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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], [S]
and optimal controllers can be designed using solutions to
the corresponding algebraic coupled Riccati-like equations
(ACREgy), i.e.,
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are system matrices, /;; is the (4, j)-th element of any stochas-
tic matrix £, Q and R £ diag{Rl,...,RN} are positive
definite, and P; is the soloution to each Riccati-like equation
coupled with each other in the form of algebraic means P,. 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 Pi in HCREs is converted from algebraic
mean to harmonic mean, i.e.,
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which adopts a nonlinear form and embodies stronger cou-
plings between solutions P;, ¢ =1,--- , N.

The existing results on HCREs primarily focus on two con-

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

. -1 T p—1 T
Pz'-,k+1\kZA(Zliij,mk_lHijCj R; Cj) AT +Q,
=1
2

is shown to be bounded under a mild collective observability
of (A4,C) and primitivity of the weighting matrix £. In this
setting, HCRESs can be interpreted as the steady-state form of
the matrix iterative law (). Some studies have investigated
the properties of the iteration @) 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 p,—1 and CJ-TRJ-flC'j to improve the performance of
CIDFE. Wang et al. [17] studied the iteration with time-
varying weighting matrix £ and relaxed the requirement
of the weighting matrix to joint connectivity. He er 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 (@) for the perturbation of matrix A and demonstrated
the convergence of P; ;41 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 @) can only be guaranteed by proving the
boundedness of F; i1, with huge conservativeness [14]-
(17]. Even though it was shown in [21] that P %
converges to a fixed point for some specific initial conditions
Py, the hypothesis was too strict to satisfy in practice.
Generally speaking, the upper bound of F; ;4| 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
PZ- £ ( ngzl liij_l)fl in the Riccati equations makes the
correlation between P; extremely nonlinear and non-convex.
Secondly, instead of each local (A, C’i), 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 £, are required to ensure the
existence and uniqueness of solutions to HCREs (The-
orem [I). 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 P ;1% to the solution P; 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 HCRE:s, 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 [l The main
results, including the analysis of the solution to HCRESs and the
application of HCREs to CIDF, are presented in Sections [l
and Some illustrative numerical experiments are presented
in Section [Vl Conclusions are drawn in Section

Notation: For two symmetric matrices X; and Xo, X; >
X2 (X1 > X5) means that X; — X5 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. £>0 (>0) means that all the elements of
matrix £ are positive (non-negative). £ {z} denotes the expec-
tation of a random variable . A (A) denotes the eigenvalue
of matrix A. p(A) denotes the spectral radius of A. ||A||,
denotes the 2-norm (the largest singular value) of matrix A.
X ®Y denotes the Kronecker product of matrix X and Y. I,
denotes the identity matrix with dimention n.



II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, the system model and the Cl-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 IV sensors that measure and estimate
the states of a linear time-invariant system, described by

k=0,1,2,...,
i=1,2,...,N,

Trp1 = Azp + Wy, 3)

Yik = Cizr + vik,
where z;, € R™ is the state vector of the system, y; ; € R™
is the measurement vector of sensor ¢, wy € R™ is the process
noise with covariance ) > 0 € R™*", and v;, € R"™ is
the observation noise with covariance R; > 0 € R™i*X™i,
The sequences {wy}p-, and {’ink}iié\{izl are assumed to
be mutually uncorrelated white Gaussian noise. Besides, A is
the state-transition matrix and C; is the observation matrix
of sensor i. Moreover, let C = [CI‘F,CQT,...,C}\F,}T and
R =diag{Ry,...,Rn}.

The communication topology of the sensor network is
denoted by G = (V,&,L), where V = {1,2,...,N} is
the node set, € C V x V is the edge set, and £ = [l;}]
is the adjacency matrix. The adjacency matrix reflects the
interactions among the nodes, e.g., l;; > 0 & (i,7) € &,
which means that sensor ¢ can receive information from sensor
7. In this case, sensor j is called an in-neighbor of sensor ¢, and
sensor ¢ is called an out-neighbor of sensor j. For simplicity,
let 7 € V represent the i-th sensor of the network. N; denotes
the in-neighbor set of sensor ¢, and I; denotes the i-th row of
L. z§f> is the (4, j)-th element of matrix £L. In this paper, let
L denote a special kind of adjacency matrix, where the (i, j)-
th element of £ is 1 < (4,7) € £. 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 Cl-based distributed filtering be-
comes sophisticated, several significant challenges remain
unresolved. In the literature regarding CIDF algorithms [14]-
[L16], the stability of the designed filters was ensured through
the proof of the uniform boundedness of the iterative term P; j,
forall i € V and k € N, regardless of the initial value P; o. The
key techniques involve using the observation Gramian matrix
to obtain a lower bound of Pifkl as demonstrated in [14]],
[16]. Afterward, a Lyapunov function can be constructed using
P; 1. to prove the stability of the noise-free feedback system.
Although these bounds of Pfkl 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 P, .
Moreover, the boundedness of F; ;. does not reveal a direct
connection between the filtering structure £ 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 [I where the matrix terms P; kjk—1 play an
important part in the design of feedback gain K;; and
information fusion gain ll-jPl-_,kP;kl| .- Meanwhile, the iterative
law of P jy1x is equavilently rewritten as Q).

It is evident that HCREs represent the steady-state form
of the iterative law (@)). By studying HCREs, researchers can
gain a deeper understanding of the iterative law and develop
the theory of Cl-based distributed filtering. This, in turn, can
provide valuable insights for the design of Cl-based filtering
algorithms and parameters. In this paper, we formulate two
fundamental problems related to the HCRE:s:

1) How to establish a quantitative relation between matrices
A, C, L and properties of HCRES, particularly leveraging
the connetion between the iterative law (@) and the
solution to HCREs?

2) Based on the theory of HCRESs, how to develop a unified
close-form performance evaluation technique of all CI-
based distributed filtering algorithms?



Algorithm 1 Distributed Information Fusion Algorithm
Input:
Zi,0, Pi o,
Prediction:
Ty pk—1 = Ai k-1,
P ji—1 = AP; 1 AT + Q,
Correction:
Zik = Yik — Ci ki glk—1,
Kik = Py g—1C] (CiP gu—1CF + Ri)_l :
Ty gk = Tiglh—1 + Kik2ik,
K kCiP; gk—1,

1€V,

Pirie = Pige—1 —
Information Fusion:

Pik:(z
o= m(z“

1
i P k|k) ,

4, k\kxayklk) :

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,
. N .
1.e., Zj:l lij =1, Vie).

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 [ 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 £ is primitive [27]. In this section, to simplyfy the
notations, we replace the term P; ;1 by P, with slightly
abuse of notations. Under Assumption [I]and[2] we mainly aim
to prove the following facts:

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

N -1
Pi= A(Y 1P+ 1GCTRTC) AT Q@)
j=1

have one unique group of solutions.
2) (Convergence) The iterative law

Pijsr = (Zz” S HCTRTIC) ATLQ )

converges to the unique solution to the HCREs with k —
0o, regardless of the initial value P; q.

A. Uniqueness of the Solution to HCREs

In this subsection, the proof of the existence and uniqueness
of the solution to the HCREs 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 [I] and 2] there exist a
number %k and a matrix P, such that Py <P VieV k> k.

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 (3) satisfies P o < eI, Vi € V.
Then, for sufficient small ¢, there is P; ;11 > P; 5 and P
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 @ is a positive definite matrix, one can choose a
sufficient small €, such that P; ; > P; o, Vi € V. Then, for all
k > 1, one has

(P11 — Q)

—1 -1

—(Pik_Q)

(le lcl_P;kl 1))A71-

With mathematical 1nduct10n, one has P; 41 > P i, Vi€ V.
Together with the boundedness of P, proved in Lemma [I]
one can obtain that the iterative law (3) converges with specific
initial value P; q. O

Lemma 3: For any given matrices A, C, Q, R, L that satisfy
Assumption[Iland 2] there exists at least one group of solution
{PZ-} £ {Pl,PQ, e ,PN} to the hamonic-coupled Riccati
equations ().

PROOF. Denote the convergent value of P; ;, in Lemma[2 as
P;, then the result follows. O

Before the proof of the uniqueness of the solution to HCREs
(@, the following notations are defined to simplify the proof.
For any 7 € V, the following notations are denoted as

. T
C; = {sign(lil)C;f, ,sign(liN)Cﬂ ,

~ 1 1
Ri :dlag (HRI’ ,ERN) 5

- N —1
Py = (Zliijl) ’
j=1

where the term ll is set to be 0 if [;; = 0. Then the HCREs

@) can be rewritten as

P, = A(P;l + CyTR;le)_lAT +Q,

N p—
-1
- (Zli.ﬁp j )
=1
With the existence of the solution to HCREs (6), for arbitrary
one group of solution {R-}, one can obtain
P, = AEPZ-A;% +Q+ KﬁiRiKﬁ,
AP}: =A- K}%-Civ

(6)



Moreover, there holds

j=1
N
=Y PP (Ap PAL +Q+ Kp RyKL )PP
j=1
Let .
Ay; =/l PP Ap
N
D p—1 -1
Qi =) ;PP 'QP P,
j=1

J=1
N N N

= Z Z Aij, AJ1J2P A3;1A?1J2 + Qi + ZAleJAz;
Ji=1j2=1 Jj=1

In order to formulate the infinite series form of Pi in a neat
and compact form, let

Z Z .71.72 T A%n] X P
ji=1 Jm=1
iT iT T
><Ajm AJmAm, m > 0,
(0) 't iT
<I>Z-7j (P) = AijPAij.
Then, the infinite series form of Pi can be formulated as
N
Pi=3 @) (P) +Qi+Ri
j=1
. (1) . (0)
1) /5 0
= Z(I)LJ (PJ) + Ql + Z(I)z J (QJ)
j=1 j=1
+ R+ e (R;) ™
Jj=1
N ) m—1 N )
m ~ k
=D O () + Qi+ Y] Y 0 (Q)
j=1 k=0 j=1
m—1 N *)
_ &) =
+Ri+ DY @ (Ry)
k=0 j=1
Tl(le )following Lemma depicts the property of the operator
",
1,7

Lemma 4: For any positive definite matrix P, there holds
lim @ (P) =0, Vi,jeV.
m—»0o0 ’
PROOF. Note that matrices @g?) (P}), Qi, R, @E? (Q;) and

(I)z('? (Rj) are positive definite. With the series form of P in
(@), one can obtain

,_.

m—1 N

Qi+ Y o

k=0 j=1

(QJ) there is

=0, Vi,jeV.

Due to the positive definiteness of <I>

lim <I> (QJ)

m— o0

It is easy to verify that the operator fI)Z(-:?) ( ) has the following
two properties that

"™ (AP) = 20" (P), Vi, jeV,

and for any positive definite matrices P, > P, there is

a7 (P) > 67 ().

Z7

Vi, j € V.

For a fixed positive definite matrix P, one can choose a
sufficient large number A, such that P < AQ);, then one has

o7 (P) < A8 (Q;) = lm @} (P) =0, Vi,jeV.

(]
The above Lemma shows that for any group of solution { P; }

to the HCREs (@), the operator fIJZ(’;L)() converges to zero
operator with the increase of m, which is essential for the
following deduction.

To fully excavate the property of the operator <I>(m) (P),
consider the following matrix

- 1(m) - - -
[Aij} - [Az'jl X Ajyjy e X Ajmja“'}a
J1yeesjm=1,...,N,

which is a n X n/N™ matrix and contains all the matrices
Aij Aj gy - Ay as tow blocks, with ji,...,j, chosen

from 1 to N. Hence, the operator <I)Z()] ™) (P) can be rewritten
as

o((P) = [44]) " (1m0 P ([45] ™)

Let P = I, with the the result in Lemma [M] that
lim ®"(I) =0, Vi,j €V, one has
m—r 00 ©J
. < 1(m) .
lim H[Aij} H —0, 7=1,2, Vi, jeV.
m—00 2

- 7(m)
The asymptotic property of Aij:| with m — oo will be
repeatedly used in the following proof of the main theorems.

Theorem 1: If Assumption [I] and [2] hold, the solution to ()
is unique.



PROOF. Based on Lemmal[3] suppose there exist two different
groups of solutions {Pi(l)} and {PZ@)} to the HCREs @). The
corresponding notations are modified to be

PO = (Z L (P

The corresponding modifications of AP(T) R Kp_m R U R Q(T)

1
) Cor=12

RgT) are made through the replacement of the matrix F;, P,
with P\, P{"). The operator @E?)(P) is also modified to
@g?)(T)(P), with the expression as

o0 (P) = [47]" (1m0 2 ([47]")’
where

. (m) . -
() 2 T A(m) (r)
(AP 2 [AG) x AG), - x A7)
jl,...,jmzl,...N.
A new operator is defined as
~(1y1(m) (m)\T
(m) Iy {e)) (2)
Wi (P)—[Aij} (INm@P)([AJ} ) '
particularly with
(0) ) (2)
v (P) = A P(A; )
Consider the difference between two groups of solutions, for
any ¢ € V, one has

P _ p@ _ p) ((p_(z))—l B (P_(l))—l)p_@)

N
= SR (B) P - R ()P

Jj=1

With some calculations, one has

- A((H(Q))_l +CIRIG) AT
= Az (P - 15§2>)A§j<2>,
where
() AT 1A (1) A ~ =1
APJ.(”_A_Aj() JT( jj() 3T+Rj) Gy,
=(2) AT 1 A 5(2) A ~ =1
Ape = A= APPCT (G Cf + Ry) G,
The difference of ~J(1) and PJ( ) can be reformulated as
(1) (2) = 0) ( (1) (2)
~(1 ~(2 0) /(1 ~(2
P — PP =% w (P - P
j=1
With the property of \I/Z( j ), one has
1 (2) m) (1) (2)
Z\IJ PPy, meN.

Hence, to prove Theorem [Il one only need to prove that for
any matrix P, there is lim_ \Il(m) (P) =o0.

For any matrix P, there is

ety @], = |[45] ™ @0 P ([A5])'Y,
SmﬁﬂmWHVWTmHWMm®mm,

where the inequality holds due to the fact that ||(Iym

Hz = HPH2 Hence, with the discussion above Theorem

[[ for any matrix P, one has

lim
m—r 00

H\Iﬂ’") P) H2 -0, Vi,jeV.

Till now, the uniqueness of the solution {PZ} is proved. [

Remark 1: The above analysis demonstrates that when
Assumptions [1] and [2| hold, a unique group of solutions exists
for HCREs (@). This implies that the matrix iterative law of
ClI-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 F;, the series form
of the solution P; 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 P; and
P;, and the application of the operator @E?). 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 (3))
with respect to k& will be detailedly analyzed..

To simplify the proof, let P; 11 represent the term P; 51k
in the iterative law of the CIDF Algorithm [11

The iterative law (@) can be reformulated as

- i~ -\ —1
P11 = A(Pi_kl + CTR_lCl) AT +Q,

zk+l (Zlu gk+1)

With the similar techmque proposed before, one can rewrite
the iteration of P; j, as

Pipir = Ap PipAL +Q+Kp RKL |
Ap  =A—-Kp CZ,
Kﬁ’i,k = APi,kOi (OiPika'iT +Ri)71

Similarly, one can also rewrite the iteration of P; ;41 as

P11 = PP k+1PiJ€+l

I
WE

1;;P;, k1P k+1Pj,k+1P7 k+1Pi,k+1
1

<.
Il

I
Mz

A i, k+1PJ kAlj k+1 + QZ k+1 + Rz Jk+1

<.
Il
—



where
Ajjri1 = V1 P, k+1P; k+1A Py

N
Qik+1 = E Lij Py oyt ]k+lQ Jkﬂ P ki1,

~ T 1 =
z k+1 = § lz]H k+1 7, kJrlKISj,kRjKI:’j kPj7k+1Pi,k+l-

To match the time-varying property of the iterative law, the
original (m)

ginal operator <I>i7 ; 1s correspondingly modified as ®; 4,
where

540) =[] " (1m0 ) ([Ana] ")’
(I)goa)k(P) = Azy,kPA
with

{Aij,k} (m)

ij,k>?

AT _ y
= {Az‘jl,k X Ajjak—17 X Ajjk—m, }
F1seeeyim=1,...N.

Then, one can also rewrite the iteration of F; 41 as

‘ﬁi,k-l-l Z (I)z s k+1( 3.k ) + Qz k+1 + Rz k+1
N N
Z 7];7€+1 QJ k— h)
m—1 N -

zk+1 + Z Z(I)(;Lk"'l J,k— h) +Rz Jk+1

b
—

-1

3

(m) D
@, 11 (Pik—m) +

I
M= T
Il M

<.
Il
—

h=0 j=1

N k-1 N

} : } :} : (h) )

(I)z s kJrl 77 + cI)z g, k+1 Q%k—h)

j=1 h=0 j=1
k—1 N

+ Qik1 + E g o ,J,k+1 Rjk-n)+ Rii,
h=0 j=1

where Pl_ol = Z ZUP o and Pjo is the initial value of
iteration (]S) Wlth Lemma [l the matrix P, is uniformly
bounded for all ; € V and k > k. Hence, Pl & 1s also uniformly
bounded for all i € V and k > k, and one has

N
P“““ = Z (I)EZ),k+1 (PJ%O)'
j=1

Similar to the deduction in the previous subsection, for
any positive definite initial value P; o, there exists a positive
number M only related to P; o, such that

- (k—1)
H[Aij,k} H2 <M, Vi,jeV,k>0.

With the proposed theoretical preparation, one can finally
prove the convergence of iterative law (3).

Theorem 2: For any given matrices A, C, @, R, L that
satisfy Assumption [l| and [2| the term F; j of the iterative law
(@) converges to the unique solution {P;} of the HCREs (@),
regardless of the initial value P, g, i.e.,

lim P, =P, i€V,
k—o0

PROOF. One can first rewrite the iteration of the gap between
P; ;; and the unique solution P; as

P~ P=Pu((P) 7 = (P) )P,

1~

LiiPow(Pix) (P — Py) (Py) P,

I
WE

<.
Il
—

A (Jkl_

{Aij’k} o (IN’H ® (Pjo - Pj)) ({flw} (k_l))T

I
Mz

P) A}

<.
Il
—

I
WE

<.
Il
—

. q(k=1)
where the definition of |:A7jjj| is the same as that of

Subsection Hence, one can obtain the norm of the gap
as

|, 120 = i,

Pk Pl < 32 ]
A,

For any initial value ]51-10, due to the uniform boundedness of

~ (k—1)
H |:Aij,k:| H and the fact that
2

. q(k=1)
im H [Aij] H —0, Yijew.
k— o0 2
One can finally obtain that
Jim ||~ ], =0,

for any initial value Ij’iyo. The convergence of the iteration (3)
is finally proved. 0

Remark 2: Theorem 2 demonstrates that the a priori covari-
ance matrix term of Cl-based distributed filtering P 1>
converges to the unique steady-state performance P;, as k
tends to infinity, regardless of the initial value. Compared
to previous literature [14]-[L17], [19] that only proves the
boundedness of P15, Theorem Dl further confirms the
convergence of F; ;). This result is significant as it es-
tablishes a concise relationship between filtering performance
and the filtering parameter £ with HCREs (@), reducing the
conservativeness of the performance evaluation. The steady-
state performance of P; ;1) 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 () 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 Cl-based distributed filtering is
much less conservative than traditional techniques.



Consider an one-dimension system with A = 1, C; =
1, 0220320, Qzl, R =1 and

E:

O Wl
DO ==
N|=WI= O

Through performing the iterative law (@) for sufficient many
times, one can obtain the solution of HCREs as P, =
2.0492, P, = 23909, P; = 3.9901. With the method
proposed in [14]], one has

Py i = AP3 AT 4+ Q
= A(05P; Y, +05P; ) AT +Q
< A(05BA TR AT AT 1+ Q
-1
< A(O.5ﬁA‘T(%CfR‘101)A‘1) AT 1+ Q,

where 3 < 1. In this case, one has P31, > 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 ClI-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 Cl-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 F; 1| 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 [[I=Al and the Cl-based distributed filtering algorithm
proposed in Algorithm [1l The estimation error is defined as

€iklk—1 = Tk — Lj k|k—1>
Ciklk = Tk — Tik|k>

Cik = Tk — Tik,

and iteration of the estimation error can be reformulated as

N
—1
€ikt1k = E Lij AP kP 1 €5, ik—1 + Wk
j=1

N
+ Z lijAB_’kCJTR‘;lvjyk.

j=1

Denote the following notations as

I lllAPl-,kpl__Ji\kfl llNAPLkP];_’lk‘kfl
A 2 ;
1 -1
_lNlAPvapl,k\k—l lNNAPN,kPN)k‘k_l
[ lllApl)kclRfl llNAPl,lcCVN‘R]?[1
Iy & )
_lNlAPNJCClRl_l ZNNAPN,kCNRJT[l
and
A | T T r
Chti1lk = [el,k-i-l\k eN,k+1|k} ;
T
v 2 [Ufk U}\},k] .

Then, the iterative law of ey, can be reformulated as a
compact form

etk = Arerj—1 + Tror + In @ wg.

As the matrix P;  and Pjp—1 converge to the steady-state
form with k tending to infinity, i.e.,

lim P’L',k = P’ia

lim P -1 = B
k— o0 k— o0

where

N
1
5 ST -1/ -1
j=1

and the steady-state matrices satisfy AP,AT = P, — Q <
BP;, Vi € V, where 0 < S < 1 due to the positive
definiteness of Q.

With Theorem[2] the matrices A;, and 'y, will also converge
to the steady-state form with the increase of k, i.e.,

lllAplpfl llNAplpjgl

lim A, = A2 : : ,
k—00 - _

INtAPN P! Inn APy Py?

111 AP C Ry LnAP Cy Ry
lim T'y=T=2 : :
k—oco o o

IN1APNCLR! INNAPNCN Ry

Consider the Perron-Frobenius left eigenvector ¢ of the
stochastic matrix £, which satisfies g7 £ = ¢, and the matrix

Q = dlag (Q1P1_17 U 7qNP];1) )
which is a block diagonal matrix. Note that

qlATpl—lA

qNATPJGIA

where



Then, one has

AP P LWnAP PG T
ATQA = : X Ox
lNlAPNpl_l ZNNAPijgl
_ _ T
lllplpl llele
<p : : X Qxk
lNlepl_l lNNpNPJGI
N [laP!
ZBZ : @ P [la Pyt LinPy'],
i=1 |7 p-1
LinPy

where the term % denotes the transpose of correspondm%
matrices. With the fact that P, < P, £ (Zj:l lij Py D)
and the Lemma that (equivalent to Lemma 2 in [[14]))

P1 N Pl
1 OoP) Py] < ,
Py| =1 Py
one can obtain that
N P!
ATQA<BY g = pQ.
=1 liN—Pzgl

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.,

: T
lim E {ek+1|kek+1|k} =P,
k—o0

where
P =APAT + TRTT +151% ® Q. (8)

Remark 3: In the matrix Ay, the term [;; AP; P 7ka 1
is a crucial element to consider. It is important to note that
if Pjpx—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
Cl-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 (), with
the parameter matrices of the DLE obtained through solving
the HCREs (@). This new result establishes a quantitative re-
lationship between the filtering performance and the weighted
parameter matrix £, 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]-
[1S] 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 (@),
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.,

P = AP s AT 4+ Q,
-1
zk— (Zlu ]k\k 1+1170;TRJ_ICJ) .

and the estimation iterative law
-1
Ty k+l|k — APl k(z lZJ 3, k\k 1 7,k|k—1 + lijOjRj 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.,

P pyip = AP g AT 4+ Q,

(L) p- O neTp-10.) "
lk—(zl ng\k 1t NG R; Cj) )

where l( ) is the (i,7)-th element of L*, L takes a special

form as L =] — eL and N is the number of the nodes. The
estimation iterative law is proposed as

Z; k+1\k—Asz<Zl(L)P]k\k 185,k — 1+l NCJ'RJ'ilyj’k)'

The third one is the matrix iterative law of the hybrid CMCI
algorithm proposed in [[15], i.e.,

Py = AP; RAT+Q,

- )
(L) p—1
(le Paklk 1

j=1

-1
f)wjkaJTR;le) 5

where ll(jL) is also the (i,j)-th element of £ and wj k 1s the

local weight paramter determined by each sensor node j. The
estimation iterative law is proposed as

N
Ty g1k = APi,k(Zl(L)P lk—1Tiklk—1 T+ lEJ )w] kCi Ry y] k)
j=1
All of the above mentioned matrix iterative laws of P; jy1x
can be simplyfied as the following HCREs matrix iterative law
with different paramter matrices

-1
P i1k = (Zl” el 1+yijOfRJflcj) AT +Q,
(€

where £ £ {i;;}, v £ {v;;} are parameter matrices corre-
sponding with the communication graph G. In addition, the
estimation iterative law can also be unified as

N

N 1 . -1

Tik+1k = APN@( E :lij iklk—1%g.klk—1 VijOjRj yjyk)-
=1



Both of £ and v 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 £m) & {ll(m)}, wm & plm=1);, & {wgn)}, where
£ = [ and w® = v. With Lemma 1 in [14], one can
obtain that

N
Pty 2 BAT (Y 1Pt + vy O R Cp) A7
j=1

N
>y oL (AT P (AT
j=1
m N
+3 8w (A O RO (A7)
k=1 j=1

where 3 < 1. Note that both of £ and v are irreducible, one
has that for any & > N, there is wg?) > 0, 15’?> > 0 for
any 4,7 € V. Together with the invertibility of matrix A and
the observability of (A, C), one can obtain that the term P; j,
of matrix iterative law (@) is uniformly bounded, i.e., there
exists a matrix P and a sufficient large number k, such that
Px <P/ YieVk>k

With the uniform boundedness of the term F; ;1|5 in ©,
similar to the derivation procedure of Section [I[-Al and [T[-B]
one has the follwing lemma:

Lemma 5: For any given matrices A, C, Q, R, L that satisfy
Assumption [l and 2 if v is primitive, the modified HCREs,

N -1
Pi= Al P+ v CTRYIC) AT 4@, 10)
=1

has a unique group of solution {Pz} Moreover, the term F; i,
of iterative law (9) converge to the unique solution P; with
k — oo 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 v. This implies that the differences between the
three information fusion mechanisms are ultimately reflected
in the values of the parameter matrix v. Furthermore, the
steady-state performances P; of all three iterative laws can
be simplified as the solution to the modified HCREs (10Q).

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

N
—1
€iktllk = E Lij APy kP 1 €5, klk—1 + Wk

J
j=1
N
T p—1
+ZyijAPi,ij Rj Vj,k-

j=1
Hence, the steady state performance of all kinds of Cl-based

distributed filtering algorithm can also be simplyfied as the
solution P to the following discrete-time Lyapunov equation

P =APAT + TRTT +151% ® Q, (11)

where I" is modified to be

VllAplclRl_l VlNAplcNRX[l

rs : :
VNlAchlRl_l VNNAPNCNRX[l

C. Asymptotic Analysis
Paramters L and L

of Filtering Performance with

This subsection will delve into the asymptotic properties of
HCREs. Specifically, the matrix performances of various CI-
based filtering algorithms as L. — oo. It is assumed that the
parameter matrices £ and v are row stochastic to obtain the
necessary asymptotic results for sufficiently large fusion steps
L.

For primitive and row stochastic matrices £ and v, there
exist vectors i1, p2, i3, b4, such that
s L= p3, piv = pi.

Ly = pa, Vi3 = {13,

where pl' iy = pl'ps = 1. From Theorem 8.5.1 in [27], one
has

lim £F = iy p3,

lim v* = ug,u4T.
k—o00 k—o0
Meanwhile, since £ and v are row stochastic, one has p; =
w3 = 1y, and
. (k) _ . (k) _
klgl;o lij” = p2j. klgl;o Vij~ = H4,j,
where o ;, pta,; is the j-th element of vectors pio, 14, respec-
tively.
Through performing the information fusion step for L times,
one can rewrite the modified HCREs (9) as

N
-1
L) p— L _

P = A( YU PL 4 CTRYIC) AT +Q,

j=1
and the aysmptotic form of iteration law with L — oo as

- 1 T p—1 o
Ptk = A(Z/”J'Pa?klkfl +pa,;C5 Ry Cj) AT +Q.

Jj=1

Note that with L — oo, the iteration law of each sensor 7 will
tend to be the same with each other due to the fact that £ and
v are row stochastic. Therefore, even if the initial value P; g is
different with respect to 4, there is P yy1x = Pj 11k, Vi,J €
V., k > 1. With the property that ;2 1y = p2'1y = 1, one can
further rewrite the above iteration law as

N -1
Pk = A(Pij;',c_l + Zm,ijRj‘le) AT + Q.
=1
’ (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[]—[135],
respectively.
For the iterative law proposed in [[14], for the special case
that the matrix v is doubly stochastic, py = %1 ~. Hence,



with the fusion step L tending to infinity, the asymptotic form
of the iterative law can be rewritten as

N
B 1 “1a )]
P = A(PZ.JjUH + 5 2 CF R 1cj) AT + Q.
j=1

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

N -1
Pyt = A(Pij,j‘k_l + ZCJTRJﬂCj) AT 4 Q.

Jj=1

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 v is doubly stochastic, one can finally rewrite
the asymptotic iterative law as

N
_ 1 _ -1
Pi,k+1|k :A(‘P'L',kl\kfl +N E wj)kC;TRJ 107) AT+Q,

Jj=1

where the parameter w; j; can be tuned by each sensor node.

Based on the analysis presented above, it is evident that
the performance gap between the Cl-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 N uz(f ) 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
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 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.

11

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Fig. 1. Illustration figure for communication topology corresponding to the
matrix £ in HCREs ).

In the first numerical experiment, in order to fully validate
the theory of HCREs, the matrices A, C, @, R are all randomly
generated, with the expression as

0.3836 0.2558 0.2525 0.1766 0.4524 0.3534
0.1978 0.2351 0.4546 0.5642 0.1793 0.4899
A 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:

™M =[0.3711, 0.4438, 0.2733,0.3920, 0.3768, 0.1424],
C® =1[0.7154,0.3439,0.4017,0.9339, 0.1471,0.2543],
c® =10,0,0,0,0,0].

The value of £ is obtained with a randomly generated
communication network. The whole network corresponding
to the weighting matrix £ in HCREs @) consists of 50 nodes,
including 3 nodes of kind C'!), 3 nodes of kind C'®), 44 nodes
of kind C®), The locations of the nodes are randomly set in a
500 x 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 £ are randomly
generated in the numerical experiments, as presented in Fig.

The covariance matrix @ and R; takes the form as

1.79 —-0.69 048 —-0.39 —-0.26 —-0.25
-0.69 145 -0.07 0.01 0.56 0.05
Q= 048 -0.07 2.12 -0.11 -0.61 -0.61
=039 0.01 -0.11 1.88 0.49 0.46 |’
—-0.26 056 —0.61 0.49 2.37 0.20
—-0.25 0.05 —0.61 0.46 0.20 1.24
R; =0.3818, Vie V.
The explicit value of £ is determined with [;; = %, where

aij = 1if (i,j) € €, and d;; = Zjvzl a;;. Hence the matrix £
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Fig. 2. Illustration figure for the iteration of the trace of matrix P; , where

P; denotes the iterative value of P; j.
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Fig. 3. Illustration figure for the iteration of the trace of matrix P; j with

different initial value, where P; denotes the iterative value of P; j.

obtained in this way is row-stochastic and primitive. Through
performing the iterative law (3), one can obtain the solution
to the HCREs (@).

In Fig. Ol six of the iterative values P; ;, are presented,
where P; denotes the iteration of the trace of matrix P, .
It is shown that each P; ;, converges to the steady-state form,
i.e., the solution to HCREs (@), through the iterative law (3)). In
Fig.[Bl three of the iterative values P; . with 3 different initial
values P; o are presented. One can find that the convergence
value P; is not related to the initial value, which verifies the
uniqueness of the solution to HCRE:.

In addition, a target tracking numerical experiment is also
provided to verify the theory proposed in Section [[V] related
to CIDF. The state transition matrix has the expression

an — 1 T A _ Ak 02><2
k 0 1 ’ k 02><2 (477 ’

80
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60 [

UU)J . “ :\;IASSEE(Si.muIatif)n) :::MSE(theory)

s (simulation) IMSE(theory)
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5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Iterative Step

Fig. 4. TIllustration 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 () takes the form of

o G 05G
_ 3 2 _
“=\zZ 1) Q_<O.5G G )

where the sample interval is set to be 1" = 1. The observation
models of the three kinds of sensors are modified as:

¢ =11,0,0,0],
c® =10,0,1,0],
C® =10,0,0,0].

The strucure of the network remains to be the same as that
of the first numerical experiment, including 3 sensors of kind
CW), 3 sensors of kind C'®, 44 sensors of kind C®), and
Ri=1VieV.

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.,

MSE-k:LmZOO 2 — 2| (13)
Y1000  TTRE TR

and the mean of the MSE of all sensors at time step % takes
the expression as

N
1
MSE; = — Z MSE; 1., (14)
=1

where i:z(l,)g and xg) denote the estimated state and real state at

time step k in the [-th simulation, respectively. With the result
obtained in Section [VIA, 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
%P and MSE, to verify the theory proposed in Section [VIA.



In Fig. @ the explicit MSE computed through (I4) and
theoretical MSE, i.e., trace of P are provided, where different
Cl-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.[d one can find that the mean square error will
converge to the steady-state performance with k — co, which
verifies the correctness of the theory proposed in Section[[VIA.
Moreover, as shown in Fig. @ 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 w; ;. 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 w;j; 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 Cl-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 Cl-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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