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C. The Random Graph and the Combination Rule

Let G ∼ G (N, p) be the Erdös-Rényi random graph linking
the N agents. To each graph G, we can assign (nonnegative)
weights to the edges of G and denote the resulting matrix of
weights as A (where the randomness of A follows from the
randomness of G). Some popular choices are the Laplacian
and the Metropolis rules, defined as follows.
Laplacian rule. For the Laplacian rule, the combination-
matrix entries are:

aij =

{

ρ λ
gij
dmax

, for i ̸= j

ρ−
∑

ℓ ̸=i aiℓ, for i = j
(5)

with 0 < ρ < 1 and 0 < λ ≤ 1.
Metropolis rule. For the Metropolis rule, we have instead:

aij =

⎧

⎨

⎩

ρ
gij

max {di,dj}
, for i ̸= j

ρ−
∑

ℓ ̸=i aiℓ, for i = j
(6)

These rules arise naturally in many applicative contexts, for
instance, they are one fundamental ingredient of adaptive
networks [13]–[15].

III. MAIN RESULT

In the following treatment, the overall network of agents
is denoted by N = {1, 2, . . . , N}. We start by introducing a
useful class of combination matrices.

Assumption 1 (Regular diffusion matrices). We assume that

the combination matrix A is symmetric, that its entries fulfill:

N
∑

ℓ=1

aiℓ = ρ, 0 < ρ < 1 (7)

and that, ∀i ̸= j:

κ

dmax
gij ≤ aij ≤

κ

dmin
gij (8)

for some 0 < κ ≤ 1.

The relevance of such class of matrices stems from the fact
that the most common combination matrices encountered in
the literature automatically satisfy Assumption 1. For instance,
it is readily seen that the Laplacian combination matrix in (5)
is a regular diffusion matrix with parameters ρ and κ = ρλ,
whereas the Metropolis combination matrix in (6) is a regular
diffusion matrix with parameters ρ and κ = ρ.

In order to ascertain whether or not it is possible to discrim-
inate interacting (i.e., connected) agents from non-interacting
agents via inspection of an estimator ÂS, we introduce the
concept of margin and identifiability gap.

Definition 1 (Matrix Entries Margins). Let ÂS be a certain

estimated combination matrix, corresponding to the subnet S.
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Fig. 2. Emergence of the identifiability gap. The example refers to a Granger
estimator, and to a scaling sequence sN = Np. The scaled entries of the
estimated matrix corresponding to connected pairs are sandwiched between
the (red) margins, Np∆N and Np∆N . Likewise, the scaled entries of
the estimated matrix corresponding to non-connected pairs are sandwiched
between the (blue) margins, Np δN and Np δN .

The lower and upper margins corresponding to the discon-
nected pairs are defined as, respectively: 2

δN ! min
i,j∈S:aij=0

i̸=j

âij , δN ! max
i,j∈S:aij=0

i̸=j

âij . (9)

Likewise, the lower and upper margins corresponding to the
connected pairs are defined as, respectively:

∆N ! min
i,j∈S:aij>0

i̸=j

âij , ∆N ! max
i,j∈S:aij>0

i̸=j

âij . (10)

The aforementioned margins are useful to examine the
achievability of structural consistency for an estimator ÂS

— see Fig. 2 for an illustration — and lead naturally to the
concept of identifiability gap.

Definition 2 (Identifiability Gap). Let ÂS be an estimated

combination matrix. If there exist a sequence sN , a real value

E , and a strictly positive value Γ•, such that:

sN δN

p
−→ E , sN ∆N

p
−→ E + Γ•

sN δN
p

−→ E , sN ∆N
p

−→ E + Γ•
(11)

we say that the estimated matrix ÂS possesses an identifia-
bility gap equal to Γ•, and with scaling sequence sN .

The relevance of (11) resides in the fact that the matrix
entries (scaled by sN ) corresponding to disconnected agents
concentrate around a lower margin E , while the estimated-
matrix entries (scaled by sN ) corresponding to connected
agents concentrate around an upper margin E +Γ•, and, hence,
strict positivity of Γ• enables successful recovery of the true
topology (e.g., by means of some clustering algorithm).

In order to evaluate the accuracy of an estimator ÂS (not
necessarily the Granger estimator), we introduce the error ma-
trix E ! ÂS −A. In the next lemma, we provide a sufficient

2The definitions in (9) and (10) are void if the nodes in S are all connected
or all disconnected, respectively. Since these events are irrelevant as N → ∞,
for these singular cases we can formally assign arbitrary values to the margins.
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