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Abstract: In this study, the distributed averaging of high-dimensional first-order agents is investigated with relative-state-
dependent measurement noises. Each agent can measure or receive its neighbours’ state information with random noises,
whose intensity is a non-linear matrix function of agents’ relative states. By the tools of stochastic differential equations and
algebraic graph theory, the authors give sufficient conditions to ensure mean square and almost sure average consensus and
the convergence rate and the steady-state error for average consensus are quantified. Especially, if the noise intensity function
depends linearly on the relative distance of agents’ states, then a sufficient condition is given in terms of the control gain,

the noise intensity coefficient constant, the number of agents and the dimension of agents’ dynamics.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the distributed coordination of multi-
agent systems with environmental uncertainties has been
a hot topic of the systems and control community [1-
16]. There are various kinds of uncertainties in multi-
agent networks, such as the communication and measure-
ment noises involved by the information exchange between
adjacent agents, the communication delay, the encoding—
decoding error, the packet dropouts for digital commu-
nications and so on. Fruitful results have been obtained
for distributed consensus with random noises [1-4]. For
continuous-time stochastic approximation-type protocols, Li
and Zhang [3] gave the necessary and sufficient conditions
on the control gains to ensure mean square average con-
sensus. More extended results of continuous-time stochastic
approximation-type multi-agent consensus can be found in
[14] for the case with time delays, in [15] for the case of
leader following and in [16, 17] for the second-order and
general linear dynamics with local state feedback.

Most of the above literature assume that the intensity
of noises is time invariant and independent of agents’
states. However, this assumption does not always hold for
some important measurement or communication schemes.
For consensus with logarithmic quantised measurements, the
uncertainties introduced by the quantisation can be modelled
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by relative-state-dependent white noises in a stochastic
framework [8]. For the case with analogue Gaussian fad-
ing measurements, the uncertainties of the measurement are
also relative-state-dependent noises [6, 18]. In [19], we con-
sidered the distributed averaging corrupted by relative-state-
dependent measurement noises. Each agent can measure or
receive its neighbours’ state information with relative-state-
dependent measurement random noises. By investigating the
structure of this interaction and the tools of stochastic dif-
ferential equations, we developed several small consensus
gain theorems to give sufficient conditions in terms of the
control gain, the number of agents and the noise intensity
function to ensure mean square and almost sure consensus.
Especially, for the case with homogeneous communication
and control channels, a necessary and sufficient condition to
ensure mean square consensus on the control gain is given
and it is shown that the control gain is independent of the
specific network topology, but only depends on the number
of nodes and the noise coefficient constant. For the mea-
surement model of [19], the measurement noises of different
state components are the same and the noise intensity is a
vector function. This model cannot cover the case where
the measurement noises for different state components are
mutually different and coupled together. For this case, the
noise intensity function is more suitable to be modelled as
a matrix function of the relative state, but not a vector. For
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some communication models, the relative distances of nodes
are important factors of the statistical properties of channels
[20, 21]. For this case, if locations are parts of agents’ states,
then the relative distance can be viewed as a function of the
relative state. If the relative-distance-dependent noises have
different intensities for different state components, then the
model of the measurement noises comes down to the case
with non-linear matrix functions of the relative state.

In this paper, we consider the distributed averaging
of high-dimensional first-order agents with relative-state-
dependent measurement noises. There are N agents in
the network. The dynamics of agents are described by
n-dimensional first-order integrators, that is, there are n
state components and n control channels for each agent.
The information interaction of agents is described by an
undirected graph. Each agent can measure or receive its
neighbours’ state information with random noises. Differ-
ent from our previous work for the case with vector noise
intensity functions [19], here, the noise intensity is a non-
linear matrix-valued function of relative states of agents. By
the tools of stochastic differential equations and algebraic
graph theory, we give sufficient conditions to ensure mean
square and almost sure average consensus. The convergence
rate and the steady-state error for average consensus are
quantified. Especially, if the noise intensity function depends
linearly on the relative distance with intensity coefficient
constant o, then a positive control gain & which satisfies
[nko?(N — 1)/N] < 1 can ensure asymptotically unbiased
mean square and almost sure average consensus.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. In
Section 2, we formulate the models of agents, the mea-
surement, the network and the problem to be investigated.
In Section 3, we give sufficient conditions on the control
and network parameters to ensure mean square and almost
sure average consensus, and the case with special noise
intensity functions and the case with two agents are investi-
gated, respectively. In Section 4, we give some concluding
remarks.

Throughout this paper, we use the following notations.
R, denotes the set of non-negative real numbers. 1 denotes
a column vector with all ones. Jy denotes the matrix ]ivllT.
Iy denotes the N-dimensional identity matrix. Oy denotes
the N-dimensional zero matrix. For a given matrix or vec-
tor A, its transpose is denoted by 4T, its trace is denoted
by tr(4), its trace norm +/tr(4T4) is denoted by ||4||r and
its Euclidean norm is denoted by ||4||. For two matrices 4
and B, A ® B denotes their Kronecker product. For a given
random variable or vector X, the mathematical expectation
of X is denoted by E[X].

2 Problem formulation
2.1 Dynamic network model

In this paper, we consider the distributed averaging for a
network of agents with the dynamics

xl(t):ul(t)’ i= 1’2’>N (1)
where x;(f) € R" and u,;(f) € R”. Here, each agent has n
control channels, and each component of x;(¢) is controlled
by a control channel. Denote x(¢) = [x] (¢),...,xy(¢)]" and
u(®) = [u{(0),...,uy()]". The information flow structure

among different agents is modelled as an undirected graph
G ={V, A}, where V = {1,2,...,N} is the set of nodes with
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i representing the ith agent, and A = [a;] € RV*V is the
adjacency matrix of G with element a; =1 or 0 indicat-
ing whether or not there is an information flow from agent
j to agent i directly. The dynamic systems together with
the information flow graph is called a dynamic network,
and is denoted by (G,x) [22]. The Laplacian matrix of G
is denoted by L. The ith agent can receive information from
its neighbours with random perturbation in the form
V(0 = x50+ fi05(0) = xi)E(0), JEN, ()

where N; = {j € V | a; = 1} denotes the set of neighbours of
agent i, ;;(t) denotes the measurement of the agent j’s state
x;(t) by agent i, and £;(¢) € R" denotes the measurement
noise. The noise intensity function f;(-) is a mapping from
R" to R"™" which satisfies f;(0) = O,. The model (2) can
also be regarded as a measurement model for the relative
state, which can be written as

Zi(t) = x;(t) — x:(0) + [ (0 (1) — xi(0))&;: (1), j€N; (3)
where z;(¢) is the agent i’s measurement of the relative
state x;(t) — x;(¢) with measurement noises. For the mea-
surement/communication model (2) and (3), we will use the
following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1: The noise processes {§;(t),i,j =1,2,...,
N} are independent n-dimensional Gaussian white noises,
that is, [{&:(s)ds =w;(1), t >0, where {w;(®), i,j=
1,2,...,N} are independent n-dimensional Brownian
motions.

Assumption 2.2: There exists a positive constant yp.x such
that “fjl(x)”F =< VmaX”x”s Vx S Rn, i #]5 l’] = 1525- . ~aN~

Remark 1: In distributed averaging with precise commu-
nication, it is always assumed that the states and control
inputs of agents are scalars. This assumption will not
loose any generality for the case with precise communi-
cation and with non-state-dependent measurement noises,
since the state components of agents are decoupled. How-
ever, for the case with relative-state-dependent measure-
ment noises, from model (2), one can see that the noise
intensity of different state components will be generally
coupled together. This leads to an essential difference
between scalar and high-dimensional models for the case
with relative-state-dependent measurement noises. The cross
interferences of communication channels of different state
components on consensus conditions will be investigated in
Section 3.

Remark 2: Here, the measurement model is different from
that of [19], where for a given link (j,7), the measure-
ment noises of different state components are the same
one-dimensional Brownian motion £;(¢). Here, for a given
link (j,7), the measurement noises of different state com-
ponents are independent Brownian motions, which form an
n-dimensional Brownian motion &;(f) and coupled together
by the matrix function f;(-). Note that Assumptions 2.1
and 2.2 do not come down to a special case of Assumptions
2.1 and 2.2 of [19] and vice versa.

Remark 3: The distributed averaging of first-order integrator
multi-agent systems can be viewed as a kind of infor-
mation fusion algorithm. Here, we consider the case with
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n-dimensional state components, which means that the infor-
mation state to be exchanged is a vector, not a scalar. If
we construct the averaging algorithm for each state com-
ponent and the communication channels of different state
components are independent of each other, then the closed-
loop system degenerates to a special case considered in [19]
(Theorem 4.2 of [19]). However, for the real communication
environment, the communication channels of different state
components may not be independent. This is a reason why
we study high-dimensional distributed averaging algorithms.
Particularly, for the measurement model (2), the communi-
cation channels of different state components are coupled
together and the noises of different state components are not
the same one, which cannot be covered by Li et al. [19].

2.2 Consensus protocol

We call the group of controls u = {u;,i=1,2,...,N}
a measurement-based distributed protocol, if u;(¢) €
G(xi(s)’yii(s)a 0 <s=1 ] € M)! > 09 i = 1727'- 'sN [3]

Definition 1 [3]: A distributed protocol u is called a mean
square (or almost sure) consensus protocol if it renders
that the system (1) and (2) have the following properties:
for any given x(0) € R™, there is a random vector x* €
R”, such that lim,_ . E[|lx;(t) —x*||*)]1 =0, i=1,2,...,N
(or lim,_ . x;(t) =x* as. i =1,2,...,N). Particularly, if
E@*) = (1/N) Z;V:lxj(O), E[||Ix*]|?] < oo, then u is called
an asymptotically unbiased mean square (or almost sure)
average-consensus protocol, and E[||x* — ﬁ Zjvzl xj(0)||2] is
called the mean square steady-state error. '

Note that the asymptotically unbiased mean square (or
almost sure) average-consensus implies that strong consen-
sus can be achieved: the states of agents will converge to
a common value in mean square (or almost surely). This is
essentially different from ‘practical consensus’ or ‘approxi-
mate consensus’, which means that the final states of agents
may not converge to the same value.

In this paper, we consider the following distributed pro-
tocol given by

N
u,—(t):KZa,-j(yﬁ(t)—x,-(t)), t>0,i=1,2,...,N (4

j=1

where K € R"*" is the control gain matrix to be designed.

In the following, we will find the sufficient conditions
on the control gain matrix, the parameters of the net-
work structure and noise processes to ensure the asymp-
totically unbiased mean square (or almost sure) average
consensus.

3 Mean square and almost sure consensus

Denote §(7) = [(Iy —Jx) ® LIx(r). Let §(t) = [8](0),...,
Sv(1", where §;(t) e R", i=1,2,...,N. Define the
unitary matrix T£=[(1/«/ﬁ),¢>2,...,¢>N], where ¢; is
the unit eigenvector of L associated with X;(L), that
is, 1L =x1(L)PF, o]l =1, i=2,...,N. Denote ¢ =
[¢s, . ..,¢x]. Denote 8(r) = (T;' ®1,)8(f) and Let 8(¢) =
[87(1),...,85(0)]", then it can be verified that §,(r) =
0. Denote 8(t) = [61(s),...,85®)]", which is an (N —
D)n dimensional column vector. Denote A% = diag(1,(L),
A3(L), ..., Ay (D).
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From (1) and (2), we have
dx(t) = —(L ® K)x(1) + Fx(1)dw(?)

where w(r) = [wl (1), wI(0),...,wL(®O)]" € RV, w; = [w],
ng-,. . .,W]—{,i]T, FK(I) = diag(Fl,K(t), ey FN,K(Z‘)) and
Fix() = [anKf1;:000(t) — x:(0)), anKfoi (62 (1) — x;(1)), .. ., awy
Kfyi ey (1) — x;(1))] € RN According to the definition of
8(1), it follows that

ds(t) = —(L®K)é(ndt + (Uy — JIv) ® L)) Fx (H)dw(1),

where we use the same Fx(¢) = diag(Fx(t),...Fyx(1)),
where Fix (1) = [anKf1i(61(2) — 8;(1)), anKf2:i(8,(2) — 8: (1)),
o an KBy () — 8:(1)] singe Ji(;(t) = 8;()) =1 (x; (1) —
x;(t)). From the definition of §(¢), we obtain

d8(1) =—(A} @ K)3(t)dt + (¢" (Iy — Jy) ® L,)Fi () dw(r).
(5)

Theorem 3.1: Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold.
Apply the protocol (4) to the system (1) and (2). If

K'+K (N = DyaulKIP,
2 N "

is positive definite, then the protocol (4) is an asymptotically
mean square and almost sure average consensus protocol.
Precisely, the closed-loop system under (4) satisfies: for any
given x(0) € RM, there is a random vector x* € R" with
E(x*) = (1/N) YL, x;(0), such that

lim E[|lx;(t) — x*|*)]=0, i=1,2,...,N (6)
t—00
limx;(t) =x*, as.i=1,2,...,N (7)
t—00

and the steady-state error is given by

2
_ IK Yy (D) 18O

E —
Nz)"min(qjg (K))

@®)

1 N
= j;xj(O)

Moreover, the convergence rates of E|5(¢)||> and §(¢) are
given by

E[I8() 7] < exp{—2hmin (T KNAISOF  (9)

and

lim su < (LK) as.  (10)

t—00

log [3(1)]
P t

Proof: By Lemma A.1 of [19], applying the It6 formula to
the system (5) yields

dISO1° = [-25 (1) (A% ® K)3(1)

+tr(Fg(O[Uy — Jy) ® LIFx ()] dt +dM (2)
(11)

where dM(£) = 25 ()" (Uy — Jy) ® I,1Fx ()dw(t). By the
definitions of Jy and F(f) and Assumption 2.2, noting that
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’ .
a; = a;j, We obtain

tr(F(O[Uy — Jy) ® L,1Fk (1))

N1 §N:tr<FT (O)Fi (1))
i i,K
N & K

N

:T‘lz Z

i=1 j=1

=

RS

X tr(fi (8;(t) — 8 ()K" Kf(8;(t) — 8;(1)))
N N

N — DyZ K|

=1 j=1
This together with (11) gives (see equation at the bottom of
the page)

which together with

N N

DY ayllsi ) = s = 28" (L ®1,)8()

i=1 j=1

=25 (D[P L) @ LI5() (13)

leads to (see equation at the bottom of the page)

where

— KT+ K N — Dy IK|?
qf;ao:Ag@( )_( 2K

max AO [n
3 N (A, ®1,)

This together with the comparison theorem [23] and the
definition of §(¢) leads to (9).

By Assumption 2.2, it is obvious that the system (5)
satisfying the linear growth condition, namely, there exist
positive constants ; and «, such that ||—(A% ® K)§(1)| <
al|8@)| and [(¢" Uy — Jv) @ L)Fx | < exll8(1)||. By
Mao [24, Theorem 4.2, p. 128], the mean square exponential
stability implies the almost sure exponential stability for the
system (5) with the form (10).

By the properties of the matrix £, from (5), we have

l(1T®1) (t)—i(1T®1) (0) Ly (1) 14
N n)X —N n)X +N K ( )

where

Mg (1) = J (1" ® I,)Fi (s) dw(s)
0

www.ietdl.org

For any 7> 0, by Assumption 2.2 and the Martingale
isometry, noting that a; = 0 or 1, we obtain

2
J a;iKfi (x; (s) — x;(s)) dwy; (s)

il

J @B Kfi(xi(s) — x:(s)) I ds

E[Mg 0> =

J Fik (s) dw;(s)

0

|

Il
M- M- 1M

Il
<
Il

M= 1=

o

1

Il
E
M=

af/.J E||Kf;:(8;(s) — 8:(s)) ||z ds
0

1 1

Il
~.
I

N N

<IKIPY D ay LEM,-@-(s) — 8:(9))* dt

i=1 j=1

N N ¢
< 1K1Yy ZZ%—J E[|6;(s) — 8:(s)[ds
0

i=1 j=1

Then by the definition of §(¢), it follows from (9) and (13)
that

t
E[Mk(1)]* < 2||K||2V,iax>»N(ﬁr)J E[8(s)]* ds
0

2Ky v ED IO
Dnin (T (K))

% [1 = exp(—2hmin (T (K))]  (15)

By
K'+K (N =Dyl K>
2 N

we know that GZ:(K) is positive definite, which together
with (15) implies that M (¢) is a square integrable continuous
martingale. By the definition of the It6 integral, as t — oo,
M (t) converges to a random variable with finite second-
order moment both in mean square and almost surely.
Denote the limit of the right side of (14) by

1,

1 1
X = N(IT ® 1,)x(0) + - lim My (1 (16)

Then from (9) and (10), we have (6) and (7). Since M (¢) is
a square-integrable continuous martingale, (16) implies that
Ex*) = (1/N) Zjvzlxj(O). Letting t — oo, (15) gives (8).

O

_ » _ o 1 2 K 2 N N
dIs)|? < [—25%)(1\‘; ® K)3(r) + N DV KW DO alisi) - &-(t)llz} dr+dM (1)

i=1 j=1

2(N — Dy,

na 1K 112

a5 () [Ag & (K4 K)

= —25 (OT.(K)3(t) dt + dM (1)

< 2 (WL K5I dr + dM (1)
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Remark 4: Theorem 3.1 tells us that for achieving asymptot-
ically mean square and almost sure average consensus, we
may select the control gain K such that

K'+K (N - l)y,iaxllKllzl
2 N !

is positive definite. It can be verified that if K = kI, k € R,
then

KT+K (N = Dyg,lKIP,

2 N !

is positive definite if and only if 0 < k < [N/(N — 1)y2,.].
An interesting topic is whether we can select K such
that the performances (that is, convergence rate and mean
square steady-state error) of the closed-loop system are opti-
mised. This topic has been discussed preliminarily for the
case with linear vector-valued noise intensity functions in
[19]. However, for the case with non-linear matrix-valued
noise intensity functions, this problem becomes much more
difficult.

For the case where the noise intensity function only
depends on the amplitude of the relative states, we have
the following measurement model and assumption

i) = x;(0) + fi(lx; () — x:(D D (1), j €N, (17)

where the noise intensity function f;(-) is a non-linear
mapping from R, to R"™".

Assumption 3.1: There exists a positive constant yp.x such
that [[fy(0)llF < Ve, Vx € Ry, ij = 1,2, N,

By Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following result directly.

Corollary 3.1: Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold.
Apply the protocol (4) to the system (1) and (17). If

KT+K (N = Dyg,lKIP,
2 N !

is positive definite, then the protocol (4) is an asymptotically
mean square and almost sure average consensus protocol.

3.1 Linear dependency on relative distance

In the following, we will consider the case where the noise
intensity function has linear dependency on the relative
distance.

Assumption 3.2: f;(x) = Zyx, Yx e Ry, i,j=1,2,...,N,
where ¥;,i,j =1,2,...,N are n x n dimensional matrices.

Define

aj,tr(E;KTKEU) + aljtr(EjF{KTKEﬂ)
As = >

as a new weighted adjacency matrix and denote the associ-
ated Laplacian matrix by Ly. We also denote

K'+K
2

- N-—1
V.(K) =A% ® ( ) - (@' Lsp) ® 1]

Then we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.2: Apply the protocol (4) to the system (1) and
(17). Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. If \IJ{:(K)
is positive definite, then the protocol (4) is an asymptotically
mean square and almost sure average consensus protocol.

Proof: The proof is similar to Theorem 3.1 and is omitted
here. O

Corollary 3.2: Apply the protocol (4) to the system (1)
and (17). Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.2 hold with
%; = ol,. Then the protocol (4) with K = kI,, k > 0, is an
asymptotically unbiased mean square and almost sure aver-
age consensus protocol if [nko?(N —1)/N] < 1, and the
convergence rate is given by

. logE[I8(0)]I?
m —_—

2 _
i CEEIBOI _ (=D, Y
t—00 N

Proof: If ¥; =o0l, and K = kI,, then tr(Z;K'KY%;) =
nk?c?, which implies that
(N —Dn

@;(K):(k n kzo2) (A ®1,)

Then by Theorem 3.2, the conclusion of this corollary holds.
O

3.2 Case with two agents

For the following case with two agents, we give some nec-
essary and sufficient conditions on the control gain to ensure
mean square or almost sure average consensus.

Theorem 3.3: Apply the protocol (4) to the system (1) and
(17) with N = 2. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.2
hold. Then the protocol (4) with K =kl,, k € R, is an
asymptotically unbiased mean square average-consensus
protocol if and only if 0 < k < 4 Moreover, the

7 (IS lF+1Z2 )"
convergence rate is given by

Ellxi (1) = x| = Ellxy (0) — xy (0) [P Al =ty

(18)

The control gain to optimise the convergence rate is k" =
2

1= 212+ 112

Proof: Under the conditions of the theorem, the closed-loop
equation (5) can be rewritten as

dx; (1) = k(o (t) — x1())dt + ko1 (|x2 () — x1 () [Ndwa (2)
dy (1) = k(i (t) — x2(6))dt + ki ([lx1 (1) — x2(D) ) dwia (2)

Let: X(t) = x(t) — x,(¢), which is equivalent to the definition
of 8(¢), then we have

dx(r) = =2kX(t)dt + ko, (X () [)dwa (1)
— kfa(IX@)[1)1dwia (1) (19)

Then by Assumption 3.2, and the 1t6 formula, we obtain
E[F®17 = IIKO)|* — k4 — k(I Zp27 + 1 2 ll7)]

t
x J E|[%(s)||>ds

0
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which implies (18). Then by direct calculation, we know

that

argmax k(4 = k(IZ0ll7 + 1 Z27)]
4

kr O<k< ——m"—r
=215+

2
120202 + 120 1I%

O

Remark 5: From Theorem 3.3, we can see that the consensus
condition depends on the trace norm of X;. If the com-
munication channels for different state components are not
independent, then the non-diagonal elements of ¥, and X,
will increase the norm, which means that the interference
from communication channels of other state components
increases the difficulty to achieve consensus.

Remark 6: In [19], it was shown that for the case where the
noise intensity function is a linear vector function of the
relative state, if the control and communication channels
of different state components are independent and homo-
geneous, then 0 < k < N/[(N — 1)0?] is a necessary and
sufficient condition to ensure mean square consensus, where
o is coefficient of the noise intensity function. Here, it can
be seen that for the case with relative-distance-dependent
matrix noise intensity functions, even the control channels
of different state components are independent and homoge-
neous, the number of control channels # still has an explicit
impact on the consensus condition. This is mainly due to
that the dependency of the noise intensity function on the
relative distance is indeed a non-linear dependency on the
relative state.

By Assumption 3.1, the following lemma holds (see [24,
Lemma 4.3.2, p. 120]).

Lemma 1: For all X(0) # 0 in the system (19), P{X(¢) #
0 on all 7> 0} = 1. That is, almost all the sample paths of
any solution starting from a non-zero state will never reach
the origin.

Theorem 3.4: Consider a connected two-agent undirected
network. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.2 hold with
212 = b12[na 221 = b211m b12 > 0, b21 > 0. Then the pro-
tocol (4) with K = kl,, k € R is an asymptotically unbi-
ased almost sure average-consensus protocol if and only if
—(k/2)[4 — (n — 2)k(b?, + b3))] < 0, and the convergence
rate is given by

lo 1) —x(t k
IIEEJ g”xl()t X ()| :_E [4—(n—2)ka12(b%2+b§1)]
a.s. (20)

Proof: By Lemma 3.1, X(1) # 0 for all £ > 0 almost surely.
Thus, applying the 1td formula to log ||X(¢)|| yields

2dlog |[R(1)|| = —k[4 — (n — 2k (B3, + b2)]dr
2k|[X(0) |IX" (1)

RO [b21dws () — Dipdwin(8)]

which implies that

~ 1 k
log [F(1)]| = - log [x(0)l = = [4 = (1 = Dk (b}, + B3] ¢
+Mi(1) = M(1) @n
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where

t =) [T
M, (t) :J wdw@ and M,(t)

o Ix@I?
_ J’ kb1 [|%(s) X (s)

=L T Rop W

are two local martingales with A, (0) = M,(0) = 0 and the
quadratic variations

(My, M), = kK*b3,¢t and (M, M), = k*b3,t

It is obvious that

M, M M, M-
< s Z)t — kzbgl < oo and ( 15 2>t — kzbfz < 00
t t
Applying the law of large numbers gives
M, (t M,(t
im M9 o and m 220
1—00 t t—00 t
which together with (21) leads to
. - k 2 >
lim log [F()| = —3 [4 = (n = 2)k(b}, + b3,)]
which leads to the conclusion of the theorem. [l

Remark 7: In this paper, we consider the case with pure
multiplicative measurement noises, that is, the noise inten-
sity function f;(-) satisfies f;(0) = O,, otherwise, we may
rewrite the measurement model (2) as

Vi) = x;(t) + (fii(x; (1) — x:(0)) — £:(0))&: (0)
+/£i(0)&:(), jeN;

which is both with additive and multiplicative measurement
noises. For this case, the time-varying consensus gain func-
tion a(f) may be introduced into the control protocol, which
is given by

N
w(t) = aOK Y ay(() —x(0), 20, i=12,...,N

J=1

The combination of techniques of [3] and this paper may be
useful for the closed-loop analysis for this kind of consensus
systems. However, this is out of the scope of this paper and
may be an interesting topic for future research.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, the distributed averaging of high-dimensional
first-order agents with relative-state-dependent measurement
noises has been considered. The information exchange
among agents is described by an undirected graph. Each
agent can measure or receive its neighbours’ state infor-
mation with random noises. The noise intensity function
is a non-linear matrix-valued function of relative states of
agents. By the tools of stochastic differential equations and
algebraic graph theory, we give sufficient conditions to
ensure mean square and almost sure average consensus and
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the convergence rate and the steady-state error for average
consensus are quantified. Especially, if the noise intensity
function depends linearly on the relative distance with inten-
sity constant o, then a positive control gain £ which satisfies
[nko?(N — 1)/N] < 1 can ensure asymptotically unbiased
mean square and almost sure average consensus.

For future research, the results can be extended to the
case with discrete-time dynamics, high-order dynamics and
switching topologies.
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