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1. Introduction.

1.1. Background. We address the problem of achievibgundary coveragavith a
swarm of autonomous robots. In this task, a group of robotst milocate themselves around
the boundary of a region or object according to a desired gordtion or density. We specifi-
cally consider problems afynamicboundary coverage, in which robots asynchronously join
a boundary and later leave it to recharge or perform oth&staspplications: mapping, ex-
ploration, environmental monitoring, surveillance, disai response tasks such as cordoning
off hazardous areas; collective payload transport, in ivttie group cooperatively transports
a load to a destination, for automated manipulation, asbgetdnstruction, and manufactur-

ing.

We focus orstochastic coverage schemes (S@8yhich robots probabilistically choose po-
sitions on the boundary. Our interest in SCS, as opposedéondimistic coverage schemes,
is motivated by the following reasons. First, they enableababilistic analysis of the graph
for different classes of inputs identified by the joint pdfrobot positions. Second, SCS al-
low us to model natural phenomena sucliRamdom Sequential AdsorptigRSA) [30], the
clustering of ants around a food ite(], andRenyi Parkind 6], the process by which a fleet
of cars parks without collisions on a parking lot. Lastlysulis from SCS allow us to ana-
lyze the distributions of robots with noisy sensing and attun, even though the underlying
coverage scheme may be deterministic.

1.1.1. Assumptions about Robot CapabilitiesWe assume that each robot can locally
sense its environment and communicate with other robotgbpeaDisk model of sens-
ing/communication. Robots can distinguish between otbleots and a boundary of interest.
The robots lack global localization: highly limited onbdgyower may preclude the use of
GPS, or they may operate in GPS-denied environments. Thtsalso lack prior informa-
tion about their environment. Each robots exhibits randastion that may be programmed,
for instance to perform probabilistic search and trackamsks, or that arises from inherent
sensor and actuator noise. This random motion producestairtg in the locations of robot
encounters with a boundary. For this reason, we refer toahlke asstochastic boundary
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coverage In addition, we assume the robots have sufficient memoryadie ertain data
structures.

1.2. Summary of Results.We devise a data structure to implement our coverage schemes
and we compute the probabilities of connectivity of varioagerage schemes.

1.3. Models of Boundary Coverage We consider a team of robot§%;} € [1...n] in
a bounded environment. Robots are provided only with their (perfect) odometriadiegs
and Wifi measurements, and a camera for detecting landm&geh robot is a disk of di-
ameterR, and its Wi-fi has a coverage radiusaf They have no knowledge of their global
positions or other means to localize. In the environmentiasqd a load in the form of a
thin line, called theBoundary#, which is colored black, distinctively from the rest of the
environment. One endpoint & is painted white.

Since the main thrust of this paper lies in the randomizetlyaiseof the network created by
the robots, we will make the following simplifying assungpts. All robots are synchronized
in time, with respect to a global clock. No robot fails in thmucse of its execution. Dealing
with failures, and determining the success of boundary @me in rugged environments
where Wifi may fail are issues to be addressed in our futuré&wor

To begin with, we consider point robots, for whiéh= 0 and thus the issue of inter-robot
collisions does not arise. Letof them attached toZ at a time instant € N [18]. Let the
position of roboti bex. Define the vector ofinorderedpositions to be(t) := [xl_,_n} T. It
will be convenient to make our computations if we sort thistee in nondecreasing order
to get its permutation = [xl_,_n] T, whose entry; is thei-th robot from the left, and not
necessarily the position &. Sincex; forms thei-th smallest of the entries ofx, it is called
thei-th order statisticof the positions$]. We may think ofx (andx) as the realization of a
PP in#", so thatx forms a point in#". Define the random variable associated witho be
Xi, and place all these rv’s in a vectothat defines the PP.

For convenience, we introduce two artificial robats= 0 andxn,; = s stationed at the
endpoints of4. Since connectivity deals with inter-robot distanceseipls to think of them
directly rather than in terms of. Define thei-th slack s to be the distance from; to x;, 1,
and theslack vectors g1 := x1:n11 — Xon t0 be the vector of all slacks. Analogous to the
rv's associated with positions, define the rg'snd the vecto8. We may think o as a point

in "1,

Now we introduce the notion of connectivity by defining@ammunication range € [0, .
Two robotsx; andx; are connected iffx; — x| < d. We model connectivity by a graj#i(x),
whose nodes arg (or X;) , and edges are formed by pairs of connected robots. Simte ea
node is a geometric positiof,(X) forms aGeometric GraphWe define a position vecter
to be connected if? (x) has a path fromg to xp,1, and disconnected otherwise. When robot
positions are chosen randomly, this graph becomes a Ran@om@&ric Graph (RGGY[7].

We will now make the transition from point robots Rssized ones on the boundary. Define
thepositionof a robot as that of its left end, so that rolfptocated at; occupies the interval
Hoi = [Xi,% + R]. The support of an attached robot position# = [0,s— R] (or a subset
of it), so that the robot does not fall of the boundary endpweia s. We define the position
vectorx of n robots to beeasibleif there are no interrobot collisions, i.e. each slacls at
leastR.

When arobot attaches to the boundary, it seleciatanval of the boundary of lengtR lying
completely within the boundary. We will generally be ableatustract intervals into points,
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and consequently think of a SCS as the choice of multipleoangbintson the boundary.
Formally, a SCS is ane-dimensional Point Process (PH)] realized on the boundary. A
special case of a PP involves robots attaching to a boundargdefined locations. We will
be interested chiefly in thRoisson Point Process (PPR)which robots attach independently
to the boundary, and its generalizations such asvthekov Procesg12.. The independent
attachments in PPPs make them easy to analyze; on the othey interactions between
robots are harder to handle and require generalizationBB§P

To simplify our analysis, we will first work with point roboia Sec.3which haveA = 0,
and consequently preclude inter-robot collisions. Paiftots are an idealization difite
robots which have nonzero diameter; they also provide liapfaroximations to the behavior
of finite robots whemA <« s. We will compute theconnectivity propertiesf each SCS that
we address, which include the probability of saturatioe, diistribution of distances to the
nearest neighbor, and the joint and marginal pdfs of robsitipms and inter-robot distances.

1.4. Problem Statement.We require the robots to perform the following tasks:
PROBLEM 1.
1. Form a connected network at the white endpoin#of

2. Attach to the boundary, forming a connected network, areca@s much of the
boundary as possible.

3. Efficiently the list of positions taken up by the teanvén
4. Be able to update the map efficiently as robots join anddelag boundary

5. Determine at any point of time the network graph, inclgdime following proper-
ties: coverage length, number of redundant robots (i.es¢hthat can be removed
without loss of coverage).

PROBLEM 2. Compute the network properties for a random attachmentesaen
1.5. Related Work.

1.5.1. Control of Multi-Robot Systems. Previous work on decentralized multi-robot
boundary coverage has focused on controlling robots to exgevto uniform or arbitrary
formations on a circled2]. In contrast to this work, we consider cases where therehisrent
and/or programmed stochasticity in the robots’ motion, amdobjective is to achieve robot
configurations withtarget statistical properties We assume that every robot has minimal
capabilities: no global position information, and sensimgcommunication only within a
small radius. Task allocation strategies that are suit@blsuch scenarios often derive robot
control policies from a continuum model of the swarm pogalatlynamics, omacroscopic
mode] in order to enable the control policies to scale with therswsize. Various stochastic
approaches to robot task allocation have focused on optigithe task-switching rates of
such macroscopic modelg,}, 21, 22, 26]. Macroscopic models have also been applied to
problems of robotic assembly of products, as well as rolsatitassemblyg, 17,23, 25).

1.5.2. Wireless Networks.Since our interest lies in getting a robot team to form a
connected Wi-fi network around a boundary, we will dwell onadstructures for routing
in Mobile Ad Hoc Networks IMMANETS [15]. However, our main focus lies in analyzing the
properties of the Geometric Graph (GG) formed by the muoltiat network. Our probabilistic
analysis borrows heavily from the formalismRdisson Point Processes (PPRY], a class
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of spatial stochastic processes in which each robot taksitigres independently of others.
The network induced by a PPP iRandom Geometric GragRGG [28]. When attachments

are required to beollison-freg, i.e. have no colliding pairs of robots, they are charaoter

by a Matern hard core proceds@P). These spatial processes and their resulting RGGs have
been extensively used in the wireless communication titeed12].

1.5.3. Computational Geometry. All our results that computp..,(G), the connectiv-
ity probability of ¢, involve the order statistical properties of the pdf gowegrthe attach-
ment of individual robots, called th@arent pdfsor parents for shortg]. The order statistics
of a collection of random variables$; ., are generated by sorting them in nondecreasing or-
der to get their permutation. The order statistics of uniform iid parents are the easgest
analyze; moreover,nonuniform iid parents of other formy ina readily converted to their
uniform counterparts using thgrobability integral transforni5]. We use the computations
in [8] to derive a pseud®-lower bound for computing..,(¥¢) for uniform parents ir??.
Further, we demonstrate that determinmg, (%) for arbitrary iid pdfs is #H, by reduction
fromaresultin,8].

The analogous computation pf,,(¢) for independent, non-identical (inid) pdfs is consider-
ably more complicated, and uses Bapat-Beg theorerfiL(]. This computation is governed
by a [?]. We show inSec.5.3by a reduction from the boolean permanent probl&htHat
computingpeon is #PH.

Our results for the Stochastic Coverage Scheme (SCS) imgpRenyi parking stems from
the work of Renyi P9 and Dvoretzky et al.§]. The Renyi Parking Problem (RPP) defined
in Sec.4has been extensively studied in the physics literature utidenameRandom Se-
guential Adsorption (RSA}Jhe process by which molecules get adsorbed onto a substrat
surface B0, 31]. The delay differential equation that governs the mean lmemof parked
cars is extensively analyzed i, B0]; moreover, B0] computes the asymptotic properties of
an interval tree that stores the occupied subintervalseptrking lot. To our knowledge,
however, there has been no analysis of the spatial protyattdnsity functions (pdfs) gen-
erated by the RPP. We derive an algorithm for computing tbfsuging results from order
statistics p].

2. Deterministic Coverage Strategy (DCS) forz. We will first provide a DCS for a
group of finite-sized robots to form a connected network witfiform inter-robot spacing
along a boundary?. This algorithm starts with a simple procedure, detailedlgorithm 1
below, that is guaranteed to make all robots join the samearkt Assuming there are no
faults,Algorithm 1 will terminate with all robots joining the network createg twbot%;.

In this MANET, everynode acts as a router. Once the robot team forms a connedtearke
after the execution oflgorithm 1, the ID of every robot in the network is determined by
flooding. This set of IDs is stored in the routing table of gusbot. Subsequently, one robot
(say,Z1) leaves the network to determine the lengtti the boundary using its odometry, and
then rejoins the network by following the boundary back $awhite endpoint. The maximum
number of robots that can possibly attactZds

s—R

(2.1) Nmax = LTJ

The minimum number of robots required to ensure connegfivit
S

(2.2) Mmin = [ -
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Algorithm 1
1: procedure FORM A CONNECTED NETWORKi, n)
2: state < EXPLORE

3 while Black Boundary not seeto
4: Execute Lawnmower walk

5: while White endpoint not seetio
6: Traverse#

7: if id =1then

8: Create Wifi network

9: else
10: while network not createdlo
11: Wait
12: Join Wifi network

13: state«— CONNECTED

Based on these limits, the connectivity of the robot netwallk into three categories:
Case 1 If n < nyjn, then at moshd of the boundary can be covered.

Case 2 If n € [nmin, Nmax/, then all robots can be accommodated, and can cover the Aound
entirely.

Case 3If n > npax thenn— npax robots have to be dropped from coverage. In this case, the
first nmax robots attach to the boundary, and the remaining are dropped

Robots subsequently take up positions that are spdagzhrt, so thak; = (i — 1)d, using
their odometry, with the white endpoint being considexge- 0. Afterwards, the robots can
coordinate to attach to, or detach frog#, This DCS can be easily adapted to any SCS as
follows. Instead of taking up equidistant positions, thieatcteam collectively samples from

a joint pdf of their positions o, and attaches to these positions in order. The initial step o
forming a connected network makes it easy to execute eith@rage scheme.

2.1. Determining properties of¢. The robots can use ti@ptimized Link State Rout-
ing (OLSR)protocol [L3, 14] to determine the connectivity, coverage length, and nurmbe
edges of¢ at any instant. OLSR is a proactive, table-driven routingi@col, each of whose
nodes maintains a table of 1-hop neighbors, which are foyrftbbding HELL.O messages
through the network. When a new node joins or an existing eaeds the network, a set
of TC (Topology Control) messages are initiated by the neighbbthkis node, flooding the
network with updated routing tables. Robots can deternfiagtoperties of the network as
follows:

1. Decide network connectivity Every robot floods the network with a message con-
sisting of its id and its position. The flooding of the netwiskleemed to stop after
a timeoutr, known to all robots, at which time every robot compiles ddaif robot
positions and id’s. From this table, the leftmost and rigbghrobot IDs,x; and
xn, are identified. Ifx; < d andxn > s—d, then the entire network is connected.
Otherwise, each robot deems the network to be disconnest@avaole.

2. Number of Connected ComponentsEach robot can determine its own connected
component from the routing table. If the connected compbakany robot covers
both end-points of4, then the network as a whole is connected. Otherwise, after
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a timeout period that is known to all robots, one robot (sé8;) detaches and tra-
verses the boundary, querying the nearest robots abouttir@ected components.
After one full traversal of#4, %, computes the total number of connected compo-
nents and updates. It subsequently updates other robdtsafumber in a second
traversal of%.

3. Number of edges: This is a variant of the approach for computing the number of
connected components. Each connected component may detdfra number of
edgesinitindependently of others. As befa,detaches and traversgsto query
the number of edges in each connected component, whichridgtleadcast to each
robot.

2.2. Creating and updating a list of robot positions. Each robot%; in the network
maintains data about robot positions along the boundaiyaridrm of aninterval tree[1]. If
this position data is too large to fit into the memory of a rolitawill keep track only of itsm
nearest neighbors, where the simés the maximum allowable size of the tree. The interval
tree handles insertions, deletions and search quer@dagm) time.

An incoming robot that wishes to attach4, say%n 1, will approach# and send a broad-
cast query to the network to determine the locations of sldlct are large enough for it to
attach. A subset of the attached robots will then respom@dto, with a list of slacks where

it may attach. Subsequentl¥,, 1 attaches and broadcasts its position to its neighbors, who
in turn update their position data. Likewise, an outgoingataZ; notifies its neighbors of

its impending detachment. The neighbors recompute thétirgsalacks, making note of any
disconnected slacks introduced by the detachmer#of They subsequently clea#l for
detachment, following whicl#; detaches.

2.3. Discussion.This section has presented only a high level view of the BGoual.
We have deliberately processor failures, asynchrony, aodyanity for the sake of simplicity.
A detailed discussion of these issues would distract fronobjective of analyzing/.

3. 1ID Coverage by Homogeneous Point Robotsln this section, we consider an SCS
driven by a Poisson Point Processes (PPP), in which eveoy attaches independently 8,
following the same spatial parent pdf. In other worispnsists of iid random variables, and
defines a PPP om. Specifically, suppose that the parent pdf and cdfgdie) and pF (x)
respectively, both supported e#. Then the number of points N falling on a subinteregb]
of % is a Poisson random variable with underlying pd{x):

(3.1) N(a,b) ~ Poi(A) whereA =, F(b) —pF(a).

We derive connectivity results for this SCS for a fixed teanm ofbots and then generalize
these results to a case of dynamic attachment and detach@aniprimary parameters of
interest are the connectivity properties#fX), namely the probability.., of connectivity,
the expected degree of a vertex, and the number of clusteos vehich . Subsequently, we
determine thepatial pdfsof X andS, both for connected and unconnected componeris of
We then apply these results to analyze tém@poral propertiessuch as recurrence times, of
dynamic scenarios in which robots attach and detach prhdtadzlly. [18, 19].

3.1. Geometric interpretation of connectivity. We interpretx ands as points inR"
andR™1, respectively. The entries afare nondecreasing, and thereby definepbsition
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simplex[19]
(3.2) P ={xqyp:foralli:1<i<n, we have that & x; < xj;1 <}
Likewise, all valid slack vectors, i.e. those that ariserfra robot configuration og8, have

entries whose sum is the boundary lengttbeometricallys defines a point on a simplex’
that we call theslack simplex18], given by

(3.3) 7 :={s:1"s=s, and0 < s<sl} =s- Ay,
where
(3.4) An:={s:1"s=1, and0<s<1}

is the canonical simplex iR". The vertices of” are

(3.5) V(&) =sIn1=5 [€1...&1],

whereg is the unit vector along thieth axis.Eq.(3.3)expresses” as a degenerate simplex,
with Lebesgue measure zeroi+1. For our computations, we will need to expregsin
full-dimensional form as

(3.6) S ={s1neR":0" <s and1’s<s},

by dropping the last slac,.1, which is determined by its predecessors. Observe that all
connected configurations, regardless of whether they &k fall within the hypercube

(3.7) A ={0<s<d1l"} =d-%,,
where%, is the unit hypercubf®, 1]".

A valid slack vector has to lie in the intersectior N # to represent a connected con-
figuration. Define theconnected regioras.# = . N ¢ and thedisconnected regioas
U =\ F. We show in [L8] thatd falls into three ranges,

[0, 727], for which.# = @ andpeon = 0;
(38) de (n_il’l)’ for which.# g 4 andpcon € (O, 1),
[1,00), for which # = . andpeon = 1.

We may express” as

(3.9) F={sine.” :s—d<1'sjpands<di’}.

The parent f generates the joint pds]
(3.10) fx(x)=n! f(zi)l 2.

1<i<n

over the the position simplex, whetadenotes théndicator functionover the region in its
subscript. This pdf is called the Janossy ptif][of the PPP. Changing the argument fram
to sgives us

(3.11) fs(sin) =n! _ f(y sj)ly.



We will compute the properties ¢f in the coming subsections, starting with,,. The for-
mula for finding p.o, provides us with a template for partitioning’ into regions that are
amenable to computing the following propertieséafthe number of connected components
of ¢, the coverage induced I, and the edge count &. While these quantities are nontriv-
ial to compute for RGGs of arbitrary dimensia?i/], there exist straightforward, if tedious,
algorithms to compute them for a single dimension. All thalg®rithms essentially involve
computing the ratio of integrals of the joint p&lbver a subset of”.

3.2. Probability of connectivity. The probability of connectivity.,, is the ratio of the
volume of the joint pdf lying over# to that overs:

Leb(S,.7) [z fs(s)ds

(3.12) Peon = Teb(s,7) ~ [, fs(s)ds’

where Lel§S,.#) computes the Lebesgue measure of the joint pafer.”. The denom-

inator is relatively easy to evaluate analytically usingyloantric coordinateslfi], while the

integral over% is harder to compute, since there is no obvious way to decemipoto sim-

plices. A naive algorithm that triangulates into simplices will take a long time in practice

whennis large. Instead, we may write LER.%) = Leb(S,.7) — Leb(S,% ), decompos&/
Leb(S%)

into simplices rather thagr [19], and finally computge,, = 1— Teb(5.7) "

This decomposition of7 will result in overlappingsimplices, whose measures we can com-
bine using the combinatorial approach described 8.

(3.13) v= U %),
ve{0,1}M {0}

where7/ (v) forms a simplex of sidés— d17v), with the vertices

(3.14) V(% (V) = (s— d1TV) [y 1 + V.

This expression is nonnegative when d1'v, so that only those vertices with at mogf, =

| §J d’sinthem need be considered. The vaiyg, is the minimum number of robots required
for connectivity, as well as the maximum possible numberis€@hnected slacks. We call
the simplex% (v) the compatible simplenf v. Compatible simplices overlap, so the sum
of their measures exceeds that#f We first decomposé/ using the inclusion-exclusion
principle (IEP) as:

(3.15) w=\Juww\ J %)

oddv evenv

where the (even or odd) parity @fis that of its number of 1-bits. We immediately have

(3.16) LebS%)= Y (~1)VLeb(S % (v)).
ve{0,1}n+1

Our remaining computations will rely heavily on the decosifion of . into % (v).
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3.3. Number of Components.A slack vectors has a single connected component iff
it is connected, i.e i € .. Each unsaturated slack $rinserts a new connected component
into ¢. Define the component counting function

ll1ifsg<d
3.17 cmp ;.7 — N with cmp(s) = -
( ) P W ns) Z {O otherwise

whereN = {0,1,2,...}. By definition, we have cmg n+1— 1Tv identically overZ (v). We
may then compute the expectation of cmp aveby writing . = 7 U.%#, and consequently
get

(3.18) E(cmp) =Leb(cmp.¥) = (—1)1T"'/07./(V>(n+ 1-1"v)fg(s)ds.

ve{O,l}”*ZlTvgnmin

3.4. Coverage Length.To determine the length of th& covered bys, we will intro-
duce thecoverage functioov(s). If sis connected, then its coverage length (®vs the
boundary lengtls. If shas a disconnected slagk a length ofs — d is left without coverage.
This motivates us to define cov by

n+1
(3.19) cov ;. — R with cov(s) = s— z max(s —d,0).
|

ComputingE(cov) over.” does not get simplified by the decompositigh:= % U .#, for
cov is non-constant ove . A straightforward integration gives us

(3.20) E(cov) = Leb(cov- S,.#) =s-Leb(S,.7) — Eilmax(o,a —d)fs(s)ds.

3.5. Number of edges of¢. We will define the edge counting function gdgover
positions rather than slacks. Given the position vegtahere exists an edge betwegrand
xj iff xj —x; < d. Accordingly, we have

n-1 n

(3.21) edg:Z — N, with edgx) := Zl Z 1—maxxj —xj—d,0)
i=1j=1+1

with E(edg) being the integral oEg.(3.21)over Z:

(3.22) E(edg — Leb(X, 2) — / Y maxx) —x) fr(x)dx.

'@i,j:1§|<j§n

3.6. Dynamic coverage with iid attachment.Now we will examine a strategy in which
the robot team dynamically attaches and detaches from tredawy, with their spatial attach-
ment pdfs being iid ow3.



3.6.1. Dynamic attachment.We first consider the case in which robots attach to the
boundary without detaching. One robot position is chosavaity time step using the parent
pdf , f until connectivity is achieved. We compute the expectee timtil connectivity, or the
expectedtopping timeof the SCS. To determine the stopping time, we consider thaesee
(pi)ien, Wherep; is the probability of connectivity with robots. Irrespective of the parent
pdf ,f, having more robots o% leads to a greater probability of connectivity. Consedyent
the sequencép;) is monotonically increasing on the suppprhin, ) and tends to unity ais
grows without bound. We also know th@gti<n, ., = 0. Consequently, the attachment process
will terminate (resp. fail to terminate) at> npi, robots with probabilityp; (resp. 1— py).
The probability of connectivity being attainediabbots is:

(3.23) _ 0 for1§|<nm..n
(1-pi-1)pi fori> nmin

Thus,T; is a generalized geometric random variable whose probabflsuccess in a trial is
distinct from that in its previous one. The expected stogfiime is

(3.24) E(1) = Z iTi.

i=Nmin

Sincep; > pn,,, fori > nmin, we expect quicker connectivity than that of a geometricicam
variable whose parameterpg_, ET <

~ Prmin

3.6.2. Stopping time of connectivity for Uniform parent. The uniform parent has the
special property th&is jointly uniform over.#, with each slack being identically distributed
(though not iid) as scaled exponentials of the farrExp(1). Further, theorder statisticsof
the slacks, represented by the vectpiformed by sortings in increasing order, obey the
relations pJ:

s n+11 s
(3.25) E(S|)—n—1]le n—_|_1(Hn+l Hi)
n+1 1
(3.26) Ys)=3 5

whereH, denotes the harmonic numbers. The longest stack has the expected value
S‘:‘”T*ll. To havesp;1 < d, we need% < %, which may be solved numerically to get the
expected hitting time of#. We may also estimateif n is large by approximatingl, with

logn, providing

log(n+1)

3.27
( ) n+1

d d
< = n= -W(=)) -1
<2 = n=exp-W(Y) -1,
whereW is theLambert W function

3.6.3. Dynamic attachment and detachmentWe now extend the results iBec.3.6
to a scenario in which we require robots to strike a balan¢eden forming a connected
network on the boundary and exploring the surrounding enwirent of the boundary. For-
mally, we are given that at every time instdaré R, a robot may be either attached to
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the load or detached from it; in other words, the robot hasvgpteal state alphabét :=
{A (attacheq, D (detached}.

PrRoBLEM 3. Design the rates of switching between states, with a guaeaoh the expected
amount of time that the boundary will have a connected né¢wor

To analyze the behavior of the robots, we introduce the teaiptate Nt) = [Na(t) Np(t)] T
whose entries denote the number of robots in stAtaedD, respectively. We assume that
the total number of robots is conserved, which implies that

(3.28) Na(t) +Np(t) = Na(0) + Np(0).
Now we suppose that robots change state per the chemictbresac
(3.29) A% D and D 4 A

whererjj, the reaction rate constant, is the probability per unietiof a robot in staté to
switch to statg. The populations of robots in both states evolve over time as

d —fap I'bAa }
3.30 —N(t) = N(t).
(3:30) N0 =0 Iy
At equilibrium, $N(t) = 0, and soEg. (3.30)yields
NA>f< 'bA
3.31 — =
( ) ND>I< r'ap

We solve foNax andNp* usingEq. (3.28)andEq.(3.31)

4. Uniform Coverage by Homogeneous Finite RobotsWe now consider SCS with
finite robots each of which has a nonzero diameRerUnlike the case of point robots, the
maximum numbeouf attached robots is finite and given by

S
(41) nmaX: |‘§J .
Collision-free positions are a realization ofMatern hard-core PH12], which prohibits
its points from lying within a threshold distance of eachesth The valid range fon is
[Nmin, max- Whend < R, every feasible configuration becomes a saturated onancaugn
to coincide withnmay. The casel = Ris of special interest to us, since it is an instance of
Renyi's Parking Problem.

PROBLEM 4. Renyi's Parking Problem g, 30] Cars of unit length park uniformly randomly
on a segment of length s, avoiding collisions, until no paglépace is available for the next
car. Analyze the pmf of the final number of parked chirs,

The mean number of parked cald\, obeys a delay integral equation with the asymptotic
solution

(4.2) lim EN = npc- s~ 0.748.

wherenpc is Renyi's parking constanp]. This result implies that we expect 75% of the
segment to be occupied by cars at the point where there is me rmom to accommodate
another car. An exact solution f@N leads to an intractables|-dimensional integralZ4).
Our SCS with fixedh and uniformly random attachments is a special case of ReRgrking
Problem in which N is trivial to compute. However, to our kriedge, there has been no
analysis of the spatial pdfs that are generated by the pakexdin this problem, which we
provide inSec.4.1
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4.1. Connectivity of Collision-Free Parking. We now formulate the CF equivalent of
the point-robot attachment iSec.3 Define thepositionof a robot as that of its left end,
so that roboR; located atx; occupies the intervdk;, x; + R]. The support of all attached
robot positions is#’ = [0,s— R], which ensures that no robot extends beyond the boundary
endpointx = s. We introduce two artificial robots afy = —Randx,,1 = s. Definex to be
collison-free (CF)iff

(4.3) 0<xg9, xn<s—R, andxj—xi_1>R fori=1...n,

and defineZ¢ck to be the set of CF position vectors. Likewise define the CBsuif.” and
the resulting favorable region by

(4.4) Fepi={se¥:R-1"<s}
(4.5) Fcri= SerNH ={sc .7 :R-1T <s<d-1T}.

Geometrically,“cr is a simplex with the hypercuboids< s < R removed. Reasoning as
in Sec.3 we havepen(¥) = Vol (Zcg)/Vol (Sck); however, we are unable to simplify this
formula further as we did there. The lack of a simplifying eegsion forp.,, means that
the computation 0p..n(¥) has to involve the triangulation offcr into simplices, a time-
consuming operation that we explicitly avoidedin.(3.13) Likewise, expressions for the
order statistics and slacks of CF positions are obtainedhtggiating the uniform joint pdf
over.¥ce instead of¥, as do the formulae for the properties@f

5. Complexity Results of SCS.

5.1. Computing pen for uniform iid parents. We now investigate the complexity of
exactly computing the integrals iqg. (3.16) We begin with a pseudB4ower bound for com-
puting Vol(.%), and consequentlyCON for the uniform parent. We will then discuss lower
bounds for non-uniform parents. Define the complexity thoproblenPCON(f,s,d,n) —
Pcon: with

Input: Parameters of SCS : encoding,df ;s,d € Q4 ;neN
Output: Probability of connectivitype,, € Q.+

Rational inputs and outputs are specified as exact reduaetidins; for examplsis input as
the pair(num(s),den(s)). Let PCON(U) denote that subproblem &CON over a uniform
SCS.

THEOREMS5.1. PCON(U) can be solved i2(n) and Q(nlogn) time.
Applying Eq. (3.16)gives us [L8]

(5.1) Vol () = SVt Vn'”“
(i 4 /n+1\ (s—kd)"Vn+1

(5.2) VOI(%)_k;(_l)k 1( ‘ )#
_Vol(z) ,  Mmin /n+1 kd, n

PCON = oI(7) _1—k;(—1)k 1( ‘ >(1—?) .

Proof. Upper bound:Eq.(5.1)is a possible solution fd?PCON(U); therefore, its worst-case
running time forms an upper bound fBCON(U). Eqg.(5.1)runs inO(nminlogn) time; its
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worst-case instances, which have ny,;, takeO(nlogn) time, which forms an upper bound
for any solution ta®CON. Note thatEq. (5.1)forms a pseudd* algorithm forPCON.

Lower bound:ConsidePCON(U) instances witls = g‘d, for which

1 n
(5.3) PCON:1—(n+1)-E:z1—E

The input size for these instanceQ¢glogn), but the output size is exponential in the input
size, implying anQ(n) lower bound for any algorithm foPCON(U). The upper bound
of O(nlogn) is off from the lower bound2(n) only by a polynomial in the input size of
PCON(U), implying that algorithms foPCON consume more time in outputting the solution
rather than computing it. The lower bound is an exponentiatfion of the input size, hence
PCON(U) € #EXP. O

Time complexity of computingl(.%): The /n in the formula for Vo[.%) makes it impos-
sible to provide a bounded decimal expansion to(¥0), hence the complexity of writing
down Vol(.%) is infinite, except whem is a square. Remedying this unbounded expansion

requires us to computéol(.%) - \/% for which the same bounds 8 ON(U) apply. The

same bounds apply to @ ) - \/%

5.2. Generalized Simplex Hypercube intersectionln the coming sections, we will
demonstrate that our problems afeHtby reduction from th&/HSP problem.

LEMMA 5.2. Define the problenvHSP:

Input: Parametersa;,,,b of the halfspace7 := {s€ R": a's;;, < b}, with a and b are
positive rationals

Output: Volume of intersection of with the unit hypercub® := [0,1]"
The solution to/HSP given by

(5.4) vmmmg):n!ﬁ ; (—1)YVmax((b—a's)",0).
i=1lve[0,2)"

is #PH. Equivalently, it is#PH to find the probability that a random point i satisfies a
single linear inequality.

It will be useful to redefine/HSP as an intersection between a half-space with unit coef-
ficients and a generic hypercuboid. Introduce the primetbbess := as, and note that
VHSP asks for Vo[.7' U¥”), where

(5.5) 7' :={d eR":17d <b} and
(5.6) ¢ = []00.a].
5.2.1. Nonuniform iid parents. We will now give an example of a nonuniform parent

whosep.,, is #7H to compute. For this purpose, defink-piecewise uniformK-PWU) over
a finite supporf0, L] as follows. Partition the support intononempty subintervals as

(5.7) [0,L] := [0,L4] ULy, Lo]... U[L. S
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On thei-th subinterval,f(x) is defined to be the constapt € [0, 1], which are chosen to
satisfyy pi(Li — Li_1) = 1, and consequentlyis a pdf on%.

THEOREMS5.3. PCON(nU) is #PH.

Proof. Given theVHSP instance with the dimensiom+ 1, having the hypercuboid” :=
Mi<i<n:1[0,li] and the half-space sutm LetL := S l;. Define the equivalent instance of
PCON to have the parameters

(5.8) S:= %,d:zl,andpfzzltiifxe[i,iJrl]

DefineY; ~, F(X) to be the probability integral transform &f. From the definition off;,

we have thalP(x € [i,i +1]) = P(y; € [0, 'Ei)]. It follows that if X is connected, thelif lies
within ¢”. Moreover\Y is jointly uniform on the half-space

(5.9) T'={yeR":y>0andy yi <s}.

Thus, peon = VOI(T' U%") /VoI(€”), from which the solution t&/HSP can be computed in
P time.O

5.2.2. Extensions offTheorem 5.3 We may extend heorem 5.30 more general par-
ents satisfying the constraints that:

d
(5.10) / pf(x)dx=1;, foralli=1,...,n, wherel; >0 andZIi =1
(i-1)d

SinceEq. (5.10)provides us wit constraint equations,f needs to have at leastparam-
eters to fit them, e.g. polynomials of degmewith arbitrary coefficients. More generally,
if f1,...,f, are arbitrary pdfs with unit supports, each having at least parameter, their
mixture

(5.11) pf(X) = fi(x) if xe [i—1,i)l 2, whereZ = [0,n+1]

may be fit to obeyEq. (5.10) Consequently, computir@CON for this mixture is #H.

On the other hand, problems with a constant number of passetil to admit such a reduc-
tion analogous tdheorem 5.3fail to be #°H even though they may not exhibit an explicit
formula for #°H. For example, we do not know a short formula for computmg, for
Renyi parking, as mentioned Bec.4.1 Nonetheless, the problem lacks sufficiently many
free coefficients to admit a reduction, and consequentlpisiiH. Likewise is the case of
nonuniform parents such as Beta, Triangular, and clippads§ian pdfs or4.

5.2.3. Robots with heterogeneous connectivity thresholddVe now consider &let-
erogeneousobot team whose Wifi adapters have different transmissawep, so thatZ;
has connectivity thresholdl. We call%; weaker(resp. stronge) than; iff di < dj (resp.
di > d;j). If di = d; we say that the two robots have equal power. Then the robabnleis
represented by the digragh whose directed edges are of the farm j iff %; can transmit
to Z;. In general, edges are not bidirectional, since a weakatngll not sense a stronger
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one, even though the converse holds true. Suppose wittginglgenerality that the's form
a strictly positive, non-decreasing sequence.

Consider a configuration in which the robots are arranged fedt to right in increasing order
of their index. A connected configuration satisfiesthel constraints

(5.12) Si-1, S <diforalli:1,...,|n/2], and in addition
Sni1 < dp2 if Nis even

In general, a connected configuration will have two distglatkss, s, each less thad.
Further, the connected region is the intersectiorvoWith the union of hypercuboids, each
of which has two dimensions equaldg and an extra dimension equaldg, if nis even.
Defines# to be:

(5.13) H = U |_| [0,&], where theg; are a permutation of thé.

The number of hypercuboids i’ is at mosin!, which is the case when all’s are distinct.
We will assume that thd;’s are distinct unless mentioned otherwise. Sig€as nonconvex
in general, so is¥ = 2 N.”. Whens s sufficiently large that alh robots are required to
connectit,# becomes the disjoint union af pieces, each of which is the intersection of
with one of the component hypercuboids#f. Then we have that VG ) = niVol (¥ N%"),
where%” is the hypercube with dimensiods x d; ... x dn x dn.

THEOREM5.4. PCON is #PH for heterogeneous connectivity.

Proof. Consider the odd-numbered instanc&/efSP in dimension 2+ 1, with hypercuboid
dimensiondy,lq,...,In,In,Ine1 @nd slack sunb. Assume that thg'’s are distinct. It is clear
that this instance 0fHSP is at least as hard as its counterpai®lhwith dimensions;, .. ., In,
and thus is BH. The equivalent instance sf= % +1 and(di)1<i<n = li/L, whereL = S I;
as before. The solution &fHSP is nown! p.,,Vol(%”), which is computable i time from
the solution ta®CON.

O

It is immediately clear that finding V) and Vol(% ) is #PH for heterogeneous connec-
tivity. With homogeneous robots# was more symmetric compared to its heterogeneous
counterpart. Exploiting this symmetry led to relativelyoshformulae forPCON and the
like. On the other hand a heterogeneous swarm is sufficiglirse that its connected
region be an arbitrary half-space. We pay for this expres&ss by making the connectiv-
ity problems harder. Computing.,, has a Fully Polynomial Randomized Approximation
Scheme (FPRAS), which samples a uniform pdf over a subsét of P, using the Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method.p]. Combining MCMC with Inverse CDF Sampling
enables us to sample arbitrary 11D pdfs ov&r This approach is sufficiently general that

it adapts to arbitrary joint pdfs ove#, in which case it becomes the Metropolis-Hastings

sampling B].

5.3. Inid parents. We will finally relax the iid assumption by assuming that piosi X;
has the parent pgffi, and is chosen independently of others. We denote the vetcparent
pdfs and cdfs byfi.n andpF1:n respectively.

THEOREM 5.5. PCON-inid, the version oPCON generated by the inid paren¥ ~p f1,
where each parent is supported g6, is #PH.
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Proof. We reduce a BH subset ofPCON(nU) to PCON-inid. Let the given instance of
PCON(nU) have the boundary leng= n+ 1, and the parent defined by the- 1 pieces
pfi:L_n= pi over[i—1,i], with 3 p; = 1. The equivalent instance BLON-inid will have 2U
parents and a boundary length= n+ 2. Define the-th parent, f/ of the inid instance to be

pi forx e [i —1,i]
(5.14) pfi =< 1-piforxe[n+1,n+2]
0 elsewhere of0,n+ 2].

Itis clear thai, f/ has unit measure on its support, and is thus a pdf. Furthbe driginalnU
instance is connected, then so is the inid instamcthe interval [0, n+ 1], with connectivity

on the last segmeriih + 1,n+ 2] ignored The unrestricted connectivity of the last segment
has no effect on the complexity of the probldin.
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