arXiv:1609.07695v3 [cs.SY] 2 Oct 2016

Coverage and Field Estimation on Bounded Domains by Diffusive Swarms

Karthik Elamvazhuthi, Chase Adams, and Spring Berman

Abstract— In this paper, we consider stochastic coverage of bounded domains by a diffusing swarm of robots that take local measurements of an underlying scalar field. We introduce three control methodologies with diffusion, advection, and reaction as independent control inputs. We analyze the diffusionbased control strategy using standard operator semigrouptheoretic arguments. We show that the diffusion coefficient can be chosen to be dependent only on the robots’ local measurements to ensure that the swarm density converges to a function proportional to the scalar field. The boundedness of the domain precludes the need to impose assumptions on decaying properties of the scalar field at infinity. Moreover, exponential convergence of the swarm density to the equilibrium follows from properties of the spectrum of the semigroup generator. In addition, we use the proposed coverage method to construct a time-inhomogenous diffusion process and apply the observability of the heat equation to reconstruct the scalar field over the entire domain from observations of the robots’ random motion over a small subset of the domain. We verify our results through simulations of the coverage scenario on a 2D domain and the field estimation scenario on a 1D domain.

I. INTRODUCTION Distributed control laws for multi-robot coverage strategies have been widely investigated [11], [44]. Applications of coverage strategies include environmental monitoring, surveillance, source localization [22], and vehicle scheduling [36]. In this work, we consider a variant of the coverage problem in which the goal is to achieve target coverage of an environment in a statistical sense. This is a significant departure from methods such as [11], in which the robots are required to converge to a precise configuration in space and thus need more sophisticated sensing and control capabilities. Our approach can be applied to scenarios in which uncertainty in the strategy is beneficial, for instance in surveillance or source localization problems where the optimal coverage distribution is not known a priori. It is also suitable for swarm robotic systems in which the severe resource constraints on the robots make it infeasible to implement global localization and extensive inter-robot communication.

Various stochastic methods for applications such as multirobot task allocation and surveillance have been developed recently [1], [2], [4], [6], [21], [33]. An important characteristic of many of these methods has been the indexfree/permutation-invariant nature of the control laws, which

*This work was supported by National Science Foundation (NSF) award no. CMMI-1436960.

Karthik Elamvazhuthi, Chase Adams, and Spring Berman are with the School for Engineering of Matter, Transport and Energy, Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ, 85281 USA {karthikevaz, Chase.Adams,

Spring.Berman}@asu.edu can be beneficial for scalability in controller design [28], [5], [27]. This advantage of permutation invariance has led to multiple works on partial differential equation (PDE)-based multi-agent control, in which the Eulerian perspective of particles/agents is fundamental [9], [19], [40]. The models that we present are largely based on those developed in our previous work [7], [15], in which we used PDE optimizationbased methods to synthesize robot controllers for stochastic coverage and task allocation problems in robotic swarms. In contrast to these works, our work here does not require knowledge of the target coverage distribution if this distribution depends on an environmental parameter, such as a scalar field that can be measured by the robots.

Our approach can be viewed as a variant of the method presented in [30] for unbounded domains. A similar problem was considered in [23] in the discrete-time case for agents with unicycle dynamics on bounded subsets of R^2 for a source localization problem. The analysis in [23] proves the existence and uniqueness of some stationary distribution; however, it is unclear whether this distribution may be any desired invariant distribution. In our work, on the other hand, we introduce a family of control laws that can achieve any desired distribution that is uniformly bounded from above and below, thus enabling optimization over different coverage strategies, but we do not take robot kinematics into account. Given that controllable driftless systems can track a sufficiently rich set of trajectories arbitrarily well [25], we do not view this simplification as a significant disadvantage.

In addition to the coverage strategy, we present a method for estimating the scalar field by observing random walks of robots over only a small subset of the domain. Our method exploits the (approximate) observability of the heat equation. In this way, it is similar in approach to the work in [13], where the observability of the heat equation is used to recover the initial temperature of a rod from point measurements. Hence, our method relaxes the assumption, required by similar stochastic multi-agent approaches for estimating scalar fields [30], [23], that agents are observed over the entire domain. Our estimation method is suitable for independently operating, unidentified robots, unlike other multi-agent approaches to scalar field mapping, e.g. [22], which rely on interactions between agents or require agents with unique identities.

Observability and controllability properties of the heat equation have been well-studied in the PDE control community [12], [20], [49]. To characterize the uniqueness and stability of the desired invariant distribution of the stochastic process associated with the diffusion of the robots, we use the corresponding system of parabolic PDEs, which determine the evolution of transition probabilities over time. Toward this end, we consider the PDEs in an operator semigrouptheoretic framework, which enables a treatment of the PDEs as an abstract system of ordinary differential equations on an appropriately chosen function space.

Several complexities arise in the analysis of long-time behavior of linear semigroups on infinite-dimensional spaces, particularly the varied notion of the spectrum of a linear operator acting on these spaces. Even when the complete spectrum of the generator has been identified, the semigroup behavior might not be determined by spectral information alone.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION We consider a swarm of agents that are deployed into a domain Ω, a bounded convex open subset of R^n with Lipschitz continuous boundary ∂Ω. Each agent switches probabilistically between an active state, during which it explores the domain with a combination of deterministic and random motion, and a passive state, during which it stops to take a measurement. The deterministic motion is governed by a time-dependent velocity v_1(t) ∈ R^n , and the random motion is represented as diffusion with an associated diffusion coefficient v_2(t). Diffusion can model probabilistic search, exploration, and tracking strategies or stochasticity arising from sensor and actuator noise. An agent switches from the active state to the passive state at a time-dependent probability rate v_3(t), and it switches back to the active state at a fixed probability rate k. The velocity v_1(t), diffusion coefficient v_2(t), and state transition rate v_3(t) are the control parameters of the system.

Given these parameters, we can define a stochastic process (X(t), Y (t)), with state space Ω×{0, 1}, that models the motion of an agent with single-integrator dynamics and stochastic switching between states. Here, X(t) is the position of the agent at time t, and Y (t) is a switching variable that indicates whether the agent is in the active or passive state. This variable is determined by the conditional probabilities P(Y (t + h) = 1 | Y (t) = 0) = ∫_{t+h} h v_3(τ)dτ + o(h^2), P(Y (t + h) = 0 | Y (t) = 1) = kh + o(h^2). W(t) is the standard Wiener process and ψ(t) is the reflecting function, a process that characterizes the specular reflection of the agent at the boundary [45], [46]. Then, the stochastic process (X(t), Y (t)) satisfies a system of stochastic differential equations given by:

dX(t) = Y (t) ( v_1(t)dt + √ 2v_2(t)dW ) + dψ(t), X(0) = X_0, Y (0) = Y_0.

We now present problems of coverage and estimation of an unknown scalar field F : Ω → R_+ that is defined at each location x ∈ Ω. We denote the normalized measure induced by the scalar field F as μ_F , where μ_F (dx) = dx^{F (x)∫}_{Ω F (y)dy} . Here, dx is the Lesbesgue measure of the “infinitesimal neighborhood” of x. In addition, we define μ_{X(t)} as the distribution associated with the random variable X(t) for each t ≥ 0. Our main objective is to design agent control laws that drive the swarm to a steady-state distribution that is proportional to the density of the field F (x), using only local measurements of the field. We refer to this objective as a distributional controllability problem and frame it as follows:

Problem II.1. Determine whether there exist feedback control laws D : Ω → R, a : Ω → R^n , and H : Ω → R such that μ_{X(t)} converges (weakly) to μ_F as t → ∞ for the following stochastic process:

dX(t) = Y (t)(a(X(t))dt + √ 2D(X(t))dW) + dψ(t), X(0) = X_0, Y (0) = Y_0, t ≥ 0, (1)

where Y (t) is defined by the conditional probabilities P(Y (t + h) = 1 | Y (t) = 0) = ∫_{t+h} h H(X(τ))dτ + o(h^2), P(Y (t + h) = 0 | Y (t) = 1) = kh + o(h^2).

The spatiotemporal evolution of the population densities of agents that follow process (1) is described by a set of advection-diffusion-reaction PDEs. We define Q = Ω × (0, T ) and Σ = ∂Ω × (0, T ) for some fixed final time T . The vector n is the outward normal to ∂Ω. The densities of active and passive agents over the domain are denoted by y_1(x, t) and y_2(x, t), respectively. Then the PDE model is given by ∂y_1 ∂t = Δ(D(x)^2y_1) − ∇ · (a(x)y_1) −H(x)y_1 + ky_2 in Q, ∂y_2 ∂t = H(x)y_1 − ky_2 in Q, (2)

with the zero-flux boundary condition

n · (∇(D(x)^2y_1) − a(x)y_1) = 0 on Σ (3)

and initial conditions

y_1(x, 0) = y_{10}(x), y_2(x, 0) = y_{20} on Ω. (4)

Using results from stochastic calculus [39], we can determine that for the process satisfying (1), we have μ_{X(t)}(dx) = dx(y_1(x, t) + y_2(x, t)) for all t ∈ [0, ∞). It can be shown that there are multiple sets of control laws that solve Problem II.1. By setting the time derivatives of the PDEs in (2) equal to zero, for example, the choice (D, a, H) = (c_1/F^{1/2} + c_2, c_2∇F/F, 0) for any c_1 > 0 and c_2 ≥ 0 makes the desired distribution invariant. Additionally, (D, a, H) = (c_1 , 0 , c_2F ) approximates the target distribution within an arbitrary degree of accuracy for an appropriate choice of c_1, c_2 > 0. Note that each set of control laws only requires agents’ local measurements of the scalar field F (x). We leave the analysis of this general class of control laws to future work.

For the remainder of this paper, we consider purely diffusion-based coverage, in which a = 0 and H ≡ 0. Then the stochastic process (1) reduces to

dX(t) = √ 2D(X(t))dW + dψ(t). (5)

The corresponding PDE model governs the density of active agents only, denoted here by y(x, t): ∂y ∂t = Δ(D(x)^2y) in Q,

n · ∇(D(x)^2y) = 0 on Σ, y(x, 0) = y_0(x) in Ω. (6)

Given a swarm that performs diffusion-based coverage with an unknown control law D(x), we want to additionally determine whether we can reconstruct this control law by observing the random motion of agents over a small subset of the domain. The estimation problem can be formulated as follows. Consider the SDE

dX(t) = √ 2D(X(t), t)dW + dψ(t), t ∈ [0, T_2], (7)

where D(x, t) = c/F (x)^{1/2} over time t ∈ [0, T_1], T_1 ≤ T_2, for some c > 0, and D(x, t) = d > 0 otherwise. Problem II.2. Let O ⊂ Ω be an open set, G be a finite measurable partition of O, and {X^i(t)} be a set of N i.i.d. random variables. Given y_ω(t) = ∑ 1≤i≤N 1ω(X i(t))/N for each ω ∈ G, determine whether there exists a unique map F : Ω → R_+ such that { X^i(t) } have the same distribution as the process satisfying (7).

Note that in this problem, the identities of the agents are not important. Thus, similar to index-free control strategies, we can pose estimation problems in an index-free setting (e.g. [14], [43], [48]).

III. PRELIMINARIES In this section, we recall some standard notions from the theory of operator semigroups [47]. Let H be a Hilbert space and L(H) be the space of bounded operators on H. Definition III.1. A family T = (T(t))_{t≥0} of operators in L(H) is a strongly continuous semigroup on H if 1) T(0) = I 2) T(t + τ) = T(t)T(τ) 3) lim_{t→0}T(t)z = z ∀z ∈ H Definition III.2. The linear operator A : D(A) → H, defined by D(A) = { z ∈ H : lim_{t→0,t>0} T(t)z − z t exists } , Az = lim_{t→0,t>0} T(t)z − z t ∀z ∈ D(A), is called the infinitesimal generator (or just the generator) of the semigroup T.

Remark III.3. Whenever we refer to the generator in this paper, we refer to the adjoint of the generator of the stochastic process.

Definition III.4. An unbounded linear operator A : D(A) → H is said to be dissipative if Re ⟨ Av, v ⟩ ≤ 0 ∀v ∈ D(A) (8)

Let w ∈ L^∞(Ω) such that^1_w ∈ L^∞(Ω), i.e. w is an essentially bounded Lesbesque measurable real-valued function with an essentially bounded inverse. Additionally, assume that w is positive almost everywhere (a.e.) on Ω. We define the space of square-integrable, real-valued measurable functions on Ω, L^2_w(Ω), with the weighted 2-norm ‖f‖_{2w} = ( ∫ Ω |f(x)|^2w(x)dx )_{1/2} , (9)

which is induced by the inner product (·, ·)_w : L^2_w(Ω) × L^2_w(Ω) → R, defined as

(f, g)_w = ∫ Ω f(x)g(x)w(x)dx. (10)

By Holder’s inequality, we have that c_1‖f‖_{2w} ≤ ‖f‖_2 ≤ c_2‖f‖_{2w} for some c_1 > 0 and c_2 > 0. Hence, L^2(Ω) ≃ L^2_w(Ω), i.e. the spaces are isomorphic.

In the forthcoming definitions, all derivatives with respect to spatial variables are to be understood as weak/distributional derivatives. Define H^1_w(Ω) as

H^1_w(Ω) = { f ∈ L^2_w(Ω) : ∂ ∂x_α (wf) ∈ L^2_w(Ω) ∀α ∈ {1, 2, ....n} } . (11)

The norm on this space is induced by the inner product

(f, g)_H1_{w (Ω)} = ∫ Ω f(x)g(x)w(x)dx + n∑ i=1 ∫ Ω ∂(wf) ∂x_i (x) ∂(wg) ∂x_i (x)dx. (12)

Additionally, we define the space

H^2_w(Ω) = { f ∈ H^1_w(Ω) :

∂^2(wf) ∂x^2_α ∈ L^2_w(Ω) ∀α ∈ {1, 2, ....n} } , (13)

which is equipped with the inner product

(f, g)_H2_{w (Ω)} = ∫ Ω f(x)g(x)w(x)dx + 2∑ j=1 n∑ i=1 ∫ Ω ∂^j (wf) ∂x^j_i (x) ∂^j (wg) ∂x^2_i (x)dx

(14)

Note that for w ≡ 1, H^1_w(Ω) and H^2_w(Ω) are the same as the traditional Sobolev spaces H^1(Ω) and H^2(Ω), respectively. We can then consider the PDE (6) as an abstract system of ordinary differential equations on L^2_w(Ω),

ẏ(t) = Ay(t) (t ≥ 0) (15) y(0) = y_0

Af = Δ(wf), (16)

with D(A) = { f ∈ H^2_w : n·∇(wf(x)) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω } and the corresponding norm. The requirements on the behavior of functions in D(A) on the boundary of Ω are to be understood in the “trace sense.” Since D(A) is a subset of H^2_w(Ω) and ∂Ω is at least Lipschitz, the trace operation corresponding to the normal derivative is well-defined. From here on, we focus our analysis on the system (6). We establish that the operator defined in (16) generates a semigroup on L^2_w(Ω).

The main advantage of considering the weighted space L^2_w(Ω), rather than L^2(Ω), is that the operator A as defined in (16) is self-adjoint as an operator on the former function space, and hence this simplifies much of the analysis.

Remark III.5. By working in the L^2 framework, we are tacitly assuming that the distribution function of the initial condition of the stochastic process is square-integrable. Due to the inclusion of L^2(Ω) in L^1(Ω), whenever Ω is a bounded domain, this assumption is not too restrictive. Moreover, given the ultracontractivity of the semigroup of interest (not proved in this work), initial conditions in L^1(Ω) are mapped to L^∞(Ω) ⊂ L^2(Ω) ⊂ L^1(Ω) for any t > 0.

IV. ANALYSIS

A. Coverage

In this section, we derive a result (Theorem IV.4) that the choice of the control law D(X) = c/F (X)^{1/2} in process (5), where c > 0, yields lim_{t→∞}μ_{X(t)} → μ_F as specified in Problem II.1. In fact, we establish a stronger form of convergence than the convergence required by Problem II.1. Hence, the agent control law that solves the coverage problem for a purely diffusive swarm is dependent only on pointwise observations of the scalar field F .

We first introduce several results that are needed to prove Theorem IV.4. Here, the operator A has the definition in equation (16).

First, we establish that A generates a semigroup, and hence a unique mild solution of the PDE (6) exists.

Proposition IV.1. A is a dissipative operator and generates a strongly continuous semigroup on L^2_w(Ω).

Proof. Using integration by parts, it can be verified that for each z ∈ L^2_w(Ω), ⟨ Az, z ⟩ L^2_w(Ω) ≤ 0. Hence, A is a

dissipative operator. To show that A generates a strongly continuous semigroup on L^2_w(Ω), we first define the bilinear form B : H^1_w × H^1_w → R by B(u, v) = ∫ Ω ∇(w(x)u(x)) · ∇(w(x)v(x))dx (17)

Then we have that

|B(u, v)| ≤ ‖u‖_H1_{w(Ω)}‖v‖_H1_{w (Ω)} (18)

for all u, v ∈ H^1_w(Ω). In addition, for all u ∈ H^1_w(Ω) such that ∫ Ω w(x)u(x)dx = 0, the following inequality holds for some c > 0: |B(u, u)| > c‖u‖^2_H1_{w(Ω)}. (19) Then, by the Lax-Milgram theorem [8][Corollary 5.8], we can state that for each f ∈ L^2_w(Ω) such that

∫ Ω w(x)f(x)dx = 0, there exists a unique solution u ∈ H^1_w(Ω) to the equation

B(u, v) = (f, v)_L2_{w (Ω)} (20)

for all v ∈ H^1_w(Ω). By a similar argument, a solution u ∈ H^1_w(Ω) exists for each f ∈ L^2_w(Ω).

Moreover, each solution u is in fact in D(A). Hence, we have that R(I − A) = L^2_w(Ω), where R(·) denotes the range of the operator. Therefore, the result follows from the dissipativeness of A and [16][Chapter II, Corollary 3.2].

Proposition IV.2. The unbounded operator A in (16) has a compact resolvent.

Proof. Consider the Neumann Laplacian Δ_N , defined on L^2(Ω), with domain D(Δ_N ) = { f ∈ H^2 : n · ∇(f(x)) = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂Ω } . The embedding γ : D(A) → L^2_w(Ω) can be written as a composition of maps i∘j∘k. Here, i is the natural isomorphism f → w · f from D(A) to D(Δ_N ), j is the embedding of D(Δ_N ) into L^2(Ω), and k is the isomorphism f → f/w from L^2(Ω) to L^2_w(Ω). Since i is a compact operator, for any bounded sequence (u_n) ∈ D(A) there exists a subsequence (u_m) such that γ(u_m) = (i ∘ j ∘ k)(u_m) is a convergent sequence in L^2_w(Ω). Hence, the embedding D(A) → L^2_w(Ω) is compact.

Lemma IV.3. A generates an immediately compact semigroup.

Proof. Let (T(t))_{t>0} be the strongly continuous semigroup generated by A. First, we note that (T(t))_{t>0} is analytic since A is self-adjoint and negative. Hence, (T(t))_{t>0} is immediately norm continuous [16]. Moreover, we note that A has a compact resolvent from Proposition IV.2. The result then follows from [16][Chapter II, Theorem 4.29].

Finally, using the results above, we can demonstrate that the unique equilibrium of (15) is exponentially stable.

Theorem IV.4. For any y_0 ∈ L^2_w(Ω) such that y_0 ≥ 0 (i.e., y_0 is positive a.e. on Ω), the semigroup (T(t))_{t≥0} generated by A satisfies ‖T(t)y_0 − c/w‖_{2w} ≤ Me^{−ωt}‖y_0 − c/w‖_{2w} (21) for all t ≥ 0, some ω, c > 0, and M ≥ 1.

Proof. First, we show that the integral of the solution y(x, t) over the domain Ω remains conserved for any initial condition y_0 ∈ L^2_w(Ω). Let u ∈ D(A). We define a linear map R_t : D(A) → R by R_tu = ∫ Ω (T(t)u − u)dx (22) for some t > 0. Then, using Green’s formula for twice weakly-differentiable functions, we have R_tu = ∫ Ω ∫_t 0 AT(s)u_0dsdx = ∫_t 0 ∫ ∂Ω n · ∇(w(y)u(y, s))dyds = 0 from the boundary condition that is encoded in the definition of A in (16). Due to the boundedness of the map R_t by [37][Proposition 2.1.11], this map can be extended to a bounded linear operator from L^2_w(Ω) to R (since D(A) is dense in L^2_w(Ω)). Thus, R_t is in fact the zero map for every t ≥ 0. Hence, the integral of the solution T(t)y_0 over the domain remains conserved.

To prove the uniqueness and stability of the equilibrium, we make the following observations. It is well-known that the Neumann Laplacian has a unique one-dimensional linear subspace of constant eigenvectors (constant functions) corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 [17]. Since there is a natural bijective correspondence between eigenvectors of Δ_N and A for the eigenvalue 0, this implies that A has a unique one-dimensional subspace of eigenvectors, spanned by the function 1/w, corresponding to the eigenvalue 0. Therefore, 0 is a first-order pole of A. The semigroup under consideration is eventually compact by Lemma IV.3, since immediate compactness implies eventual compactness. Additionally, we can choose c = ∫ Ω udx ∫ Ω 1/wdy in condition (21)

since the integral of the solution over the domain must be conserved. Then from the positivity of the operator −A, whose spectrum therefore lies in the closed left-half plane, the result follows from the above arguments and [16][Chapter V, Corollary 3.3].

As an alternative to the functional analytic methods used here, it is possible to use probabilistic approaches to establish asymptotic stability of the desired distribution. See for example [32], where such problems have been addressed for discrete-time Markov processes. Similar methods exist in the literature for Markov processes that evolve in continuous time. Moreover, one can consider several other notions of stability, such as stability in the total variation norm, the Wasserstein distance, and convergence of Cesàro means.

An additional issue is the well-posedness of process (5) when the control law D(x) = c/F (x)^{1/2} is implemented. A sufficient condition for the well-posedness of an ODE or SDE is that the coefficients are locally Lipschitz everywhere. We note that global Lipschitzness of c/F (x)^{1/2} is ensured whenever F is globally Lipschitz on Ω, positive, and uniformly bounded from below away from zero. Hence, there exists a sufficiently rich class of scalar fields F that can be used to define the control law D(x).

Remark IV.5. Analogously, we can consider a similar diffusion process on a graph that is closely related to the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm. If G = (V, E) is a connected graph with undirected edges and f : V → R_+ is a scalar field on the graph, then we can consider the continuous-time Markov chain on the graph whose generator is defined as −DL, where L is the Laplacian of the graph and D is a diagonal matrix with entries D_{ii} = cf(i) for each i ∈ G and a fixed c > 0. Then the evolution of transition probabilities p ∈ R^{|V|} is given by

ṗ(t) = −LDp(t) , p(0) = p_0 .

We can view the above equation as the discretized approximation of the PDE (6) for the case where G is a lattice graph. Note that the transition probabilities depend only on local information, as in the case of the diffusion process (5). It is straightforward to check the invariance of the distribution π = ∑ i∈V f (i) f . B. Field Estimation

Our method for estimating a scalar field F : Ω → R_+ from observations of agents consists of three steps, which we describe and justify in this section:

1) Convergence: We assume that all agents know the time parameter T_1. During the time interval t ∈ [0, T_1], agents follow the closed-loop coverage control law X(t) = (2/F (X(t))^{1/2}dW + dψ(t). By the analysis in Section IV-A, the agents will converge to the distribution corresponding to F .

2) Dispersion: During the time interval t ∈ (T_1, T_2], the agents perform a homogenous random walk, their positions evolving according to X(t) = √ (2c)dW + dψ(t) for some known c > 0.

3) Estimation: During the same time interval t ∈ (T_1, T_2], an observer collects data {y_ω} over some finite partition of the domain of observation O, as described in Problem II.2, and solves the optimization problem that we present in this section (Theorem IV.6).

We use the following result to justify our method.

Theorem IV.6. Let Ω be a bounded subset of R^n with a C^2 boundary, O ⊂ Ω be an open subset, H_f be a finitedimensional subspace of L^2(Ω), ŷ ∈ L^2(T_1, T_2; L^2(O)), and d > 0. Then the following problem is well-posed and has a unique solution: min u_T ∈H_f ‖y − ŷ‖^2_L2_{(T1,T2;L}2_{(O))} s.t. ∂u ∂t = dΔu in Q, n · ∇u = 0 on Σ, y(t) = Cu(t) ∀t ∈ (T_1, T_2], u(T_1) = u_T ,

where C : L^2(T_1, T_2 : L^2(Ω)) → L^2(T_1, T_2 : L^2(O)) is the observation operator defined as y(x, t) = Cu(x, t) = u(x, t) for each (x, t) ∈ O × (T_1, T_2].

This result follows from the approximate observability of the heat equation with Neumann boundary condition [18]. For the possibility of extending this result to more general domains, see [3]. We note that we have only approximate observability of the heat equation. While H_f can be any finite-dimensional subspace of L^2(Ω), we cannot replace H_f by L^2(Ω) (or any infinite-dimensional subspace of L^2(Ω)) and retain a well-posed problem with a unique solution. This requires having exact observability, which is generally only true in the trivial case where O = Ω, that is, the evolution of the process can be observed over the entire domain.

Remark IV.7. Here and in the following arguments, by treating Problem II.2 as a PDE-constrained optimization problem, we are implicitly considering an idealized version of this problem in which N → ∞ and ω is taken over all measurable subsets of O.

Then we can consider the PDE model ∂u ∂t = Δ(D(x, t)^2u) in Q, n · ∇u = 0 on Σ, y(t) = Cu(t) ∀t ∈ (T_1, T_2], u(x, 0) = u_0(x) in Ω,

where D(x, t) = c/F (x)^{1/2} over time t ∈ [0, T_1] for some c > 0, and D(x, t) = d > 0 otherwise. From the analysis in Section IV-A, we know that ‖u(x, T_1) − F (x)/ ∫ Ω F (x)dx‖ ≤ ϵ(T_1), where ϵ(T_1) is the error between the distribution at time T_1 and the desired distribution, for all initial conditions u_0 of this PDE model such that ∫ Ω u_0dx = 1 and u_0 ≥ 0. Moreover, ϵ(T_1) → 0 as T_1 → ∞ from the stability estimate (21). Therefore, by observing the random walks of agents from time T_1 to T_2, the observer can infer the density of agents at time T_1, and hence obtain an approximate estimate of the field F (x) over Ω up to a proportional constant. Additionally, if the observer has an estimate of F (x) for all x ∈ O, then the proportional constant can be computed as well.

Remark IV.8. This technique has a graph analogue, as in Remark IV.5. Observability of consensus protocols on communication networks has been well-studied [29] and applied to problems of sensing spatially-distributed parameters [26], [38], [42]. In these works, agents are communication nodes of the graph, whereas in our approach, they would be viewed as random-walking agents on the graph.

Remark IV.9. The agents will attain the steady-state distribution μ_F only in infinite time, but the time T_1, which is defined a priori, is necessarily finite. The agent distribution will converge toward μ_F at an exponential rate that depends on the underlying scalar field. Since we do not assume prior knowledge about this field, it is not possible to predict the degree of convergence at time T_1, which will affect the error in the subsequent estimate of the field. Hence, an inaccurate estimate may result if T_1 is set to be too small for the agent distribution to have converged closely to μ_F at that time.

V. SIMULATIONS

We validated our coverage approach in two different simulated scenarios. In case 1, the scalar field is defined as F_1(x) = f_1(x) − f_2(x) + ϵ for all x ∈ Ω, where f_n, n = 1, 2, are given by

f_n(x) = exp ( −1 1 − ‖a_nx − b_n‖^2 ) for ‖a_nx − b_n‖^2 < 1,

= 0 otherwise.

Fig. 1. Case 1: Simulated agent densities at three times t and the underlying scalar field

Fig. 2. Case 2: Simulated agent densities at three times t and the underlying scalar field

We set a_1 = 2, a_2 = 6, b_1 = 1, b_2 = 2, and ϵ = 0.01. The field F_1(x) is shown in the lower right plot of Fig. 1. In case 2, we used the numerically constructed scalar field F_2(x) that is shown in the lower right plot of Fig. 2.

In each case, the diffusion-based feedback control law was chosen to be D_n(x) = 10^{−5}/F_n(x)^{1/2}, n = 1, 2. Since D_n is in C^∞(Ω̄) and is uniformly bounded from below away from zero, it is globally Lipschitz on Ω. For each case, 3000 agents were simulated on a domain Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1). The agents were initially distributed as a Gaussian centered at (0.5, 0.5). The stochastic motion of each agent was approximated in discrete time using the standard-form Langevin equation:

X(t + Δt) − X(t) = (2D^2_n(X)Δt)^{1/2} Z(t), (23)

where Z ∈ R^2 is a vector of independent, standard normal random variables. When an agent encounters the boundary, it performs a specular reflection. As shown in Fig. 1 and 2, the steady-state swarm density closely matches the underlying scalar field in each case.

The field estimation algorithm was validated for two example scalar fields on a 1D domain, Ω = [0, 1]. These fields were defined as F_1(x) = c_1(sin(πx) + 0.01) and F_2(x) = c_2(x^2 + 0.01) for all x ∈ Ω, where c_1 and c_2 are normalization constants chosen such that the field integrates to 1 over the domain. The region of measurement was set to O = (0.7, 1) in each case. The agent motion was simulated using the numerical approximation (23). The measurement data {y_ω} was collected from both a coarse partition (∪_{n∈Z+}[^{n−1}_{10} ,^n_{10} ) ∩ O) and a finer one (∪_{n∈Z+}[^{n−1}_{100} ,^n_{100} ) ∩ O). The optimization problem in Theorem IV.6 was solved using an “Optimize-then-Discretize” approach [41], along with a projected gradient descent method. The objective functional was modified to its regularized version, ‖y − ŷ‖^2 + λ‖u_T ‖^2, where λ was chosen to be 0.1. Since the problem in Theorem IV.6 is a convex optimization problem with linear (albeit infinite-dimensional) constraints, it is fairly straightforward to construct the optimality system, which consists of necessary and sufficient conditions associated with the adjoint equation that the optimal solution must satisfy. We exclude the analytical formulation of the gradient here for the sake of brevity.

The results of the estimation procedure are illustrated in Fig. 3 and 4. The observation data from the fine grid can be seen to yield a more accurate reconstruction of the scalar field than the data from the coarse grid. The estimation procedure performs the best with larger numbers of agents, as would be expected due to the relatively smaller amount of noise in the data from larger populations. However, it is notable that the method works well, qualitatively at least, with populations of only 100 agents, which yield observation data with very large fluctuations from the mean behavior.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have developed a diffusion-based approach to achieving a spatial distribution of swarm activity that matches an underlying scalar field in the case where the agents have only local sensing, heading information, and no global position information or communication. We also presented a method for mapping scalar fields using observations of agents’ random walks over a small subset of the domain by exploiting the observability properties of the heat equation and its relation to random walks.

In future work, we will analyze the advection- and reaction-based coverage schemes presented in this paper and compare the relative advantages of each strategy. It would also be useful to numerically compute the rate of convergence of the swarm to a desired distribution using

Fig. 3. F_1(x) = c_1(sin(πx) + 0.01)

Fig. 4. F_2(x) = c_2(x^2 + 0.01)

techniques such as spectral approximations [10] and sum of squares methods [35], [31] for systems with polynomial data. Additionally, we will develop coverage strategies for agents with more complex dynamics and cooperative behaviors. In future work on our field estimation approach, we plan to improve the efficiency of the numerical method for solving the optimization problem. Investigating the numerical wellposedness of controllability and observability problems of the heat equation is a challenge in itself [34]. We will also consider Problem II.2 in a more natural setting as a PDE coefficient identification problem [24], for which specification of the T_1 time parameter would not be required.

REFERENCES

[1] Behcet Acikmese and David S Bayard. A Markov chain approach to probabilistic swarm guidance. In American Control Conference (ACC), pages 6300–6307. IEEE, 2012.

[2] Pushkarini Agharkar, Rushabh Patel, and Francesco Bullo. Robotic surveillance and Markov chains with minimal first passage time. In Proc. of the 53rd IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), pages 6603–6608, 2014.

[3] Jone Apraiz, Luis Escauriaza, Gengsheng Wang, and C Zhang.

Observability inequalities and measurable sets. arXiv preprint arXiv:1202.4876, 2012.

[4] Saptarshi Bandyopadhyay, Soon-Jo Chung, and Fred Y Hadaegh. Inhomogeneous Markov chain approach to probabilistic swarm guidance algorithm. In 5th Int. Conf. Spacecraft Formation Flying Missions and Technologies, 2013.

[5] Calin Belta and Vijay Kumar. Abstraction and control for groups of robots. IEEE Transactions on Robotics, 20(5):865–875, 2004.

[6] Spring Berman, Ádám Halász, M Ani Hsieh, and Vijay Kumar.

Optimized stochastic policies for task allocation in swarms of robots. IEEE Transactions on Robotics, 25(4):927–937, 2009.

[7] Spring Berman, Vijay Kumar, and Radhika Nagpal. Design of control policies for spatially inhomogeneous robot swarms with application to commercial pollination. In Proc. of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pages 378–385, 2011.

[8] Haim Brezis. Functional Analysis, Sobolev Spaces and Partial Differential Equations. Springer Science & Business Media, 2010.

[9] Roger Brockett. Notes on the Control of the Liouville Equation. In Control of Partial Differential Equations, pages 101–129. Springer, 2012.

[10] Françoise Chatelin. Spectral Approximation of Linear Operators.

Academic Press, New York, 1983.

[11] Jorge Cortes, Sonia Martinez, Timur Karatas, and Francesco Bullo.

Coverage control for mobile sensing networks. In Proc. of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), volume 2, pages 1327–1332, 2002.

[12] Ruth F Curtain and Hans Zwart. An Introduction to Infinite- Dimensional Linear Systems Theory, volume 21. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[13] Ronald DeVore and Enrique Zuazua. Recovery of an initial temperature from discrete sampling. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 24(12):2487–2501, 2014.

[14] Karthik Elamvazhuthi. A variational approach to planning, allocation and mapping in robot swarms using infinite dimensional models. Master’s thesis, Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ, USA, 2014.

[15] Karthik Elamvazhuthi and Spring Berman. Optimal control of stochastic coverage strategies for robotic swarms. In Proc. of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pages 1822–1829, 2015.

[16] Klaus-Jochen Engel and Rainer Nagel. One-Parameter Semigroups for Linear Evolution Equations, volume 194. Springer Science & Business Media, 2000.

[17] Lawrence C Evans. Partial differential equations. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 19, 1998.

[18] Enrique Fernández-Cara and Sergio Guerrero. Global Carleman inequalities for parabolic systems and applications to controllability. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 45(4):1395–1446, 2006.

[19] Greg Foderaro, Silvia Ferrari, and Thomas A Wettergren. Distributed optimal control for multi-agent trajectory optimization. Automatica, 50(1):149–154, 2014.

[20] Roland Glowinski, Jacques-Louis Lions, and Jiwen He. Exact and Approximate Controllability for Distributed Parameter Systems: A Numerical Approach (Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications). Cambridge University Press, 2008.

[21] Heiko Hamann and Heinz Wörn. A framework of space–time continuous models for algorithm design in swarm robotics. Swarm Intelligence, 2(2-4):209–239, 2008.

[22] Adam T Hayes, Alcherio Martinoli, and Rodney M Goodman. Distributed odor source localization. IEEE Sensors Journal, 2(3):260–271, 2002.

[23] Stephan M Huck and John Lygeros. Stochastic localization of sources with convergence guarantees. In Proc. of the 12th European Control Conference (ECC), pages 602–607, 2013.

[24] Victor Isakov. Inverse Problems for Partial Differential Equations, volume 127. Springer Science & Business Media, 2006.

[25] Frédéric Jean. Control of nonholonomic systems: from sub-Riemannian geometry to motion planning. Springer, 2014.

[26] Meng Ji and Magnus Egerstedt. Observability and estimation in distributed sensor networks. In Proc. of the 46th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), pages 4221–4226, 2007.

[27] Peter Kingston and Magnus Egerstedt. Distributed-infrastructure multi-robot routing using a Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition. In Proc. of the 50th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control and European Control Conference (CDC-ECC), pages 5281–5286, 2011.

[28] Naomi Ehrich Leonard and Alex Olshevsky. Nonuniform coverage control on the line. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 58(11):2743–2755, 2013.

[29] Mehran Mesbahi and Magnus Egerstedt. Graph Theoretic Methods in Multiagent Networks. Princeton University Press, 2010.

[30] Alexandre R Mesquita, João P Hespanha, and Karl Åström. Optimotaxis: A stochastic multi-agent optimization procedure with point measurements. In Hybrid Systems: Computation and Control, pages 358–371. Springer, 2008.

[31] Evgeny Meyer and Matthew M Peet. Stability analysis of parabolic linear PDEs with two spatial dimensions using Lyapunov method and SOS. In Proc. of the 54th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pages 1884–1890, 2015.

[32] Sean P Meyn and Richard L Tweedie. Markov Chains and Stochastic Stability. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[33] Dejan Milutinovic and Pedro Lima. Modeling and optimal centralized control of a large-size robotic population. IEEE Transactions on Robotics, 22(6):1280–1285, 2006.

[34] Arnaud Münch and Enrique Zuazua. Numerical approximation of null controls for the heat equation: ill-posedness and remedies. Inverse Problems, 26(8):085018, 2010.

[35] Antonis Papachristodoulou and Matthew Monnig Peet. On the analysis of systems described by classes of partial differential equations. In Proc. of the 45th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pages 747–752, 2006.

[36] Marco Pavone, Emilio Frazzoli, and Francesco Bullo. Adaptive and distributed algorithms for vehicle routing in a stochastic and dynamic environment. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 56(6):1259– 1274, 2011.

[37] Gert K Pedersen. Analysis Now, volume 118. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[38] Sérgio Pequito, Stephen Kruzick, Soummya Kar, José MF Moura, and A Pedro Aguiar. Optimal design of distributed sensor networks for field reconstruction. In Proc. of the 21st European Signal Processing Conference (EUSIPCO), pages 1–5. IEEE, 2013.

[39] Andrey Pilipenko. An Introduction to Stochastic Differential Equations with Reflection, volume 1. Universitätsverlag Potsdam, 2014.

[40] Luciano CA Pimenta, Guilherme AS Pereira, Nathan Michael, Renato C Mesquita, Mateus M Bosque, Luiz Chaimowicz, and Vijay Kumar. Swarm coordination based on smoothed particle hydrodynamics technique. IEEE Transactions on Robotics, 29(2):383–399, 2013.

[41] Rene Pinnau and Michael Ulbrich. Optimization with PDE Constraints, volume 23. Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

[42] Ragesh K Ramachandran and Spring Berman. The effect of communication topology on scalar field estimation by large networks with partially accessible measurements. Submitted to the 2017 American Control Conference (ACC), Seattle, WA.

[43] Ragesh K Ramachandran, Karthik Elamvazhuthi, and Spring Berman.

An optimal control approach to mapping GPS-denied environments using a stochastic robotic swarm. In Proc. of the 2015 Int. Symposium on Robotics Research (ISRR), Sestri Levante, Italy, Sept. 2015.

[44] Mac Schwager, Daniela Rus, and Jean-Jacques Slotine. Decentralized, adaptive coverage control for networked robots. The International Journal of Robotics Research, 28(3):357–375, 2009.

[45] Anatoliy V Skorokhod. Stochastic equations for diffusion processes in a bounded region. Theory of Probability & Its Applications, 6(3):264– 274, 1961.

[46] Hiroshi Tanaka et al. Stochastic differential equations with reflecting boundary condition in convex regions. Hiroshima Mathematical Journal, 9(1):163–177, 1979.

[47] Marius Tucsnak and George Weiss. Observation and Control for Operator Semigroups. Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.

[48] Shen Zeng and Frank Allgower. On the ensemble observability problem for nonlinear systems. In Proc. of the 54th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), pages 6318–6323, 2015.

[49] Enrique Zuazua. Controllability and observability of partial differential equations: some results and open problems. Handbook of Differential Equations: Evolutionary Equations, 3:527–621, 2007.