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Abstract

This paper tackles the challenge of improving connectivity in multi-agent networks with a distributed protocol. The adopted
strategy involves the design of local interaction rules for the agents to locally modify the graph topology by adding and removing
links with neighbors while keeping the number of connections limited and exploiting only locally available information. Two
distributed protocols are presented to boost the algebraic connectivity of the network graph beyond k− 2

√
k − 1 where k ∈ N

is a free design parameter; these two protocols are achieved through the distributed construction of (approximate) random k-
regular graphs. One protocol leverages coordinated actions between pairs of neighboring agents and is mathematically proven
to converge almost surely to the desired graph topology. The other protocol relies solely on the uncoordinated actions of
individual agents and it is validated by a spectral analysis through Monte Carlo simulations. Numerical simulations offer a
comparative analysis with other state-of-the-art protocols, showing the ability of both proposed protocols to maintain high
levels of connectivity despite node failures or planned disconnections.

1 Introduction

Ad-hoc multi-agent networks refer to the groups of
agents, either static or mobile, that communicate di-
rectly with each other through communication links,
wirelessly or over the internet. These networks are in-
herently characterized by a time-varying pattern of
interactions among agents, often accompanied by a dy-
namic set of participants, where new agents may join
while others leave, forming what are known as open net-
works [1, 2] or open multi-agent systems (OMAS) [3–
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7]. An unstructured peer-to-peer network [8] for file-
sharing over the internet also falls under this scenario.
An important application is that of multi-robot systems
or swarms, where the networks of robots may change
in composition and size while executing tasks. How-
ever, most theoretical results do not account for this
scenario, instead focusing on static cases or changes
that occur only due to failures or faults [9]. Few stud-
ies address connectivity maintenance [10–12] in such
open networks. Another important application consists
in the networks of IoT devices involved in distributed
control, optimization and monitoring tasks, for instance
for energy management in residential areas [13, 14].
These networks of devices coordinate themselves in
distributed fashion to preserve user data privacy and
need to maintain unstructured peer-to-peer networks
for exchanging information required to achieve global
objectives, such as demand response or demand-side
management programs. Other important applications
include maintenance of sensor networks [15, 16], opti-
mization and learning over networks [17, 18], majority
and practical consensus [19, 20], and so on.

A critical task in OMAS is preventing network discon-
nection into disjoint components as the topology changes
due to the arbitrary decisions of participating agents.
Such disruptions hinder information flow and, in turn,
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compromise the functioning of algorithms that rely on
network connectivity. Agents and their interconnections
are typically modeled using graph theory, where nodes
represent agents and edges denote their point-to-point
interactions. Graph connectivity is quantified using vari-
ous metrics, primarily based on the minimum number of
nodes and edges required to disconnect the graph. Key
measures include algebraic connectivity and the Fiedler
eigenvector [21, 22], the Kirchhoff index [23–25], and the
edge/node expansion ratio [26]. Algorithms designed to
improve graph connectivity based on various measures
have recently gained significant attention [27–31]. A sim-
ple way to improve connectivity is by adding edges, but
this is often impractical when edges represent virtual
or physical links between agents [32]. Random regular
graphs represent an interesting class of graphs that score
high on several connectivity measures while maintain-
ing a low number of edges [33, 34]. A graph is k-regular
if every node has exactly k-connections, and it is classi-
fied as random if it is selected uniformly at random from
the set of all k-regular graphs with the same number of
nodes. Yazıcıoğlu et al. developed a distributed proto-
col enabling the agents to open and close connections
between them in a way that the graph topology is iter-
atively reshaped into a random regular graph [35, 36].
More precisely, their algorithm works for any connected
graph with an initial average degree davg > 2 and al-
lows to construct a random k-regular graph with a reg-
ularity degree such that k ∈ [davg, davg + 2]. Dashti et
al. introduced another algorithm to construct an inexact
random k-regular graph—where all but one node have
degree equal to k—which allows for an arbitrary choice
of the degree k and with a faster convergence rate [37],
at the cost of not ensuring connectivity maintenance.

The main contribution of this paper is the design
and characterization of two distributed protocols that
continuously self-organize a network, by local modifica-
tion of the graph topology, to boost its connectivity:

• Protocol 1 enables the construction of random k-
regular graphs with arbitrary degree k ∈ N, while
maintaining connectivity;

• Protocol 2 generates approximate k-regular graphs,
in which each node’s degree lies within [k, k + 1].
This protocol offers improved performance—with
respect to Protocol 1—in terms of the number of
edge additions and removals needed to reach the de-
sired topology, but it does not guarantee the preser-
vation of connectivity 2 .

By achieving the desired topology, both protocols in-
crease the algebraic connectivity of the Laplacian matrix
to at least k−2

√
k − 1, where k ∈ N is a freely chosen de-

sign parameter. Numerical simulations corroborate the
theoretical findings, showing how both protocols are able
to reduce algebraic connectivity degradation in OMAS
while handling high-frequency node join or leave events.

2 A preliminary version of this manuscript appeared in [38].

Structure of the paper. Preliminaries are introduced
in Section 2. In Section 3, two distributed protocols are
proposed to control the algebraic connectivity of a graph
by rewiring its topology. Section 4 presents numerical
simulations that validate the proposed protocols and
compare them with the state-of-the-art. Concluding re-
marks are provided in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries on graph theory and networks

A multi-agent system (MAS) with n ∈ N agents is mod-
eled by an undirected graph G = (V, E), where V =
{1, . . . , n} represents the agents in the network, and
E ⊆ V×V represents bidirectional communication chan-
nels among the agents. A path between two nodes i
and j is a sequence of adjacent edges, and the graph
is said to be connected if there exists a path between
every pair of nodes. Two nodes are neighbors if they
share an edge, with the neighborhood of node i given by
Ni = {j ∈ V : (i, j) ∈ E}.
The degree of node i is defined as di = |Ni|, which leads
to the following definitions for the minimum, maximum,
and average degrees of the graph: dmin(G) = mini∈V di,
dmax(G) = maxi∈V di, davg(G) = 1

n

∑
i∈V di. The struc-

ture of the graph is captured by the degree ma-
trix D = diag(d1, . . . , dn) and the adjacency matrix
An = {ai,j} ∈ {0, 1}n×n, where ai,j = 1 if and only
if (i, j) ∈ E . Denote the eigenvalues of An by µi and
those of the Laplacian matrix Ln = D−An by λi; both
sequences are assumed to be sorted in ascending order
(i.e., µi ≤ µi+1 and λi ≤ λi+1 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1).
The second smallest Laplacian eigenvalue, λ2, is the
algebraic connectivity of the graph.

We now formally define the class of random k-regular
graphs with k ∈ N, along with the notion of approxi-
mate k-regular graphs exploited in this manuscript [38].
Note that a k-regular graph may exist if and only if the
product nk is even, whereas approximate regular graphs
exist for any pair k, n such that k < n.

Definition 1 [38, Def. 1-3]LetG∆
n,k be the class of undi-

rected graphs on n whose node degrees lie in the interval
[k, k + ∆], where n, k,∆ ∈ N and k ∈ [1, n − 1]. Then,
for any graph G ∈ G∆

n,k, we say that:

• G is “k-regular” if ∆ = 0;
• G is “approximate k-regular” if ∆ = 1;
• G is “random” if it is uniformly chosen from G∆

n,k.

If a graph is k-regular, the eigenvalues of the Laplacian
matrix equal those of the adjacency matrix with inverted
sign and shifted by k. As known, a random k-regular
graph, has the largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix
An equal to k. All the other eigenvalues, as proved by
Friedman [34], are bounded by 2

√
k − 1 with high prob-

ability—the probability that the second-largest eigen-
value does not exceed the bound tends to 1 for large val-
ues of k—when the graph is picked at random among
all k-regular graphs. After recalling the concept of high
probability, as commonly employed in the analysis of ran-
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domized algorithms [39], we summarize the correspond-
ing results in Proposition 3.

Definition 2 [39] Let p(m) be the probability of occur-
rence of an event that depends on a parameter m ≥ 0.
We say that the event occurs with high probability if
limm→∞ p(m) = 1.

Proposition 3 [34, Th. 1.1] Given a connected random
k-regular graph with n nodes, it holds:

• the eigenvalues µ1 ≤ · · · ≤ µn of its adjacency ma-
trix An satisfy µn = k and max{|µn−1|, |µ1|} ≤
2
√
k − 1 with (sublinear) high probability given by

p(n) = 1−O
(
n−

√
k
)
;

• the second smallest eigenvalue λ2 of the Laplacian
matrix Ln (i.e., the algebraic connectivity of the
corresponding graph) satisfies λ2 ≥ λ2,lb := k −
2
√
k − 1 with high probability p(n) = 1−O

(
n−

√
k
)
.

In this work, we consider unstructured networks whose
graph topology is not fixed but may change over time.
In particular, we allow agents to perform local modifica-
tions by opening or closing communication channels with
other agents. These events occur at discrete times in-
dexed by t = 0, 1, 2, . . ., thus giving rise to a time-varying
graph G(t) = (V, E(t)), with a fixed set of nodes and a
time-varying set of edges. We call this a random graph
process (RGP)which, starting with an initial graph G(0),
generates a sequence of graphs {G(0),G(1),G(2), . . .}.
By construction, the graph G(t + 1) generated at time
t+1 depends only on G(t); however, from a given graph
G(t), several different graphs may be generated, each
with a different probability. An RGP can generate only
a finite set of graphs since the number of nodes is finite
and equal to n, denoted by Gn. One can associate to an
RGP a finite discrete-timeMarkov chainM = (X , P, π0)
such that a walk in X corresponds to a realization of
the RGP, where X is the finite set of states represent-
ing all the possible graphs with n nodes, i.e., each state
Xi ∈ X uniquely corresponds to a graph in Gi ∈ Gn;
P is the transition probability matrix representing the
probability of transitioning from one state to another,
i.e., pi,j ∈ [0, 1] represents the probability of generat-
ing graph Gj from Gi; π0 is the initial probability dis-
tribution, i.e., π0(i) = 1 if G(0) = Gi, X(0) = Xi and
π0(i) = 0 otherwise. With this notation, a sequence of
states {X(0), X(1), X(2), . . .} corresponds to a sequence
of graphs {G(0),G(1),G(2), . . .}. A subset ofX is called a
component if all states within it are recurrent, i.e., from
any state in the component it is possible to reach all oth-
ers. A component Xabs ⊆ X is defined as absorbing if no
state outside Xabs can be reached from any state within
Xabs, i.e., for every i ∈ Xabs and every j /∈ Xabs, pi,j = 0.

Property 4 [40, Sec. 1.3] Let (X , P, π0) be a Markov
chain with only one absorbing component Xabs ⊆ X .
A sequence of states X(t) almost surely hits Xabs in fi-
nite time and remains within it at subsequent times, i.e.,
Prob (∃t⋆ > 0, ∀t ≥ t⋆ : X(t) ∈ Xabs) = 1.

An absorbing component is said to be ergodic if it is
aperiodic, i.e., the maximum common divisor among the
lengths of all cycles within it is one. A Markov chain is
ergodic if it has a single ergodic component.

Property 5 [40, Sec. 1.7] Given an ergodic Markov
chain (X , P, π0), there exists a stationary probability
distribution πs : X 7→ [0, 1] such that the probability
that the chain is in state Xi ∈ X is equal to πs(i), i.e.,
limt→∞ Prob(X(t) = Xi) = πs(i), ∀Xi ∈ X .
We are now in the position to formally define the concept
of uniform k-regularity for RGPs, which clarifies what
kinds of graphs are of interest in this paper: a uniformly
k-regular RGP generates connected random k-regular
graphs as t→∞ according to Definition 1.

Definition 6 An RGP whose initial graph G(0) is con-
nected with n nodes is said to be “uniformly k-regular” if
the associated Markov chainM = (X , P, π0) is ergodic
with X ⋆ ⊆ X , where each state Xi ∈ X ⋆ uniquely corre-
sponds to a connected k-regular graph, and the stationary
probability distribution πs satisfies πs(i) = |X ⋆|−1 for all
Xi ∈ X ⋆.

3 Problem statement and proposed protocols

This research studies the problem of controlling the alge-
braic connectivity λ2(t) of the network’s graph G(t) such
that it is made and maintained arbitrarily large, mak-
ing the network more resilient against disconnections.
To this end, two distributed protocols are proposed to
dynamically reshape the network’s graph by allowing
the agents to open and close communication channels.
As a result, the topology tends toward that of random
k-regular graphs, which enjoy high values of the alge-
braic connectivity—at least λ2(t) ≥ k − 2

√
k − 1 in the

limit as n→∞ (see Proposition 3). As k is a free design
parameter, the protocols are thus able to increase and
maintain the algebraic connectivity above any desired
threshold.

The two proposed protocols are:

• In Protocol 1, we detail the functioning of the
distributed Coordinated Formation Of Random k-
REGular connected Graphs (CFOR-REG) Proto-
col (see Section 3.1). This protocol, which exploits
coordination between pairs of neighboring agents,
is proven to steer the network topology toward a
random k-regular graph;
• In Protocol 2, we describe the distributed Unco-
ordinated Formation of Approximate k-REGular
Graphs (UFA-REG) Protocol (see Section 3.2).
This protocol, which only relies on independent de-
cision of the agents thereby benefiting from an eas-
ier communication scheme, is proven to shape the
network topology into an approximate k-regular
graph. Moreover, empirical results show that its
algebraic connectivity well approximate that of
random regular graphs.
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3.1 Distributed formation of connected random k-
regular graphs via the CFOR-REG Protocol

This section presents the CFOR-REG Protocol detailed
in Protocol 1, which allows for the distributed formation
of a random k-regular graph exploiting coordination be-
tween neighboring agents, where k is an arbitrary even
natural number. At each iteration t = 1, 2, 3, . . ., each
node is active with probability 1 − ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and picks
one of its neighbors j ∈ Ni uniformly at random. Active
nodes broadcast to their neighbors information about
their degree and which neighbor they picked randomly;
thus each node i can build the list of nodes Ri that have
randomly picked i, i.e., Ri = {j ∈ Ni : j picked i}, for
all i ∈ V. Each matched pair (i, j) such that i ∈ Rj

and j ∈ Ri, ordered such that di ≥ dj , has at its dis-
posal the set of operations displayed in Figure 1, where
operations labeled with A, R, M , and S denote the ad-
dition, removal, move, and swap of some edges, respec-
tively. These operations are executed by randomly se-
lecting one of the following rules:

• Rule 1: if |Ri| ≥ 2 and |Rj | ≥ 2, the pair attempts
to swap two neighbors by executing operation (S)
to randomize the edges in the graph;

• Rule 2: if di > dj and |Ri| ≥ 2, the pair either at-
tempts (with probability 1−β) to move an edge by
executing operation (M) in order to balance the de-
grees of the nodes, or attempts (with probability β)
to add an edge by executing operation (A1);

• Rule 3: if di > dj and |Ri| ≥ 2, the pair attempts
(with probability β) to remove an edge by executing
operation (R1);

• Rule 4: the pair either removes an edge by execut-
ing operation (R2) if they have at least one common
neighbor h and both have degrees greater than k,
or adds an edge via operation (A2) if di < k and a
private neighbor of node j has a degree less than k.

(S)

(M)

(A1)

(R1)

(R2)

(A2)

Fig. 1. Rules and operations of the CFOR-REG Protocol:
the degree of the red nodes decreases, while the degree of
the green nodes increases.

Protocol 1: CFOR-REG
Input: A connected graph G = (V, E), ϵ, β ∈ (0, 1),

and the desired integer degree k ≥ 2
Output: A random k-regular graph
for t = 1, 2, 3, . . . do

Each node i ∈ V activates with probability 1− ϵ;
Each active node i ∈ Va picks a random j ∈ Ni;
For each node i∈V let Ri={j∈Ni :j picked i} ;
foreach (i, j) s.t. i ∈ Rj, j ∈ Ri, di ≥ dj do

i picks at random a rule r ∈ {r1, r2, r3, r4};
if r = r1, |Ri| ≥ 2, |Rj | ≥ 2 then // Rule 1

i picks at random a node h ∈ Ri \ {j};
j picks at random a node f ∈ Rj \ {i};
if (i, f) /∈ E , (j, h) /∈ E then
E ← (E \ {(i, h), (j, f)}) ∪ {(i, f), (j, h)};

else if r = r2, di > dj , |Ri| ≥ 2 then// Rule 2

i picks at random a node h ∈ Ri \ {j};
if (j, h) /∈ E then

i picks at random a value β
′ ∈ [0, 1];

if β
′
> β then
E ← (E \ {(i, h)}) ∪ {(j, h)};

else
E ← E ∪ {(j, h)};

else if r = r3, di > dj , |Ri| ≥ 2 then// Rule 3

i picks at random a value β
′ ∈ [0, 1];

if β
′
> 1− β then

i picks at random a node h ∈ Ri \ {j};
if (j, h) ∈ E then
E ← E \ {(i, h)}

else if r = r4 then // Rule 4

if di > k, dj > k,Nj ∩Ni ̸= ∅ then
E ← E \ {(i, j)};

else if di < k then
Nji := {h ∈ Nj \ (Ni ∪ {i})};
i picks at random a node h ∈ Nji;
if dh < k then
E ← E ∪ {(i, h)};

Theorem 7 Consider an RGP due to the execution of
the CFOR-REGProtocol starting from a connected graph
G(0) with n ≥ k nodes and even k ∈ {4, 6, 8, . . .}. Then:
(i) the graph G(t) remains connected at each time t ≥ 0;
(ii) there almost surely exists a time t⋆ ∈ N such that

the graph G(t) is k-regular for all t ≥ t⋆, i.e.,
Prob(∃t⋆ > 0,∀t ≥ t⋆ : G(t) is k-regular ) = 1;

(iii) the RGP is “uniformly k-regular”, i.e., it generates
connected random k-regular graphs as t→∞;

(iv) the algebraic connectivity λ2(t) of the graph G(t) is,
in expectation, greater than k− 2

√
k − 1 as t→∞.

PROOF. Statement (i) is trivial, which can be directly
verified in a graphical way by looking at Figure 1, where
all operations result in a connected subgraph. Hence, the
entire graph remains connected.

4



Statement (ii) can be proved via Markov chain theory.
LetM = (X , P, π0) be theMarkov chain associated with
the RGP, i.e. X represents the set of all possible graphs
on n nodes; P = {pi,j} is the matrix whose elements
represent the probability of transitioning between any
two graphs; π0 is the initial probability distribution, i.e.,
π0(i) = 1 if Xi ∈ X is the state associated to graph G(0)
and π0(i) = 0 otherwise. Under this notation, statement
(ii) is equivalent to asking that the subset of states cor-
responding to k-regular connected graphs, denoted by
X reg, is the only absorbing component of the Markov
chain (according to Property 4). To this end, consider
any initial state X(0) /∈ X reg, which does not corre-
spond to a k-regular connected graph, i.e., 2|E| ̸= k|V|.
Since k is assumed to be even, and for any number of
nodes |V| = n, there is always a number of edges satis-
fying 2|E| = k|V|, a necessary condition for a k-regular
graph. For simplicity, let us denote the initial graph by
G = G(0), and the graph reached by a random walk on
the Markov chain after t transitions by G′ = G(t). Then,
either one of the following two cases may occur.
Case 1: 2|E| < k|V|, i.e., there are fewer edges than re-
quired, resulting in some nodes having degree less than
k. We prove that G′ can increase its edge count by con-
sidering the only two possible scenarios:
1) G is m-regular with m < k: then di = m for all
i ∈ V. Moreover, there surely exists a pair of nodes
(i, j) ∈ E such that Nij = Ni \ {Nj ∪ {j}} ≠ ∅. Note
that if Nij = ∅ for all pairs of nodes (i, j) ∈ E , then the
graph must be complete, i.e., m = n, which contradicts
the assumption m < k since k < n. Thus, an extra edge
can be added by executing operation (A2) in Rule 4.
2) G is not m-regular with m ≤ k: then there must ex-
ist a pair of nodes (i, j) ∈ E such that di > dj and
Ni \ {Nj ∪ {j}} ≠ ∅, i.e, i must have at least one neigh-
bor that is not connected to j. Thus, an extra edge can
be added by executing operation (A1) in Rule 2.
Case 2: 2|E| > k|V|, i.e., there are more edges than
needed, leading to some nodes having degree greater
than k. We now prove that G′ can decrease the number of
edges. By [36, Lemma 4.8], the execution of Rules 1–2–
3 can transform any graph G into a graph G′′ = (V, E ′′)
containing at least one triangle, i.e., there is a triplet
(i, j, h) such that {(i, j), (j, h), (h, i)} ⊆ E ′′. Thus, we
consider G′′ as the new initial graph and analyze the only
two possible scenarios:
1) G′′ is m-regular with m > k: then di = m for all
i ∈ V. Moreover, there necessarily exists a pair of nodes
(i, j) ∈ E such that Nj ∩ Ni ̸= ∅, since there is at least
one triangle. Thus, an edge can be removed by execut-
ing operation (R2) in Rule 4.
2) G′′ is not m-regular with m ≥ k: then either all trian-
gles have nodes with the same degrees, or there is at least
one triangle with nodes of different degrees. If the latter
case holds, then an edge can be removed by executing
operation (R1) in Rule 3. In the former case, we show
that any triangle whose nodes have the same degree can
be transformed into a triangle with nodes of different
degrees. Consider a generic triangle composed of nodes

(i, j, h) such that di = dj = dh ≥ 2. Consider the short-
est path from any node of this triangle to a node whose
degree differs from that of the triangle nodes. Without
loss of generality, let this path be between i and ℓ, and
note that all nodes in this path have the same degree
that is equal to di, while dℓ ̸= di. One of the following
two cases must occur.
(2a) dℓ > di: in this case, by executing Rule 2, node
ℓ can always add an edge from one of its neighbors to
a node on the shortest path, thus increasing its degree
and, in turn, shortening the shortest path from i to a
higher degree node. By induction, the degree of node i
can eventually be increased, i.e., the degrees of the nodes
in triangle (i, j, h) satisfy di > dj = dh.
(2b) dℓ < di: in this case, we first note that di ≥ 3
since i has two neighbors within the triangle and another
neighbor on the shortest path. Therefore, the neighbor
p of ℓ on the shortest path has at least one neighbor q
outside that path. Since dp > dℓ by assumption, by ex-
ecuting Rule 2 with operation (M), it is always possible
to remove the edge (p, ℓ) and add the edge (q, ℓ), thus
decreasing the degree of node p and, in turn, shortening
the shortest path. By induction, the degree of node i can
eventually be decreased, i.e., the degrees of the nodes in
triangle (i, j, h) satisfy di < dj = dh.
Hence, in either case, edges of the network can be added
or removed via the CFOR-REG Protocol until the net-
work reaches an integer average degree of k. Assume now
that the graph is still not k-regular, i.e., the set V>k

of nodes with degree greater than k and the set V<k of
nodes with degree less than k are not empty. Consider
two nodes i ∈ V>k and j ∈ V<k with minimum distance
δij ∈ N and the following cases:
(2c) δij = 1, i.e., nodes i and j are neighbors. In this
case, node i has at least a neighbor h that is not a neigh-
bor of j (as i has a higher degree than j). Therefore,
node h can perform the operation (M) in Rule 2 to re-
move the edge with node i and add an edge to node j,
thus causing both sets V>k and V<k to lose one node.
(2d) δij > 1, i.e., in the shortest path between i and j
there are δij − 1 nodes of degree exactly k (since we are
considering i and j of minimum distance). Let p and q
be the first two nodes in the shortest path from i to j.
In this case, node i has at least a neighbor h that is not
a neighbor of j (as i has a higher degree than j). Thus,
node i and its closest neighbor p on the shortest path
to j can execute the swap operation (S) in Rule 1 and
exchange neighbors h and q, thus reducing the distance
δij by 1.
Case (2d) can be repeated until case (2c) holds, causing
both sets V>k and V<k to lose one node. Thus, these sets
eventually become empty, i.e., the graph is reshaped into
a k-regular graph. Once a k-regular graph is achieved,
only the swap operation (S) in Rule 1 can be performed,
thus keeping the degrees of all nodes equal to k. This
proves that the subset of statesX reg corresponding to all
k-regular connected graphs is the only absorbing com-
ponent, thus completing the proof of statement (ii).
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Statement (iii), according to Definition 6, corresponds
to the case in which the Markov chain is ergodic onX reg,
and the stationary probability distribution (which ex-
ists by Property 5) is uniform. As proved in statement
(ii), once a random walk enters the absorbing compo-
nent X reg, only the swap operation (S) in Rule 1 can be
executed. This rule was originally presented in [41] as
the “1-Flipper operation”, in which it was proven that,
starting from any connected k-regular graph on n nodes,
in the limit as t→∞ this operation constructs all con-
nected k-regular graphs with the same probability [41,
Theorem 1]. This can be verified by noting that: 1) any
k-regular connected graph can be constructed, i.e., all
states in X reg are recurrent; 2) there is a non-zero prob-
ability of remaining in the same graph, i.e., the transi-
tion probability matrix of the Markov chain has strictly
positive diagonal entries and thus all states in X reg are
aperiodic; 3) for any two graphs G and G′, the probabil-
ity of constructing G′ from G is the same as constructing
G from G′, i.e., the transition probability matrix of the
Markov chain is symmetric and, in turn, the stationary
probability distribution is uniform. From 1) and 2), it fol-
lows that the Markov chain is ergodic on X reg and thus
admits a stationary probability distribution πs. From 3)
it follows that πs(i) = |X reg|−1 for all graphs. There-
fore, according to Definition 6, the RGP is uniformly
k-regular, i.e., it generates connected random k-regular
graphs as t → ∞ according to Definition 1, completing
the proof of statement (iii).

Statement (iv) holds because the RGP is uniformly k-
regular and the algebraic connectivity of a random k-
regular connected graph is bounded below in expectation
by k − 2

√
k − 1, see Proposition 3. 2

3.2 Distributed uncoordinated formation of approxi-
mate k-regular graphs via the UFA-REG Protocol

This section presents the UFA-REG Protocol detailed
in Protocol 2, which enables the distributed formation
of an approximate k-regular graph, and does not require
coordination between neighboring nodes. Consequently,
the “swap” operation (S) of the CFOR-REG Protocol
is not allowed now, since it would require coordination
between a pair of neighboring nodes. In order to let each
node locally modify the graph topology in a completely
autonomous way while avoiding conflicting actions, we
next introduce the concept of “ownership of a graph’s
edges”.

In this protocol, we restrict the ability of nodes to re-
move or add edges by assigning each edge (i, j) ∈ E a
unique owner (either node i or j). Thereafter, each edge
can be removed only by its owner, and the owner of
any newly added edge (i, j) is designated as the node
responsible for its addition. We model this scenario by
means of a directed ownership graph Gd = (V, Ed), which
is a directed version of the undirected communication

Protocol 2: UFA-REG
Input: A connected graph G = (V, E), ϵ, β ∈ (0, 1),

and the desired integer degree k ≥ 2
Output: An approximate k-regular graph
for t = 1, 2, 3, . . . do

Each node i ∈ V activates with probability 1− ϵ;
Pick at random a node i ∈ Va;
while di ≤ k − 1 do // Rule 1

for j ∈ Ni do
Nij := {s ∈ Nj \ (Ni ∪ {i})};
if Nij ̸= ∅ then

i picks at random a node s ∈ Nij ;
E ← E ∪ {(i, s)};
break // exit the for loop;

i picks at random a rule r ∈ {r2, r3, r4};
if r = r2, di ≥ k + 1 then // Rule 2

if Ni,out ̸= ∅ then
i picks at random a node j ∈ Ni,out;
if dj ≥ k + 1 then
E ← E \ {(i, j)};

else if r = r3, Ni,out ̸= ∅ then // Rule 3

Nmax
i,out := {j ∈ Ni,out : dj = maxℓ∈Ni,out dℓ};

i picks at random a node j ∈ Nmax
i,out;

d⋆ = max{k, dj − 1, di − 1};
N≤

ij := {s ∈ Nj \ {Ni ∪ {i}} : ds ≤ d⋆};
if N≤

ij ̸= ∅ then
Nmin

ij := {s ∈ N≤
ij : ds = min

ℓ∈N≤
ij
dℓ};

i picks at random a node s ∈ Nmin
ij ;

if dj ≥ k + 1 then
E ← E ∪ {(i, s)} \ {(i, j)};

else if di ≤ k then
i picks at random a value β

′ ∈ [0, 1];
if β′ > 1− β then
E ← E ∪ {(i, s)};

else if r = r4 then // Rule 4
i picks at random a node j ∈ Ni,out;
Ni,out ← Ni,out \ {j} and Nj,out ← Nj,out ∪ {i};

graph G = (V, E), defined as follows: for every edge
(i, j) ∈ E , either (i, j) ∈ Ed or (j, i) ∈ Ed, indicating
whether i or j owns the edge, respectively. With this
notation, the set of out-neighbors of node i, denoted by
Ni,out = {j ∈ V : (i, j) ∈ Ed}, is precisely the subset of
Ni for which node i owns the corresponding edges (and
can therefore remove them).

At each iteration t = 1, 2, 3, . . ., each node is active with
probability 1 − ϵ ∈ (0, 1). It then locally modifies the
network topology by executing one of the rules shown in
Figure 2 (on the next page), where operations labeled A,
R, and M denote the addition, removal, or movement of
edges, respectively. These operations are performed by
first applying Rule 1 and then randomly selecting one
from Rules 2–3–4, which are explained next:
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• Rule 1: if di ≤ k − 1, node i repeatedly executes
operation (A1) to add edges to its 2-hop neighbors
until its degree is at least k;

• Rule 2: if di ≥ k + 1, node i tries to remove an
edge it owns from an out-neighbor whose degree is
greater than or equal to k + 1 by executing opera-
tion (R);

• Rule 3: node i either tries to move an edge by exe-
cuting operation (M) to balance node degrees and
randomize the edges, or tries (with probability β)
to add an edge by executing operation (A2).

• Rule 4: node i relinquishes ownership of the edge
(i, j), with j ∈ Ni,out, in favor of node j.

We observe that, unlike the CFOR-REG Protocol, all
operations executed by nodes here are guaranteed to be
non-conflicting. The only scenario worth mentioning is
when two non-neighboring nodes i and j attempt to add
the same edge (i, j). This situation does not lead to a
conflict because the edge can indeed be added (albeit
only once), thereby allowing both actions performed by
the agents to succeed. Intuitively, these uncoordinated
and conflict-free actions significantly speed up the edge
mixing in the network when compared to the CFOR-
REG Protocol. On the other hand, the UFA-REG Pro-
tocol may suffer from possible (even though very un-
likely) disconnections and cannot ensure that the graph
converges to an exact random regular graph. Neverthe-
less, we provide an empirical validation of the algebraic
connectivity of the graphs obtained by the UFA-REG
Protocol.

(A1)

(R)

(M)

(A2)

Fig. 2. Rules and operations of the UFA-REG Protocol: the
degree of the red nodes decreases, while the degree of the
green nodes increases.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the algebraic connectivity for graphs
generated by UFA-REG with the theoretical lower bound
λ2,lb in Proposition 3 with k = {⌊

√
n⌋, 50, n/10}.

Theorem 8 Consider an RGP due to the execution of
the UFA-REG Protocol starting from a connected graph
G(0) with n ≥ k nodes and even k ∈ {4, 6, 8, . . .}. Then,
there almost surely exists a time t⋆ ∈ N such that the
graph G(t) is approximate k-regular for all t ≥ t⋆, i.e.,
Prob(∃t⋆ > 0,∀t ≥ t⋆ : G(t) is app. k-regular) = 1.

PROOF. The proof can be carried out in two steps.
Firstly, the minimum degree dmin among all nodes in the
network first converges within the interval [k,∞). This is
because if dmin ≤ k, then dmin cannot decrease while the
nodes execute the UFA-REG Protocol. If dmin < k, then
it eventually increases to at least k. The proof requires
the examination of all possible cases and it is shown
in detail in Lemma 10 of [42]. Secondly, once dmin ≥
k is achieved. It can be shown—examining all possible
cases—that if the maximum degree dmax ≥ k + 1, then
dmax cannot increase while the agents execute UFA-REG
Protocol. Next, it can be shown that if dmin ≥ k and
dmax > k+1, then dmax eventually decreases to at most
k+1. This is shown with the necessary details in Lemma
11 of [42]. Thus, all the degrees converge to [k, k + 1]
within a finite number of operations. 2

We now empirically validate that the algebraic connec-
tivity of a graph generated by the UFA-REG Protocol
is greater in expectation than the lower bound for a
random k-regular graph as characterized in Proposi-
tion 3. We run experiments on networks with an increas-
ing number of agents where n ∈ {100, 200, . . . , 1000}
and consider three different degrees of regularity
k = {⌊√n⌋, 50, n/10}. Figure 3 shows the absolute rel-
ative distance—averaged over 1000 different instances
of the problem—of the algebraic connectivity λ2 from
the lower bound λ2,lb, i.e., |λ2 − λ2,lb|/λ2,lb. The results
confirm that such distance monotonically decreases
with growing network size.

3.3 Validation of the empirical spectral distribution

We now validate the empirical spectral distribution
(ESD) of the graphs generated by the proposed pro-
tocols by comparing it with that of random regular
graphs. The eigenvalues µi of the adjacency matrix An

associated with a random graph G are samples of in-
dependent, identically distributed random variables. In
these terms, the ESD PAn

: R → [0, 1] of the matrix
An is an estimate of the cumulative distribution func-
tion P (x) : R → [0, 1] that generates its eigenvalues,
PAn

(x) = 1
n |{i : µi ≤ x}|, where |·| denotes the cardi-

nality of a set. In simple terms, the distribution P (x)
is the probability that an eigenvalue takes a value less
than or equal to x, and the ESD PAn(x) is an approx-
imation of this probability given the realization An.
Moreover, by the strong law of large numbers, the ESD
PAn(x) almost surely converges to P (x) for n → ∞.
Another important concept is the relative likelihood
that an eigenvalue is equal to a specific value, which is
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given by the probability density function ρ : R → R,
defined by limn→∞ PAn(x) = P (x) =

∫ x

−∞ ρ(x)dx. A
first important characterization of the ESD of random
k-regular graph has been provided by McKay in [43],
building upon [44], by considering the case of a fixed
degree of regularity k in the limit of n→∞.

Proposition 9 Let An be the adjacency matrix of a
random k-regular connected graph with n nodes. When
n → ∞, the ESD of the normalized adjacency matrix
Aσ = An/σ with σ =

√
k − 1 approaches the distribution

with density ρk(x) =
k2−k

2π(k2−kx2+x2)

√
4− x2 for |x| ≤ 2.

It can be verified that when also k →∞, the ESD of Aσ

in Proposition 9 converges to a distribution with semi-
circle density, which is commonly known as theWigner’s
semicircle law [45].

Fig. 4. ESD histogram of the normalized adjacency matrix
of graphs with 1000 nodes generated by (left) CFOR-REG
and (right) UFA-REG : the curve represents the density ρk
expected for large regular graphs n → ∞ (see Proposition 9).
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Fig. 5. Comparison with the state-of-the-art of the evolution
of (top) the algebraic connectivity and (bottom) the max-
imum/minimum degrees, against the number of added and
removed edges.

We run Monte Carlo simulations in large networks of
n = 1000 nodes and k = 10, for which the expected
spectral distribution is given in Proposition 9. The
comparison is carried out by computing the eigenvalues
of the normalized adjacency matrix Aσ and compar-
ing their empirical density distribution with the dis-
tributions characterized in Proposition 9 for random
k-regular graphs. Figure 4 shows the results averaged
over 10 different instances. It can be noticed that for
both protocols, the limiting distribution approaches the
distribution of a random k-regular graph according to
Proposition 9.

4 Numerical simulations

We now compare the performance of the proposed pro-
tocols with two other algorithms in the state-of-the-art:
Algorithm 1 in [37] which allows one to choose the degree
of regularity k arbitrarily but does not guarantee net-
work connectivity; and Algorithm 2 in [36] which guar-
antees network connectivity but does not allow an arbi-
trary choice of the regularity. Instead, it is constrained k
within an interval defined by the initial average degree,
namely k ∈ [davg(G), davg(G) + 2].

4.1 Performance comparison with the state-of-the-art

To make a fair comparison with Algorithm 2 in [36], we
consider a network G = (V, E) with n = |V| = 1000
agents, whose communication graph has an initial aver-
age degree of davg(G) = 49.2. Then, we set the desired
degree of regularity to k = 50, a high nodes’ activation
probability 1− ε = 0.99, and a low probability β = 0.01
of adding edges when not strictly needed. In this way,
the expected graphs generated are as follows:

• the CFOR-REG Protocol, which produces a ran-
dom k-regular graph with k = 50;
• the UFA-REGProtocol, which produces an approx-

imate k-regular graph with k = 50;
• Algorithm 1 in [37], which produces an approximate

random k-regular graph with k = 50;
• Algorithm 2 in [36], which produces a random k-

regular graph with k ∈ {50, 51}.
Figure 5 shows the evolution of the algebraic connectiv-
ity λ2 (top) and the minimum dmin and maximum dmax
degrees (bottom) of the network while executing the pro-
posed protocols and the algorithms from the state-of-
the-art. In order to make the comparison fair, we plot
these evolutions against the number of added and re-
moved edges, which we call “actions”: adding or remov-
ing an edge counts as one action, moving an edge counts
as two actions, and exchanging two neighbors counts as
four actions.

The numerical simulations reveal that the graphs gen-
erated by all protocols and algorithms increase their al-
gebraic connectivity λ2, approaching and then exceed-
ing the lower bound λ2,lb := k − 2

√
k − 1 = 36 for ran-

dom k-regular graphs with k = 50 (see Proposition 3).
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It can be noticed that the UFA-REG Protocol is the
fastest one, allowing the network to achieve the desired
algebraic connectivity by adding or removing fewer than
3 ·103 edges, while the other algorithms required around
3 ∼ 5 · 104 actions, which is one extra order of mag-
nitude. Moreover, the proposed protocols are also the
fastest to achieve an (approximate) k-regular graph, re-
quiring fewer than 5 · 104 actions, while Algorithm 1 in
[37] needs about 106 actions, and Algorithm 2 in [36] did
not converge to a regular graph even with 107 actions.

These results not only showcase the superior compu-
tational efficiency of the developed protocols but also
suggest potential benefits for energy consumption. Since
each action—whether adding, removing, moving, or ex-
changing an edge—carries an associated energy cost,
the significant reduction in the number of operations re-
quired by our approach implies a lower overall energy de-
mand. In scenarios where the energy cost per action can
be estimated, the reported methodology offers a promis-
ing route for energy-efficient network self-organization
in resource-constrained distributed systems.

4.2 Simulation in open networks

We now test the proposed protocols when the network is
an “open” network, wherein agents are allowed to leave
and join the network during the execution of the proto-
cols [4–7].

Figure 6 shows the algebraic connectivity of an open
network with initially n = 1000 agents and degree regu-
larity parameter k = 50, obtained by executing the pro-
tocols proposed in this manuscript, the state-of-the-art
algorithms from [36, 37], and a scenario with no self-
organization. At each iteration t > 0, we assume there
is a uniform probability p(t) ∈ (0, 1) for the join or leave
events, which increases over time according to:

p(t) =



1.25% if t ≤ 2.5 · 104,
2.50% if t ∈ (2.5 · 104, 5.0 · 104],
5.00% if t ∈ (5.0 · 104, 7.5 · 104],
10.0% if t ∈ (7.5 · 104, 1.0 · 105],
20.0% if t > 1.0 · 105.

(1)
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Fig. 6. Evolution of the algebraic connectivity λ2 for an open
network whose initial topology is a 50-regular graph with
1000 nodes.

In order to simulate a worst-case scenario, we let the
leaving nodes to be those that are most likely to reduce
network connectivity. To do so, we chose them by com-
puting the Fiedler eigenvector of the Laplacian matrix.
The sign of each entry in the Fiedler eigenvector indi-
cates the side of the partition to which the correspond-
ing node belongs when the graph is divided into two
parts based on this eigenvector. Thus, the nodes that
have the highest number of neighbors with an opposite
Fiedler eigenvector sign entry are typically at the net-
work’s “center” and their removal may split the network
with the highest probability. Instead, joining nodes will
directly establish connections with k = 50 agents se-
lected at random.

Figure 6 reveals that the UFA-REG is the best perform-
ing protocol, maintaining a high algebraic connectivity
over most of the process even when the probability of
join or leave events rises up to 10%, while all other al-
gorithms fail at 5%. Among the others, the CFOR-REG
protocol is the best performing, as it allows the network
to remain connected for nearly 7.25×104 iterations. Al-
gorithm 1 in [37] and Algorithm 2 in [36] postpone dis-
connection only until 6 × 104 iterations. On the other
hand, without self-organization, the algebraic connectiv-
ity quickly decreases and the network disconnects with
a probability of only 2.5%.

5 Conclusions

This manuscript presents two distributed protocols that
enable the self-organization of any network topology into
one with desired algebraic connectivity and bounded de-
grees, despite nodes leaving the network during the pro-
tocol execution. The strategy employed by the protocols
is that of steering the graph topology toward an (ap-
proximate) k-regular graph, where the regularity degree
k ∈ N is a free design parameter and the expected alge-
braic connectivity is at least k − 2

√
k − 1.
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[36] A. Yazıcıoğlu, M. Egerstedt, and J. Shamma, “Formation
of robust multi-agent networks through self-organizing ran-
dom regular graphs,” IEEE Transactions on Network Sci-
ence and Engineering, vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 139–151, 2015.

[37] Z. Dashti, D. Deplano, C. Seatzu, and M. Franceschelli,
“Resilient self-organizing networks in multi-agent systems
via approximate random k-regular graphs,” in 61st IEEE
Conference on Decision and Control, 2022, pp. 6448–6453.

[38] W. Zhao, D. Deplano, Z. Li, A. Giua, and M. Franceschelli,
“Resilient networks for multi-agent systems based on graph
self-organization into random approximate regular graphs,”
in 20th IEEE International Conference on Automation Sci-
ence and Engineering, 2024, pp. 2975–2981.

[39] R. Motwani and P. Raghavan, “Randomized algorithms,”
ACM Computing Surveys (CSUR), vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 33–
37, 1996.

[40] J. R. Norris, Markov chains. Cambridge university press,
1998.

[41] P. Mahlmann and C. Schindelhauer, “Peer-to-peer net-
works based on random transformations of connected reg-
ular undirected graphs,” in Proceedings of the seventeenth
annual ACM symposium on Parallelism in algorithms and
architectures, 2005, pp. 155–164.

[42] W. Zhao, D. Deplano, Z. Li, A. Giua, and M. Franceschelli,
“Algebraic connectivity control and maintenance in
multi-agent networks under attack,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.18467, 2024.

[43] B. McKay, “The expected eigenvalue distribution of a large
regular graph,” Linear Algebra and its applications, vol. 40,
pp. 203–216, 1981.

[44] H. Kesten, “Symmetric random walks on groups,” Transac-
tions of the American Mathematical Society, vol. 92, no. 2,
pp. 336–354, 1959.

[45] E. Wigner, “On the distribution of the roots of certain
symmetric matrices,” Annals of Mathematics, vol. 67, no. 2,
pp. 325–327, 1958.

10


