of HCREs, it has

been demonstrated that the estimation error covariance

matrix of CIDF converges. The closed-form of the steady-

state covariance matrix can be simplified as the solution

to a discrete-time Lyapunov equation (DLE) (Section

IV-A). Furthermore, the proposed HCREs framework

unifies all classical CI-based distributed filtering algo-

rithms [13]–[15], only differing in the parameter matrix

L. These precise results are established for the CIDF for

the first time.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Some

preliminaries, including the background of HCREs and the

problem formulation, are presented in Section II. The main

results, including the analysis of the solution to HCREs and the

application of HCREs to CIDF, are presented in Sections III

and IV. Some illustrative numerical experiments are presented

in Section V. Conclusions are drawn in Section VI.

Notation: For two symmetric matrices X1 and X2, X1 >

X2 (X1 ≥ X2) means that X1 −X2 is positive definite (pos-

itive semi-definite). exp (·) denotes the exponential function.
∣

∣a
∣

∣ denotes the absolute value of real number a or the norm of

complex number a. L⊲ 0 (D0) means that all the elements of

matrix L are positive (non-negative). E {x} denotes the expec-

tation of a random variable x. λ (A) denotes the eigenvalue

of matrix A. ρ (A) denotes the spectral radius of A. ‖A‖2
denotes the 2-norm (the largest singular value) of matrix A.

X⊗Y denotes the Kronecker product of matrix X and Y . In
denotes the identity matrix with dimention n.
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II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, the system model and the CI-based dis-

tributed filtering algorithm are provided. In addition, a compre-

hensive literature review of CIDF and the problem formulation

of HCREs are also given.

A. System Model

Consider a network of N sensors that measure and estimate

the states of a linear time-invariant system, described by

xk+1 = Axk + ωk, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

yi,k = Cixk + vi,k, i = 1, 2, . . . , N,
(3)

where xk ∈ R
n is the state vector of the system, yi,k ∈ R

mi

is the measurement vector of sensor i, ωk ∈ R
n is the process

noise with covariance Q > 0 ∈ R
n×n, and vi,k ∈ R

mi is

the observation noise with covariance Ri > 0 ∈ R
mi×mi .

The sequences {ωk}
∞
k=0 and {vi,k}

∞,N

k=0,i=1 are assumed to

be mutually uncorrelated white Gaussian noise. Besides, A is

the state-transition matrix and Ci is the observation matrix

of sensor i. Moreover, let C =
[

CT
1 , C

T
2 , . . . , C

T
N

]T
and

R = diag {R1, . . . , RN}.

The communication topology of the sensor network is

denoted by G = (V , E ,L), where V = {1, 2, . . . , N} is

the node set, E ⊆ V × V is the edge set, and L = [lij ]
is the adjacency matrix. The adjacency matrix reflects the

interactions among the nodes, e.g., lij > 0 ⇔ (i, j) ∈ E ,

which means that sensor i can receive information from sensor

j. In this case, sensor j is called an in-neighbor of sensor i, and

sensor i is called an out-neighbor of sensor j. For simplicity,

let i ∈ V represent the i-th sensor of the network. Ni denotes

the in-neighbor set of sensor i, and li denotes the i-th row of

L. l
(L)
ij is the (i, j)-th element of matrix LL. In this paper, let

L̄ denote a special kind of adjacency matrix, where the (i, j)-
th element of L̄ is 1 ⇔ (i, j) ∈ E . The diameter d of graph

G is the length of the longest path between any two nodes in

the graph.

B. Information Weighted Distributed Filtering

In this subsection, some typical CIDF algorithms are intro-

duced, which is the background of HCREs and one important

motivation.

Different from Kalman filter [23], CIDF consists of two

main parts. The first part is a local Kalman filter, where

each sensor performs the Kalman iterative law to obtain the a

posterior state estimates using local observations. The second

part is the covariance intersection-based information fusion

step, where each sensor combines the a priori information

received from neighbouring nodes to compute a more precise

estimate.

The stability of CIDF under weak observability is usually

ensured by the covariance intersection-based fusion technique.

This technique was first proposed in [24], [25], where the

matrix intersection technique was used to guarantee the con-

sistency of the estimator when there are unknown information

correlations. In [26], Hu et al. applied the covariance intersec-

tion technique to solve the distributed estimation problem and

formulated the diffusion Kalman filter. However, this approach

required a large number of fusion steps among sensors to

achieve the local observability to further guarantee the filter

stability. To address this issue, Battistelli et al. [14] formulated

the CIDF framework that achieved the filter stability with

a weak observability and a small number of fusion steps

between two sampling instants. Since then, extensive efforts

have been devoted to improving the performance of CIDF

algorithms with hybrid fusion structures [15], reducing energy

costs through event-based communication mechanisms [18],

ensuring the stability of the CIDF algorithm with a more

general system model [16], and addressing model uncertainty

with a modified CIDF algorithm [21].

While the theory of CI-based distributed filtering be-

comes sophisticated, several significant challenges remain

unresolved. In the literature regarding CIDF algorithms [14]–

[16], the stability of the designed filters was ensured through

the proof of the uniform boundedness of the iterative term Pi,k

for all i ∈ V and k ∈ N, regardless of the initial value Pi,0. The

key techniques involve using the observation Gramian matrix

to obtain a lower bound of P−1
i,k as demonstrated in [14],

[16]. Afterward, a Lyapunov function can be constructed using

Pi,k to prove the stability of the noise-free feedback system.

Although these bounds of P−1
i,k can be further used to prove the

boundedness of the estimation error covariance matrix, it may

be restrictive and much larger than the actual value of Pi,k.

Moreover, the boundedness of Pi,k does not reveal a direct

connection between the filtering structure L and the filtering

performance. Consequently, it is impossible to optimize the

filter’s performance through the parameter tuning.

Based on the above analysis, it becomes apparent that the

current theoretical basis for CIDF greatly hampers its further

development. Hence, it is necessary to develop new theories

to address this issue.

C. Problem Formulation

Generally, the CIDF algorithms take the form demonstrated

in Algorithm 1, where the matrix terms Pi,k|k−1 play an

important part in the design of feedback gain Ki,k and

information fusion gain lijPi,kP
−1
j,k|k. Meanwhile, the iterative

law of Pi,k+1|k is equavilently rewritten as (2).

It is evident that HCREs represent the steady-state form

of the iterative law (2). By studying HCREs, researchers can

gain a deeper understanding of the iterative law and develop

the theory of CI-based distributed filtering. This, in turn, can

provide valuable insights for the design of CI-based filtering

algorithms and parameters. In this paper, we formulate two

fundamental problems related to the HCREs:

1) How to establish a quantitative relation between matrices

A,C,L and properties of HCREs, particularly leveraging

the connetion between the iterative law (2) and the

solution to HCREs?

2) Based on the theory of HCREs, how to develop a unified

close-form performance evaluation technique of all CI-

based distributed filtering algorithms?
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Algorithm 1 Distributed Information Fusion Algorithm

Input:

x̂i,0, Pi,0, i ∈ V ,
Prediction:

x̂i,k|k−1 = Ax̂i,k−1,

Pi,k|k−1 = APi,k−1A
T +Q,

Correction:

zi,k = yi,k − Ci,kx̂i,k|k−1,

Ki,k = Pi,k|k−1C
T
i

(

CiPi,k|k−1C
T
i +Ri

)−1
,

x̂i,k|k = x̂i,k|k−1 +Ki,kzi,k,

Pi,k|k = Pi,k|k−1 −Ki,kCiPi,k|k−1,

Information Fusion:

Pi,k =
(

∑N

j=1 lijP
−1
j,k|k

)−1

,

x̂i,k = Pi,k

(

∑N

j=1 lijP
−1
j,k|kx̂j,k|k

)

.

III. HAMONIC-COUPLED RICCATI EQUATIONS

In this section, the basic properties of the solution to HCREs

will be revealed, especially the existence and uniqueness of the

solution, together with the iterative law to obtain the unique

solution. To do so, two preliminary assumptions are presented

here:

Assumption 1: The matrix A is invertible and
(

A,C
)

is

observable.

Assumption 2: The matrix L is primitive and row stochastic,

i.e.,
∑N

j=1 lij = 1, ∀i ∈ V .

As proposed in [13]–[15], both of the above two assump-

tions are mild for distributed filtering problems. Generally

speaking, the invertibility of A in Assumption 1 is automat-

ically satisfied in sampled-data systems as the matrix A is

obtained through discretization of continuous-time systems.

Meanwhile, the observability of
(

A,C
)

is essential for the

stability of the filtering algorithm. As for Assumption 2, note

that if the corresponding communicaton graph of L is strongly

connected and the diagonal elements of L is positive, then the

matrix L is primitive [27]. In this section, to simplyfy the

notations, we replace the term Pi,k+1|k by Pi,k with slightly

abuse of notations. Under Assumption 1 and 2, we mainly aim

to prove the following facts:

1) (Uniqueness) The Hamonic-Coupled Riccati Equations,

Pi = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j + lijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q (4)

have one unique group of solutions.

2) (Convergence) The iterative law

Pi,k+1 = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k +lijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q (5)

converges to the unique solution to the HCREs with k →
∞, regardless of the initial value Pi,0.

A. Uniqueness of the Solution to HCREs

In this subsection, the proof of the existence and uniqueness

of the solution to the HCREs (4) is first proposed. To do so,

the following two Lemmas are needed.

Lemma 1: ( [14, Theorem 4]) For any given matrices

A,C,Q,R,L that satisfy Assumption 1 and 2, there exist a

number k̄ and a matrix P , such that Pi,k ≤ P, ∀i ∈ V , k ≥ k̄.

Similar to the idea proposed in Theorem 2 of [20], one has

the following Lemma:

Lemma 2: Let Assumption 1 and 2 hold, and suppose the

initial value of the iteration (5) satisfies Pi,0 ≤ ǫI, ∀i ∈ V .

Then, for sufficient small ǫ, there is Pi,k+1 ≥ Pi,k and Pi,k

converges with the increase of k.

PROOF. The proof of this Lemma takes a similar argument

to the proof of Theorem 2 in [21].

As Q is a positive definite matrix, one can choose a

sufficient small ǫ, such that Pi,1 ≥ Pi,0, ∀i ∈ V . Then, for all

k ≥ 1, one has
(

Pi,k+1 −Q
)−1

−
(

Pi,k −Q
)−1

=
(

A−1
)T
(

N
∑

j=1

lij
(

P−1
j,k − P−1

j,k−1

)

)

A−1.

With mathematical induction, one has Pi,k+1 ≥ Pi,k, ∀i ∈ V .

Together with the boundedness of Pi,k proved in Lemma 1,

one can obtain that the iterative law (5) converges with specific

initial value Pi,0. �

Lemma 3: For any given matrices A,C, Q, R, L that satisfy

Assumption 1 and 2, there exists at least one group of solution
{

Pi

}

,
{

P1, P2, · · · , PN

}

to the hamonic-coupled Riccati

equations (4).

PROOF. Denote the convergent value of Pi,k in Lemma 2 as

Pi, then the result follows. �

Before the proof of the uniqueness of the solution to HCREs

(4), the following notations are defined to simplify the proof.

For any i ∈ V , the following notations are denoted as

C̃i =
[

sign
(

li1
)

CT
1 , · · · , sign

(

liN
)

CT
N

]T

,

R̃i = diag

(

1

li1
R1, · · · ,

1

liN
RN

)

,

P̃i =
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j

)−1

,

where the term 1
lij

is set to be 0 if lij = 0. Then the HCREs

(4) can be rewritten as

Pi = A
(

P̃−1
i + C̃T

i R̃
−1
i C̃i

)−1

AT +Q,

P̃i =
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j

)−1

.
(6)

With the existence of the solution to HCREs (6), for arbitrary

one group of solution
{

Pi

}

, one can obtain

Pi = AP̃i
P̃iA

T

P̃i
+Q+KP̃i

R̃iK
T

P̃i
,

AP̃i
= A−KP̃i

C̃i,

KP̃i
= AP̃iC̃

T
i

(

C̃iP̃iC̃
T
i + R̃i

)−1
.
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Moreover, there holds

P̃i = P̃iP̃
−1
i P̃i =

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃iP
−1
j P̃i

=

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃iP
−1
j PjP

−1
j P̃i

=

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃iP
−1
j

(

AP̃j
P̃jA

T

P̃j
+Q+KP̃j

R̃jK
T

P̃j

)

P−1
j P̃i.

Let
Ãij =

√

lijP̃iP
−1
j AP̃j

,

Qi =

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃iP
−1
j QP−1

j P̃i,

R̄i =

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃iP
−1
j KP̃j

R̃jK
T

P̃j
P−1
j P̃i.

The expression of P̃i can be rewritten as

P̃i =
N
∑

j=1

Ãij P̃jÃ
T
ij +Qi + R̄i

=

N
∑

j1=1

N
∑

j2=1

Ãij1 Ãj1j2 P̃j2Ã
T
ij1

ÃT
j1j2

+Qi +

N
∑

j=1

ÃijQjÃ
T
ij

+ R̄i +

N
∑

j=1

ÃijR̄jÃ
T
ij .

In order to formulate the infinite series form of P̃i in a neat

and compact form, let

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

=

N
∑

j1=1

· · ·
N
∑

jm=1

Ãij1Ãj1j2 · · · Ãjmj × P

× ÃT
jmj · · · Ã

T
j1j2

ÃT
ij1

, m > 0,

Φ
(0)
i,j

(

P
)

= ÃijPÃT
ij .

Then, the infinite series form of P̃i can be formulated as

P̃i =

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(0)
i,j

(

P̃j

)

+Qi + R̄i

=
N
∑

j=1

Φ
(1)
i,j

(

P̃j

)

+Qi +
N
∑

j=1

Φ
(0)
i,j

(

Qj

)

+ R̄i +

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(0)
i,j

(

R̄j

)

=

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P̃j

)

+Qi +

m−1
∑

k=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(k)
i,j

(

Qj

)

+ R̄i +

m−1
∑

k=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(k)
i,j

(

R̄j

)

.

(7)

The following Lemma depicts the property of the operator

Φ
(m)
i,j .

Lemma 4: For any positive definite matrix P , there holds

lim
m→∞

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

= O, ∀i, j ∈ V .

PROOF. Note that matrices Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P̃j

)

, Qi, R̄i, Φ
(k)
i,j

(

Qj

)

and

Φ
(k)
i,j

(

R̄j

)

are positive definite. With the series form of P̃ in

(7), one can obtain

P̃i ≥ Qi +
m−1
∑

k=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(k)
i,j

(

Qj

)

.

Due to the positive definiteness of Φ
(k)
i,j

(

Qj

)

, there is

lim
m→∞

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

Qj

)

= O, ∀i, j ∈ V .

It is easy to verify that the operator Φ
(m)
i,j

(

·
)

has the following

two properties that

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

λP
)

= λΦ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

, ∀i, j ∈ V ,

and for any positive definite matrices P1 ≥ P2, there is

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P1

)

≥ Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P2

)

, ∀i, j ∈ V .

For a fixed positive definite matrix P , one can choose a

sufficient large number λ, such that P ≤ λQj , then one has

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

≤ λΦ
(m)
i,j

(

Qj

)

⇒ lim
m→∞

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

= O, ∀i, j ∈ V .

�
The above Lemma shows that for any group of solution

{

Pi

}

to the HCREs (4), the operator Φ
(m)
i,j (·) converges to zero

operator with the increase of m, which is essential for the

following deduction.

To fully excavate the property of the operator Φ
(m)
i,j (P ),

consider the following matrix

[

Ãij

](m)

,
[

Ãij1 × Ãj1j2 · · · × Ãjmj , · · ·
]

,

j1, . . . , jm = 1, . . . , N,

which is a n × nNm matrix and contains all the matrices

Ãij1 Ãj1j2 · · · Ãjmj as row blocks, with j1, . . . , jm chosen

from 1 to N . Hence, the operator Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

can be rewritten

as

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

=
[

Ãij

](m)
(

INm ⊗ P
)

([

Ãij

](m))T

.

Let P = I , with the the result in Lemma 4 that

lim
m→∞

Φ
(m)
i,j

(

I
)

= O, ∀i, j ∈ V , one has

lim
m→∞

∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij

](m)∥
∥

∥

2
= 0, τ = 1, 2, ∀i, j ∈ V .

The asymptotic property of
[

Ãij

](m)

with m → ∞ will be

repeatedly used in the following proof of the main theorems.

Theorem 1: If Assumption 1 and 2 hold, the solution to (4)

is unique.
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PROOF. Based on Lemma 3, suppose there exist two different

groups of solutions
{

P
(1)
i

}

and
{

P
(2)
i

}

to the HCREs (4). The

corresponding notations are modified to be

P̃
(τ)
i =

(

N
∑

j=1

lij
(

P
(τ)
j

)−1
)−1

, τ = 1, 2.

The corresponding modifications of A
P̃

(τ)
i

, K
P̃

(τ)
i

, Ã
(τ)
ij , Q

(τ)
i ,

R̄
(τ)
i are made through the replacement of the matrix Pi, P̃i

with P
(τ)
i , P̃

(τ)
i . The operator Φ

(m)
i,j (P ) is also modified to

Φ
(m)(τ)
i,j (P ), with the expression as

Φ
(m)(τ)
i,j

(

P
)

=
[

Ã
(τ)
ij

](m)
(

INm ⊗ P
)

([

Ã
(τ)
ij

](m))T

.

where
[

Ã
(τ)
ij

](m)

,
[

Ã
(τ)
ij1

× Ã
(τ)
j1j2

· · · × Ã
(τ)
jmj , · · ·

]

,

j1, . . . , jm = 1, . . .N.

A new operator is defined as

Ψ
(m)
i,j (P ) =

[

Ã
(1)
ij

](m)
(

INm ⊗ P
)

([

Ã
(2)
ij

](m))T

,

particularly with

Ψ
(0)
i,j (P ) = Ã

(1)
ij P

(

Ã
(2)
ij

)T
.

Consider the difference between two groups of solutions, for

any i ∈ V , one has

P̃
(1)
i − P̃

(2)
i = P̃

(1)
i

(

(

P̃
(2)
i

)−1
−
(

P̃
(1)
i

)−1
)

P̃
(2)
i

=
N
∑

j=1

lij P̃
(1)
i

(

P
(1)
j

)−1(
P

(1)
j − P

(2)
j

)(

P
(2)
j

)−1
P̃

(2)
i .

With some calculations, one has

P
(1)
j − P

(2)
j = A

(

(

P̃
(1)
i

)−1
+ C̃T

i R̃
−1
i C̃i

)−1

AT

−A
(

(

P̃
(2)
i

)−1
+ C̃T

i R̃
−1
i C̃i

)−1

AT

= A
P̃

(1)
j

(

P̃
(1)
i − P̃

(2)
i

)

AT

P̃
(2)
j

,

where

A
P̃

(1)
j

= A−AP̃
(1)
j C̃T

j

(

C̃jP̃
(1)
j C̃T

j + R̃j

)−1
C̃j ,

A
P̃

(2)
j

= A−AP̃
(2)
j C̃T

j

(

C̃jP̃
(2)
j C̃T

j + R̃j

)−1
C̃j .

The difference of P̃
(1)
j and P̃

(2)
j can be reformulated as

P̃
(1)
j − P̃

(2)
j =

N
∑

j=1

Ψ
(0)
i,j

(

P̃
(1)
j − P̃

(2)
j

)

.

With the property of Ψ
(m)
i,j , one has

P̃
(1)
j − P̃

(2)
j =

N
∑

j=1

Ψ
(m)
i,j

(

P̃
(1)
j − P̃

(2)
j

)

, m ∈ N.

Hence, to prove Theorem 1, one only need to prove that for

any matrix P , there is lim
m→∞

Ψ
(m)
i,j

(

P
)

= O.

For any matrix P , there is
∥

∥

∥
Ψ

(m)
i,j (P )

∥

∥

∥

2
=
∥

∥

∥

[

Ã
(1)
ij

](m)
(

INm ⊗ P
)

([

Ã
(2)
ij

](m))T∥
∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥

∥

[

Ã
(1)
ij

](m)∥
∥

∥

2

∥

∥

∥

[

Ã
(2)
ij

](m)∥
∥

∥

2

∥

∥

(

INm ⊗ P
)
∥

∥

2
,

where the inequality holds due to the fact that
∥

∥

(

INm ⊗
P
)
∥

∥

2
=
∥

∥P
∥

∥

2
. Hence, with the discussion above Theorem

1, for any matrix P , one has

lim
m→∞

∥

∥

∥
Ψ

(m)
i,j (P )

∥

∥

∥

2
= 0, ∀i, j ∈ V .

Till now, the uniqueness of the solution
{

Pi

}

is proved. �

Remark 1: The above analysis demonstrates that when

Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, a unique group of solutions exists

for HCREs (4). This implies that the matrix iterative law of

CI-based distributed filtering algorithm has a single fixed-point

at the network level. In contrast to the theory of traditional

Riccati equations [1], [22], the local observability for each

sensor needs not to be guaranteed for HCREs in this paper.

As a result, the mathematical techniques used for traditional

Riccati equations are not applicable for the analysis of HCREs.

Additionally, due to the coupling between Pi, the series form

of the solution Pi is far more complex than traditional Riccati

equations, which further complicates the proof of uniqueness.

To overcome these challenges, we propose novel mathematical

tools in this subsection, including the separation of Pi and

P̃i, and the application of the operator Φ
(m)
i,j . However, the

convergence of the iterative law to this fixed-point remains

unsolved, and is the primary focus of the next subsection.

B. Iterative Law for Solving HCREs

In this subsection, the convergence of the iterative law (5)

with respect to k will be detailedly analyzed..

To simplify the proof, let Pi,k+1 represent the term Pi,k+1|k

in the iterative law of the CIDF Algorithm 1.

The iterative law (5) can be reformulated as

Pi,k+1 = A
(

P̃−1
i,k + C̃T

i R̃
−1
i C̃i

)−1

AT +Q,

P̃i,k+1 =
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k+1

)−1

.

With the similar technique proposed before, one can rewrite

the iteration of Pi,k as

Pi,k+1 = AP̃i,k
P̃i,kA

T

P̃i,k
+Q+KP̃i,k

R̃iK
T

P̃i,k
,

AP̃i,k
= A−KP̃i,k

C̃i,

KP̃i,k
= AP̃i,kC̃

T
i

(

C̃iP̃i,kC̃
T
i + R̃i

)−1
.

Similarly, one can also rewrite the iteration of P̃i,k+1 as

P̃i,k+1 = P̃i,k+1P̃
−1
i,k+1P̃i,k+1

=

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃i,k+1P
−1
j,k+1Pj,k+1P

−1
j,k+1P̃i,k+1

=

N
∑

j=1

Ãij,k+1P̃j,kÃ
T
ij,k+1 +Qi,k+1 + R̄i,k+1,
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where

Ãij,k+1 =
√

lij P̃i,k+1P
−1
j,k+1AP̃j,k

,

Qi,k+1 =

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃i,k+1P
−1
j,k+1QP−1

j,k+1P̃i,k+1,

R̄i,k+1 =

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃i,k+1P
−1
j,k+1KP̃j,k

R̃jK
T

P̃j,k
P−1
j,k+1P̃i,k+1.

To match the time-varying property of the iterative law, the

original operator Φ
(m)
i,j is correspondingly modified as Φ

(m)
i,j,k,

where

Φ
(m)
i,j,k

(

P
)

=
[

Ãij,k

](m)(

INm ⊗ P
)

×
([

Ãij,k

](m))T

,

Φ
(0)
i,j,k

(

P
)

= Ãij,kPÃT
ij,k,

with
[

Ãij,k

](m)

,
[

Ãij1,k × Ãj1j2,k−1 · · · × Ãjmj,k−m, · · ·
]

,

j1, . . . , jm = 1, . . .N.

Then, one can also rewrite the iteration of P̃i,k+1 as

P̃i,k+1 =
N
∑

j=1

Φ
(0)
i,j,k+1

(

P̃j,k

)

+Qi,k+1 + R̄i,k+1

=

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(m)
i,j,k+1

(

P̃j,k−m

)

+

m−1
∑

h=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(h)
i,j,k+1

(

Qj,k−h

)

+Qi,k+1 +

m−1
∑

h=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(h)
i,j,k+1

(

R̄j,k−h

)

+ R̄i,k+1

=

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(k)
i,j,k+1

(

P̃j,0

)

+

k−1
∑

h=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(h)
i,j,k+1

(

Qj,k−h

)

+Qi,k+1 +

k−1
∑

h=0

N
∑

j=1

Φ
(h)
i,j,k+1

(

R̄j,k−h

)

+ R̄i,k+1,

where P̃−1
i,0 =

∑N

j=1 lijP
−1
j,0 and Pj,0 is the initial value of

iteration (5). With Lemma 1, the matrix Pi,k is uniformly

bounded for all i ∈ V and k ≥ k̄. Hence, P̃i,k is also uniformly

bounded for all i ∈ V and k ≥ k̄, and one has

P̃i,k+1 ≥
N
∑

j=1

Φ
(k)
i,j,k+1

(

P̃j,0

)

.

Similar to the deduction in the previous subsection, for

any positive definite initial value Pi,0, there exists a positive

number M only related to Pi,0, such that

∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij,k

](k−1)∥
∥

∥

2
≤ M, ∀i, j ∈ V , k > 0.

With the proposed theoretical preparation, one can finally

prove the convergence of iterative law (5).

Theorem 2: For any given matrices A,C, Q, R, L that

satisfy Assumption 1 and 2, the term Pi,k of the iterative law

(5) converges to the unique solution
{

Pi

}

of the HCREs (4),

regardless of the initial value Pi,0, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

Pi,k = Pi, ∀i ∈ V .

PROOF. One can first rewrite the iteration of the gap between

P̃i,k and the unique solution P̃i as

P̃i,k − P̃i = P̃i,k

(

(

P̃i

)−1
−
(

P̃i,k

)−1
)

P̃i

=

N
∑

j=1

lijP̃i,k

(

Pj,k

)−1(
Pj,k − Pj

)(

Pj

)−1
P̃i

=

N
∑

j=1

Ãij,k

(

P̃j,k−1 − P̃j

)

ÃT
ij

=

N
∑

j=1

[

Ãij,k

](k−1)(

INk−1 ⊗
(

P̃j,0 − P̃j

)

)([

Ãij

](k−1))T

.

where the definition of
[

Ãij

](k−1)

is the same as that of

Subsection III-A. Hence, one can obtain the norm of the gap

as

∥

∥P̃i,k − P̃i

∥

∥

2
≤

N
∑

j=1

∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij,k

](k−1)∥
∥

∥

2

∥

∥P̃i,0 − P̃i

∥

∥

2

×
∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij

](k−1)∥
∥

∥

2
.

For any initial value P̃i,0, due to the uniform boundedness of
∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij,k

](k−1)∥
∥

∥

2
and the fact that

lim
k→∞

∥

∥

∥

[

Ãij

](k−1)∥
∥

∥

2
= 0, ∀i, j ∈ V .

One can finally obtain that

lim
k→∞

∥

∥P̃i,k − P̃i

∥

∥

2
= 0,

for any initial value P̃i,0. The convergence of the iteration (5)

is finally proved. �

Remark 2: Theorem 2 demonstrates that the a priori covari-

ance matrix term of CI-based distributed filtering Pi,k+1|k ,

converges to the unique steady-state performance Pi, as k

tends to infinity, regardless of the initial value. Compared

to previous literature [14]–[17], [19] that only proves the

boundedness of Pi,k+1|k , Theorem 2 further confirms the

convergence of Pi,k+1|k. This result is significant as it es-

tablishes a concise relationship between filtering performance

and the filtering parameter L with HCREs (4), reducing the

conservativeness of the performance evaluation. The steady-

state performance of Pi,k+1|k also motivates the formulation

of the steady-state performance of the real estimation error

covariance matrix, which will be proposed in the next section.

The numerical example presented below demonstrates that

the solution of HCREs (4) is significantly smaller than the

upper bound proposed in the literature of CI-based distributed

filtering, such as [14], [15]. This result confirms that the

performance evaluation of CI-based distributed filtering is

much less conservative than traditional techniques.
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Consider an one-dimension system with A = 1, C1 =
1, C2 = C3 = 0, Q = 1, R = 1 and

L =





1
2

1
2 0

1
3

1
3

1
3

0 1
2

1
2



 .

Through performing the iterative law (5) for sufficient many

times, one can obtain the solution of HCREs (4) as P1 =
2.0492, P2 = 2.3909, P3 = 3.9901. With the method

proposed in [14], one has

P3,k+1|k = AP3,kA
T +Q

= A
(

0.5P−1
2,k|k−1 + 0.5P−1

3,k|k−1

)−1
AT +Q

≤ A
(

0.5βA−TP−1
2,kA

−1
)−1

AT +Q

≤ A
(

0.5βA−T
(1

3
CT

1 R
−1C1

)

A−1
)−1

AT +Q,

where β < 1. In this case, one has P3,k+1|k ≥ 7, which is

larger than the exact solution P3 = 3.9901. This indicates that

the classical performance evaluation technique is conservative

and the estimated values are much higher than the actual

values. On the other hand, HCREs provides a solution that is

much smaller than the upper bound proposed in the literature

for CI-based distributed filtering, which means that it is less

conservative and provides more accurate evaluation.

IV. THE APPLICATION OF HCRES IN CI-BASED

DISTRIBUTED FILTERING

In this section, some new perspectives of the CI-based

distributed filtering algorithm are proposed on the basis of

the HCREs theory obtained in the previous section.

A. Steady-State Performance of the Real Covariance Matrix

It is mentioned that the parameter matrix Pi,k+1|k converges

to the steady-state form with the increase of k regardless of the

initial value. In this subsection, the corresponding steady-state

performance of the real estimation error covariance matrix

will be formulated. Consider the LTI system proposed in Sub-

section II-A and the CI-based distributed filtering algorithm

proposed in Algorithm 1. The estimation error is defined as

ei,k|k−1 = xk − x̂i,k|k−1,

ei,k|k = xk − x̂i,k|k,

ei,k = xk − x̂i,k,

and iteration of the estimation error can be reformulated as

ei,k+1|k =

N
∑

j=1

lijAPi,kP
−1
j,k|k−1ej,k|k−1 + ωk

+

N
∑

j=1

lijAPi,kC
T
j R

−1
j vj,k.

Denote the following notations as

Ak ,







l11AP1,kP
−1
1,k|k−1 · · · l1NAP1,kP

−1
N,k|k−1

...
. . .

...

lN1APN,kP
−1
1,k|k−1 · · · lNNAPN,kP

−1
N,k|k−1






,

Γk ,







l11AP1,kC1R
−1
1 · · · l1NAP1,kCNR−1

N
...

. . .
...

lN1APN,kC1R
−1
1 · · · lNNAPN,kCNR−1

N






,

and

ek+1|k ,
[

eT1,k+1|k · · · eTN,k+1|k

]T

,

vk ,
[

vT1,k · · · vTN,k

]T
.

Then, the iterative law of ek+1|k can be reformulated as a

compact form

ek+1|k = Akek|k−1 + Γkvk + 1N ⊗ ωk.

As the matrix Pi,k and Pj,k|k−1 converge to the steady-state

form with k tending to infinity, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

Pi,k = P̄i, lim
k→∞

Pi,k|k−1 = Pi.

where

P̄i =
(

C̃T
i R̃

−1
i C̃i +

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j

)−1

,

and the steady-state matrices satisfy AP̄iA
T = Pi − Q ≤

βPi, ∀i ∈ V , where 0 < β < 1 due to the positive

definiteness of Q.

With Theorem 2, the matrices Ak and Γk will also converge

to the steady-state form with the increase of k, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

Ak = A ,







l11AP̄1P
−1
1 · · · l1NAP̄1P

−1
N

...
. . .

...

lN1AP̄NP−1
1 · · · lNNAP̄NP−1

N






,

lim
k→∞

Γk = Γ ,







l11AP̄1C1R
−1
1 · · · l1NAP̄1CNR−1

N
...

. . .
...

lN1AP̄NC1R
−1
1 · · · lNNAP̄NCNR−1

N






.

Consider the Perron-Frobenius left eigenvector q of the

stochastic matrix L, which satisfies qTL = qT , and the matrix

Q = diag
(

q1P
−1
1 , · · · , qNP−1

N

)

,

which is a block diagonal matrix. Note that







q1A
TP−1

1 A
. . .

qNATP−1
N A






≤ βQ̄,

where

Q̄ =







q1P̄
−1
1

. . .

qN P̄−1
N






.
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Then, one has

ATQA =







l11AP̄1P
−1
1 · · · l1NAP̄1P

−1
N

...
. . .

...

lN1AP̄NP−1
1 · · · lNNAP̄NP−1

N







T

×Q⋆

≤β







l11P̄1P
−1
1 · · · l1N P̄1P

−1
N

...
. . .

...

lN1P̄NP−1
1 · · · lNN P̄NP−1

N







T

× Q̄⋆

=β

N
∑

i=1







li1P
−1
1

...

liNP−1
N






qiP̄i

[

li1P
−1
1 · · · liNP−1

N

]

,

where the term ⋆ denotes the transpose of corresponding

matrices. With the fact that P̄i ≤ P̃i ,
(
∑N

j=1 lijP
−1
j

)−1

and the Lemma that (equivalent to Lemma 2 in [14])






P1

...

PN







(

N
∑

j=1

Pj

)−1 [
P1 · · · PN

]

≤







P1

. . .

PN






,

one can obtain that

ATQA ≤ β

N
∑

i=1

qi







li1P
−1
1

. . .

liNP−1
N






= βQ.

Due to the positive definiteness of Q, one can obtain that

the matrix A is Schur stable. With the Theorem 1 in [28],

the estimation error covariance matrix will converge to the

solotion of the Lyapunov equation, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

E

{

ek+1|ke
T
k+1|k

}

= P ,

where

P = APAT + ΓRΓT + 1N1TN ⊗Q. (8)

Remark 3: In the matrix Ak, the term lijAPi,kP
−1
j,k|k−1

is a crucial element to consider. It is important to note that

if Pj,k|k−1 is large, this term will be relatively small. This

means that the information weight of sensor j will be reduced,

which is an essential factor in ensuring the stability of the

CI-based distributed filter even without local observability.

Compared with the literature [14], [15], [17], the analysis in

this subsection provides a new formulation for the steady-

state performance of the estimation error covariance matrix

of the CIDF algorithm. Specifically, we have derived the

explicit form of a discrete-time Lyapunov equation (8), with

the parameter matrices of the DLE obtained through solving

the HCREs (4). This new result establishes a quantitative re-

lationship between the filtering performance and the weighted

parameter matrix L, providing essential performance metric

for optimizing the parameters of CIDF algorithms.

B. Unification of CI-Based Distributed Filtering with HCREs

This subsection will examine the structural similarities of

several widely recognized CIDF algorithms proposed in [13]–

[15] using the HCREs framework. It will be demonstrated

that the steady-state performances of all distributed algorithms

based on CI can be unified as a solution to a discrete-time

Lyapunov equation. By solving the corresponding HCREs (4),

the parameter matrices of the DLE can be obtained.

Consider the following three matrix iterative law proposed

in [13]–[15], respectively. The first one is the basic CI-based

distributed matrix iterative law proposed in [14], i.e.,

Pi,k+1|k = APi,kA
T +Q,

Pi,k =
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k|k−1 + lijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

.

and the estimation iterative law

x̂i,k+1|k = APi,k

(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k|k−1x̂j,k|k−1 + lijCjR

−1
j yj,k

)

.

The second one is the matrix iterative law of information

weighted consensus filters proposed in [13] (equation (33),

(35) and (39) of [13]), i.e.,

Pi,k+1|k = APi,kA
T +Q,

Pi,k =
(

N
∑

j=1

l
(L)
ij P−1

j,k|k−1 + l
(L)
ij NCT

j R
−1
j Cj

)−1

,

where l
(L)
ij is the

(

i, j
)

-th element of LL, L takes a special

form as L = I − ǫL̄ and N is the number of the nodes. The
estimation iterative law is proposed as

x̂i,k+1|k = APi,k

(

N
∑

j=1

l
(L)
ij P

−1
j,k|k−1x̂j,k|k−1 + l

(L)
ij NCjR

−1
j yj,k

)

.

The third one is the matrix iterative law of the hybrid CMCI

algorithm proposed in [15], i.e.,

Pi,k+1|k = APi,kA
T +Q,

Pi,k =
(

N
∑

j=1

l
(L)
ij P−1

j,k|k−1 + l
(L)
ij ωj,kC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

,

where l
(L)
ij is also the

(

i, j
)

-th element of LL and ωj,k is the
local weight paramter determined by each sensor node j. The
estimation iterative law is proposed as

x̂i,k+1|k = APi,k

(

N
∑

j=1

l
(L)
ij P−1

j,k|k−1
x̂j,k|k−1 + l

(L)
ij ωj,kCjR

−1
j yj,k

)

.

All of the above mentioned matrix iterative laws of Pi,k+1|k

can be simplyfied as the following HCREs matrix iterative law

with different paramter matrices

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k|k−1 + νijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q,

(9)

where L ,
{

lij
}

, ν ,
{

νij
}

are parameter matrices corre-

sponding with the communication graph G. In addition, the

estimation iterative law can also be unified as

x̂i,k+1|k = APi,k

(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k|k−1x̂j,k|k−1 + νijCjR

−1
j yj,k

)

.
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Both of L and ν are irreducible and L is row-stochastic. Based

on the above analysis, the property of such an iterative law is

mainly discussed in this subsection.

Let L(m) ,
{

l
(m)
ij

}

, ̟(m) , L(m−1)ν ,
{

̟
(m)
ij

}

, where

L(0) = I and ̟(1) = ν. With Lemma 1 in [14], one can

obtain that

P−1
i,k+1 ≥ βA−T

(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j,k + νijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)

A−1

≥ βm

N
∑

j=1

l
(m)
ij

(

A−1
)m

P−1
j,k

(

A−T
)m

+
m
∑

k=1

βk

N
∑

j=1

̟
(k)
ij

(

A−1
)k
CT

j R
−1
j Cj

(

A−T
)k
,

where β < 1. Note that both of L and ν are irreducible, one

has that for any k ≥ N , there is ̟
(k)
ij > 0, l

(k)
ij > 0 for

any i, j ∈ V . Together with the invertibility of matrix A and

the observability of
(

A,C
)

, one can obtain that the term Pi,k

of matrix iterative law (9) is uniformly bounded, i.e., there

exists a matrix P and a sufficient large number k̄, such that

Pi,k ≤ P, ∀i ∈ V , k ≥ k̄.

With the uniform boundedness of the term Pi,k+1|k in (9),

similar to the derivation procedure of Section III-A and III-B,

one has the follwing lemma:

Lemma 5: For any given matrices A,C, Q, R, L that satisfy

Assumption 1 and 2, if ν is primitive, the modified HCREs,

Pi = A
(

N
∑

j=1

lijP
−1
j + νijC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q, (10)

has a unique group of solution
{

Pi

}

. Moreover, the term Pi,k

of iterative law (9) converge to the unique solution Pi with

k → ∞ for any i ∈ V .

In light of the analysis presented above, it can be concluded

that all of the matrix iterative laws proposed in [13]–[15] can

be viewed as the same iterative law (9) with different param-

eter matrices ν. This implies that the differences between the

three information fusion mechanisms are ultimately reflected

in the values of the parameter matrix ν. Furthermore, the

steady-state performances Pi of all three iterative laws can

be simplified as the solution to the modified HCREs (10).

As for the real estimation error covariance matrix, with the

unified estimation iterative law, the iterative law of estimation

error can be correspondingly modified as

ei,k+1|k =

N
∑

j=1

lijAPi,kP
−1
j,k|k−1ej,k|k−1 + ωk

+
N
∑

j=1

νijAPi,kC
T
j R

−1
j vj,k.

Hence, the steady state performance of all kinds of CI-based

distributed filtering algorithm can also be simplyfied as the

solution P to the following discrete-time Lyapunov equation

P = APAT + ΓRΓT + 1N1TN ⊗Q, (11)

where Γ is modified to be

Γ ,







ν11AP̄1C1R
−1
1 · · · ν1NAP̄1CNR−1

N
...

. . .
...

νN1AP̄NC1R
−1
1 · · · νNNAP̄NCNR−1

N







C. Asymptotic Analysis of Filtering Performance with

Paramters L and L

This subsection will delve into the asymptotic properties of

HCREs. Specifically, the matrix performances of various CI-

based filtering algorithms as L → ∞. It is assumed that the

parameter matrices L and ν are row stochastic to obtain the

necessary asymptotic results for sufficiently large fusion steps

L.

For primitive and row stochastic matrices L and ν, there

exist vectors µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4, such that

Lµ1 = µ1, µT
2 L = µT

2 , νµ3 = µ3, µT
4 ν = µT

4 .

where µT
2 µ1 = µT

4 µ3 = 1. From Theorem 8.5.1 in [27], one

has

lim
k→∞

Lk = µ1µ
T
2 , lim

k→∞
νk = µ3µ

T
4 .

Meanwhile, since L and ν are row stochastic, one has µ1 =
µ3 = 1N , and

lim
k→∞

l
(k)
ij = µ2,j , lim

k→∞
ν
(k)
ij = µ4,j,

where µ2,j , µ4,j is the j-th element of vectors µ2, µ4, respec-

tively.

Through performing the information fusion step for L times,

one can rewrite the modified HCREs (9) as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

N
∑

j=1

l
(L)
ij P−1

j,k|k−1 + ν
(L)
ij CT

j R
−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q,

and the aysmptotic form of iteration law with L → ∞ as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

N
∑

j=1

µ2,jP
−1
j,k|k−1 +µ4,jC

T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q.

Note that with L → ∞, the iteration law of each sensor i will

tend to be the same with each other due to the fact that L and

ν are row stochastic. Therefore, even if the initial value Pi,0 is

different with respect to i, there is Pi,k+1|k = Pj,k+1|k, ∀i, j ∈
V , k ≥ 1. With the property that µT

2 µ1 = µT
2 1N = 1, one can

further rewrite the above iteration law as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

P−1
i,k|k−1 +

N
∑

j=1

µ4,jC
T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q.

(12)

With the obatined aysmptotic iterative law (12), one can

further compare the asymptotic performance of the consensus-

based distributed filtering algorithm proposed in [13]–[15],

respectively.

For the iterative law proposed in [14], for the special case

that the matrix ν is doubly stochastic, µ4 = 1
N

1N . Hence,
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with the fusion step L tending to infinity, the asymptotic form

of the iterative law can be rewritten as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

P−1
i,k|k−1 +

1

N

N
∑

j=1

CT
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q.

For the iterative law proposed in [13], with the parameter

N to compensate for the underconfidence of the information

matrix, one can finally rewrite the asymptotic iterative law as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

P−1
i,k|k−1 +

N
∑

j=1

CT
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q.

Hence, with sufficiently large fusion step L, the performance

of the IKF proposed in [13] converges to the centralized

optimal performance.

For the iterative law proposed in [15], for the special case

that the matrix ν is doubly stochastic, one can finally rewrite

the asymptotic iterative law as

Pi,k+1|k = A
(

P−1
i,k|k−1 +

1

N

N
∑

j=1

ωj,kC
T
j R

−1
j Cj

)−1

AT +Q,

where the parameter ωj,k can be tuned by each sensor node.

Based on the analysis presented above, it is evident that

the performance gap between the CI-based filtering algorithm

proposed in [14] and the centralized optimal case increases

significantly with large sensor numbers N and fusion steps L.

This phenomenon has also been discussed in [14], where it was

emphasized that the information fusion operation in the CI-

based filtering algorithm requires a cautious strategy to ensure

robustness against data incest (i.e., the repeated usage of the

same observation). The compensation strategy proposed in

[13] can ensure asymptotic optimality of filtering performance,

but for finite fusion steps L, the algorithm may suffer from

inconsistency induced by overconfidence in the observation

information, where Nν
(L)
ij is much larger than 1. Therefore,

future research should focus on developing effective parameter

tuning techniques to maintain a proper balance between the

information fusion weights and estimation performance.

V. SIMULATION

This section includes two numerical experiments aimed

at validating the theory proposed in this paper. The first

experiment verifies the HCREs theory presented in Section

III, which contains proving the uniqueness of the solution to

HCREs and demonstrating the convergence of the iterative

law. The second experiment validates the theory proposed in

Section IV, which contains the explicit form of the steady-

state performance of the error covariance matrix of the CIDF

algorithm and a performance comparison between different

filtering algorithms.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

400

C(1)

C(2)

C(3)

link

Fig. 1. Illustration figure for communication topology corresponding to the
matrix L in HCREs (4).

In the first numerical experiment, in order to fully validate

the theory of HCREs, the matrices A,C,Q,R are all randomly

generated, with the expression as

A =

















0.3836 0.2558 0.2525 0.1766 0.4524 0.3534
0.1978 0.2351 0.4546 0.5642 0.1793 0.4899
0.3322 0.4508 0.4779 0.4064 0.5716 0.4073
0.5927 0.4560 0.5109 0.6161 0.2135 0.1504
0.6139 0.4898 0.3574 0.3858 0.6741 0.6985
0.5016 0.0795 0.0191 0.5526 0.0543 0.4081

















.

The maximum eigenvalue of A is 2.31, which indicates that

the matrix A is not schur stable.

There are three kinds of the observation matrices:

C(1) = [0.3711, 0.4438, 0.2733, 0.3920, 0.3768, 0.1424] ,

C(2) = [0.7154, 0.3439, 0.4017, 0.9339, 0.1471, 0.2543] ,

C(3) = [0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0] .

The value of L is obtained with a randomly generated

communication network. The whole network corresponding

to the weighting matrix L in HCREs (4) consists of 50 nodes,

including 3 nodes of kind C(1), 3 nodes of kind C(2), 44 nodes

of kind C(3). The locations of the nodes are randomly set in a

500 × 500 region and each node is with a communication

radius of 110. Hence, the communication topology of the

network and the structure of weighting matrix L are randomly

generated in the numerical experiments, as presented in Fig. 1.

The covariance matrix Q and Ri takes the form as

Q =

















1.79 −0.69 0.48 −0.39 −0.26 −0.25
−0.69 1.45 −0.07 0.01 0.56 0.05
0.48 −0.07 2.12 −0.11 −0.61 −0.61
−0.39 0.01 −0.11 1.88 0.49 0.46
−0.26 0.56 −0.61 0.49 2.37 0.20
−0.25 0.05 −0.61 0.46 0.20 1.24

















,

Ri = 0.3818, ∀i ∈ V .

The explicit value of L is determined with lij =
aij

dii
, where

aij = 1 if (i, j) ∈ E , and dii =
∑N

j=1 aij . Hence the matrix L
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Fig. 2. Illustration figure for the iteration of the trace of matrix Pi,k , where
Pi denotes the iterative value of Pi,k .
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Fig. 3. Illustration figure for the iteration of the trace of matrix Pi,k with
different initial value, where Pi denotes the iterative value of Pi,k .

obtained in this way is row-stochastic and primitive. Through

performing the iterative law (5), one can obtain the solution

to the HCREs (4).

In Fig. 2, six of the iterative values Pi,k are presented,

where Pi denotes the iteration of the trace of matrix Pi,k.

It is shown that each Pi,k converges to the steady-state form,

i.e., the solution to HCREs (4), through the iterative law (5). In

Fig. 3, three of the iterative values Pi,k with 3 different initial

values Pi,0 are presented. One can find that the convergence

value Pi is not related to the initial value, which verifies the

uniqueness of the solution to HCREs.

In addition, a target tracking numerical experiment is also

provided to verify the theory proposed in Section IV related

to CIDF. The state transition matrix has the expression

ak =

(

1 T

0 1

)

, Ak =

(

ak 02×2

02×2 ak

)

.
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Iterative Step

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

M
S

E MSE(simulation)
IMSE(simulation)

MSE(theory)
IMSE(theory)

Fig. 4. Illustration figure for the comparison between CIDF proposed in [14]
and ICF proposed in [13], where MSE (simulation) and IMSE (simulation)
denote the average MSE of the CIDF and ICF computed through xx, MSE
(theory) and IMSE (theory) denote the trace of solution P to the DLE (8).

The error covariance matrix Q takes the form of

G =

(

T 3

3
T 2

2
T 2

2 T

)

, Q =

(

G 0.5G
0.5G G

)

,

where the sample interval is set to be T = 1. The observation

models of the three kinds of sensors are modified as:

C(1) = [1, 0, 0, 0] ,

C(2) = [0, 0, 1, 0] ,

C(3) = [0, 0, 0, 0] .

The strucure of the network remains to be the same as that

of the first numerical experiment, including 3 sensors of kind

C(1), 3 sensors of kind C(2), 44 sensors of kind C(3), and

Ri = 1, ∀i ∈ V .

Using Monte Carlo method, the filtering process is run

100 steps for each simulation and 1000 times in total. In

this experiment, the performance of the CIDF algorithm is

evaluated by the mean square error (MSE), i.e.,

MSEi,k =
1

1000

1000
∑

l=1

∥

∥x̂
(l)
i,k − x

(l)
k

∥

∥

2

2
, (13)

and the mean of the MSE of all sensors at time step k takes

the expression as

MSEk =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

MSEi,k, (14)

where x̂
(l)
i,k and x

(l)
k denote the estimated state and real state at

time step k in the l-th simulation, respectively. With the result

obtained in Section IV.A, in each simulation, the estimation

error covariance matrix of the CIDF algorithm converges to

the steady-state performance, which can be simplified as the

solution P to DLE (8). Hence, one can compare the trace of
1
N
P and MSEk to verify the theory proposed in Section IV.A.
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In Fig. 4, the explicit MSE computed through (14) and

theoretical MSE, i.e., trace of P are provided, where different

CI-based distribtued filtering algorithms are also considered.

The performance of CIDF proposed in [14] and that of the ICF

proposed in [13] are mainly compared with numerical experi-

ment. From Fig. 4, one can find that the mean square error will

converge to the steady-state performance with k → ∞, which

verifies the correctness of the theory proposed in Section IV.A.

Moreover, as shown in Fig. 4, the performance of the ICF

is better than CIDF when the observable nodes are sparsely

located in the sensor network, which indicates that one can

optimize the performance of CIDF algorithm through locally

tuning the parameter ωi,k. Note that the closed-form of the

performance of CIDF algorithm is formulated as the solution

to DLE (8), future work may contain a further invstigation

of the connection between the gain ωi,k and the property

of the solution P to DLE (8) to obtain efficient parameter

optimization techniques.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the properties of the

solution to a newly formulated harmonic-coupled Riccati

equations (HCREs). We have shown that the uniqueness of

the solution to HCREs can be guaranteed with the collective

observability and primitiveness of the weighting matrix L.

Additionally, we have demonstrated that the matrix iterative

law proposed in the CI-based distributed filtering (CIDF)

algorithm converges to the solution to HCREs as the iteration

step tends to infinity. Leveraging the newly discovered prop-

erties, we have simplified the closed-form of the steady-state

estimation error covariance matrix of the CI-based distributed

filtering algorithms as the solution to a discrete-time Lyapunov

equation (DLE), the parameters of which are determined by

solving the corresponding HCREs. Moreover, we have shown

that the performance analysis of some well-known CI-based

distributed filtering algorithms can also be unified under the

framework of HCREs.

Future research will focus on investigating the relationship

between the weighting parameters and the solution to HCREs

and developing effective parameter tuning techniques to con-

trol the performance of the CIDF algorithm.
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