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Simultaneous Intermittent Communication Control and Path
Optimization in Networks of Mobile Robots

Yiannis Kantaros and Michael M. Zavlanos

Abstract— In this paper, we propose an intermittent com- or top-down approaches when a global LTL describing a
munication framework for mobile robot networks. Specifically,  collaborative task is assigned to a team of robots [10],,[11]
we consider robots that move along the edges of a connected as in our work. Bottom-up approaches generate a discrete

mobility graph and communicate only when they meet at the . .
nodes of that graph giving rise to a dynamic communication high-level motion plan for all robots based on a synchronous

network. Our proposed distributed controllers ensure inta-  Product automaton among all agents and, therefore, they
mittent connectivity of the network and path optimization, are resource demanding and scale poorly with the number
simultaneously. We show that the intermittent connectiviy  of robots. To mitigate these issues, we propose a novel
requirement can be encapsulated by a global Linear Temporal technique that approximately decomposes the global LTL

Logic (LTL) formula. Then we approximately decompose it . . .
into local LTL expressions which are then assigned to the formula into local ones and assigns them to robots. Since

robots. To avoid conflicting robot behaviors that can occur die  theé approximate decomposition of the global LTL formula
to this approximate decomposition, we develop a distributé can result in conflicting robot behaviors we develop a dis-
conflict resolution scheme that generates non-conflictingis-  triputed conflict resolution scheme that generates discret
crete motion plans for every robot, based on the assigned lat motion plans for every robot based on the assigned local

LTL expressions, whose composition satisfies the global LTL LTL . B iatelv introduci del .
formula. By appropriately introducing delays in the execution expressions. By appropriately Introducing delays in

of the generated motion plans we also show that the proposed the execution of the generated motion plans we show the

controllers can be executed asynchronously. proposed controllers can also be executed in an asynchsonou
fashion. In contrast, most relevant literature assumes tha
|. INTRODUCTION robot control is performed in a synchronous way [10],

Communication among robots has been typically modeldd1]- Asynchronous robot mobility is considered in [12] by
using proximity graphs and the communication problem iintroducing ‘traveling states’ in the discretized absti@t of
often treated as preservation of graph connectivity [f]-[4the environment decreasing in this way the scalability ef th
Common in the above works is that point-to-point or end-toProposed algorithm.
end network connectivity is required to be preserved for all
time. However, this requirement is often very conservative
since limited resources may hinder robots from accomplish- The most relevant works to the one proposed here are
ing their assigned goals. Motivated by this fact, in thigPresented in [13]-[16]. A centralized intermittent commu-
paper we propose distributed intermittent communication Nication control scheme is presented in [13] that ensures
protocol for mobile networks. In particular, we consider thattommunication among robots infinitely often but it does not
robots move along the edges of a connected mobility grajt¢ale well with the number of robots. In [14] a distributed
and communicate only when they meet at the nodes of thilgtermittent communication control scheme is proposed tha
graph giving rise to a dynamic communication network/€duires synchronization among robots, unlike the aproac
We design distributed controllers that ensure intermitterfieveloped here. Moreover, [14] considarsriori determined
communication of the network while minimizing at the samé&ommunication points while in this paper, rendezvous [goint
time the distance traveled between meeting points. We shée selected optimally, to minimize the distance traveled
that intermittent communication can be captured by a glob& the robots. [15] proposes a distributed synchronization
Linear Temporal Logic (LTL) formula that forces robotsScheme that allows robots that move along the edges of a
to meet infinitely often at the rendezvous points. GiveRipartite mobility graph to meet periodically at the veetic
such an LTL expression, existing model checking techniqué¥ this graph. Instead, here we make no assumptions on the
[5], [6] can be employed in order to implement correct b)graph structure on which robots reside or on the communica-
construction controllers for all robots. tion pattern to be achieved. On the other hand, [16] proposes

LTL-based control synthesis and task specification fof receding horizon framework for periodic connectivityttha
mobile robots build upon either a bottom-up approach whe@nsures recovery of end-to-end connectivity within a given

independent LTL expressions are assigned to robots [7]-[8[n€ horizon. As the number of robots or the size of the time
horizon grows, this approach can become computationally
This work is supported in part by the NSF awards C}$261828 and expensive. To the contrary, our proposed method scales well
CNS #1302284. . , to large numbers of robots and can handle situations where
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Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a team ofV robots that move in a workspace
W C R™ according tox;(t) = u,(t), wherex;(t) € R"
is the position of robot, i € {1,2,..., N}, at timet and
u,;(t) € R™ is a control input. Also, consideE locations 9
in W denoted by(;, j € {1,2...,L} located at positions
p; € W and pathsy;; : [0,1] — R™ that connect two (a) Mobility Graphg (b) GraphG
locations/; and/; such thaty;;(0) = p; and;;(1) = p;.  Fig. 1. A graphical illustration of the problem formulatioRigure[I(3)
e e ™" vt imol e e o e e skt o {1 51
undirected graply/ = {V, £}, where the set of nodes = ZH0 % o TRt R T, and T = (1,5, e ais
{1,2,...,L} is indexed by the set of locatiorfs and the represent communication points and the black dashed lisesebn two
set of edgesf C V x V is determined by the path%-j setsCrm and C, imply that there is at least one path; that connects
such that an edgé, j) € € exists if and only if a pathy;; g‘s’?orl‘ig?é%a“o” points; € Cp and £ € Cy. F'QUfelﬁ@ depicts the

. . grapgr.
exists. Hereafter, we caff a mobility graph and we assume
that the robots move along its edges to possibly accomplish
a high-level task; see Figufe 1(a). For example, robots may ¢ ¢, for allm e V. Such a requirement can be captured
travel along their assigned paths to monitor differentpaft py the following global LTL expression:

a region and then coordinate to transmit their measurements

to a user. The presence of a network allows the robots to .

transmit data in a multi-hop fashion, so that they do not have ¢ = Avme{1,2,... M} (DO (\/ejecm (AVieTmW/))) . (D)
to leave their assigned region. Applications of this framew 0 ) N _ _
involve distributed coverage, state estimation, or sliarete. Wherem;” is an atomic proposition that is true when rolot
In what follows, we assume that the mobility graghis IS sufficiently close tou;. In (@), A and Vv are the conjunc-

connected. tion and disjunction operator, respectively, whileand ¢
stand for the temporal operators ‘always’ and ‘eventually’
A. Intermittent Communication respectively. For more details on LTL, we refer the reader

to [5], [6]. In words, the LTL expression in](1) requires all
robots in a tean¥,, to meet infinitely often at at least one
communication point; € C,,, for all m € Vr.

We assume that the robotic team is divided inté
subgroups. The indices of robots that belong to the:-
th subgroup are collected in a set denoted By, m €
{1,2,..., M} while every robot can belong to more than one3. Discretized Abstraction of the Workspace

subgroups. Robots in a subgrolip can communicate only  \We can model the environment in which robotesides
when all of them are present simultaneously at a commaiy a weighted transition system (WTS) denoted by wiF@t
location/;. The location; where communication can take js defined as follows

place for the robotic tearf,, are collected in a s&t,,. This Definition 2.1 (weighted Transition System):

way, a dynamic robot communication gragh = {V..€} A weighted Transiton System wTS; is a tuple
is constructed where the set of nod¥s is indexed by (Qi,Q?,Aiy—H,wi,A,P,Li) where: (a) Q; =
rﬁbots; I.?.,Vc = {1’2’|’]:v} Fa].nd 50 g Vchx Vc IS hgfj}ijecm,VmESi iS the set Of States, Where a state
the set of communication links that emerge when, e.g., aq_j indicates that robot is at/,; (b) ¢° € Q; is the initial
robots in a tean/,, meet at a common rendezvous point’’ .. , . .

. . state of roboti; gc) A; is a set of actions. The available
¢; € C,,, simultaneously. Given the robot tearfis, a graph . g Uy i ) Ly

. actions at state;,” are “wait” and “go to stateg*” for

Gr = {V7,&7} is constructed whose set of nodés = evervk such thatl(' k) € Eﬂ(d) C O x A % Ql_ is the
{1,2,..., M} is indexed by the team,, and set of edges y I == ¢ .

. . . 7 transition relation; (e)v; : Q; x Q; — R, is a cost function
£ consists of links between nodesandn if 7, N7, # @ that assigns weights/cost to each possible transition i8.wT

see Figure 1(b)-We assume that t_he gréphs c_onnected N These costs are associated with the distance between two
order to ensure dissemination of information in the network l; . . : L
tatesg,” andg;”; (f) AP is the set of atomic propositions;

Furthermore, we can define the set of neighbors of nodzend () L; : O; — 24P is an observation/output relation
m € Vr by N7, = {n € Vr|(n,m) € £7}. Also, for iving the set of atomic propositions that are satisfied in a
robot i we define the set that collects the indices of alf

. .. State.
other robot; .that belong to common teams with robot In what follows we give definitions related to wj;Shat
asN; = {jlj € Tm,Vm € S;} \ {i}, and the set that

L _ we will use throughout the rest of the paper.
collects the indices of teams that robbtbelongs to as g pap
S; = {m|z € Tm, m € {1, 2,..., M}} IThroughout the rest of the paper, for the sake of simplicity assume
At a rendezvous poirﬂj € C,, communication takes place that the mobility graphg is corgstructed so that there is a path from any
. . ; j £

when all robots irf7;,, are present there, simultaneously. Therpcation £; to any £, wheregq,” € Q; andg¢;* € Q;, that does not
h icati is defined to beonnected over pass though a locatiof. € C,, for somem ¢ S;, for all robots:. This
the communication grapﬁc IS aen Vi assumption can be relaxed if we incorporate all commurinagioints¢;

time if all robots in 7,, meet infinitely often at a region in the set of state;.



Definition 2.2 (Infinite Path):An infinite pathr; of wTS;  7,,, which are coupled with each other by the conjunction
is an infinite sequence of states, = 7;(1)7;(2)7;;(3)...  operatorA. Specifically, we can writep = Acv, 97,
such thatr;(1) = ¢¥, 7(n) € Q;, and (ri(n),a;,7:(n + wheregr,, is defined as
1)) €—, for somea; € A;, Vn .

Definition 2.3 (Composition)Composition ofM infinite o7, =00 (\/ejecm (/\vz‘eTmﬂi])) ; 3)
pathst,, = 7, (1)7m(2)7m(3) ..., wherem € {1,..., M},

denoted byr — ®ym7y is an infinite sequence of statesand forces all robots € 7,, to meet infinitely often at at
defined asr = 7(1)7(2)--- = [r(n)];—,, wheret(n) =

least one rendezvous poifit € C,,.
n=1"1 . age .
(r1(n), 72(n), - .., Tar(n)). Given the decomposition of into local LTL formulas

Definition 2.4 (Cost):The cost of an infinite path; of ¢7,,, EVery roboti € Tm needs to deyelop motion plans
a WTS is Ji(r) = 200 wi(ri(n), 7:(n + 1)). Similarly, so that the compqsmon of plans, Vi € T, dgnoted by
the cost incurred by the composition of infinite pathsry;, 77 — ©ieT,,7: Satisfies the local LTL expressiagy,,, for
denoted byr = @yic(10..ny7 IS given by all m e_Si. In this way, we can ensure that the compos_mon
N v of 7, _Vz €{1,2...,N}, satlsfles_ the global LT_L expression
J(1) = Z Z w;i(75(n), 7i(n + 1)), (2) (@), since all local LTL expressiongr, are satisfied.
n=0—i=1 Motion plansrr, = ¢, Vm € V7, can be constructed
Definition 2.5 (Projection):For an infinite pathm = ysing existing tools from model checking theory [5], [6].
7(1)7(2)7(3) ..., we denote bylI|urs, 7 its projection onto  However, notice that constructing plang, andrr,, Vn €
WTS;, which is obtained by erasing all statesiinthat do A/~ independently cannot ensure that the robots’ behavior
not belong toQ;. in the workspace will satisfy the global LTL formulal(1).
Definition 2.6 (Trace of infinite path)The trace of anin- The reason is that the local LTL formulas-, in (3) are not
finite pathr; = 7;(1)7;(2)7:(3) ... of a wTS wTS, denoted independent from the local LTL expressions, for which
by trace(r;), is an infinite word that is determined by theijt holds n € N7, since they are coupled by robots’ state
sequence of atomic propositions that are true in the statgstheir respective transition systems. For instance, rassu
along;, i.e., trace(r;) = Li(7(1))Li(7:(2)) - . .. thatn € N, and that robot belongs to teamg;,,, and7,,.
Definition 2.7 (Motion Plan):Given an LTL formulag, a  Then robot is responsible for communicating with the other
wTS wTS both defined over the set of atomic propositiongobots that belong to teanis,, and7,, at a communication
AP, an infinite pathr; of wTS; is called motion planif  point in C,, andC,,, respectively. This equivalently implies
and only if trace(r;) € Words(¢), whereWords(¢) =  that the LTL expressiongr,, and ¢, are coupled due to
{0 € (2'7)*|o |= ¢} is defined as the set of words €  roboti through the atomic propositiong’, ¥¢; € C,, and
(2/7)~ that satisfy the LTL¢ and [=C (247) x ¢ is the /s vy, e C,. Consequently, generating plans, = ¢r.,
satisfaction relation. The relatiotlrace(ﬂ-) S WO]’.‘dS(¢) that ignore the LTL expressionzsrny Vn € N'Tm may result
is equivalently denoted by; |~ ¢. in conflicting robot behaviors, since the projection of roati
The problem we address in this paper can be stated asplans ;- and 7, onto wTS may result in two different
Problem 1: Given any initial configuration of the robots motion plansr; for a roboti € 7,, N 7,, n € N, . This
in the mobility graphG determine motion plans; for all  means that cases where a robateeds to be in more than
robots i that satisfy global LTL expression given ifil (1), one states in wTSsimultaneously may occur.
i.e., communication graply. is connected over time and  To circumvent these issues, we propose a distributed
minimize the total distance traveled by robots captured béﬂgorithm in Sectior =B that implements free-of-conflic
the objective function({2). discrete motion plans;, for all robotsi, so that the global
LTL expressiong is satisfied. These motion plans will be
constructed based on the prefix parts of motion plansi=
To solve Problen{]1, known centralized model checkqum, constructed in Sectidn II13A, for aln € S;.
ing techniques can be employed, that typically rely on a
discretized abstraction of the environment captured by A. Optimal Automata-based Model Checking
wTS and the construction of a synchronized product system Given an LTL formulagr, and the wT$ of all robots
among all robots of the network. As a result, such approaches- 7= 5 motion plantr. = ¢7. can be implemented
are resource demanding and scale poorly with the size gking existing automata-based model checking methods [5],
the network. Therefore, a distributed solution is pref@rre[G]_ First the weighted Product Transition SystefwPTS)
whereby discrete high-level motion plans for every robat CawpPTS: is constructed, which essentially captures all the
be computed locally across the network. For this purposgossible combinations of robots’ states in their respectiv
notice first that although the global LTL formulal (1) is nOtWTSi, Vi € T,, and is defined as follows:

decomposable with respect to robots, it can be decomposetefinition 3.1 (Product Transition Systemiven
in local LTL formulas ¢, associated with a robot team 17..| weighted Transiton Systems WJS
m k

IIl. INTERMITTENT COMMUNICATION CONTROL

0 .

i 0 iy —rig, Wi, AP, L, ), where i € ,
2A finite pathof wTS; can be defined accordingly. The only difference lggz’iqlkl’ é“" 11‘71 tk ’t';l ’ “?)ht d Prod k ¢ T Tf’tl.
with the infinite path is that a finite path is defined by an firgegjuence - 14yt | m|* e weignhte roauc ranS|_|on

of states of wTS SystemwPTSy, = wTS;, @ WTS,, ® --- @ WTS; . | is



a tuple (QTm , qOTm, A1, —7.  wr, , AP, LTm) where: is viewed as a weighted directed graph with weights assigned
(@Qr,, = Qiy X Qi x -+ x Q; . is the set of states; on each edge that are inherited by the function, . Then

(b) ‘IOTm = (q?l,qg, . ,q?‘m‘) € Qr, is the initial state; finding the shortest path from an initial state to a final state
(©A7,, = Aiy x A, x - x A;. | is a set of actions; and projecting this path onto wPFS results in the prefix
(d)—7,C Qr, x A7, x Qr, Is the transition relation part 77'°. The suffix part7$" is constructed similarly by

Avs (qikaimq/- ) q computing the shortest cycré around that final state.

aTm:<%1 ,---,ai‘Tm‘) , B. Conflict Resolution Coordination

ATm Tm 97, . . . . .

’ Ton L As discussed in the beginning of Sectlad 111, constructing

e , = ™ow; (1T , I . ; ; '

gf))j;m (igﬁyhgﬂrggt of gt:grﬁ}c Z[D(rokvggzilfigﬂgg' Jﬁai’fa;]j”): motion plansr, for all m € S;, for all robotsi can result

U,, e7, Li, is an observation/output relation giving the set" CO”“'C“’;Q rqé)ot Zer:avu_)rhs. Tﬁ overC(I)me this 'SSl:me_I’: we

of atomic propositions that are satisfied at a state. propose a distributed algorithm that resolves any coniircts
Next the LTL formula¢r,, is translated into a Nondeter- the robot behavior mtrqduced *?y the motion plansg, a”‘?'

ministic Biichi Automaton (NBA) oveRA” denoted byB- constructs free-of-conflicts motion plangs for all robots:

[17], which is defined as follows: ™ using the prefix partsf’® constructed in Sectidn TIIFA. The
Definition 3.2: A Nondeterministic Bchi Automaton general form of these motion plans is

(NBA) Br, over 27 is defined by the tupleBy, =

defined by the rufe

(QBva QOBTm ) 2"47)7 BT, ‘FB’Tm) where: (a) QBTm is i =7i(1)73(2) - - = [ri(n)]nta

the set of states; (b7, C Op,. is a set of initial states; =|X ... Xlwrs,pT,,, X ... XHlwrs, P,

(c) X =247 is an alphabet; (d}+5,, C Op, XXxQp, - _

is the transition relation; and (6§35, C Qp, Iis a set of X ... XHlurs,p5 ‘ ‘X.,,X] — [pﬂ . @

accepting/final states.
Once the wPTS wPTS, and the NBA By, that cor- such thatr; (1) = q?, In @]),p’%n_ is a finite path of WPT$,,

responds to the LTLp7,, are constructed, a motion Planwheremj €S; andj € {1,...,J|81-|}. Also, X stands for a

1., | ¢7,, can be found by checking the non-emptinesgpite path in which robot waits at its current state in w§S

of the language of théroduct Hichi Automaton(PBA) |5 @), the concatenation of the pathsandpk. ,Vm; € S,
Pr. =wPTSr, ® By, [5], which is defined as follows: i

Definition 3.3 (Product Bchi Automaton):
Given the product transition system wPIS =
(97...4% . At,.,— 7., wr,,AP,L1,) and the NBA

gives rise to the finite path?. Hereafter, the:-th finite path
in p¥ is denoted by"“ wherel < e < ¢, where( stands for
the number of finite paths that appearpifi The parameter
¢ is a priori selected to b& = max {dTm}f\,’le + 1 for all

Br, = (2587, QOBTm’2A7)’_)BTm"FBTm)’ the Product  ropots, whereds, denotes the degree of vertex in the
Blchi Automaton(PBA) Pr,, = WPTSy, ® By, is graphGr. This particular choice for the parameteensures
a tuple (Qme, Q%Tm,—mm,}‘pm where: (a) the construction of free-of-conflict motion plans, as itlwil
Qp, = OQr, x Qp, is the set of states; (b) shown in Propositioi_3l6. Moreover, we denote ()

Q) =¢% xQ% isasetofinitial states; (c}—p, C then-th state in the finite patp, e.g..pi(1) = pi (1) =

Qp, xAr, x QAP o Qp,. is the transition relation defined 7:(1) = qz(-_), .by construction of;. The same notation extends
- Ly (qﬁ) / to the infinite pathr;.
<qu —’"")qﬂn)A (qBTm —>q3m) In what follows we first describe the construction of the
: finite pathSkam‘ and then we show how these finite paths
qu:(qu’qB_m)APTm q}Tm:_(q%r_uqﬁaTm) are ordered m?of giving rise to a free-of-conflict motion
(d) Fpy, = Qr, % Fpy,, Is a set of accepting/final states. plan r. First, for the finite pathp’- it holds thatph =
To check the non-emptiness of the language F&f, prek i "
denoted byLp, = trace(WPTSr, )N Lp, andtofind 7w’ _ _
the motion plan that both satisfies-, and at the same time T%,Lj = ¢7,,, constructed as per Sectign Ill-A. The index
minimizes.J(77,,), we can employ existing model checking is introduced int*" to point out that the prefix part

methods that are based on graph search algorithms; sgerecomputed as the indek introduced in (4) changes.
e.g., [18], [19]. Such mouor:)replasﬂfswcan be written in arpe reason it needs to be recomputed is because the initial
pref'x;fé’ff'x structurery, = 77 [757]%, where the pfreﬁx state of wPTS, changes as changes. Particularly, the
part 7~ is executed only once and the suffix paft’ is initial state of \]NPTS' is the stateq%’“ _ ka (1)

i mj my N

repeatgd infinitely. In principle, in these approaches tBa P _
The statell|wrs,p% (1) is selected so that all sub-paths

3Thg notatipn of this rule_is along the _Ii_nes of the no_tatiped_lin [5]. H|wTSiPI7€- in pf chain up consistently. Hence, we select
In particular, it means that if the proposition above thedsthe is true, i L . .
then so does the proposition below the solid line. the StatemwTSimej (1) to be the final state of the previous

“The stategr,, stands for the stat({qil,...,qiwm‘) € Qr,,. The  sub-path that appeared jif. Consequently, the stajé'(1)
stateq'Tm is defined accordingly. coincides with the the final state of the finite pa{ﬁl. If

by the rule:

where 77'** is the prefix part of the motion plan
771]‘



k = 1, thenpk(1) refers to the initial position of robatin  that appears ir§ that satisfiess € S; [line 9, Alg. []. At

the workspace. that point, all robots associated with the next commuricati
The finite pathg! are constructed sequentially across th@oint in S are present at that node, and can coordinate to
nodes/; € V, as follows. LetS = {¢;,...,¢;,...} be an compute their respective paths, as before. The procedure is

ordered sequence of the nodes in the mobility grgpiso  repeated sequentially over the nodesSnuntil all robots
that consecutive nodes (communication poiffsy. in S are have computed their paths.

associated with teantg, and 7,,, respectively, that belong  When all robots have constructed their finite paths, they
to neighboring nodes in the gragh-, i.e.,/. € C,,, {; € C,,  €xchange a set of indice)sg denoted by that collects the
andm # n andm € N7,. We assume tha$ is known by indices nX at which pf’"?‘ = X. If there exist paths
all robots and that every robois initially located at the first »* _ x for somenX  ,, X, they are discarded,

. . . . 1
communication point. € Cp, m € S; that appears irS.  gjnce in these paths all robotswait at their current states.
Assume that paths have been constructed for all nodés inp ;5o notice that in general, the finite patb?e for some

that precedé. € C,, and that currently all robotse 7,, are . ¢ 1 . ¢} may have different lengths across the robots
located at nodé. and coordinate to construct the papfs Consequently, this implies that two robatg that belong
Smce the mobility graply is cqnneqted consecutive nod_esto a teanTf;, may start executing the finite patﬁSwTsip’%

in S are connected by a path @ this means that t_here IS and HIwTsjp’% at different time instants, assumingmthat
at least one robof € 7, N 7y, n € N7, which previously yhe rohots pick synchronously their next states in their
constructed its patp} by pIacmgTat itsnj-th entry of  yansition systems. Avoiding such a case is crucial to ensur
the finite pathH|wTsjp’5rm, i_e,,pj’"jm — H|wTsjp’5rm- Then intermitj[ent comr_nynication within tean?rm, as it _WiII be
roboti constructs the patpf based on three rules. AccordingShown in Propositiod 318. Therefore, given any indewe

to the first rule, the patfillyrs,p%- will be placed at the ¢an introduce_st_ates at the end of the finite p@{h%_w_here
nl-T"L—th entry, which is selected to be equald™, which tr}ce8 robots wait in .the|r current states so that all f|n|t_e pz_:\th
is common for all robotsj € 7;, [line 1, Alg. []. This Pi’ , for all robotsi, h_ave the same length. Communication
ensures that robat and all other robotg € 7;, will meet between the_robots in the If_;\st two stages of the algorithm
at a communication point that belongsdg,, as it will be  ¢&n happen in the order defined 5y as before. _
shown in Propositio318. The next step is to place the pathsRemark 3.4:Note that communication according &®is

s, pk forall g € S;\{m}, at then;rg-th entry ofp?. The ~ Very predictable and inefficient as it, e.g., does not allow f
simultaneous meetings at the nodegjofFor these reasons

it is only used to construct conflict-free motion plans that
allow for much more efficient intermittent communication

indexn,;¢ will be determined by one of the two following
rules. Specifically, according to the second rule if theristex
robotsj € N;NT, that have already constructed the pqtf\,s between robots

then the mdemiTg is selected to be equal W’;rg which IS pemark 3.5 (Optimality)To construct the motion plans
common for allj € 7, [line 4, AIg.EI]]. Otherwise, according . in @), we first decouple the global LTL formul&l(1) into
to the third rule the pattiljurs,p7, can be placed at any |ocq) | TL expressionssr, . Then, we construct finite paths
free entry ofpt indexed byn?, provided that then?-th ph =7 whererk | o7, forallm; € S;, and their
entry of all pathsp of robotsb € N; that have already concatenation (Algorithfi 1) gives rise to the motion plans
been constructed does not contain stalgs pr, (k) with | principle, the pathg’-  connect the current configuration

h € N7, [line 6, Alg.[]. To highlight the role of this _ruIe of robotsi € 7, to the closest meeting poirt € C,.
assume thab € N7,. Then this means that there exists afypere g robots]irTij meet. Therefore, while these pjaths
least one robot & 7,17, Then notice that without the third. iinimize the total distance traveled between the curredt an
rule [line 5], at a subsequent iteration of this proce}?mbot next meeting points, they do not optimize the infinite homizo

r € T N7, would have to place the pathi§lwrs,p7, and st function [(R). Consequently, the proposed solution is
I|wrs, p%, at a common entry off, i.e., n)* =nT», dueto suboptimal. To obtain an optimal solution that minimiZgs (2
the two previous rules and, therefore, a conflicting behravigtandard model checking techniques can be applied to the
for robotr would occur. In all the remaining entries pf,  global product system, that are known to be computationally
Xs are placed [line 8, Ald]18.This procedure is repeated expensive. Suboptimality here is a consequence of problem
until all robotsi € 7, have constructed their respective pathglecomposition.

pk. Once this happens, all robotsc 7,, depart from node

¢, € C,, and travel to the next communication poiptc C,, C. Correctness of the Proposed Algorithm

In this section, we show that the composition of the dis-
SIf £; = £1 € Cy, for someq € Vi, then initially, a randomly selected crete motion plans; generated by Algorithr] 1 satisfies the
robotj € 7 creates arbitrarily its path’ by placing the path#llwrs, p.  global LTL expressiori{l), i.e., that the network is coneelct
at then?-th entry of p¥, for all g € S;. Then the procedure previously over time. To prove this result, we need first to show that
described follows. Moreover, depending on the structuréhefgraphG+ AIgorithm [ can develop non-conﬂicting motion mamS
it is possible that a communication poifit € C,,, appears more than once f hich h he followi | L
in S. In this case, robots € 7, construct the finite pathpf only the first or which we have the following two results. Proposition

time that¢; appears inS. [3.d can be proved by following the steps of the proof of



© A N Tm
Algorithm 1 Construction of motion plans; = [p¥]2°, at that p;mi = H|wTSip]%n and an index@fm, which are

node’. € Cp, common for all robotsi € 7, such thatp¥(e/") =
Require: Already constructed finite paths of robotsj €  Ijwrs,p%. (1) forall i € 7,,. Consequently, in the finite path
N 7 . = ®vier,,p} there are indicesa” ande”~ such that
Requ}i.rrelz%nAll robots in 7, are located at' nodé. € Cp; W%::m =k andmk (¢Tm) = kam_(l) for all k. Hence,
Lp = wrs ol nlm = anm, Vi€ Tm; we conclude that all robots € 7, will start executing the
2: for g € S;\ {m} do finite pathp?. , simultaneously.
3. if there exist constructed patb%, j € NinT, then Using the above observation, we examine the properties
4 pf,n;rg _ leT&kag, anJ _ ang’ VieT: ?f Fhe finirt]e I\C/vor.d that is gzneratekd by th%}ea*'mbwhe? t_he
. else _ . inite pat_ py. Is Sxecute . Leturk’ke (247) ‘bea inite
;c,nig _ lemp% provided eitherpf’"i - X, word def|-ned asvy = trace(ry )kor, equwalentl}g/, by
fnTo L . _ construction of the finite pathg’. , Wy, = trace(me).
orp;"* = Hjwrs,p7, With h ¢ N7, Vj € Ni; Since 7k = ¢7,, and by construction of the prefix part
7. endif o _ %" for all k, we have that the infinite wordry,, =
8 PutXsin the remaining entries; wQ: wh w2 ... e (24P)* satisfies
9: Transmit pathp? to a robot in7,, that has not e
constructed its motion plan. If there are not such or,, € Words(éT,,). (6)
robots, all robots € 7, depart from nod€, € C,,;

Next, notice that between the execution of the finite paths
phand pit! robotsi € 7, will traverse through some
states of their respective wTSs that are determined;by.
- ) - until the stateka:l(l) is reached. In other words, the team
Proposition 3.2 in [14] for the graptiy. Propositionl3J7 ot rohotsT;, does not execute consecutively the finite paths
holds by construction of the finite pathg and its proof, % andp’'!. Now, we need to show that these intermediate
which is omitted due to space limitations, is along the I'neﬁansitions that robots make are admissible in wPT&nd
of the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [14]. . do not violate ¢, . These transitions are admissible as
Proposition 3.6: Algorithm [ can alwa);cs construct finite implied by Propositiofi3]7. Also, they cannot violate- ,
paths p} ﬂjbat consist of¢ finite pathsp;"* where { < gjnce the LTL expressionsr. in @), for all m € Vr, do
max{d’rm}mzl + 1. o not include the negation operater in front of the atomic
Proposition36 shows also that the finite pafifsand  propositions«'’ defined in Sectioi TEA. Therefore, this
consequently, the motion plamgdepend on the node degreeequivalently means that as the robétg 7,, execute the
of graphgr, and not on the size of the network. motion plan 77, . they will eventually pass through all
Prop05|_t|on 3.7:Algor|thm I]] generatesadmissibledis-  gtates determined by the finite paﬁb@s  for all k, without
crete motlon_plansl-, I.e., motion plans that are free_ O_f_Con'Violating oT,.- Consequently, this means that as the robots
flicts and satisfy the transition rule;; defined in Definition ; - 7,, move according to the motion plam-_ ., the gen-
2.1 N N . erated trace race(rr,, ) Will certainly include the atomic
Proposition 3.8: The composition of motion plans gen-  propositions that are included iny-, ; see also Definition2l6.
erated by Algorithni 1L satisfies the global LTL expressidn (1) other words, the sequence of atomic propositiogs is
i.e., connectivity of the robot network is ensured over timeg subsequence afrace(rr., .) while the additional atomic
infinitely often. . _ . propositions that exist in race(77, ..) cannot violatepr.,,
Proof: To prove this result, it suffices to show thatas previously discussed. Therefore, duelfo (6), we conclude
T+ = @7, for all teamsm € V7, whereg¢r,, is defined  nat [8) holds for allm € V7, which completes the proal

10: end for

in @ andrr, . = @vicr,,7i, Where the motion plans; In general, the motion plans = [;(n)]2>, defined in[#)

are generated by Algorithiil 1. Equivalently, according tqyre infinite paths of wTS since the finite paths! need to be

Definition[2.7 it suffices to show that updated for every: € N. Therefore, in practice they are hard
trace(rr, .) € Words(ér., ). ) to implement and manipulate. In the following proposition,

we show that the motion plans constructed by Algorithm

First, assume that the prefix pa@’e’k of the motion plan [ have a finite representation and they can be expressed in a

T = Tgevk[T;utk]w = ¢7. has been constructed, for all Prefix-suffix structure, where the prefix paft® is traversed

. . R . f . . . -
k, using a standard model checking method as describ€8ly once and the suffix parf™ is repeated infinitely.
in Sectionﬁ By construction of the motion p|an3, PrOpOSltlon 39A|gorlthm |:|] generates discrete motion
it holds that there is an index”™ 1 < n’m < ¢. such Planst; for all robotsi i/? a prkefix—suffix structure, i.e.,
7 ' —_ 7 —_ 1 w —1 ks
Ti = Tipre [Tisuf] =i -.p" "]

6Note that, throughout this proof, the only difference beswehe plans Proof: To show this result it suffices to show that there
TTom ,+ @nd7r, is that the first one has been derived through composing ajs gn indexk,, such that for alk > k., the finite path@’? are
non-conflicting motion plans;, Vi € T, generated by Algorithrll 1, while d d. th f hev d d b v d
the second one is the plan for all robats 7, computed as described in repeated and, theretfore, they do not need to be recomputed.

Section1I[-A. First, notice that such an indéx is common for all motion



plans;. To illustrate this point assume that there is a robat formal proof of this result due to space limitations, and

i € Tpn such thatllyrs,ph-  # Hlwrs,p’ " and, therefore,

pk #£ p"“+1 Since the path$T are computed coIIect|ver
by all robotsi € 7,,, the fact thatl'I|ms pT # Murs, p
means that there may be another ropot 7, such that
lyrs,ph # Hlwrs pi " and, consequentlyt # pitt,

instead validate the proposed asynchronous scheme through

numerical simulations in Sectidn] V.
Due to the asynchronous execution of the controllers, the

motion plansr; can be written as if{4) replacing the indices

n and k with n; and k;, respectively, which allows us to

which may be propagated to all other robots in the networknodel the situation where the robots pick asynchronously

since graphGr is connected. Therefore, the indéx is
common for all robots.

their next states in wT,;SIn the asynchronous execution of
the infinite pathsr; roboti moves from state;(n; — 1) €

In what follows, we show the existence of an indexQi t0 7;(n;) € Q; according to a continuous-time motion

ks defined above. By definition the finite path§ are a
concatenation of finite paths, where the-th finite path inp®
is denoted by)l ¢, Also, by construction we have thpi #+

X is constructed by computing a shortest path in a grapHater;(n;) it checks if7;(n;) =

associated with a PBAr,, from an initial to a final state in
Pr,.. Notice that the set of final statés-,. in Pr,, remain

controlleru;(t) € R™ that belongs to the tangent space of
vij atx;(t). Without loss of generality, assume that 7,
andr;(n;) = ql , for somel, € C,,,. When roboti arnves at

= H|WTS]‘anL (fi) = qje for

all j € 7,,. If this is the case, then robeétwaits at node/,,
until all other robotsj € 7,, are present there. When this

the same for alk Wh|ch is not the case for the set of initial happens, or if there is at Ieast one robot 7, such that

statesQ X Q . The reason is that the initial
stateqT of WPTST may change ovek and, specmcally

we have thathm ph (1) (pi1 (1),...,pi‘Tm‘(1)),
where the construction of statp!} was presented in

7i(ni) # Ulwrs; pr,,, (fi) = q;, then robot; moves towards
the next state—z(m +1).

V. SIMULATION STUDIES
In this section, a simulation study is provided that illus-

SeCtIOI’lDE Sll’lce the number Of pOSSIb|e Comb|nat|0nﬁates our approach for a network @‘f =5 robots that
of robots’ states in their respective wTS is finite, we havghoye along the edges of the mobility graph with= 20

that there is a finite number of possible initial St&[{&ak or

all m € Vr and, consequently, a f|n|te number of possiblgs divided in M = 5 teams which areT;

initial states¢®* = (p1 (1),...7pN (1)). Therefore, for
anye € {1,...,¢} there are always two indicek; and
kS, k§ > k¢ such thatp!“(1) = p>°(1), for all robots

communication points as shown in Figure 2. The network
{1,2},

T2 = {2,3}, Tz = {3,4}, Ta = {2,4,5}, and 75 = {1,5}
and, therefore, the grapfi; is as shown in Figurg 1(pb).
Also, the mobility graph is constructed so that there is a

1, since otherW|se that would mean that there are infinitgath ~;; from any node/; to any other nodé;. Therefore,

number of possmlego’C = (p’”(l),...,pN (1)) for any
ee{l,....0}. Slncepl ‘(1) = pfe’e( 1) and the distances
between commeumcatloen points remains the same fok all
we have thatoff’e = pi>°. Then, the finite pathg*¢, for
alle € {1,2,...,(}, for all robotsi, and for allk > kS have
already been constructed fathat satisfiesy < k < k§; for
instance, fork = kS + 1 it holds thatp! " ¢z pi T Let
e* = argmin, {k§}’_, = argmin {k§}‘_,. Then, S|m|IarIy,
we have that the finite path{’e, forall e € {1,2,...,¢},
for all robotsi, and for all k& > kS$* have already been
constructed ak that satisfies:{” < k < kS . Consequently,
this means that the finite pathg for all k > k§ have
already been constructe*d as Welllathat SatISerSlfe
k < kS for instancep!’ = pf* andp!t ' = pi:
Hence, the motion plans; can be written in a prefix-suffix
structurerz =7 [75”'] where P = [p} .. ki ~'] and
T ienky, = K andk, = kS
[ |

+1

kS
suf __

= L
WhICh completes the proof.

IV. ASYNCHRONOUSINTERMITTENT COMMUNICATION

In section[Tll, we showed that if all robots pick syn-
chronously their next states in wJ &ccording to the motion

the finite pathgoT constructed as per Sectlm]] A have
the form pT = ququ, where qu is the initial state
of WPTSr, constructed as def|ned in Section 1I-B and
qar,, = (q; - qw ‘) is a state where all robots of team
T, are located at a common meeting pofate C,,. The
motion plansr; generated by Algorithial1 have the foIIowmg
structure:

1% ki1 k1 i
[p Hlwrs, 77 H|wTslT7—5X]k :

ki=1 1=1

Mwrs, 722 M jwrs, 752 T jwrs, 752 |
|WT82 T |WTSQ7'7~2 |WTS2T7’4 R 5

=1 =1

[
=
[p 3} - [H|wngT%H|wngT%X]j ,
i
[

w

3=1

Twrs, 754 X Tlwrs, 754 |
|WTS4 TT4 |WTS4 ™7, i 5

14=1

1 =
T2 =
T3 =
T4 =

ka=1
T5 =

b

which can be written in a prefix-suffix structure with
ks =2 andk, = 1, where the indice&, andk, are defined
in Proposition 3.8. The motion plans defined above are
depicted in Figurél2. Notice that the distances between any
two meeting points vary across and so do the robots’

XTfurs, 755 lurs, 752
|WTS5T7’5 |WTS5T7’4 X 5

ks=1 5=1

plans 7;, then the LTL expressioi}(1) is satisfied. In thisvelocities and, therefore, robots pick asynchronouslyr the

section, we show that the generated motion plans can
executed asynchronously, as well, by appropriately intcad
ing delays in the continuous-time executiongf We omit

bext states in wTS Consequently, this results in waiting
times for every robot € 7, at the meeting points; € C,,,
which are non-integer multiples of each other, forsalle



graph and they can communicate only when they meet at
its nodes, which gave rise to a dynamic communication
network. The network was defined to be connected over
time if communication takes place at the rendezvous points
infinitely often which was captured by an LTL formula.

Then this LTL expression was approximately decomposed
into local LTL expressions which were assigned to robots.
To avoid conflicting robot behaviors that could occur due to
this approximate decomposition, we developed a distribute

conflict resolution scheme that generated free-of-cosflict

discrete motion plans for every robot that ensured connec-

tivity over time, infinitely often and minimized the distanc

Fig. 2.
edges of an underlying mobility graph. Red dots representneonication
points in each sef,, while edges between any two communication points

Intermittent communication oV = 5 robots moving along the traveled by the robots. We also showed that the generated
motion plans can be executed asynchronously by introducing

exist (not shown). Straight lines depict the robots’ trijees as determined delays in their continuous-time execution.

by motion plansr;. The suffix part ofr; is represented by dashed lines for
every robot: while solid lines depict a part of prefix structure, i.e., dhpa
that connects robots’ initial states to the respective »sidtructure. The
prefix part of robots 4 and 5 coincides with their respectivifixs part and,
therefore, there are no corresponding solid lines for them.
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Fig. 3. Figurd 3(3) depicts the waiting time of every robatt a meeting
point £; € Cm, for all m € S; during a single execution off“f. Figure
[3(B) illustrates the consensus of numberét).

(8]

Vr. This illustrated in Figuré 3(h), where, e.g., in tedm
robots2, 4, and5 wait at a meeting point; € C, for 0, 3.4,
and0.8 time units, respectively. Observe also in Figure]3(a)
that robot2 never waits at any meeting point.

To illustrate that under the proposed motion plans coril0l
nectivity is ensured over time, we implement a consensus
algorithm over the dynamic network.. Specifically, we
assume that initially robots generate a random numpdes)
and when all robots € 7, meet at/; € C,, they perform
the following consensus update;(t) = ﬁ Y e, Velt).
Figure[3(b) shows that eventually all robots reach a conseli2l
sus on the numbers;(¢). Note also that applying existing
LTL-based planning would result in PBA constructed for all
robots withITY , |Q;|| Q| = 45360|Qp| states, wher®dp  [13]
corresponds to the state-space of the NBA associated with
the global LTL expression ifi{1), which is hard to manipulate
in practice. This issue becomes more severe as the sizelt
the network increases.

El

[11]

VI. CONCLUSION (15]

In this paper we considered the problem of controllin
intermittent communication in mobile robot networks. W
assumed that robots move along the edges of a mobility

16]
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