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Coordinated Robot Navigation
via Hierarchical Clustering

Omur Arslan, Dan P. Guralnik and Daniel E. Koditschek,

Abstract—We introduce the use of hierarchical clustering
for relaxed, deterministic coordination and control of multiple — —
robots. Traditionally an unsupervised learning method, herarchi-

cal clustering offers a formalism for identifying and representing ®©® 000 ©0 000 LA )
spatially cohesive and segregated robot groups at differén |
resolutions by relating the continuous space of configuratins to . ‘/_. o O
the combinatorial space of trees. We formalize and exploithis ‘

relation, developing computationally effective reactivealgorithms / .
for navigating through the combinatorial space in concert vith — ‘ —
geometric realizations for a particular choice of hierarchcal v/ O .
clustering method. These constructions yield computatically / \ ,/ I ‘ .
effective vector field planners for both hierarchically invariant O ‘ . ‘

as well as transitional navigation in the configuration spae.
We apply these methods to the centralized coordination and Fig. 1. Moving from one spatial distribution to another isngelly carried

control of n perfectly sensed and actuated Euclidean spheres yough rearrangements of robot groups (clusters) at relifte resolution

in a d-dimensional ambient space (for arbitrary » and d). corresponding to transitions between different clustercstires (hierarchies).
Given a desired configuration supporting a desired hierarch,

we construct a hybrid controller which is quadratic in n and

algebraic in d and prove that its execution brings all but a and the identities of neighbors (as determining the cajpieisil

measure zero set of initial configurations to the desired gdavith  of heterogeneous teams]) while affording, nevertheless, a
the guarantee of no collisions along the way. well-formed deterministic characterization of pattern.

Index Terms—multi-agent systems, navigation functions, for- We are led to the notion of hierarchical clustering. We rein-
mation control, swarm robots, configuration space, coordiated terpret this classical method for unsupervised learnijg$ a
motion planning, hierarchical clustering, cohesion, seggation.  5rmalism for the specification and reactive implementatio

collective mobility tasks expressed with respect to susigely
|. INTRODUCTION refined partitions of the agent set in a manner depicted in
. . . . Fig. 1. There, we display three different configurations of
Cooperatlve, coordinated action and sensing can prom%é planar disks whose relative positions are specified by

efficiency, robustness, and flexibility in aCh'eV'ng COMihree distinct trees that represent differently nestedtels
plex tasks such as search and rescue, area explor:’;1t|0|allsur\él'f

lance and reconnaissance, and warehouse managenjentd
Despite significant progress in the analysis of how locatsul
can yield such global spatiotemporal patterf$-[5], there

relative proximity. The first configuration exhibits tlere
istinct clusters at a resolution in the neighborhood of 2
units of distance: the red and the blue disks; the yellow and

g ) e _ the orange disks; and the solitary green disk. At a coarser
has been strikingly less work on their specification. W'Mferesolution, in the neighborhood of 4 units of distance, the

ex<_:eptions, the engineerin_g literature on multirobot esysi_ _green disk has merged into the subgroup including the red
relies on task representations expressed in terms of yigi nd the blue disks to comprise one of only two clusters

|tmposed clort1_f|guc;§1tt|ons N elthgr .by ?r?sQIltJtil.y t?rgg;q'fmﬁ'iscernible at this scale, the other formed by the orange and
lons, or refative distances — missing the INtuilively Sabsal .o yejiow disks. It is intuitively clear that this hieraichl

]E)eneﬁt of tlgr:orlf-?gtfmetde;ans otfhmdlwdual pg)lsn:conmg) t arrangement of subgroupings will persist under significant
ocus ‘control €tiort instead on the: presumanly far Coarsgl jaiions in the position of each individual disk. It is dianly
properties of the collective pattern that matter. We seek

L . - . cfar that the second and third configurations (and significa
more relaxed means of specification that is sensitive tdapa

distributi t multiol | infl ing the intensi ariations in the positions of the individual disks of both)
distribution at muftiple scales (as in iuencing the in en support the very differently nested clusters represenyeithé
interactions among individuals and with their environmjeix

second and third trees, respectively. In this paper, wedtitce

The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Systéngineering, a prova_bly_ correct an_d C_Omp%“at'ona”y effectlvg machyner
University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104. Edmgmur, guralnik, for specifying, controlling invariantly to, and passing\ween

kog}r’]@seas-tpe””-edu od by AFOSR under the cragSUuch hierarchical clusterings at will
IS WOrKk was supporte Inpar y unaer e . . . .- . .
MURI FA9550-10-1-0567 and in part by ONR under the HUNT MUrl AS an illustration of its utility, we use this formalism to

N00014070829. solve a specific instance of the reactive motion planning
A preliminary version of this paper is presented in the coerfee paper problem Suggesting how the new “relaxed” hierarchy-s'mesit

[1] for point particles and a certain choice of hierarchicalstéring. In this | f | b d with K ili di
paper, we propose a general hierarchical navigation framefor a broad ayer of control can be merged with a task entailing a tradi-

class of clustering methods and disk-shaped robots. tional rigidly specified goal pattern. Namely, for a colieat
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TABLE | the likelihood that recent extensions of these ideas ptigsen
CONSTITUENTPROBLEMS OFHIERARCHICAL ROBOT NAVIGATION in progress [ 1] might afford a distributed reformulation, thus
Problem{ Solution| Theorem| Description _ , addressing the first (and better explored) remarkable dicéo
1 Table IV 4 Hierarchy invariant vector field planner . irati f ltirobot t
2 TableV 5 Reactive navigation across hierarchigs Inspiration for multirobot systems.
3 Eqn.B3) 6 Cross-hierarchy geometric realizatior]

Il. RELATED LITERATURE

of n disk robots inR? we presume that a target hierarchy ha@- Multirobot Motion Planning
been specified along with a goal configuration that suppbrts i 1) Complexity: The intrinsic complexity of multibody con-
and that the robot group is controlled by a centralized soafc figurations impedes computationally effective generdlires
perfect, instantaneous information about each agentBigos of single-robot motion planners ], [13]. Coordinated motion
that can command exact instantaneous velocities for eaahnning of thick bodies in a compact space is computatignal
disk. We present an algorithm resulting in a purely reactieard. For example, moving planar rectangular objects wighi
hybrid dynamical system9] guaranteed to bring the diskrectangular box is PSPACE-hari4] and motion planning for
robots to both the hierarchical pattern as well as the wgidfinite planar disks in a polygonal environment is strongly-NP
specified instance from (almost) arbitrary initial condlitt hard [L5]. Even determining when and how the configuration
with no collisions of the disks along the way. Stated formallspace of noncolliding spheres in a unit box is connectedlsnta
in Tablelll, the correctness of this algorithm is guaranteed lan encounter with the ancient sphere packing probléth [
Theorem1 whose proof appeals to the resolution of varioud/ithin the domain of reactive or vector field motion planning
constituent problems summarized in Tahl&he construction it has proven deceptively hard to determine exactly thie lin
is computationally effective: the number of discrete tidmss of intractability. Consequently, this intrinsic complgxifor
grows in the worst case with the square of the number obordinated vector field planners is generally mitigated by
robots,n; each successive discrete transition can be computgther assuming objects move in an unbounded (or suffigientl
reactively (i.e., as a function of the present configurgtiofarge) space 17], [18], as we do in SectionV, or sim-
in time that grows linearly with the number of robots; angly assuming conditions sufficient to guarantee conndgtivi
the formulae that define each successive vector field abetween initial and goal configurationsd, [20]. On the
guard condition are rational functions (defined by quosienbther hand, more relaxed versions entailing (perhapsaigiti
of polynomials over the ambient space of degree less $)anhomogeneous (unlabeled) specifications for intercharigeab
entailing terms whose number grows quadratically with thadividuals have yielded computationally efficient plarse
number of robots. in the recent literatureZ[1]-[24], and we suspect that the
This paper is organized as follows. We review in the nexiuster hierarchy abstraction may be usefully applicable t
section the relevant background literature: first on reactisuch partially labeled settings.
multirobot motion planning to relate the difficulty and impo  2) Reactive Multirobot Motion PlanningSince the prob-
tance of our sample problem to the state of the art in this;fielém of reactively navigating groups of disks was first intro-
next on the role of hierarchy in configuration spaces as educed to robotics45], [26], most research into vector field
plored both in biology and engineering. Because the notfon planners has embraced the navigation function paradigin [
hierarchical clustering is a new abstraction for motiompiag A recent review of this two decade old literature is provided
we devote Sectioffll to a presentation of the key backgroundh [17], where a combination of intuitive and analytical results
technical ideas: first we review the relevant topologicalpr yields a nonsmooth centralized planner for achieving goal
erties of configuration spaces; next the relevant topoldgiconfigurations specified up to rigid transformation. As ddte
properties of tree spaces; and, finally, prior work estabig [17], the multirobot generalization of a single-agent navigat
properties of certain functions and relations between thefanction is challenged by the violation of certain assumsi
Because we feel that the specific motion planning problem weherited from the original formulatior?[7]. One such assump-
pose and solve represents a mere illustration of the lagjeev tion is that obstacles are “isolated” ( i.e. nonintersegtinn
of this abstraction for multirobot systems we devote Sectidhe multirobot case, every robot encounters others as mobil
IV to a presentation of some of the more generic tools froabstacles, and any collision between more than two robots
which our particular construction is built: first we intraziu breaks down the isolated obstacle assumptibi. [In some
the notion of hierarchy invariant navigation; next we dssu approaches, the departure from isolated interaction has be
the combinatorial problem of hierarchy rearrangement asaddressed by encoding all possible collision scenariefiyig
graph navigation problem; and finally we interpret a sublgragontrollers with terms growing super-exponentially in the
of that combinatorial space as a “prepares” graplj for the number of robots, even when the workspace is not compact
hierarchy-invariant cover of configuration space. In SetY [18]. In contrast, our recourse to the hierarchical represiema
we pose and solve the specific motion planning problem usiof) configurations affords a computational burden growing
the concepts introduced in Sectibh and the tools introduced merely quadratically in the number of agents. ][ the
in SectionlV. SectionVI offers some numerical studies ofproblem is circumvented by allowing critical points on the
the resulting algorithm. We conclude in Sectidil with a boundary (with no damage to the obstacle avoidance and
summary of the major technical results that yield the speciftonvergence guarantees), but, as mentioned above, very con
contribution followed by some speculative remarks beaodng servative assumptions about the degree of separation betwe



ESE TECHNICAL REPORT — APRIL 25, 2018 3

agents at the goal state are required. In contrast, ourrseta in foraging 5], [4€], hunting [£8], [50], [51], [54], logistics
hierarchy allows us to handle arbitrary (non-intersedtopgal and constructionq], [47], predator avoidancesp], [57], and
configurations, albeit our reliance upon the homotopy type even to stabilize whole ecologiest] — all consequent upon
the underlying space presently precludes the considerafio the collective ability to target, track, and transform getm
a compact configuration space as formally allowedlie].t  rically structured patterns of mutual location in respotse
Another limitation of navigation function approaches ig thenvironmental stimulus. These formations are remarkaile f
requirement of proper parameter tuning to eliminate locat least two reasons. First, their global structure seems to
minima. Some effort has been given to automatic adaptatiarise from local signaling and response amongst proximal
of this parameter4(], and, in principle, the original resultsindividuals coupled to specific physical environmeritd]] in
of [27] guarantee that any monotone increasing scheme masmnanner that might be posited as a paradigm for generalized
eventually resolve the issue of local minima, however, themergent intelligencet)]. Second, these formations appear
is numerically unfavorable (the Hessian of the resultingdfieto resist familiar rigid prescriptions governing absolue
becomes stiffer) and incurs substantial performance costative location, instead giving wide latitude for indival
(transients must slow as the tuning parameter incredses). autonomy and detailed positioning (intuitively, a necgsiir
contrast, our recourse to hierarchy removes the need for amggotiating fraught, highly dynamic interactions such asea
comparable tuning parameter. in, say, hunting $0], [57]), while, nevertheless, supporting
Many of the concepts and some of the technical constrube underlying coarse, deterministic “deep structure” as a
tions we develop here were presented in preliminary form dynamical invariant. It is this second remarkable attebat
the conference paperl]] building on the initial results of biological swarms that inspires the present paper.
the conference papeP{]. This presentation gives a unified This profusion of pattern formation in biology has inspired
view of the detailed results (with some tutorial backgrouné commensurate interest in robotics, yielding a growing lit
and contributes a major new extension by generalizing theature on group coordination behaviofs]-[64] motivated
construction of {] from point particles to thickened disks ofby the intuition that the heterogeneous action and sensing
non-zero radius (necessitating a more involved versiomef tabilities of a group of robots might enable a comparably
hierarchy invariant fields in SectiovB). diverse range of complex tasks beyond the capabilities of a
single individual. For example, group coordination viatsiplg
and merging behaviours creates effective strategies &inole
avoidance 5], congestion controld5], shepherdingdd], area
exploration (6], [67], and maintaining persistent and coherent
groups while adapting to the environmet]. In almost all of

B. The Use of Hierarchies as Organizational Models

1) Hierarchy in Configuration SpaceThat a hierarchy of
proximities might play a key role in computationally effiote

coordinated motion planning had already been hinted at § ronotics work in this area, formation tasks are giveretas
early_vv_ork on th|s_ pro*?'em [1-{37]. Partial _hlerarchles upon rigid specifications taking either the form of explicit
that limit the combinatorial growth of complexity have beep, . -+ 1 or relative distance graphs, with few exceptions
explicitly _applied algqrithmically to organize gnd.sinfpl'the _including the “shape” abstraction of{] or applications in
systematic enumeration of cluster adjacencies in the aenfig . no\wn environments such as area coverage and exploration
ration space 33]. Moreover, hierarchical discrete abstractio . Alternatively, hierarchical clustering offers an intsting
methods are successfully applied for scalable steering o ans of ensemble task encoding and control; and it seems

large number of robots as a group al[ together by contrqlliq&ew that the ability to specify organizational struatun the
the group shapesf], and also find applications for Congesuo"brecise but flexible terms that hierarchy permits will add a

avoidance in swarm navigatior3j]. While the utility of useful tool to the robot motion planner’s toolkit.
hierarchies and expressions for manipulating them are by no

means new to this problem domain, we believe that the explici

formal connection 6] we exploit between the topology of

L

configuration space3[/] and the topology of tree spacéd]

TABLE Il
PRINCIPAL SYMBOLS USED THROUGHOUT THIS PAPER

through the hierarchical clustering relatioi [s entirely new. ~ />* Sets of labels and disk radilkA]
2) Hierarchv in Bioloav and EndineerinaBioloay offers Conf (R J,r) The conf. space of labelled, noncolliding disk (

) y gy gine golology otter BT, The space of binary tree$lIfB]
spectacularly diverse examples of animal spatial orgéioiza =c Hierarchical clusteringl[l-C]
ranging from self-sorting in cells3f], tissues and organs féc(z-gweans 'Ttﬁfat"{e t2'me?”5t0'uste”%%/l o

. .. T e stratum ofr a tree; € T

[40], [41], and groups of individuals/[’]-[44] to more pat-_ Portal (o, T) Portal configurations of a paifg, 7), of trees )
terned teams 7], [45]-[47], all the way through strategic port, . Portal map [V-A3]
group formations in vertebrategiq), [49], mammals §0- A7 = (BT, €4) The adjacency graph of treesi{D]

Ny = (BT ,Ex) The NNI-graph of treeslfl-D]

[53], and primates§4], [55] hypothesized to increase efficacy

1 We conjecture that a compact configuration space with aspeee goal
point satisfying the conditions ofLP] has the same homotopy type as the 11l. HIERARCHICAL ABSTRACTION
unbounded case we treat here.

2|t bears mentic_)n in passing that partial differential emquet (e.g., har- This section describes how we relate multirobot config-
monic potentials {8]) yield self-tuning navigation functions but these are

intrinsically numerical constructions that forfeit theaotive nature of the urations to abstract Cluster trees V"'?‘ .h'e_rarCh'Cal CfU‘Bje
closed form vector field planners under discussion here. methods and how we define connectivity in tree space.
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Fig. 2. An illustration of (a) a heteregeneous configuratainunit disks v O=E+E+H

in Conf(R2,[6],1) and (b) its iterative 2-mean clustering9 hierar- B R— 0 1 B) 3
chy 7 in BT, where the dashed lines in (a) depict the separating )
hyperplanes between clusters, and (b) illustrates higicac cluster re- Fig. 3. The Quotient Spaceonf(C, [3],0)/ ~, where for anyx,y €

lations: parent -Pr (I,7), children - Ch(I,7), and local complement Conf(C,[3],0), x ~ y <= % = ﬁ%ﬁ Here, point particle

(sibling) - I=7 of cluster I of the rooted binary tree;r € BTs. An  configurations are quotiented ouf by translafion, scale ratation, and so

interior node is referred by its cluster, the list of leaveslot it; for x; = 0+ 0i, x2 = 1+ 0i andxz € C\ {x1,x2}. Regions are colored

example, I = {3,5}. Accordingly the cluster set ofr is C(r) = according the associated cluster hierarchies results thein iterative 2-mean

{{1},{2},....{6},{1,6},{3,5},{2,4},{1,3,5,6},{1,2,3,4,5,6}}. clustering £9. For instance, any configuration in the white region suppor
all hierarchies inBJ3;.

A. Configuration Space by a directed path in. Let C(7) denote the set of all vertex
For ease of exposing fundamental technical concepts, Westers ofr.
restrict our attention to groups of Euclidean spheres in apor every clusted € C () we recall the standard notion of
d-dimensional ambient space, but many concepts introduq@&i{ent (cluster)Pr (I,7) and lists of childrenCh (I, 7), an-
herein can be generalized to any metric space. cestorsAnc (I, 7) and descendaniBes (I, 7) of I in 7 — see
Given an index set/ = [n]:= {1,...,n} C N, aheteroge- [29] for explicit definitions of cluster relations. Additiorig)
neous multirobot configuratiox = (x;),. ;, is a labeled non- we find it useful to define théocal complement (siblingdf
intersecting placement ¢f| = n distinct Euclidean spherés, clusterl € € (r) asI~" :=Pr(I,7) \ 1.
where ith sphere is centered at; ¢ R? and has radius
r; = 0. We find it convenient to identify theonfiguration . Configuration Hierarchies
spacg[ | with _the se;[l of distin_ct labelings, i.e., the injecti_ve A hierarchical clustering HC C Conf(Rd, J. r) < BT,
?;ZEangj ?;j);ZEOEIR (ﬁ%i‘:)dj,?/:/\;er\;viﬁ ;ﬁgt?tr gn?/gz{;%igve; a relation from the c_onfiguration spacent (R% J,r) to
e L= . ) . e abstract space of binary hierarchi#&$; [8], an example
denote our “thickened” subset of this configuration spade aﬁepicted in Fig2. In this paper we will only be interested in
d aJd . clustering methods that can classify all possible configuma
Conf (R", J, r)::{xe(R ) ‘Hxi_xj” >Ti+rj’VZ7éJEJ}’(1) (i.e. for whichHC assigns some tree to every configuration),
and so we need:

where .|| denotes the standard Euclidean normRsh
Property 1 HC is a multi-function.

B. Cluster Hierarchies Most standard divisive and agglomerative hierarchicabclu
. ) L tering methods exhibit this property, but generally failkte
. A rooted_ se_rm-la_belle(_j tree over a_flxed finite index sef, functions because choices may be required between differen
llustrated in Fig2, Isa directed acyclic grapti, - (VT’ Er), ut equally valid cluster splitting or merging decisiofi§. [
whose Ieayes, _vert|ce§ of degree one, are bijectively éabe _Given such aric, for any x € Conf(Rd, 7. r) and r €
by J and interior verucgs all haye out-degree at least tw T,, we sayx supports if and only if (x,7) € HC. The
and_ all of whose edges ifi, are directed away from a Ve_rtexstratumassociated with a binary hierarchye BT ;, denoted
des!gnated to be theot [ _]. A_roote(_j tree with a!l interior by &(r) C Conf(Rd, J, r)’ is the set of all configurations
vertices of out-degree two is said to bmary or, equivalently, X € Conf (Rd, J. r) supporting the same tree[2],
non-degenerateand all other trees are said to Hegenerate
In this paperBT,; denotes the set of rooted nondegenerate S(r) := {x € Conf (RI{ J,r) ‘ (x,7) € Hc}, 2)

trees over leaf sef.

A rooted semi-labelled tree uniquely determines (and and this yields a tree-indexed cover of the configuratiocepa
henceforth will be interchangeably termed}laster hierarchy For purposes of illustration, we depict in Fig.the strata of
[71]. By definition, all vertices ofr can be reached from theConf(C, [3],0) — a space that represents a group of three

root through a directed path in. The cluster of a vertex Point particles on the complex plafie.

v € V; is defined to be the set of leaves reachable from 5Although clustering algorithms generating degenerateahibies are avail-
able, many standard hierarchical clustering methodsnédtimary clustering
SHere, | A| denotes the cardinality of set. trees as a default, thereby avoiding commitment to someirf@ft number
“Here,R and R denote the set of real numbers and its subset of nowf clusters §], [77].
negative real numbers, respectively; dRd is the d-dimensional Euclidean  6Here, 0 and 1 are, respectively, vectors of all zeros and ones with the
space. appropriate sizes.
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Fig. 4. An illustration of NNI moves between binary treesctearrow is
labeled by a source tree and an associated cluster defirenmaie.

The restriction to binary trees precludes combinatoree tr

degeneracy 0] and we will avoid configuration degeneracy

by imposing:

Property 2 Each stratum ofiC includes an open subset of

configurations, i.e. for every € B7, é(T) £0.7

1 3 2 4

A

B

1234;%1423

IS

>
2

2 3 1 4

Fig. 5. The NNI Graph: a graphical representation of the espafcrooted
binary trees BT 7, with NNI connectivity, whereJ = [4] = {1, 2, 3,4}.

Once again, most standard hierarchical clustering methods

respect this assumption: they generally all agree (i.ewrmet

the same result) and are robust to small perturbations o
configuration whenever all its clusters are compact and w

separated{2].
Given any two multirobot configurations supporting th

same cluster hierarchy, moving between them while maintali

ing the shared cluster hierarchy (introduced later as Erobl
1) requires:

Property 3 Each stratum ofiC is connected.

SWaps clusterd with its parent’s siblingC = Pr(4,0)
o yield another binary hierarchy € BT, [74], [75]. Say

ato, T € BT ; are NNI-adjacentif and only if one can be

é)btained from the other by a single NNI move. Moreover,

efine theNNI-graph N; = (BT7;, x) to have vertex set

T 7, with two trees connected by an edgedin if and only
if they are NNI-adjacent, see Fi§. An important contribution
of this paper will be to show how the NNI-graph yields a
computationally effective subgraph of the adjacency graph

For an arbitrary clustering method this requirement is geg[heoremG).
erally not trivial to show, but when configuration clusteffs o

HC are linearly separable, one can characterize the topabgic

IV. HIERARCHICAL NAVIGATION FRAMEWORK

shape of each stratum to verify this requirement, as we do inHierarchical abstraction introduced in Sectibh intrinsi-

SectionV-A.

D. Graphs On Trees

cally suggests a two-level navigation strategy for cocatéd
motion design: (i) at the low-level perform finer adjustnent
on configurations using hierarchy preserving vector fields,

After establishing the relation between multirobot configu(ii) and at the high-level resolve structural conflicts beew
rations and cluster hierarchies, the final step of our pregosconfigurations using a discrete transition policy in treacsp

abstraction is to determine the connectivity of tree space.

Define theadjacency graphA; = (BT, £4) to be the 1-
skeleton of the nerve/[f] of the Conf (R J, r)-cover induced
by HC. That is to say, a pair of hierarchies,r € BT,
is connected with an edge &, if and only if their strata

and the connection between these two levels are established
through “portals” — open sets of configurations supporting
two adjacent hierarchies. In this section we abstractlgiies

the generic components of our navigation framework and we
show how they are put together.

intersect,&(o) N &(r) # 0. To enable navigation between

structurally different multirobot configurations laterr@lem
2), we need:

Property 4 The adjacency graph is connected.

Although the adjacency graph is a critical building block o

our abstraction, as Fi@ anticipatesHC strata generally have

complicated shapes, making it usually hard to compute the

complete adjacency graph.
Fortunately, the computational biology literatufie] offers

A. Generic Components of Hierarchical Navigation

1) Hierarchy Preserving NavigationFor ease of exposition
we restrict attention to first order (completely actuatetyk
integrator) robot dynamics, and we will be interested in stho

losed loop feedback laws (or hybrid controllers composed
rom them) that result in complete flows,

x=f(x), (3)

where f : Conf(R%.J,r) — (R%)’ is a vector field over

an alternative notion of adjacency that turns out to be bofient (R% J,r) (1).

feasible and nicely compatible with our needs, yielding <o

putationally effective, connected subgraph of the adjegen

graph,A, as follows.
The Nearest Neighbor Interchange (NNbove at a cluster
A € € (o) on abinary hierarchy € BT ;, as illustrated in Fig.

"Here, A denotes the interior of set.

Denote byy! the flow [79] on Conf(R< J,r) induced by
the vector fieldf. For a choice of hierarchical clusterinig,
the class of hierarchy-invariant vector fields maintainthg

8A long prior robotics literature motivates the utility ofishfully actuated
“generalized damper” dynamical modék], and provides methods for “lifts”
to controllers for second order plants7], [78] as well.
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robot group in a specified hierarchical arrangement of elsst Namely, portals are geometric realizations in the confitjoma
7 € BT, is defined as{], space of the edges of the adjacency graph on trees, see Fig.
4 N 3. To realize discrete transitions in tree space via hiesarch
?HC(T):{fICmf(RvJv r)—> (R) ¢ (G(T))CG(T%DO}'(A') preserving navigation in the configuration space, we need
a portal map that takes an edge of the adjacency graph,

Hierarchy preserving navigation, the low-level componeit .. retrns a target configuration in the associated portal,
our framework, uses the vector fields &f: (7) to invariantly summarized as:

retract almost all of a stratum onto any designated goal

configuration? Thus, we require the availability of such aProblem 3 Given an edgéo, 7) € €4 of the adjacency graph
construction, summarized as: Ay = (BT;,E4), construct a geometric realization map
Port(, ,) : (o) — Portal (o, 7) that takes a configuration

Problem 1 For any € BT, andy € &(r) associated with ¢, artingo, and returns a target configuration supporting
HC construct a control policyf; y, using the hierarchy invari- both treess and =

ant vector fields offg (7) whose closed loop asymptotically . .
results in a retractionR, ,, of &(7), possibly excluding a set A portal map will serve the role of a dynamically computed
of measure zef8, onto {y}. “prepares graph” 10] for the sequentially composed local

L ccontrollers whose correct recruitment solves the reaative
Key for purposes of.the prese_nt application is the obsematiy qinated motion planning problem (Theoren
that any hierarchy-invariant field € Fyc(7) must leave

Conf(R% J,r) invariant as well, and thus avoids any self- o _ _ _
collisions of the agents along the way. B. Specification and Correctness of the Hierarchical Naviga

tion Control (HNC) Algorithm
2) Navigation in the Space of Binary Tree®¥/hereas the

trolled def i tracti b i th Assume the selection of a goal configuratipr S(7) and
controlied deformation retractio;. ., above generates pa Sa hierarchyr € BT ; thaty supports. Now, given (almost) any

through” the strata, we will also want to navigate across;isio| configurationx € &(c) for some hierarchy € BT
Shat x supports, Tabléll presents the HNC algorithm.

them along the adjacency graph (which will be later in Sexcti
V replaced with the NNI-graph — a computationally efficient,
connected subgraph). Thus, we further require a consbructi TABLE Il

of a discrete feedback policy iRT ; that recursively generates THEHNC ALGORITHM

paths in the adjacency graph toward any specified destinatip For (almost) any initiak € &(o) ando € BT, and desired € &()

) - o andT € BT,
tree from all other trees ifBJT; by reducing a “discrete 1) (Hybrid Base Case) ik € &(r) then apply stratum-invarian

Lyapunov function” relative to that destination, which we dynamics, f,.y (Problem1).
summarize as follows: 2) (Hybrid Recursive Step) else,

. . a) invoke the discrete transition rulg- (Problem?2) to propose
Problem 2 Given anyr € BT, construct recursively a an adjacent treey € BT s, with lowered discrete Lyapuno
closed loop discrete dynamical system in the adjacencytgrap value. _ _
taking the form of a deterministic discrete transition ruje, b) g&og)se local configuration goat, := Port(, ) (x) (Prob-
with global attractor atr endowed with a discrete Lyapunov c) Apply the stratum-invariant continuous controllgf,, (Prob-
function relative to the attractor. lem1).

d) If the trajectory entersS(7) then go to step 1; else, the

Such a recursively generated choice of next hierarchy vl p trajectory must enterS(y) in finite time in which case

terminate f 2z, reassigns <— v, and go to step 2a).

the role of a discrete feedback policy used to define the reset
map of our hybrid dynamical system.

3) Hierarchical Portals: Here, we relate the (combinatorial) Start
topology of hierarchical clusters to the (continuous) logy x€6(0),0 € BTy,
of configurations by defining “portals” — open sets of con- y €6(r),7 € BYy
figurations supporting two adjacent hierarchies.

Hybrid Base Case

Definition 1 The portal, Portal (o, 7), of a pair of hierar-
chies,o, 7 € BT, is the set of all configurations supporting
interior strata of both trees, Hybrid Recursive Step NoY/___1____ | :

Portal (0,7) :=S(0) N S(7). (5)

91t is important to remark that, instead of a single goal canfigion, a more
general family of problems can be parametrized by a set df@wdigurations
sharing a certain homotopy model comprising a set of apjaigly nested
spheres; and for such a general case one can still consirntaat retraction
within our framework.

10Recall from p(] that a continuous motion planner in a configuration
space X exists if and only if X is contractible. Hence, if a hierarchical _. ) )
stratum is non-contractible (Theoref), the domain of such a vector field F19- 6 Flowchart of the hybrid vector field planner.
planner described in Problethmust exclude at least a set of measure zero.
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Theorem 1 The HNC Algorithm in Tabléll defines a hybrid where the associated “cluster functions” of a partial canfig
dynamical system whose execution brings almost everglinitiation, x|I = (x;) are defined as

el
configurationx € Conf (R¢, J), in finite time to an arbitrarily

small neighborhood of € &(r) with the guarantee of no c(x|I):= i in, (8)
collisions along the way. 1] icl
Proof In the base case, 1) the conclusion follows directly s1- (x) :=c(x|I) —c(x|I77), 9)

from the construction of Problerh: the flow f; , keeps the
state in&(7), approaches a neighborhood ypf(which is an

asymptotically stable equilibrium state for that flow) inifin ) - )
time. We now follow [36] in defining terminology and express-

In the inductive step, a) The NNI transition ruje guaran- sions leading to the characterization of the homotopy tyfpe o

tees a decrement in the Lyapunov function after a transitigff StratumS(r) , associated with a nondegenerate hierarchy.
from o to v (Problem2), and a new local policyf, , is The proofs of our formal statements all follow the same patte
1 0,Z

automatically deployed with a local goal configuratione @S established in3f], and we omit them to save space here.

Portal (0,7) found in b). Next, the flowf, ., in c) is guaran- pefinition 2 A configurationx € Conf (R J,r) is narrow
teed to keep the state &(c) and approach € Portal(o,7) relative to the split{l,.J \ I}, if

asymptotically from almost all initial configurations. Ihe

base case is not triggered in d), then the state entersaaityitr max 7 (x|4) < 1 e(x[I) —c(x[7\ D], (1)
small neighborhoods of and, hence, must eventually reach  Ae{l,J\/} 2

Portal (o,7) C &(y) in finite time, triggering a return to
2a). Because the dynamical transitigpsinitiated from any
hierarchy inBT ; reachegs in finite steps (Probler), it must r (x|A) := max ( llxa — ¢ (x| A)|| + Ta) ) (12)
eventually trigger the base case. | a€A

e+

5 (10)

my,, (x):

where the radius of a cluste4, c J, is defined to b&

Say thatx € &(7) is a standardconfiguration relative to the
V. HIERARCHICAL NAVIGATION OF EUCLIDEAN SPHERES  nondegenerate hierarchy,c BT, if it is narrow relative to
VIA BISECTING K-MEANS CLUSTERING each local splitCh (I, 1), of every cluster] € € (7).
We now confine our attention to 2-means divisive hierarchi-
cal clustering §9], HCo.means and demonstrate a constructiorProposition 1 If x € &(7) is a standard configuration then
of our hierarchical navigation framework for coordinateVn for each cluster/ € € (), any rigid rotation of the partial
igation of Euclidean spheres VEC2-means configuration,x|I, around its centroide (x|I), as illustrated
in Fig. 7, preserves the supported hierarchy

A. Hierarchical Strata ofHC,. - -
Z-means Proposition 2 For any finite label set/ ¢ N and non-

Iterative 2-means clusteringCo.means is a divisive method gegenerate tree € BT, there exists a strong deformation
that recursively constructs a cluster hierarchy of a configihiraction4

ration in a top-down fashionGp]. Briefly, this method splits
each successive (partial) configuration by applying 2-reean
clustering, and successively continues with each subsplit of &(7) onto the subset of standard configurationsGr).
reaching singletons. By construction, complementary con- ) _ o

figuration clusters offiCs.means are linearly separable by a These two observations now yield the key insight reported
hyperplane defined by the associated cluster centrpids in [36].

illustrated in Fig.2; and the stratum 0fiCy.means @ssociated

with a binary hierarchy- € BT ; can be characterized by the 23recall from Sectionll-A thatr; denotes the radius @th sphere for any

R, :6(1) x [0,1] = &(1) (13)

intersection inverse images, icJ. _ _ _ _
14In [36] authors study point particle configurations, and they trois
S(1) = m ﬂ 77_*1 [0, 00), (6) @ strong deformation retraction onto standard configuratiby shrinking
g iIr clusters around cluster centroids; and one can obtain aimésult for
Tee(m)\{J} €l thickened spheres by properly expanding cluster configunstinstead of
of the scalar valued “separation” functiony; ;, : Shrinking.

Conf(R% J,r) — R [29] returning the distance of agerit
in cluster] € C(7)\ {J} to the perpendicular bisector of the

centroids of complementary clustefsand 7~ 7: 12 O 1 O.\
T Sp,r(X r/ \‘r// \\1
mi1,r (X) 1= (x; — my 7 (%)) ﬁ&;”, @ o P f ® ;
1,7 \\\ . / \\\. O /

n the context of self-sorting in heterogeneous swarfi$, fwo groups P LI ET S
of robot swarms are said to lsegregatedf their configurations are linearly
separable; and in this regard configuration hierarchieBCofneansrepresent Fig. 7. Anillustration of (left) narrow and (right) standedisk configurations,
spatially cohesive and segregated swarms groups at diffegsolutions. where arrows and dashed circles indicate clusters that eangialy rotated
12Here, AT denotes the transpose Af. around their centroids while preserving their clusteritgicures.
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Theorem 2 The set of configurationg € Conf(R% J,r) TABLE IV

Supportlng a non_degenera‘te tree has the homotopy type Of THE HIERARCHY-PRESERVINGNAVIGATION VECTORFIELD
d—1\|J|—-1

(S )' =1, For any initialx € &(7) and desiredy € &(7), supportingr € BT ;,

. . " . a\J
To gain an intuitive appreciation, one can restate thiis e Nierarchy preserving vector field:.y : &(r) — (B9,

result as follows: two configurations i&(7) are topologi- fry (X) 1= fry (%,0,J),

Ca”y equwalent if and Only_lf thQ correspondlng separgtin is recursively computed using the post-order travéfsaif ~ starting
hyperplane porll”nals. of Cor_]f'gurat!on clusters are the .sjéme at the root cluster/ with the zero control inpu@ (]Rd)‘] as follows:
Hence, navigation in a hierarchical stratum is carried oUtfor anyu ¢ (RY)” andT € e (r),

by aligning separating hyperplane normals, illustratedrim 1) function @ = fr.y (x,u,I)

8; and using this geometric intuition, we construct in] § 2) if x € D4 (1) (15),
a family of hierarchy preserving control policies for point|S | 3) 0 fa(x,u,1) (14), % Attracting Field
particle configurations, and in the following we extend that§ 4) elseifx ¢ Dy (1) (18),
construction to thickened disk configurations. s g; Iﬁ « fs (x,u,1) (249), % Split Separation Field
else
1= ) {IL,Ir} < Ch(I,7),
\\ ] ,'/ \‘\\ PS i @) 2] 8 ap f:r,y (x,u,1r,), % Recursion for Left Child
Q \,‘( ,// J ST i‘_‘;\ 2|9 R < fry (x,45,Ir), % Recursion for Right Child
N Ly A e LR  [10) U< fu (x,0g,I) (19, % Split Preserving Field
ATe N @ ® LT T® = 11) end
7] < ™A L~k 12) return @
S S ® \," N\ e
/ t< YN T
154 :l \\\\ X T S
e ety T etk N

] ] ) ) In brief, the hierarchy invariant vector fielt} , recursively
Fig. 8. The topological shape of a hierarchical stratumitirly suggests j

that global navigation in a hierarchical stratum is accashgld by aligning detefts P?rtlal conflgur:';\thns Whose.separatlng hypa’s‘l"_m
separating hyperplanes of configurations. are “sufficiently aligned” with the desired ones, as spedifie

in (15 and illustrated in Fig.9, and that can be directly
moved towards the desired configurations, using a family
of attracting fields f4 (14), with no collisions along the
way. Once the partial configurations associated with giplin
clusters andI~—" of 7 are in the domains of their associated

Proof It is well known thatk-means clustering is a multi- attracting fields f; y rotates these partial configurations while
function generally yielding different-partitions of any given Préserving the_ hlerarc_hy so that their separating hypat_apﬂa
data, and SO i$Cp.means (Property 1) [8], [77]. Further, it also asympt_otlcally aligned. Hencg, , asymptotically aligns
follows from Definition 2 and Proposition2 that standard the separating hyperplanes of clusters7ofn a bottom-up
configurations in&(r) is open (Property), and Theoreng fashion; and once the separating hyperplanes of all cster

disk directly towards its desired location. We now presemnt a

motivate its constituent formulae as follows.

Theorem 3 Iterative 2-means clusterinBCs-meansiS @ multi-
function, and each of its stratun&(7) associated withr €
BT, is connected and has an open interior.

B. Hierarchy Preserving Navigation

We now introduce a recursively defined vector field for
navigation in a hierarchical stratum and list its invariasnd
stability properties.

Suppose that some desired configuratigne &(7) has
been selected, supporting some desired nondegenerate ti .-~~~
7 € BT, Our dynamical planner takes the form of a qu’frq
centralized hybrid controlletf, y : &(7) — (Rd)l‘]l, defining ®
a hierarchy-invariant vector field whose flow &(7) yields
the desired goal configuratiop, recursively defined accordingFig. 9. An illustration of “sufficiently aligned” separaginhyperplanes of

to |OgiC presented in Tably/ Throughout this section. the treecomplementary clustersand " of 7. Both of the current (left) and desired
’ ! (right) partial configurations are linearly separable bgheathers separating

7 and the goal configuration are fixed, and we therefore supyperplane, and such an alignment condition needs to bsfiedtiat each
press all mention of these terms wherever convenient, iarordevel of the subtrees rooted dtand I~ so that the partial configurations
to compress the notation. For example, for anye &(7), x|I andx|I~" are steered by the associated attracting fields.

I € C(7) andi € I we use the shorthang ; (x) = 7;.1.- (x)

(7), s1(x) =sr,r (x) (9), my (x) =my , (x) (10) and so on.  ® The recursion step at any nonsingleton clugtet € () in TablelV .8)-
IV.10) updates the vector field- y in a bottom-up fashion, first for the
children clusters off and then for clusted itself, yielding a specific order

15Note that a binary hierarchy over the leaf dehas|.J| — 1 interior nodes, in which the clusters of- are visited; and such a tree traversal is formally

i.e. nonsingleton clusters’{]. referred to as the post-order tree traversar gf31].
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The hierarchy-invariant vector field, y, in TablelV.2) & Ch(Z,7) by employing an additive repulsive fieldfy :
IV.3) recursively detects partial configurations] associated S(7) x (Rd)" x C () — (Rd)", as follows:
with clusterI € C(r), that can be safely driven toward the .
goal formation inS(7) using a family of attracting controllers, ¢, (x,u,I); :=1; + 207 (x,u) [K7| sk(x) . (19)
fa:6(r) % (Rd)J x C(1) — (Rd)J, defined in terms of the 1 sk ()]
negated gradient field df (x) :=1 ||x — y||5: foranyj € J, forall je K andK € Ch (I,7); otherwise fy (x,u,I),: =u;,
where a; (x,u) is a scalar valued function describing the

&=y it g el strength of the repulsive field,
ar (x,u) := %163%( Ok (X) - Yp, i (X,0) . (20)
where u € (Rd)J is a desired (velocity) control input KeCh(I,7)

specifying the motion of complementary clustek 1. Here, for each individuat in clusterK € Ch (I, 7), ¢ i (x)

To avoid intra-cluster collisions along the way and preseryg exponential damping on the repulsion strengfhy (x,y),

(Ioce}l) cIu_steriqg hierarchy,. for any € € (T_) th? set ,Of in which the amplitude envelop exponentially decays to zero
configurations in the domain of the attracting fielth, is  ,fer a certain safety margif > a,

restricted to

e~ (e x(X)—rr—a) _ o,—(B—0)
Da(l):={xe&(r)| L34l — x| > (ri+r))’, Vij el ¢k=K(X):—maX< e Go ’0)’ (1)
Ly (xp—mp (x)) 85 (x) > 0,Vk € K, K €Des (1, T)}, (15) ¥k x(x,u):=max (_(Wk,K(X) —r— )= Ly, x(X), 0),(22)
where Des (I, 7) is the set of descendants &fin 7. Here, Where
L+ f denotes the Lie derivative of a scalar-valued functfon (e —mg (0) s (%) + (xx —mg (x) sk (1)
along a constant vector fielgf which assigns the same vector£ k(%) = s ()]
y to every point in its domain, and one can simply verify that sK(x)TsK(u)
1 2 T - nk,K(x) Y, .2 (23)
Lyslxi =507 = (i = x5)" (vi —¥5) 5 (16) sz (%)
L3 (xp—mg (x) sk (x) = (ve—mg () sk (x) Note thatfy (x,u, I) is well defined for any singleton cluster

T I € C(7) and is equal to the identity map, i.€y (x,u,I) =
+ (xp— .7 »
Gt =me (x)) s (). (47) u, sinceCh (I, 7) = 0; and also observe thdly (x,u,I) =u
Note that (6) quantifies the safety of a resulting trajectoryor any I € € (7) if the complementary clustetsh (I, 7) are
of f4, and to avoid collision between any pair of disks, well-separated, i.ey x (x) > rp + 3 for all k € K and
and j, (16) should be no less than the square of sum df € Ch(I,7). The latter is important to avoid the “finite
their radii, (r; + r;)°, as required in¥5); and (L7) quantifies escape time” phenomenbtn(Proposition14).
the preservation of (local) clustering hierarchy and st Finally, Table IV.5) guarantees that if a partial configu-
nonnegative for hierarchy invariance. Also observe thatesi ration is neither in the domain of the attracting field nor
a singleton cluster contains no pair of d|§t|nct mcﬁcesj Bas are its children clustersCh (I, 7), properly separated, i.e.
an empty set of descendants, the predicatelB) s always x ¢ D, (I) U Dy (I), then the complementary clusters are
true for these “leaf” node cases and we havg (I) = &(7)  driven apart using another repulsive fief, : &(r) x (Rd)Jx
for any singleton clustef € C (7). Further, one can simply N J . . " .
. C(r) — (R ) , until asymptotically establishing a certain
verify thaty € D4 (1) for any I € € (7). : )
. i . i ) ) _ safety margins > «:
If a partial configurationx|7, is not contained in the domain

of the associated attracting field, i®.¢ D, (I), to avoid . |[K77| sk(x)
inter-cluster collisions the failure of the condition inbla /5 (%t 1);:= —c(x=ylI) + 25 (x) 17 s )] ,(24)
IV.4) ensures sibling cluster€h (I, 7), will be separated by , .

a certain distance, specified as: forall j€ K andK € Ch (1, 7); otherwise fs (x,u, I);:=u;,

where the magnitude3; (x), of repulsion between comple-
DH(I)i:{XGG(T)‘%K(X)2Tk+a,Vk‘€K7K€Ch (177)}7(18) mentary cluster€h (I,7) is given by

wheren;, x (x) (7) returns the perpendicular distance kh Br(x) := max  max (= (e,x (x)—7rK—B),0). (25)
agent to the separating hyperplane of clugtee C(7), and KeCh(I,7)

a > 0 is a safety margin guaranteeing that the clearance bes, completeness, we sgt (
tween any pair of disks in complementary clusteérh, (7, 7), singleton cluster e e(r)
is at least2a units. Observe thaDy (I) = &(r) for any _ ' . . :

singleton cluster] € €C(7) because such leaf clusters of a|1 Wiasummanze the properties of this construction as fol-
binary tree have no children, i.€h (I, 7) = 0. ows:

While the disks move irD g ([) based on a desired control 1’ A trajectory of a dynamical system is said to have a finite psdime

. . ad if it escapes to infinity at a finite time3p].
(velocity) inputu € (R ) , Table IV.10) guarantees the ' isthis construction indeed solves Probldnsince a flow is a retraction of

maintenance of the safety margin between children clustéssbasin into the attractor3f].

x,u,I) = fa(x,u,l) for any
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Theorem 4 The recursion of Tablé/ results in a well-defined where NNI(c*, G*) denotes the NNI mov& on o* at cluster
function f,y : &(7) — (Rd)‘] that can be computed in G¥ € C(r), illustrated in Fig.4, andu, is our NNI control

0 |J|2 time for anyx € &(r). For all 7 € BT, the policy returning an NNI move as summarised in TaMe
' Abusing notation, we shall denote the closed-loop dynamica

stratum, &(7) is positive invariant and any € &(7) is
an asymptotically stable equilibrium point of a continuous
piecewise smooth flow arising frorfi., whose basin of
attraction includes all ofS(7) with the exception of an empty
interior set.

Proof These results are proven in Appentlixccording to the

system as

o,k+1

=g, (crk) := (NNl ou) (crk) . (28)

TABLE V
THE NNI CONTROL LAW

following plan. Propositior8 establishes that the recursion in
TablelV indeed results in a function computable in quadratic
time. The invariance, stability, and continuous flow getirga
properties off, ,, are shown using an equivalent system model
within the sequential composition framework], as follows.
Table VII defines a new recursion shown in Propositibn
to result in a family of continuous and piecewise smooth
vector fields. Propositiob asserts that the family of domains
associated with these field43) defines a (finite) open cover
of &(r) relative to which a selection function (Tab\éll)
induces a partition of that stratum. Proposit®demonstrates
that the composition of the covering vector field family with

To navigate from an arbitrary hierarclayc BT ; towards any selecteq
desired hierarchy- € BT 7 in the NNI-graph, the NNI control policy]
u- returns an NNI move ow at a clusterG € € (o), as follows:
1) If o = 7, then just return the identity mové& = 0.
2) Otherwise,
a) Select a common clustéf € C (o)NC (1) with Ch (K, o) #
Ch(K,T), and let{Ky,Kr} = Ch (K, 7).
b) Find a nonsingleton clusted € C(o) with children
{Ir,Ir} =Ch(I,o) satisfyingl;, C K; andIr C Kg.
¢) Return a proper NNI navigation move enat grandchildG €
Ch (I, 0) selected as follows:
i) If I7°9 C K, , then returnG = Ip.
i) Elseif =7 C Kgr , then returnG = I.
iii) Otherwise , return an arbitrary NNI move at a child bf
in o; for example,G = Iy,

the output of this partitioning function yields a new furcti
that coincides exactly with the original control field define
in Table IV. Finally, Proposition14, Proposition13 and
Proposition15 demonstrate, respectively, the flow, positiv
invariance and stability properties ¢f ,,, which are inherited
from the flow, invariance and stability properties (Propos
tion 10, Proposition9 and Propositionll, respectively) of
substratum policies executed over a strictly decreasiritg fin
prepares graph (Propositiah via their nondegenerately, real-
time executed (Propositioh?) sequential composition. W

The NNI control law endows the NNI-graph with a directed
edge structure whose paths all leadrtoand whose longest
%ath (from the furthest possible initial hierarclaye BT ;) is
tightly bounded byi (|.J| — 1) (|J| — 2) for |J| > 2. Given
Such a goal we show in8f] that the cost of computing
an appropriate NNI move from any other ¢ BJ; toward
an adjacent tree at a lower value of a “discrete Lyapunov
function” relative to that destination {9 (|.J|). We summarize
such important properties of our NNI navigation algorithsn a

Theorem 5 ([85]) The NNI control lawu, (Table V) recur-

sively defines a closed loop discrete dynamical sysg&shirt

the NNI-graph, taking the form of a discrete transition rule
In principle, navigation in the adjacency graph of tree% Witgl global attrac_tor atT.and longest trajectory_of Iength

(Problem2) is a trivial matter since the number of tree$’ |J|) endowed with a discrete Lyapunov function relative

over a finite set of leaves is finite. However, in practice, tH® Which computing a descent direction from anye BT,

cardinality of trees grows super exponentialiy requires a computation of timé (|.J|).

C. Navigation in the Space of Binary Trees

|BTs| = (2|J] = 3)!! = (2]|J] —3)(2]J] = 5)...3, (26) D. Portal Transformations

We now turn attention to construction of the crucial portal
for |J] > 2. Hence standard graph search algorithms, lik@ap that effects the geometric realization of the NNI-graph
the A* or Dijkstra’s algorithm 1], become rapidly imprac- as required for Probler; and herein we extend our recent
ticable. In particular, computing the shortest path (geae construction of the realization functioRert, in [1] for point
in the NNI-graph, a regular subgraph of the adjacency grapfrticle configurations to thickened disk configurations.
(Theorem6), is NP-complete §4]. Throughout this section, the treest € BT, are NNI-

Alternatively, we have recently developed ifi5] an ef- adjacent (as defined in Sectidh-D) and fixed, and we
ficient recursive procedure for navigating in the NNI graptherefore take the liberty of suppressing all mention okéhe
Ny = (BT, Ex) towards any given binary tree € BT, trees wherever convenient, for the sake of simplifying the
taking the form of an abstract discrete dynamical system psesentation of our equations.

follows:
19Here, note that the NNI move at the empty cluster correspdndse
identity map inBT s, i.e. o = NNI (o, 0) for all o € BT ;. Therefore, the

o1 = NNI (Uk, Gk) ) (273) notion of identity map inBT; slightly extends the NNI graph by adding
ko k self-loops at every vertex, which is necessary for a disetigte dynamical
G" = U‘T(U )’ (27b) system inBT ; to have fixed points.
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Since the trees, 7 are NNI-adjacent, we may apply Lemma 1) Napoleon Triangles:We recall a theorem of geom-
1 from [85] to find common disjoint clusterd, B, C such that etry describing how to create an equilateral triangle from
{AUB} =C(o)\C(r)and{BUC} =¢€(7)\ C(o). Note an arbitrary triangle: construct, either all outer or alhém,
that the triplet{A4, B,C} of the pair (o,7) is unique. We equilateral triangles at the sides of a triangle in the plane
call {A, B, C} the NNI-triplet of the pair(o, 7). Sincec and containing the triangle, and so centroids of the constdicte
7 are fixed throughout this section, so will b& B,C and equilateral triangles form another equilateral triangiethe
P:=AUBUC. same plane, known as théldpoleon trianglé [86] — see
In the construction of the portal maport (33), we Fig. 11. We will refer to this construction as the Napoleon
restrict our attention to the portal configurations with aa@i@ transformation, and we find it convenient to define doible
symmetry property, defined as: outer Napoleon triangleas the equilateral triangle resulting
o J ) ] from two concatenated outer Napoleon transformations of
Definition 3 ([1]) We callx € (R?)" asymmetricconfigura- 4 triangle. LetNT : R3! —» R3 denote the double outer

tion associated witlio, ) if centroids of partial configurations Napolean transformation, se&] for an explicit form ofNT.
x|A, x|B andx|C form an equilateral triangle, as illustrated

in Fig. 10. The set of all symmetric configurations with respect
to (o, 7) is denotedSym (o, 7).

Fig. 11. Outer Napoleon Triangle& 4/ g/ and A g grgn of Aape
and A 4/ /o1, respectively, andA 4/ g o is referred to as the double
outer triangle ofA 4 pc. Note that centroids of all triangles coincides, i.e.
C (AABC) =cC (AA/B’C’) =cC (AA”B”C”)'

Fig. 10. An illustration of a symmetric configuration € Sym (o, 7), where
the consensus balBg (x) of partial configuration of cluste® € {A, B, C} The NNI-triplet {A, B,C} defines an associated trian-

has a positive radius. gle with distinct vertices for each configuratioh s g ¢ :
d

An important observation about the symmetric configurg(a) — Conf (R%, 3], 0),
. . .
tions is: A, (x) = [c(x|4) c(x|B)c(x|C)] .  (30)
Lemma 1 ([1]) Letx € &(o) be a symmetric configuration
in Sym (o, 7). If each partial configuratiorx|Q of cluster@ €
{4, B,C} is contained in the associated “consensus” bal
Bg (x) — an open baff centered at (x|Q) with radius

The double outer Napolean tranformation df4 p ¢ (x)

feturns symmetric target locations forx|A), ¢ (x|B) and

¢ (x|C), and the corresponding displacementcdk|P), de-

noted Noff, g : Conf(R%J,r) — R? is given by the
. )T Sp (x) (29 formula?t

TQ (X) y én(lcrrlT) (C (X|Q) mDK)’ (X) HSD.,'V (X)H ?

Def{Q,Pr(Q,7)}I\{P}

thenx also supportsr, i.e. x € &(r), and sox is a portal Wherel := 5 [|A[,|B],|C|] ® Iy € R¥?, and the vertices
configuration x € Portal (o, 7). of the associated equilateral triangle with compensatéskof

of ¢ (x| P) aret

Noffs pco(x) :=c(x|P) =T -NToA4pc(x), (31)

Note that for any symmetric configuratione Sym (o, 7) the

consensus ball of each partial configuration of cluster [CA,CB,CC}T::NTOAAB_C (x)+13®@Noff4 g o (x). (32)
{4, B, C} always has a nonempty interior, is, (x) > 0 [1]
— see Fig.10. 2) Portal Maps: We now define a portal maRort

In the following, we first describe how we relate any givei® (o) — Portal (o, 7), to be
triangle to an equilateral triangle using Napoleon tramsto

tions, and then define our portal map. Port (X):_{X , if x€ePortal (0, 7)

(MrgoScloCtr) (x), otherwise, (33)

20In a metric spacé€X, d), the open ballB (x, ) centered ak with radius 2IHere,1, is thed x d identity matrix, andly, is theR* column vector of
r € R>( is the set of points inX whose distance t« is less thanr, i.e  all ones. Also,® and- denote the Kronecker product and the standard array

B(x,r)={ye X |d(x,y) <r}. product, respectively.


NNIConsensusBallv2.eps
NapoleonTriangle2ctrd.eps
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whereCtr : (o) — Sym(o, 7) rigidly translates the partial to be well defined. Further, usin@%), one can verify that
configurationsx|A, x|B andx|C, to the new centroid loca- ¢ (x|Pr(I,0)) = c¢(x|Pr(l,0)) = c¢(X|Pr(l,0)) for x =
tions, c4, cg andcc (32), respectively, yielding a symmetricSep; (%), and sos4 » (X) # 0 for any A € Anc (I, o), which

configuration,
X; ,if ig P,

Cer (x) := {xi—c (xQ)+cq, if i€Q,Qe{a, B,C}, Y

It is important to observe thattr keeps the barycenter of
x|P fixed, and so separating hyperplanes of the rest of clust

ascending and disjoint wit® are kept unchanged.
After obtaining a symmetric configuration ifiym (o, 7),

Scl : Sym(o,7) — Sym(o,7) rigidly translates each partia
configuration,x|A, x|B and x|C, to scale and fit into the

guarantees that recursive calls3#p, in the computation of
Port are always well-defined.

We find it useful to summarize some critical properties of
the portal map for the strata @&fC;-meansas:

eorem 6 The NNI-graptiN; = (BT s, ) is a subgraph of
the HCy-meansadjacency graphd; = (BT, E4), i.e. for any
pair (o,7) of NNI-adjacent trees ifBT;, Portal (o,7) #

I(Z). Further, given an edge(o,7) € Ex C €4, @ geometric

realization via the mapport, ) : &(o) — Portal(o,T)

corresponding consensus ball so that the new configuratid® can be computed in quadrati€) (|J|2), time with the

simultaneously support both subtreessofnd r rooted atP,
JifigP

%G (e i) e 6P). i (0 0 O

X4y
Scl (x):=

where( € [0,00) is a scale parameter defined as
(:= max max w,l — 1.
Qe{A,B,C} rq (x)

Here,« > 0 is a safety margin as used i@Q), andr (x|Q)
(12) denotes the centroidal radius of partial configuratd®

(36)

number of leaveg,J|.
Proof See AppendixI-A. |

VI.

For the sake of clarity, we first illustrate the behavior ¢ th
hybrid system defined in Section for the case of four disks
moving in a two-dimensional ambient spade.

In order to visualize in this simple setting the most compli-
cated instance of collision-free navigation and observgima
mal number of transitions between local controllers, wek pic

N UMERICAL SIMULATIONS

and rq (x) (29) is the radius of its consensus ball. Notgne initial,x € &(r;), and desired configurations: € &(r4),
that Sc1 preserves the symmetry of the configurations, i.quhere disks are placed on the horizontal axis and left-to-
centroidsc (x|A), ¢ (x| B) andc (x|C) still form an equilateral gt ordering of their labels ar@, 2, 3, 4) and(3*, 1*, 4%, 2*),

triangle after the mapping, and lefts the barycentex®
unchanged.

Finally, Mrg : Sym (0, 7) — Sym (o, 7) iteratively translates

respectively, and their corresponding clustering treesrak
BT4 andty € BTy, see Fig.12
The resultant trajectory of each disk following the hybrid

and merges partial configurations of common complementayyyigation planner in Sectiow, the relative distance between

clusters ofs and r, in a bottom-up fashion starting &, to
simultaneously support both hierarchiesnd 7,

Mrg (x) :=MNrgp (%), (37)
where for anyl € {P} U Anc (P, 0)
x T =J,
Mrg; (x) := {(Mrgpr(LT) o Sep;) (x), otherwise. (38)

Here,Sep,; separates complementary clustérand /¢ such
that the clearance between every agent/in 7—° and the
associated separating hyperplane is at leasinits (i.e. if
X = Sep; (x) for somex € (Rd)J with s7, (x) # 0, then
MeK,o (X) > 1, +aforanyk € K, K € {I,I~7}): for any
jed

,if j¢Pr(1,0),

j e K7

Ke{l, 177,

Xj

Sep; (x); 1= K7] sia(x) it (39)

X+ 2N e T o T

where the required amount of centroidal separatidnge
[0, 0), is given by

A= rglea;(( max (— (M, k0 (X)—TE— ) 70) . (40)
ke{1,177}

Note that sincec (x|P) = c(x|P) for any x € &(o) and
X = (SclocCtr)(x), we always haves;, (x) # 0 for

any I € {P} U Anc(P,0), which is required forSep,

each pair of disks and the sequence of trees associated with
visited hierarchical strata are shown in Fig. Here, the disks
start following the local controller associated withuntil they
enter in finite time the domain of the following local conteol
associated with at x. € &(71) N S(12) — shown by cyan
dots in Fig.12. After a finite time navigating inS(r2) and
&(73), respectively, the group enters the domain of the goal
controller f,, x- (TablelV) atx, € &(r3) N &(74) — shown

by red dots in Fig.12, and f;, x- asymptotically steers the
disks to the desired configuratiotf € &(r4). Finally, note
that the total number of binary trees over four leaves is 15;
however, our hybrid navigation planner reactively deplogky

4 of them.

We now consider a similar, but slightly more complicated
setting: a group of six disks in a plane where agents are
initially placed evenly on the horizontal axes and switcéirth
positions at the destination as shown in Fig(a), which is
also used in I7] as an example of complicated multi-agent
arrangements. While steering the disks towards the goal, th
hybrid navigation planner automatically deploys only 6dbc
controllers out of the family of 945 local controllers. Theé
evolution of the disk is illustrated in Figl.3(a).

22For all simulations we consider unit disks moving in an ambiglane,
i.e.r; =1forall j € J, and we setx = 0.2 and3 = 1, and all simulations
are obtained through numerical integration of the hybridaiyics generated
by the HNC algorithm (Tabléll) using theode45 function of MATLAB.
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Fig. 12. An illustrative navigation trajectory of the hytblynamics generated by the HNC algorithm for 4 disks in aglambient space. Disks are placed
on the horizontal axis for both the initial and desired camfaions in different orders, from left to righfil, 2, 3,4) and (3*,1*,4*,2*) at the start and
goal, respectively. (a) The sequence of trees associatiddeployed local controllers during the execution of thérd navigation controller. (b) Centroidal
trajectory of each disk colored according the active locaitller, wherex. € &(71) N &(12), x4 € &(m2) N S(13) andx, € &(73) N S(74) shown by
cyan, green and red dots, respectively, are portal configng (c) Space-time curve of disks (d) Pairwise distarmtsveen disks.

Time [s]
Time [s]

Time [s]

(@
Fig. 13. Example trajectories of the hybrid vector field planfor (a) 6, (b) 8 and (c) 16 disks in a planar ambient spaop) (Trajectory and (bottom)
state-time curve of each disk. Each colored time intervahalestrates the execution duration of an activated locatralter. Dots correspond to the portal
configurations where transitions between local contrslteccur at.

Finally, to demonstrate the efficiency of the deploymemteploys 9 and 19 local controllers, respectively.
policy of our hybrid planner, we separately consider groofps The number of potentially available local controllers for
8 and 16 disks in an ambient plane, illustrated in Ai§.The a group ofn disks @6) grows super exponentially with.
eight disks are initially located at the corner of two sqsaren the other hand, if agents have perfect sensing and actua-
whose centroids coincide and the perimeter of one is twiten modelled as in the present paper, the hybrid navigation
of the perimeter of the other. At the destination, disks ehwit planner automatically deploys at mastn — 1) (n — 2) local
their locations as illustrated in Figl3(b). For sixteen disk controllers B5], illustrating the computational efficiency of our
case, disks are initially placed at the vertices of a 4 by d,griconstruction.
and their task is to switch their location as illustrated ig.F
13(c). Although there are a large number of local controllers
for the case of groups of 8 and 16 diskB{ (5| > 10°

and|‘B{]'[16]‘ > 6 X 1015), our hybrid navigation planner only In this paper, we introduce a novel application of clus-
tering to the problem of coordinated robot navigation. The

VIl. CONCLUSION


NNITrajectory4P.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D4P_vS_low.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D4P_vPST_low.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D4P_vD.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D6P_vC.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D8P_vC.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D16P_vC.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D6P_vPST_low.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D8P_vPST_low.eps
dc_nnihiernav2D16P_vPST_low.eps

ESE TECHNICAL REPORT — APRIL 25, 2018 14

notion of hierarchical clustering offers a natural abdtoac TABLE VI
for ensemble task encoding and control in terms of precise ye THE PROOFSTRUCTURE OFTHEOREM4 : LOGICAL DEPENDENCIES
flexible organizational specifications at different resiolus. |+ Proposition3 (Quadratic Time Function)l[p.14 < II-B, p.19]
Based on this new abstraction, we propose a provably corrgict”7oPosition4 (Continuous & Piecewise Smooth4, p15 <= II-C,p2()
L . S oy — Lemmab5 (Child Partition Block) [-F, p.18]
generic hierarchical navigation framework for collisitree o ) : L
. . . . . . o Proposition5 (Domain Covering Induced Partitioh)p , p.15«<11-D, p.20]
motion design towar_ds any given destination via a Sequengeproposition6 (Equivalent Vector Field)IfA, p.16 < II-E, p21]
of hierarchy preserving controllers. For the 2-means dligis | « Proposition13 (Stratum Positive Invariance)-P, p.17]
hierarchical clusteringd], based on a topological characteri; — Recalls Propositiors, Proposition6 _
zation of the underlying space, we present a centralizeidenl| ~ Propositiond (Substratum Positive Invariancelq, p17 < I, p.22]
letel fi d ’ tati Ilv efficient i f + Lemma? (Invariance - Base Case 1), p22 < II-M, p.24]
(ComP etely reac lve> an_ computationa ye. icient imgte 0 +* Lemma8 (Invariance - Base Case 2)-[, p22 < II-N, p.25]
our hierarchical navigation framework for disk-shapedatsb * Lemma9 (Invariance - Recursion)llfl, p22 < I1-O, p.25|
which generalizes to an arbitrary number of disks and antbi¢m Proposition14 (Stratum Existence & Uniqueness)j, p.17]
space dimension. — Recalls Propositiord, Proposition6

Specifically, matching the component problem statements’ Pmposl'lt'onlo(su.psnatumEx's.tfenceun'quen%ﬂp'17<:”'H’p'zz]
of Section IV to their subsequent resolution: we address . Egﬁ]?nz;Eg%?:{ﬂzméggﬁg%i}'%]fhamics)_F’ 018 < II-K,p23]
Probleml in Theorem4 (guaranteeing that the construction of + Lemma4 (Configuration Bound Radius)-F, p4 < II-L, p.24]
TableIV results in a hierarchy invariant vector field planner); - Recalls Lemmz8.

we address Probler in Theorem5 (guaranteeing that the| — Propositionl5 (Stratum Stability) ED, p.17]

construction of TableV results in a reactive strategy that * Recalls Propositiors, Proposition9.

finds, given any non-goal tree, an edge in the graph of Al * Proposition8 (Substratum Policy Selection)-C, p.17 < II-G, p.21]
) y ) - Recalls Propositior.

hierarc_hies leading to a new tree that is cI(_)ser to the disite . | emmas (Partition Refinement)l{F, p.19]
goal hierarchy); and we address Probl@rin Theorem6 % Propositionl1 (Finite Time Prepares Relation)}€, p.17 < 11-J, p23]
(providing a geometric realization in the configuration spa - Lemma10 (Case(i) in Definition 5) [II-J, p.23 < II-P, p.I-P]

of the combinatorial edge toward the physical goal). THe - Lemmall(Caseii) in Definition §) [Il-J, p23 < II-Q, plI-Q]
efficacy of this overarching strategy is guaranteed by Térmor - Lemmal2 (Case(ii) in Definition 9) [II-J, p:23 < II-R, plI-R]
. Proposition7 (Substratum Prepares Grapi)g, p.17 < II-F, p.21]

1 (proving the correctness of these problems steps and their oo s L emma.

resolutions as. presented n Tablb)' ) ) o Proposition12 (Nondegenerate Executionl}€, p.17]
WOI‘k now In prOgreSS targets more praCtlca| Set“ngs N_ Recalls Propositio[& Propositiong_

the field of robotics including navigating around obstacles— Lemmaz2 (Closed Substratum Domain)-¢, p.1§]
in compact spaces and a distributed implementation of our

navigation framework. We are also exploring a number of apovering domains) of the stratum yields a continuous piece-
plication settings for hierarchical formation specificatiand wise smooth flow (identical to that generated by the original
control including problems of perception, perceptual 8819, construction) which is considerably easier to analyze bsea
anomaly detection and automated exploration and variogsadmits an interpretation as a sequential compositiof] |
problems of multi-agent coordination. over the covering family.

In the longer term, especially when the scalability and We find it useful to first observe that the original construc-
efficiency of hierarchical protocols in sensor networks faion yields a well defined and effectively computable fuati
information routing and aggregation is of conce#]| these
methods suggest a promising unifying framework to simult
neously handle control, communication and information a

g’_roposition 3 The recursion in TabldV results in a well
&_efined functionf, y : &(1) — (Rd)J, that can be computed

gregation (fusion) in multi-agent systems. for each configuratiorx € &(r) in O (|J|2) time.
Proof See AppendiXi-B. |
APPENDIXI
PROPERTIES OFTHE HIERARCHY INVARIANT VECTOR .
FIELD A. An Equivalent System Model

Key for understanding the hierarchy preserving navigation
policy, f-y, in Table IV is the observation that for any
configurationx € &(r) the list of visited clusters ofr

Although the recursive definition of the hierarchy presegvi
navigation policy, f-, in Table IV expresses an efficient

encoding of intra-cluster and inter-cluster interacticarsd satisfying base conditions during the recursive comparati
dependencies of individuals, which we suspect will prove % f., defines a partitiord of J compatible withr, i.e
have value for distributed settings, it yields a discorntinsi gc E;’(’T) 23 , 1.e.

vector field complicating the qualitative (existence, wg Now observe, depending on which base condition holds
ness, invariance and stability) analysis, as anticipatau the (Table IV.2) or,TabIe IV.4)), every blockT of partition
proof structure of Theorerhin TableVI. We find it convenient ’

to proceed instead by developing an alternative, equivalen?Note that the recursions in Tabl¢ and TableVIll have the same base

representation of this vector field. Namely we introduce apd recursion conditions, and the recursion in Tableg returns the list of
' clusters satisfying base conditions, which defines a partitf J (Proposition

f‘.am'ly of Contmuqus _and piecewise .S.mOOth ?Ove”ng VeCtgf. Hence, using the relation between these recursions ipoBition 6, one
fields whose application over a partition (derived from thetan conclude this observation.
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TABLE VIl TABLE VI
LocAL CONTROL POLICIES IN A HIERARCHICAL STRATUM PoLICY SELECTIONALGORITHM
Let J be a partition ofJ with § C €(7), andb = (bs);cy € For any initialx € &() and desiredy € &(7), supportingr € BTz,
{—1,+1}9. For any desired/ € &(r), supportingr € BT ;, and any the policy selection algorithny : &(7) — 8% (1),
initial x € D (J, b) (43), the local control policyhs 1, : D (J,b) —

(Rd)J, p(X)Z:ﬁ(X,J),

N recursively generates a local policy index 86 (7) (42) using the
hgpb (x) :=hgp(x,0,J), post-order traversal of starting at the root clustey as follows: for
any I € €(7),

is recursively computed using the post-order traversat atarting at ; N
1) function (J,b) = p(x,1)

the root clusterJ with the zero control inpud € (Rd)" as follows:

for anyu € (Rd)‘] andI € V. (J) (49), o 2) ifxeDa(l) (19,
T 8la T
;) fur_\fctlon a=hyp(x,u,l) 8 2) b 41,
g2 TIED 29 5) else ifx ¢ Dy (I) (18),
Q — 2]
9 3) if by =+1 @ 6) j<—{[}
o ) 0 fa(x,u,I) (14), % Attracting Field «a " '
@) 5) else 7) b —1,
© N . . . 8) else
m| 6) a <« fs(x,u,l) (24, % Split Separation Field
7) end ( ) S 9) {!L,{R}Fch(I,T),
8) else k2 10) (qu }i’L) —p(x, 1),
sl o9 {IL,Ig} « Ch(I,T), 391D (r.br) < b (%, IR),
£ ]10) g+ hyp (x,u,17), % Recursion for Left Child @ ig) %‘_ jff UgR’ 26
é 11) R < hgp(x,05,Ir), % Recursion for Right Child 14; end < bibr,
12) U« fu(x,0gr,I) (19, 9% Split Preserving Field 15 s -
13) end ) return (J,b)

14) return u

and all ancestorsX € Anc(I,7) of I in 7 satisfy the
d, associated with any fixed configuration € D4 (I) U recursion condition of having properly separated children
(&(1)\ Dm (I)), can be associated with a binary scalatlusters described by (K) (18). Accordingly, letV: ()

by (x) € {—1,+1} such that* denote the set of clusters of visited during the recursive
. 1 L ifxeDa (), computation ofhy , in Table VII,
br (x) = { T g, 0D (41)
: A(1)uDy (1), V,(@) :={KeC(r)|K2I,I€]}. (45)

where D (1) and Dy (1) are defined as in1b) and (8), Note thatJ € V, (J) sinced is a partition of the root cluster
respectively. We will use this configuration space labeling 5. any blockl € J satisfies! C J.
scheme to recast the hierarchy preserving control palicy  opserve that each local control polidy 1, is a recursive

as an online sequential composition of a family of contirBIoy,mpasition of continuous functions sf so it is continuous:
and piecewise smooth local controllers indexed by partitiof

J compatible withr and associated binary vectors as followdroposition 4 The recursion in Table/Il results in a cc;nt}n-
A partition J of J is said to be compatible with ¢ BT, UOUs and piecewise smooth funciarh; , : G(7) — (R)".

if and only if J C €(r), and denote by, () the set of proof See Appendixl-C. [
partitions ofJ compatible withr. Accordingly, define8?; (1)
to be the set of substratum policy indices, To conclude our introduction of the family of covering fields

g in TableVIl, we now observe that the vector fiefd,, in Table
8P (1) := {(H,b) ‘ JePs(r),be{-1+1} } (42) v is an online concatenation of continuous local controlers
hg b, of TableVIl using a policy selection method described

For any partitionJ € P;(r) of J andb := (b S
y p 1 (7) (br)reg in Table VIIl, summarized as:

{—1,+1}?, the domairD (J, b) of a local control policyhg b,
presented in Tabl¥ll, is defined to be Proposition 5 For any given configuratiorx € &(7) the
policy selection algorithrmp in Table VIII always returns a
D(3,b) := ﬂ (DB (£,br) M ﬂ D (K))’ (43)  valid policy index,(d,b) = p(x), in 8P; (1) (42) such that
1ed KeAnc (I,7) the domairD (g, b) (43) of the associated local control policy
where the set of configurations satisfying the base conrditi@a,b (Table VII) containsx, i.e.
associated with clustdr of J and binary scalab; is given by
x € (Dop)(x). (46)

Dy (1), if by = +1,

Dp(I,by) := . 4
B ( ’ I) { ('5(T) yif by = -1, ( ) %5Note that if f : U — R™ is continuous and piecewise smooth on an
open set/ C R", then it is locally Lipschitz orlJ [89].

24 Observe from TabldV that any configurationkx € &(7) satisfies 2Here, p||q denotes the concatenation of vectpraindq. That is to say,
a base condition (TabldéV.2) or TableV.4)) at cluster] € C(7) if let X,Y be two sets andi, B be two finite sets of coordinate indices, then
x € Da(I) U (&(1)\ Dy (I)). Also note that we haveD, (I) U foranyp € X4 andq € YB we sayr € X4 x Y £ is the concatenation
ST\ Dy (D) =Da)U (S(1)\ (Da(I)UDg (1)), andD4 (I) of p andq, denoted byr = p||q, if and only if ro = pa andr, = q, for
andS(7)\ (Da (1) UDg (1)) are disjoint. all a € Aandb € B.
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Proof See Appendix!-D. B index (J',b’) by a directed edge ig@pg if and only if hy

Proposition 6 For any given configuratiox € &(7), the preparesiy. .

vector field f; x (Table IV) and the local control policy Although, the prepares grapgbG is the most critical compo-
hg b (x) (Table VII) selected agd,b) = p(x) (Table VIIl) nent of the sequential composition framewoik][defining a

generate the same control (velocity) inputs, i.e. discrete abstraction of continuous control policies, thpoe
- nentially growing cardinality of substratum policies, dissed

Jry (%) = hp(ae) (%) (47) in AppendixI-E, and the lack of an explicit characterization
Proof See AppendiXI-E. W of globally asymptotically stable configurations of subgim

policies make it usually difficult to compute the complete
prepares graph.

Alternatively, we introduce a computationally efficientdan
recursively constructed graph of substratum policies that
nicely compatible with our needs, yielding a subgraph of
the prepares graph, where every policy index is connected to

. _ N . the goal policy index{J},+1) through a directed path, as
B. Online Sequential Composition of Substratum Policies g iows.

We now briefly describe the logic behind online Sequentiﬂefinition 5 Let PG — (8P, (7) gﬂ)c) be a graph with vertex
. I J

composition [L0] of substratum policies. ; SO .
To characterize our policy selection strategy, we first cmfiIJ\'St 87, (r), and a policy index(d, b) € 8P, (r) that is

I L
a priority measur€ for each local controllehy 1, associated g(i)rre]g?ecc;eedd t(; i%notr;f ;n%o(l)ﬁ/ Ii?gﬁgef:\:t)onee iﬁﬁgﬂﬁ) >\lNi?1
with a partitiond € P, (7) of J and a binary vectob < ge 1d»g y 9

i ]
{~1,+1} to be prppertles holds | |
(i) (Complement) There exists a singleton cluster J such

Since the hierarchy invariant field. , is defined for entire
&(7), it is useful to remark that the domair®,(J, b) (43),
of local control policieshy 1, define a cover o&(7) indexed
by partitions of J compatible with and associated binary
vectors.

priority(d,b) := Y br|I|*. (48) thath; = —1, andg’ = J andb’ € {—1,+1}° with

led b} = +1 andb’), = bp forall D € g\ {I}.
Note that the maximum and minimum of the priority measuréii) (Split) There exists a nonsingleton clustére J such
is attained at the coarsest partiti¢d} of J, andb; = +1 thatb, = -1, and d =3d\{I}uCh(I,r) andb’ €
andby = —1, respectively, {—1,4—1}5J with b% = —1 for all K € Ch({,7) and

- 2 b, =bp forall D e g\ Ch(I,7).
priority({J},+1)=[J| i (492) (i) (Merge) There exists a nonsingleton clusfez C () such
priority ({J},—1)=—[J[". (49b) that Ch (I,7) c § andbg = +1 for all K € Ch(1,7),

Accordingly, we shall refer to the local control policy with ~ @ndd’ =3\ Ch(Z,7) U{I} andb’ € {~1,+1}7 with

index ({J},+1) as the goal policy since it has the highest ~P; = +1andb}, =bp forall D € g\ Ch(Z,).

priority and asymptotically steers all configurations is itNote that, since is compatible withr, i.e.d C € (7), if || >

domainD ({.J}, +1)(43) to y following the negated gradient | then there exists a clustére € () such thatCh (I,7) C J

of V(x) = 3 [[x — |, i.e. for anyx € D ({J},+1) (Lemmab5). Hence, for any policy indexd, b) # ({J},+1)
hisyar (X) = =VV (%) = —(x - y). (50) there always exists_ a po_licy__indég’, b’) # (J,b) satisfying

one of these conditiongj)-(iii) above. Thus, the out-degree
Note that since the root clustey has no ancestor, i.e.of a policy index(d,b) # ({J},+1) in PG is at least one,
Anc (J,7) = 0, by definition ¢3), D ({J},+1) = Da(J), whereas the goal policy indeXJ},+1) in PG has an out-

andD 4 (J) (15) contains the goal configuration degree of zero. We summarize some important properties of
We now introduce an abstract connection between Ioc@ as follows:

policies for high-level planning: - R
- L - Proposition 7 The graph®?S = (8P, (), pg), as defined
Definition 4 Let (J,b),(J',b’) € 8P, (7) be two distinct iy pefinition 5, is an acyclic subgraph of the prepares graph
;ubstratum pollcy |nQ|ces._ Thery p is sald_ topreparefiy b pg (8P, (1), Epq) (Definition 4) such that all policy
if and only if gll trajector_|es ofhy b starting in its domain ;. jices in 8, (1) are connected to the goal policy index
g((;,’ ll)))’) _pofs_s!{alyt_ exczléjdlng a set of measure zero, reagh 1 1) through directed paths i€y, of length at most
s In Tinite ume: 2 . . . . . .

Accordingly, define the prepares graph S 0 (|J| ) hops, along wh|clprlor13y (48) is strictly increas
(8Ps(1),&pg) to have vertex setSP,(r)(42) with a ing, i.e.for any((J,b),(d',b)) € Exg
policy index (J,b) € 8P, (r) connected to another policy priority(7,b)) > priority (4,b) (51)

27In the general past literature, such a priority assignmérbeal con- .
trollers is done using backchaining of the prepares gragmioffine manner Pr0oof See AppendiXI-F. u
[10.

28 Here, we slightly relax the original definition of the pregsrrelation 2%0ne may think of these conditions as restructuring operstiof policy
in [10] by not requiring the knowledge of goal sets, globally astatipally indices by merging/splitting of partition blocks and/oteshating binary index
stable states, of local control policies in advance. values, like NNI moves of trees in Sectioi-D .
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Although a given local policy can prepare more than ongriority(d,b) and domains of local controllers are closed
potential successor (i.e. higher priority), our policyesion relative toS(7) (LemmaZ2), there always exists an open set
method chooses the one with the strictly highest priority: aroundx® which does not intersect with the domain of any

. . . . local controller at a higher priority thggriority(J, b). Thus,
Proposition 8 For any givenx € &(r) the policy selection since its domain is positively invariant (Propositi&f hj 1

method, p, in Table VIII always returns the index of a: ) S .
) . L is guaranteed to steer the configuration in the interseatfon
local controller with the maximum priority among all local

controllers whose domain contains this open set an® (g, b) for a nonzero time. [

p(x)= argmax priority(J,b’). (52) D. Qualitative Properties of Stratum Policies
(8/7b/)eS/TJl(T) We now proceed with some important qualitative (existence,
x€D(3'p') unigueness, invariance and stability) properties of thezani
and all the other available local controllers have strictwer chy preserving navigation policy of Tabl¥ .

priorities. Proposition 13 The stratum&(7) is positive invariant under

Proof See Appendi®l-G. m the hierarchy-invariant control policyf; , (TablelV).
Proof Recall that the domainsp (43), of local control
C. Qualitative Properties of Substratum Policies policies in TableVIl define a cover of&(7) (Proposition

We now list important qualitative (existence, uniquenesd) €ach of whose elements is positively invariant under the
invariance and stability) properties of the substratumtredn flow of the associated local policy (Propositi®h Thus, the
policies of TableVIl. Let J be a partition of.J compatible "esult follows since the hierarchy preserving vector figld,
with 7, i.e. g C €(r), andb is a binary vector in{—1, 1}3_ is equivalent to online sequential composition of localtooin

N ) policies of TableVIl based on the policy selection algorithm
Proposition 9 The domain,D (J,b) (43), of a substratum i, Taple VIl (Propositions). m

policy, hy 1w (TableVIl), is positive invariant. N . ]
’ Proposition 14 (Stratum Existence and Uniqueness) The

Proof See Appendixl-I. B hjerarchy invariance control policyf,, (Table IV), has a

Proposition 10 (Substratum Existence and Uniqueness) THE!Gue, continuous and piecewise smooth flpty,in &(r),
vector fieldhy 1, (TableVIl) is locally Lipschitz in&(r); and  defined for allt > 0.

for any initial x € D (J,b) C &(r) there always exists a pProof Recall from Propositio that f, , is equivalent to on-
compact (bounded and closed) sub8eof D (4, b) (43) such |ine sequential composition of a family of substratum piekic
that all trajectories ofh; 1, starting atx remain inW for all  which have unique, continuous and piecewise smooth flows,
future time. defined for allt > 0, in their positive invariant domains
Therefore, there is a unique continuous and piecewigproposition10). Since their domains define a finite closed
smooth flow ofi;, in D (d,b) that is defined for all future cover of &(r) (Proposition5), the unique, continuous and
time. piecewise flow of f;, is constructed by piecing together
Proof See Appendisi-H. m lrajectories of these substratum policies. |

Proposition 11 (Finite Time Prepares Relation) Each local’TOPOSition 15 Anyy & &(7) is an asymptotically stable

control policy, 5 1, with the exception of the goal controllereAuilibrium point of the hierarchy-invariant control pof,

h{y,+1, steers (almost) all configurations in its domainff»y (Table 1V), whose basin of attraction include(7),

D (J,b), to the domainD (', b’), of another local controller, except a set of measure zero.

hg b, at a higher priority (48) in finite time. Proof Using the equivalence (Propositi) of the hierar-

Proof See Appendixl-J. m chy preserving fieldf,yb_, _and the sequential composition of

substratum control policies of TabMll based on the policy

Proposition 12 (Nonzero Execution Time) Let be a trajec- selection method in Tabl¥lll, the result can be obtained as

tory of the local control policyhy 1, starting atx® € D (4,b)  follows.

such thatp (x°) = (4, b). Since priority (48) is an integer-valued function with
Then the local controller is guaranteed to steers the grougounded range4@), using Propositior8 and Propositior 1,

for a nonzero time until reaching the domain of a locabne can conclude that the disks starting at almost any con-

controller at a higherpriority (48), i.e. figuration in&(7) reach the domai® ({J},+1) of the goal

inf {t > pr (xt) + (3,b)} > 0. (53) policy hys 41y in finite time after visiting at mosO (|J|2

t of other local control policies. Note that € D ({J},+1).
Proof Recall that for any configuratior € &(7) the policy Then, the goal policyry sy 41
selection method in Tabl&lll always yields the index of 1 9
the local controller with the highest priority among all &c hins (x)=-Vallx-yly=-x-y), (4
controllers whose domains contain(Proposition8). Hence, asymptotically steers all configuration B ({J},+1) to y
since the initial configuratior® is not included in the domain while keeping its domain of attractiofd 4 () positively
of any other local controller with a higher priority thaninvariant (Propositior®), which completes the proof |
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E. On the Cardinality of Substratum Policies

18

substratum policies presented in Appendi€. Let J be a

To gain an appreciation for the computational efficiency d¥artition of J compatible withr, i.e.J C €(7), andb is a

hierarchy preserving vector field in TakdM, we find it useful

to have a brief discussion without proofs on the cardina@ity | emma 2 The domain.D (9,b)
the family of local control policies of Tablgll. The number policy, iz b, is closed reiativé 16 (1)
of partitionsP; (7) of .J 3 compatible with a cluster hierarchy B

T € BT is recursively given by*
[Py (T)| =1+ Py (mo)[ 1P (TR)I,

where T, 7 denote the left and right subtrees af respec-
tively. For any caterpillar tre€ o € BT, |P; (o) = |J|

(56)

binary vector in{—1, +1}?.

(43), of each substratum

Proof Using the continuity of functior’ in the predicates
used to define them, one can conclude that for AmyC (1)
setsD 4 (I) (15) andDy (I) (18) are closed relative t&(r).
Hence, since the intersection of arbitrary many closed aets
closed P1], the domainD (g, b) (43) of each local controller

since one of two subtrees ofis always one-leaf tree. On thehs,b is closed relative t@& (7). u

other hand, for a balanced treec BT, the cardinality of
partitions of J compatible withy grows exponentially?

[7]
[J] 4 /5
VP AN

57
<% (57)
for |J] = 2%, k € Ny = {1,2,3,...}; for example,
Poy(v)| = 2 |[Puy(y)| = 5 |Pg(y)| = 26 and

Plie) (7)] = 677. In addition to a partitiory of J compatible

A critical observation used for bounding the centroidal
configuration radius (Lemm4d) and the range of a trajectory
of a substratum policy (PropositiatD) is:

Lemma 3 (Relative Centroidal Dynamics) Let€ &(7) and
u = hgjb (X) . (62)

Then, the centroidal dynamics of any clustere V. (J)

with 7, every local control policy:; 1, is indexed by a binary (45) visited during recursive computation af 1, (TableVIl),

variable of size|J| with a possible choice o2l?! values.
Therefore, the number of local control policiég , grows
exponentially with the group sizéJ|.

F. A Set of Useful Observations on Substratum Policies

Here we introduce a set of useful lemmas that constit

building blocks for proving some qualitative properties

39The number of partitions of a set with elements is given by the Bell

number, B,,, recursively defined as: for any € N [9(]

B =3 (7).

k=0

(55)

where Bp = 1. The Bell number,B,,, grows super exponentially with the

set sizen; however, in our case we require partitions.bto be compatible
with 7 and this restricts the growth of number of such partitions/ab at
most exponential with.J|, depending on the structure of

SlLet {Jp, Jr} = Ch(J,7) be the root split ofr, and;, and rr are

the associated subtrees ofrooted atJ; and Jg, respectively. Then, any

partition of J compatible with7, except the trivial partition{J}, can be
written as the union of a partition of;, compatible withr;, and a partition
of Jr compatible withTgr. Hence, one can conclude the recursion56)(
32/ caterpillar tree is a rooted tree in which at most one of thiideen of
every interior cluster is nonsingleton.
33Let F,, denote the number of partitions pf] = {1,2,...,n} compati-
ble with a balanced rooted binary tree witheaves, where: = 2% for some

k € N4, and by 66) it satisfies
Fop =1+ F2, (58)

subject to the base conditioRi, = 2. Define G, and H,,, for n = 2* and
k € N4, to be, respectively,

5
Gon =G2 and Hap = ZH,% (59)

n
whereG2 = Ha = 2. Note thatG,, = 2" andH,, = é\/g for n = 2k
andk € N . Now observe that for any = 2% andk € N4
Gn < Fn < Hn, (60)

and so

(61)

except the root/, satisfie®®

7| s1(x)

[P [lsr ()]
+c(ulP)+c(x—y|P), (63)

c(ull) = —c(x—y|I) 4+ 2ap (x,vp)

(Rd)‘] associated with parent clusteP =

;\‘gr somevp €
r (I, 7); whereas we have for the root clustdr

c(ulJ) = —c(x—ylJ). (64)

Proof See AppendiXI-K. |

Lemma 4 (Upper Bound on Configuration Radius) Let
denote a trajectory ohy , (Table VIl) starting at any initial
x% € D (4,b) (43 fort > 0.

Then, the centroidal configuration radius,(x!|J) (12),
is bounded above for alt > 0 by a certain finite value,
R (x",y), depending orx” andy, i.e.

r(x'|J) <R (x",y) <oco, Vt>0. (65)
Proof See AppendiXI-L. |

Lemma 5 If J is not the trivial partition, i.e.|J] > 1, then
there always exists a clustére C (1) such thatCh (I, 7) C J.

Proof Define the depth of clustef € C(7) in 7 to be the
number of its ancestor$Anc (I, 7)|.
Let K € J be a cluster irg with the maximal depth, i.e.

|Anc (K, 7)| = arg max |[Anc (D, 7)]|.
Degd

(66)

Then, we now show thal " is also inJ, and sol =
Pr (K, ) satisfies the lemma.

34A function f : X — Y between two topological spaceX, andY’, is
continuous if the inverse image of every open subseY obf f is an open
subset ofX [91].

35Here, for anyl € C (1) we usec : (Rd)I — R4 (8).
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Proof by a contradiction. Suppose that " is not inJ. be computed inO |J|2 time, from which one conclude
Since{ is a partition of.J compatible withr, then some de- that the inclusion test for being iPortal (o, 7) can also be
scendaniD € Des (K ™7, 7) is in J. Note that|Anc (K., 7)| = computed inO (|J]?) time. If the given configuration is not
|Anc (K™7)| < |Anc (D, 7)], which contradicts&€). a portal configuration, then the computation Rfrt,, ,(33)

Lemma 6 Let § and J’ be two distinct partitions ofJ requires cluster centroids of, which can be computed in
compatible withr, i.e. J # 3’ C C(7). Then, at least one linear, O (|.J|), time as described in the proof of Proposition

of the followings always holds 3. Given cluster centroids, one can compCte (34) andScl
(i) (9 Partially Refinesy’) There exists a clustek’ € g (39 inlinear,O (|7]), time since the Napoleon transformation
with a nontrivial partition X’ such thatk’ c J. NT of an arbitrary triangle can be computed in constant]),
(i) (9 Partially Refines)) There exists a clustek’ € g with  time [87]. Finally, given the cluster centroids, each iteration
a nontrivial partition X such thatX c g'. of Mrg (37) can be computed in line® (|.J|) time; and so all

iterations ofMrg can be performed i (|.J]*) time since it

Proof For anyj € J, let g (j) denote the unique element of . . .
yJ a0) d may require at most/| iterations. Thus, the result follows.l

J containingj.
Sinced # 7', let K’ € §' \ § be an unshared cluster. Since
bothJ andg’ are partitions of/ compatible withr, we have B. Proof of Propositior3

eitherd(k’) ¢ K’ or g(k') 2 K’ for all " € K'. If (k') & proof Recall from (L5) that for any singleton clustef €
K' for all k' € K', thenX’ = {J(k')|k’ € K'} defines a € (r) we haveD4 (I) = &(r). Hence, for any giverx €
partition of K" and we obtain Lemmd.(i). Otherwise, by ;) the base conditior € D 4 (I) (TablelV.2) always holds
symmetry, we have Lemm@y(ii). Thus, the lemma follows. ¢ any singleton clustef € € (r). Moreover, the cardinality

B any cluster passed as an argument in a recursive step of the
evaluation must decrease relative to the calling clustee si
APPENDIXII (TableIV.7). Therefore, the recursion in Tabl terminates,
PROOFS in the worst case, after visiting all clusters ofonly once.
A. Proof of Theoren Since all vector fieldsfs (14), frr (19) and fs (24)) used

Proof To prove the first part of the result, we shall considdpP TaplelV are well degn?d over the entirety of their domain
Port,,, as a mapping fron&(c) to (Rd)'] and verify that S(r) with codomain(R?)", the recursm}m in Tablév results
Port,. , (&(c)) C Portal (o, 7). in a true function,fy : 6(7) — (R?)", with well defined
By definition, the restriction oPort, . to Portal (o, 7) is €valuation for each configuratione &(r).
the identity map orPortal (o, 7). Hence, we only need to We now assess the computational complexity of the recur-
show thatPort, , (&(o) \ Portal (o, 7)) C Portal (o, 7). sion in TablelV. Centroids of clusters of can be computed
Let y = Ctr(x) andz = Scl (y) be intermediate con- all at once inO (|J]) time using the post-order traversal of
figurations during the portal transformation of a configirat and the following recursive relation of cluster centroitts:
x € 6(o) \ Portal (o, 7) into w = Mrg (z) = Port (x). any disjointA, B C J,
First, recall that rigid transformations and scaling oftjaér A B
configurations preserve their clustering structuié].[Hence, c(xlAUB) = IAIIJFI‘B\C (x[4) + \A}HIBIC (x|B). (67)
the common subtrees of and 7 rooted atA, B andC are Given cluster centroidsy; s, (x) (7) can be computed
preserved after each transformationdzy (34), Sc1 (35 and in constant,O (1), time for anyi € I and I € €(r).
Mrg (37). Hence, sincelC(7)| = 2|J| — 1 for any 7 € BT, and
Second, each partial configuration of the symmetric cop-— {k ’ k€ K,K € Ch(I,7)} for any nonsingleton cluster
figurationy € Sym(o,7) associated with(o, 7) is properly | c ¢ (7), we conclude:
translated _bySCI (35) so that _each of them lies in the | 14 inciusion test for being i®(7) (6) can be computed
corresponding consensus ball, ire(z|Q) < rg (z) for all o (1712
Q € (A, B, (). Hence, the partial configuratict}P supports n (' | )

both of the subtrees af and+ rooted atP. « Givenx € &(7), the inclusion test for being IOy (1)
Finally, if P = J, then the result simply follows since (18 for any cluster/ e C(r) can be computed in
z = w € Portal (o, 7). Otherwise, for evenyl € {P} U O (|J|_) time; and the recursion in Tabl¥ requires such
Anc (P, o), Mrg (37) iteratively separates the common com- inclusion tests at most only once for all clusters 7of
plementary clusters and I~ of ¢ and 7, in a bottom up which can be computed i® (|J|22 time.
fashion starting at clusteP, to support the subtrees efand o The vector fieldsf4 (14), fuz (19) and fs (24) at any
7 rooted atPr (7,0). Note that in the base casesupports cluster I € C(r) can be computed irO (|.J]) time;
both of the subtrees af andr rooted atP and P~7; and at and, once again, the recursion in Table requires such
the termination at clustef, w supports both trees and r, computation at most at every cluster ofall of which
i.e. w € Portal (o, 7). can be performed i® (|J|2) time.

We now proceed with the computational properties of / _ )
Port, ,. As stated in the proof of Propositidh the inclusion ~ Finally, to conclude thatf; , is computable inO (|J| )
test of a configuration for being in a hierarchical stratum cdime, we show that the inclusion test for being T4 (1)
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(15) for all clustersI € C(r) can be efficiently com- C. Proof of Propositiord

puted in O (|J|2 time as follows. Given cluster centroids,Proof To demonstrate how the recursion in TaM# recur-

Ly (xp—mp (x)) sk (x) (17) can be computed in constantSively composes continuous vector fields, we shall re¢ast
0(1), time for anyk € K, K € C(r); and, likewise, (14, fu (19), fs (24) and the recursioriy 1, (Table VII)

Lyl HXi_Xj||2 (16) can be computed in consta@ (1) @s follpws for any clusted € V. (J) (45 visited during
time for any given pairi # j € .J. Further, using {5) recursive computation df; p,

and hierarchical relations of clusters, observe the fdhow I A aJ
recursive relation ofD 4 (I): for any nonsingletorf € € (7) fa: 6(1)x (RY) = &(7)x (RY) (71)
and{I, Ir} = Ch(I,7), Gow) = (% fa (o w, D))
R fh e x (RN = &(r)x (RY)! 72)
Da(l)=Da()NDa(Ir)NDa(L, Ir),  (68) (x,u) = (x, fr(x,u,1))
J
subject to the base conditidh, (I) = &(7) for any singleton f&6(r)x (Rd) = 6()x (R) (73)
cluster! € @ (r), where (x,u) = (x, fs(x,u,1))

;ngb 1 6(1) x (Rd)J—> &(r) % (Rd)J

D (I, In)i={x €&(r)| L3} lxi=x;|* = (ri+r)? Vi€lL, j€ln, !
(x,u) H(X,hg,b(x,u,f)

(74)

£ (36 —m (%)) sK(x)ZONk:eKKe{ILJR}}.(GQ)
Note that, by definition,f% (x,u) is smooth in bothx and
Note that, givenx € &(7), the inclusion test for being u, and f}; (x,u) and f (x,u) are continuous and piecewise
in D4 (I, Ir) for the children{I;,Ir} = Ch(I,7) of smooth functions ofk andu since functions defined by the
any nonsingleton clustef € C(r) can be computed in maximum of a finite collection of smooth functions are contin
O (Ip| Ig|+ |IL] + |Ir|) time. uous and piecewise smooth, and the product of continuous and
Hence, givenx € &(7), the inclusion test for being in piecewise smooth functions are also continuous and piseewi
D4 (15) for any cluster] € C(r) and all its descendants insmooth P3].

Des (I,7) can be computed at once i (|7]?) time using ~We now show that, for any € V,(3), hf (x,u) is

the post-order traversal of the subtreeraoted at/ and the Continuous and piecewise smoothxnand u. First, observe
recursive formulation@8) of D 4 (I). This can be verified as from Lemma5 that the setV- (J) (45) can be recursively

follows. First, observe that the cluster $¢r) of = can be defined as

recursively defined as: o (Base StepY € V, (J) forall I €. (75a)
o (Base Step)j} € €(r) forall j € J. (70a) *(Recursion) IfI, 177 €V; (DH\{J}, thenPr (I,T)EVE—7(588)5

e (Recursion) IfI, I"" €@ (7)\{J}, thenPr (I,7)€C (7).
(70b) Accordingly, we provide a proof by structural inductio®’].
For any clusted € V. (3):

Accordingly, we provide a proof by structural inductio®’]. (Base Case) If € J, then we have

For anyl € C(r):

« (Base Case) If is singleton, then the result simply holds }}g b (X, 1) = {fé (x, u), !f by =+1, (76)
since any singleton clustdr € € (7) has no descendant in 7 fs(x,u), if by = -1,

7 and satisfieD 4 (1) = &(7). which is continuous and piecewise smoothxirand u.

« (Induction) Otherwise|(| > 2), let {I;,Ir} = Ch(I,7). « (Induction) Else, we havél| > 2 and so Iet{IL,IR} =
(Induction hypothesis) Suppose that the inclusion test forCh (7, 7). (Induction hypothesis) Suppogé ) and
being in D4 for any child K € Ch(l,7) and all its hIR (x,y) are continuous and piecewise smooth Then, one
descendant ies (K, 7) is computable irO ( | K| ) Then, can verify from TableVIl that
by the recursion in 8), the inclusion test for being in - IR I
D4 for cluster! and all its descendants ides (1, 7) only hyp (x,u) = (fH o iy, © his ) (x,1). (77)
requires the extra test for being ™4 (11, Ir) for the
children{I,Ir} = Ch(I,7) in addition to the inclusion
test for every childk € Ch(/,7) and its descendants in
Des (K, 7). Hence, the total computation cost for clustefhus, the result follows sincex, kg b (x)) = by, (x,0). B

I and its descendants in is O (|IL|2) + 0 (|IR|2) +
0 (IILI \Tn| + |Tr| + |IR|) -0 (|I|2)- D. Proof of Propositions

heref . (YU Des(J . Proof Since the recursion in TabMlll uses only clusters of
Therefore, since (r) = {J} UDes(J.7), givenx € &(7) 204 guarantees, in Tabllll .4), TableVIll.7) and Table
the inclusion test for being i 4 (1) for all clustersl € C(r)

5 VIII .13), that the dimension df i is equal to the cardlnallty of
the proof. | [ S(r) always sausfies that c € (7) andb € {—1,+1}.

Hence ﬁg b IS @ composition of continuous and piecewise
smooth functions, hence it must remain so as wiet] [
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To prove thatg is a partition of J, we shall show that, Thus, for a given configuration, all recursions in Table
for anyx € &(r) andI € C(r), (J,b) = p(x,I) yields IV, TableVIl and TableVIll share a common tree traversal
a partitionJ of I. Based on the recursive definitio@Qj of strategy.

C(7), we now provide a proof by structural induction. For Letx € &(7) and(J,b) = p(x), and observe from Table
anyx € &(r) and € C(r) let (J,b) = p (x,I), then: VIII that for anyI € J, if by = +1, thenx € D4 (I);

« (Base Case) I is singleton, therD 4 (I) = &(r) and and if by = —1, thenx € &(r) \ (Da (1) UDy (1)); and

the base condition in TabMIIl .2) holds. Hence, we have™ € .DH( )\ Da(K) for all K € Anc(I, ). Using this
§_ {I}, the trivial partition ofI, and the result follows. relation between pollcy indices and domains, one can cdeclu

Induction) Otherwi > 9 have t ibilti that the recursions in Tabl®/ and TableVIl use the same
+ (Induction) erwise|{| > 2), we have two possibilities. vector fields for the identical base and recursive stepss;Thu

— If I satisfies any base condition in Tabléll .2) and in  the result follows. u
TableVIIl .5), i.e.x € D4 (1) U(&(7)\ Dy (1)), then
we haveJ = {I} and the result directly follows. F. Proof of Proposition?

— Else(the recursion condition in Tabiéll .8)-14) holds),
S|nce|I| > 2, let{I,Ir} = Ch(l,7) and(J;,by) =
p(x,1;) and (JR,bR) = p(x Ig). (Induction Hy-
pothesis) Suppose that andJp are partitions off,
and I, respectively. Then, sincé = J;, UJg (Table
VIl .12)) andCh (1, 7) is a bipartition ofl, we observe
thatJ is a partition of/.
Hence, since(d,b) = p(x) = p(x,J), the recursion in
Table VIII terminates with a partitiod of J. Thus, since the
policy selection algorithm is deterministig,is a well-defined
function from&(r) to 8P () (42).
Finally, we shall show tha{g,b) = p(x) is the index
of a local control policy whose domaifd (J,b) contains .
x, i.e. x € (Dop)(x). Using the base cogditic))ns in Table (b) There exists a clustef € € (r) such thatCh (/,7) ¢ J

VIl .2)-7) one can verify that for any € J, if by = +1, an/dblK =+l forall K € Ch (I’_T)' ,

thenx € Da(I); and if b; = —1, thenx € &(r ) \ And (J',b") can be selected accordingly to satisfy one of the
(Da(I)UDy (I)) ¢ &(7). Hence, the base conditionsConnectivity conditions ofP§ (Def|n|t|0n5(|) (iii) ).

guarantee that € Dy (I,by) (44) forany! € J. Observe that ~ Since every policy index(d,b) # ({J},+1) has an
during the recursive computation pfin Table VIl to reach adjacent policy indexd’, b’) in S andpriority(d’,b') >

any cluster] ¢ J satisfying a base condition every ancestariority(d,b), S has no cycle and all of its nodes con-
K € Anc(I,7) of I must have been recursively visited. Anected to the goal policy indei{J} ,+1) through directed
recursion (TableVlll .8)-14)) at any ancestdk € Anc (I, 1) paths along whiclpriority is strictly increasing. Note that
of I in 7 implies thatx € Dy (K)\ D4 (K) C Dy (K). the goal policy index has the highegstiority value which
Thus, by definition 43), we havex € D (4, b) and the result is |7|* (49). Further, sincepriority (48) is integer valued

Proof According to Definition5, any pair ((J,b), (J',b"))
of policy indices in /8\(])9 satisfies at least one of Lemmas
10 - 12. Hence, hy, prepareshy p in finite time, and
priority(J’,b’) > priority(J,b). Thus, ((d,b),(d',b"))
is also an edge of the prepares gréih

Moreover, for any(d,b) # ({J},+1), there always exists
a policy index(J’,b’) # (J,b) such that((J,b), (7',b’))
is an edge ofﬂ/%. This can be observed as follows. Since
J is compatible withr, i.e. J C C(7), if |J| > 1, then there
exists a nonsingleton clustére € () such thatCh (I,7) C J
(Lemmab). Hence, at least one of the following always holds:

(&) There exists a clustdre J with b; = —1.

follows. m function whose range4e) is [—|J]%,]J]%], the length of a
directed path IS is bounded above b¢ (|J|2) hops, and
the result follows. [

E. Proof of Propositiorb

Proof For any givenx € &(r), the recursions in Tabley G- Proof of Propositior8

and TableVIll traverse the same clusters ofin the same Proof If there is only one local controller whose domain

order since both recursions have identical base and recursiontainsx, then the result follows from Propositici

conditions. Otherwise, we shall provide a proof by contradiction. Let
Now observe that the tree traversal pattern used by tteb) = p(x), and(3’,b’) be the index of a local controller

recursion in TableVIl is fixed for a given policy index whose domairD(J’, b) (43) containsx, and(d’,b’) # (d,b).

(4,b) € 8P, (1): a base condition is satisfied at any clustepuppose that the local controlléry ,,» has the maximum

I € J, and to reach such clustérall its ancestors\nc (I,7) priority among all local controllers whose domains contain

must have been recursively visited starting from the réot x. We shall show below that there always exists another local

Recall from the proof of Propositiof that (J,b) = p(x) controller whose domain contaimsand it has a higher priority

yields a partitiong of J such that a base condition in Tabldhanpriority(d’, b’), which is a contradiction.

VIl holds for every blockl € J and all its ancestors in It follows from Lemma6 that at least one of the followings

Anc (I, 7) are recursively visited. Hence, if the policy index@lways holds:

is selected agJ,b) = p(x), the recursion in Table/Il « Case 1{ Partially Refineg)’): There exists a clustek’ €

computinghy , (x) always follows the tree traversal pattern J’ with a nontrivial partitionX’ (i.e. |X’| > 2) such that

used by the recursion in Tabl@ll computingp (x). X' c J. Sincex € D(J,b) and all the elements ok’
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are descendants df’ in 7, the recursive tree traversal in Let x! denote a trajectory ofiy;, starting at anyx? €
Table VIII requires thatxk € Dy (K’) \ Da(K’). Hence, D (J,b) for all t > 0. We have from Propositio® that x*
bl = —L. remains inD (g, b) for all ¢ > 0. Further, by Lemma&B, the
Since(a + b)® > a2+b? for anya, b € R, one can observe centroidal trajectory: (x*|.J) is guaranteed to lie on the line
that replacingk”’ of 3’ with the elements ok’ and updating segment joining: (x°|.J) andc (y|J); and, by Lemmad, the
b’ with the associated binary values frdsyields the index centroidal configuration radius(x‘|J) (12) is bounded above

(d”,b") of another local controller, by a certain finite valueR (xo,y), depending only on the
" L , initial and desired configurations? andy, respectively. Thus,
J' =X UK, (78) trajectories ofiy 1, stay in a compact subs#t of D (J, b)

br,if I € K/,

b = (bY)7egn St b = {b} f1e g (k) (79) and the compact set defined by the Minkowski sum of the

line segment joining: (x°|.J) andc (y|./) and the closed ball
centered at the origin with radius ¢t (x°,y).
Given that all trajectories ohy starting at anyx ¢
priority(J”’,b") = priority(g’,b’)+|K’|2+Z by |[I'1% D (d,b) lie in a compact subséV” of D (g, b), the uniqueness
I'ex’ of its flow follows from the Lipschitz continuity ofj , in W
since a locally Lipschitz function oi®(7) is Lipschitz on
(80) every compact subset @(7), also refer to Theorem 3.3 in
[87]. Moreover, this unique flow is continuous and piecewise
Note that we still havex € D(3”,b"”) sincex € D(J,b) N smooth since it is the integral of the continuous and piesewi
D(J',b'). smooth vector fieldhy p, [94], which completes the proof.l
Case 2 {’ Partially Refineq)): There exists a clustek” e
d with a nontrivial partitonX (i.e. [X| > 2) such that | proof of Propositiond
X c J'. SinceK € J, one of the base conditions in Table
VIl at clusterK holds, and so we have eithere D 4 (K)
orx ¢ Dy (K). Further, sincex € D(J’,b’) and K is an
ancestor of all the elements &fin 7, we havex € Dy (K).
Thereforex € D4 (K) andbg = +1. Lemma 7 A trajectory x' of hy, (x) (Table VII) starting
Once again, sincéu + b)> > a2+ b2 for anya,b € R, and at any initial configurationx € D (g,b) (43) satisfies the
x € D(J,b) N D(J’,b’), one can verify that the following following properties for anyl € J with by = 4+1 andt > 0,

at a strictly higher priority,

>0
> priority(d’,b’).

Before proceeding with the proof of Propositi®nwe find
it useful to emphasize some critical properties of a trajgct
x! of hyy, (x) starting at any® € D (J,b).

local policy index (i) Ly 5t — St > (ri+75)%, Vitjel,
g — {K}UH’\K, (81) (ii) Ly(xi—mK(xt))TsK(xt)ZO, Vke K, KeDes (I, 1),
o (i) mex(x') >0, VkeK,K € Des(I,7),
b = ()regr st by =4 HE = oy e P s (k2 il
by L ifTed \X, (V) ||t =xt||" > (ri+7))", Vi£jel
has a strictly higher priority, Proof See AppendiXI-M . L

. . .
riority(3”,b") = priority(d, b))+ K2 =S "bs|I|? Lemma 8 A trajectory x* of hyp (x) (Table VII) starting

P i )=» i JHIE] Z i1 at any initial configurationx” € D (J,b) (43) satisfies the

following properties for anyl € J with b; = —1 andt > 0,
(I) nk,K(Xt) 2 07 vk S KK € Des (Iv T) 5

(i) |]xt — x| > (i +75), Vi#jel

Iex

>0
> priority(d’,b’), (83)

and its domain containg, i.e. x € D(3"”,b").

« Case 3 (ldentical Resolution)) = J and b’ # b. Since Proof See AppendiXI-N. u
J° = 3, one can maximizepriority(d’,b’) (48) by Lemma 9 LetV, (J) (45) be the set of clusters visited during
maximizing the binary vectob’, which is achieved by the recursive computation dfy , (x) in Table VII.
settingb} = +1 for any I € J’ wheneverx € D4(I). Then a trajectoryx® of hy }, (x) starting at any initial con-
The base conditions in Tablélll guarantee such an optimalfigurationx® € D (g, b) (43) satisfies the following properties
selection ofb’. However, sincé’ # b, we have forany I € V,(J)\ J andt >0,
i t
priority(d,b) > priority(J’,b’), @s) ) mx(x )22 Tk + QVk € K,KeCh(l,7),
_ (i) [[xt=xt||" > (ri+r;); VieK,jel\K,KeCh(I,T).
which completes the proof. )
Proof See Appendixi-O. |
H. Proof of Proposition10 Accordingly, we conclude the positive invariance of the

Proof The continuity and piecewise smoothness /of p,

domain®D (g, b) of hy 1, as follows:

(Propositiord) implies its locally Lipschitz continuity i§(7)  Proof of Proposition 9 By Lemma7.(iii)-(iv) and Lemmas

[

]; and the existence of at least one trajectory gf, starting 8-9.(i)-(ii), a trajectoryx’ of hy j, starting at ank® € D (g, b)

at x follows from its continuity. is guaranteed to remain i®(7) for all future time. Given
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xt € &(r) for all t > 0, Lemma7.(i)-(ii) imply x* € D4 (I)
for any I € J with by = +1; and Lemma9.(iii) implies
x! € Dy (K) for every ancestoX € Anc (I,7) of any I €
J. Thus, by definition 43), we havex’ € D (J,b) for all
t>0. |

(b) There exist a clustef € € () such thatCh (I,7) C J
andbg = +1 for all K € Ch(I, ). Accordingly, the
results follows from Lemmad?2 and this completes the
proof. |

K. Proof of Lemma3

J. Proof of Propositionl.1 Proof For any cluster] € J the recursion in TableVll
Here we first establish finite-time prepares relations betweemploys a vector field satisfying the associated base donglit

pairs of local policies whose indices are related to eackrotrand then recursively constructs an additive repulsion fald

in a certain way as specified in Definitids) and then we every ancestoAnc (7, ) of I, which can be explicitly written

continue with the proof of Propositiohl.

Lemma 10(The Case of Definitio®.(i)) Letd € P, (1) be a
partition of J andb, b’ € {—1,+1}. If b; = b} forall I €]
but a singleton clusteD € J wherebp = —1 andb’, = +1,
then the domainsA@) of local control policiesh; , and iy b
are identical, i.e.

D(G,b") =D (3,b), (85)

and their priorities @8) satisfy
priority(J,b’) = priority(J,b) + 2. (86)
Proof See AppendixI-P. |

Lemma 11 (The Case of Definitiorb.(ii)) Letd € P; () be
a partition of J andb € {-1, 4—1}8 such thatb; = —1 for a
nonsingleton clustef € J; and letd’ = g\ {I} UCh (I, )
andb’ € {~1,+1} with b}, = —1 for all K € Ch(I,7)
andb, =bp forall D € §\ {I}.

Then all trajectories of the local control polidy; ,, starting
in its domainD (g, b) reach in finite time the domaiR (', b’)
of the local controllerhy, ,» which has a highepriority
(48) than hy p, does, i.e.

priority(J’,b’) > priority(J,b). (87)
Proof See Appendixl-Q. |

Lemma 12 (The Case of Definitio.(iii)) Letd € P; (r) be
a partition of J andb € {—1,+1}? such thatCh (I,7) C J
for a nonsingleton clustef € € (7) andbg = +1forall K €
Ch(I,7); and letJ’ = §\Ch (I,7)U{I} andb’ € {—1,+1}"’
with b, = +1 andb’, = bp forall D € g\ Ch(I, 7).

Then the local control policy:; 1, steers (almost) all con-
figurations in its domairD (g, b) in finite time to the domain

D(J’,b’) of the local controllerhy, p,» which has a higher
priority (48) thanhy, does, i.e.

priority(J’,b’) > priority(J,b). (88)

Proof See AppendiXI-R. |

Proof of Proposition 11 SinceJ is a partition ofJ compat-

ible with 7, i.e. J C C(7), observe that ifJ| > 1, then there
exists a clusted € C(r) such thatCh (I,7) C J (Lemma

5). Hence, since(d,b) # ({J},+1), at least one of the
followings always holds:

(a) There existd € g such thatb; = —1. If |I| = 1, then

we have the result by Lemm&0; otherwise [I| > 1),
the results follows from Lemmal.

as follows: for anyi € I and[ € J,
o if by = 41, then we have

= fa(x,0,1), Z 2ap (x,Vr) |KR | sk(x) . (89)
KeAnc(I HU{TI\{J} [R| [lsx (x)]]
R=Pr(K,1)
« else by = 1),
|K77| sk (x)
= fs(x,0,1), 20k (X, VR , (90)
ol 2 VTR T ol

KEAnC(I T)U{II\{J}
R=Pr(K,7)

for somevy € (Rd)‘] associated with cluste® € Anc (I, 7).
Now, using (L4) and @4), one can verify that for any € g,

K
(x—y|I)+ Z 2ar (x, VR

KeAnc(I,7)U{I}\{J} ]
R=Pr(K,T)

| sx(x)
clulh= Frcor oY
which can be generalized to other clustersVin(g) \ J.
That is to say, we now show that for any € V. (J)
the centroidal dynamics (u|l) satisfies 91). Based on the
recursive definition 7{5) of V. (J), we provide a proof by
structural induction. For any € V. (J),

« (Base Case) If € g, then the result is shown above @].
« (Induction) Otherwisell| > 2 and let{I, Iz} = Ch (I, 7).
(Induction hypothesis) Suppose thatu|l;) andc (u|lg)
satisfy @1). Then using
_ Ml | 1z|
ull PR (T ,

one can obtain9ql) for cluster/ as well.

c(ull) + (92)

Observe that for the root clustey the equation 41)
simplifies and yields@4). Further, using41), we obtain 63)
foranyI € V. (J)\{J} with parentP = Pr (I, 7) as follows:

(7] sr(x)

1P| sz ()l
(K7 sk (%)
Bl sz G’

c(ull) = —c(x—y|I)+2ap (x,vp) =

+ Z 2ag (X,VR) ——=— ,(93)

KeAnc(I,7)\{J}
R=Pr(K,T)

—c(ulP)fe(x—yIP)

7] s (%)
1P| llsr ()l

+c(ulP)+clx—ylP),

—c(x—ylI)+2ap (x,vp)
(94)

which completes the proof. |
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L. Proof of Lemmat and, sincer (x|I) < maxgecn(r,r llsx (X)[| +7 (x, K) for
Proof Since the domaifD (3, b) of hy, is positive invariant ~ anyx € &(7), we have
(Proposition9), the existence ok’ for ¢ > 0 simply follows r(x'|K) < Rr (x°,y), (104)

from the continuity ofhy, (Proposition4). We now show
that for anyI € V. (J) (45) visited during the recursive Where

i . . . .
computation ofi; 1, in TableVII the centroidal radius (x|1) R; (x%y)= max max (HSK =), 2(ﬁ+r (X0|K))>

is boundeod above by a certain valug; (x°,y), depending KeCh(1,7)

only onx” andy. _ o _ + max r (x°|K), (105)
Based on the recursive definition ¥f (J) in (75), we now KeCh(l,7)

provide a proof of the result by structural induction. Foy an, (jnduction) Otherwise|l| > 2 and suppose that(x!|K) <

I'eV:(3), Ri (x°,y) for all K € Ch(I,7). Then, using Lemma,

« (Base Case 1) If € J and|I| = 1, then the result simply ~one can obtain for an)s € Ch (7, 7) that
follows sincer (x!|I) = r; for all t > 0, wherel = {i}. d ) ) T

. (Base Case 2) If € J, |I| > 2 andb; = +1, then, using gz 185 (" ==2llsx (X)I"+25x (x) s (y) + 201 (x, v1), (106)
TableVIl, one can verify that for any e I

for somev; € R%. Now observe fromZ0) that

DeCh(I deD
=—(xi —yi) +vr, (95b) €Ch(Lm) DECh(I,7)
for someu € (Rd)J andv; € R¢, wherev; represents the _ — ar(%,vi) =0, (207)
accumulated rigid translation due to all ancestorg af -.  Hence, usingX06) and (L07), one can conclude that
Accordingly, we obtain for any e I that
oordngly y o e e (s G e )2 (5 mmas o ()
7 lxi—c (xID* ==2llxi—c (x| D) (108)

and sincer (x|1) < maxgecn(r,) sk (X)[l, +7 (x, K) for
anyx € &(r), we have

T (xt|I) < Ry (xo,y) , (109)

+(xi—c (x|) " (yi—c (y|1),(96)
from which one can conclude that
[|xt—c (x*|1) || <max(||x) —c (X°[1) || lyi—c (yID)])-97)  where

Thus, by definition, it follows that the centroidal radius p, (x,y) = max max (HSK(XO)H,||sK(y)||,2(B+RK (xo,y)))

r (xt|I) is bounded above as KeCn(I,7) )
+ max Rx (x%y). 110
r (xt|I) < Ry (xo,y) = max (T (XO|I) ,T (y|])) . (98) KGCh();T)K( ) (110)
P 0 — 0
. (Base Case 3) If € 4, |I| > 2 andb; = 1, then, using Thus, the result follows withk (x°,y) = R;(x%,y). [ |
Table VII, one can verify that for any; €¢ K and K €
Ch(I,7) M. Proof of Lemmar
. B Proof By definition of D (4,b) (43), x° € D4 (1) for any
X = h b () = fs (X’u’l)kj_vf’ (99a) ;¢ J with b; = +1, and one can verify using Tabll that
= —c(x—y|I)+20; (x) |]|{I| | ||ZKE§;|| +v7, (99b) forany: € I and I € J with by = +1
. ® % =hyp (x); = fa(x,w,1), + vy, (111a)
for someu € (R?)” andv; € R?. = —(x; — yi) + v1, (111b)
Accordingly, we obtain for any< € Ch (I, ) that
gy w (L,7) for someu € (Rd)‘] andv; € RY, wherev; represents the
ir (x|K) = 0, (100) accumulqted rigid translqtio_n due to ancestord a@f 7.
p dt Accordingly, Lemma?.(i)-(iv) can be shown as follows:
= ||SK(X)H2 =205 (x). (101) (i) Using (16) and (L11), one can verify that for any+# j € I
d 1 2 1 2 2
Observe from 25) that EL?E i —xil|” = =Ly 5 lIxi—xal|” + [lyi—yill” ,(112)
. (ri+r;)?, sinceye&(r)
sk (x)]| > 2 <ﬂ—|— max r (x|D)>:> min (nq,p (x)—rq) > B, > 7
pecnttn) Dedh(r,m) > —Lg L lxi — xl|* + (ri +75)° (113)
= f1(x) =0, (102)

and so for anyt > 0

i t _ 0 :
E;:s, sincer (x'|K) = r (x°|K) for all t > 0, it follows L?%HXf-—Xf-HQ S et L?%HX?—X?H? (e (i)
N———
t 0 0 > (ri+r;)?, sincex9€D 4 (1)
s ) | < (e () . 254 s 1) (103 P -
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(i) Similarly, using L7) and @11), we obtain for anyk €
K,K € Des(I,7)
d
7y (k—sK (x)) sxc (%) = =Ly (s — 5 (%) 8¢ (%)
+ e,k (¥) Isx (¥) I, (115)
—_— ————
>0, sinceye&(1)
from which we conclude for any > 0
L (shsae (x!)) sre (x1) 2 €7 £ (68 =5 (x) s (),

>0, sincex€D 4 (1)

(116)

>0.

(iii) Now observe from 17), (23) and (L11) that for anyk € K (i)

and K € Des (I,7)

d

T
s () =~ (39 (HM

s ()] )
Lo (xp—mx (%)) sk (%)
l[sx (%)

> 0 by Lemma7.(ii)

. (117)

As a result, since(%nkyK(x) > 0 whenevern, x (x) =

0, we have the invariance of local cluster structure, i.e.

ek (xt) >0 for all ¢ > 0.
The relative displacement of any pair of agernits; j € I,
satisfies

(iv)

X; — Xj — (Xi — Xj) + (Yi — yj) . (118)

whose solution for > 0 is explicitly given by
™) (vi—v;). (119)

Hence, sincex € D4 (I) andy € &(7), one can verify
the intra-cluster collision avoidance as follows:

Xﬁ—xé:eft(xg—xg)—i—(l—

[t = 1” = e [0 =5 " + (1= )" flyi—v,
—_——— —_———
> (7‘1:+7‘j)2 > (Ti+Tj)2
et (1=e) £y [0—x2|, (120)
—_———
> 2 (ritr;)?
> (ri+15)°, (121)

and this completes the proof |

N. Proof of Lemma
Proof For any singletorf € J the results simply follow since

a singleton cluster contains no pair of indices and has artyemp

set of descendants. Otherwise, for any nonsinglétarg with
by = —1, one can obtain from Tabl¥ll that for anyk € K
andK € Ch(I,7)

X = hgyb (X)k = .fS (X, u, I)k + vy, (122&)
e K] siebo)
= e bemy )28 () g v, (1220)

for someu € (Rd)‘] andv; € R? wherev; models the
overall rigid translation due to ancestorsofn 7.

25

Accordingly, using 122, we will show the results as
follows:

(i) The preservation of local cluster structure can be olebr
in two steps. First, sincé; —%x; = 0 for anyi # j € K
andK € Ch(1,7), we havenq,p(x') = n4,p (x°) > 0 for
allt>0andd € D, D € Des (K, 7) andK € Ch (K, 7).
Second, usingA3) and @5), we obtain that for any € K,
K eCh(I,7)

Dopire () =B (x) = — (i ()~ ).
wheregs > 0. Hence,%nk,K(x) > 0 whenevemy, x (x) =
0, and son i (x') > 0 for anyt > 0.

Likewise, we conclude the intra-cluster collision aance
between individuals inf in two steps. First, we have for
anyi#je K, K e Ch(I,1)

(123)

X —%; =0, (124)
guaranteeing that for all > 0
HXf-—XE»HQ = HX?—X?H2 > (7“1-+le)2. (125)

Second, for any € K, j e I\ K andK € Ch(I,7) we
have

. sk (X)
X — %5 =201 (x) ——, (126)
! sk ()|
yielding
d 2 T SK(X)
— |Ixi—x;||"=28r (x) (xi—x;) ————, (127)
gt 1Pl =281 09 Ga=x) ey
>0
T =0y ()40, ke (%) >0
>0, (128)
and so fort > 0
2 2
It =2 =2 > (o) 129
[ |

O. Proof of Lemm&®

Proof By definition of D (J,b) (43), forany I € V. (J)\ J
we havex® € Dy (I) (18) and one can verify from Tablell
that for anyk € K and K € Ch(/, 1)

Xk = ha,b (X)k = fH (X7 u, I)k + v, (130a)
|K™7] sk(x)
=ug + 2a5 (x,u) —— + vy, (130Db)
k200 (6 0) S o T

for someu € (Rd)‘] andv; € R% Here,v; represents the
total rigid translation due ancestors bfin 7.

With these observations in place, we now achieve claimed
results as follows:

(i) The maintenance of cluster separation (Lem®@) can
be observed, usingB) and (30), as follows: for anyk €
K andK € Ch(I,7)

k(%) = L (%) +ar (o), (131)

dt
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and, sincex’ € Dy (I) and ay (x,u) > —Lynrkx(x) and
wheneveny, i (x) = ri + «, we haven x (x') > rp + «

for all ¢t > 0. D@, )=D(3,b)NnDy (1), (138)
(ii) The inter-cluster collision ay0|dance (Lemnﬁa(lll)) di- > D(3,b) ﬂCD% (I). (139)
rectly follows from the maintenance of certain cluster
separation (Lemma.(i)) since Thus, sinceD? (I) ¢ Dy (I) and its domainD (,b) is
i (1) > 7, ng_xltjuz S (n-—H“j)Q, ]Eo_?ltnt/_ely mva;:;:wt (Promsﬁlo@), hgn prepareshy p 2
VkeK, — VieK,jel\K, (132) finite time, and the result follows.
KeCh(l,1), KeCh(I,7).

B R. Proof of Lemmd.2

Proof Since Ch(I,7) C J andbg = +1 for any K €

P. Proof of Lemmal0 Ch (I, 7), every childK € Ch(I,7) of I in 7 satisfies the
Proof SinceD,4 (I) = &(7) for any singleton clustei ¢ base condition in Tabl¥ll .2)-4) whereas clustdrsatisfies the
€ (r), we have from 44) that D (I,—1) = Dp (I,+1) = recursion conditions in Tabl¥ll.9)-12). Hence, using Table
&(r) for any singleton clustef € € (7). Hence, by definition VII, one can verify that for any € K" andK € Ch (I, 7)
(43), the first part of the result holds.

Likewise, using 48), one can observe the second part of Xk = hgp (x)p = (fu o fa) (x,u,1), + vr, (140a)
the result because the binary vectbrandb only differ at a |[K~7| sk(x)
singleton clusteD € J wherebp = —1 andb}, =+1. N = — (xk—yr)+2as (x,1) TR +vr, (140b)

Q. Proof of Lemmal1 for someu € (Rd)J andv; € R?.

Proof For any nonsingletod € J with b; = —1, one can  We now show in three steps thaj ;, asymptotically steers
verify from TableVIl that for anyk € K andK € Ch(Z,7)  (almost) all configuration in its domai (J,b) to
Xy =hgp(x), = fs(x,u,1), (133a) s
g 2 (s 5 ) 9(1)::{3(66(7) Hzigg\\ :||S§g§||vHSK(X)”ZHSK(Y)”a

K| sk (x)
T TG T+ 4330) x—c (x| K) =yi—e (y]K),

VkeK,KeCh(I,r)}, (141)

= —c(x—y|[I)+28;1 (x)

for someu € (R%)” andv; € RY,

Accordingly, using 23) and @5), we obtain that o ~ ) ) _
which is a subset 0D 4 (I, Ir) (69) associated with children

d
— s (X)=B1 (X) > =i (X) + 75 + 5. (134) clusters{I., Iz} = Ch(,7) because for ank € § (I) and
gt () =B (x) () icK,jel\ K andK eCh(I,7)
Hence, a trajectori’ of hy, starting at anyx® € D (g, b) . ) T
satisfies Lyslx—x1"= xi—x5) Vi—y;)» (142)
T
M (%) > e e (x0) + (1 —e7) (re + 8),  (135) = (xi—xj—sk (x)+sx (y) (vi—ys)
for all t > 0. Thus, since8 > a > 0 and Ly, x(x) > 0 N T
whenevery, x (x) < 7 + 3, using LaSalle’s Invariance + (8x(x)—sk(y))” (vi—v;), (143)
Principle P5], one can conclude that the local poliéy; 1 e sz (y) for somee>0
asymptotically steers all the configurations in its domain —
D(J,b)toa subsefD% (I) of the interiorD g (I) of Dy (1) >0 sincey € &()
(18). > lyi =yl > (ri 7)), (144)
b1y .= >y
Du(l): {XGG(T)’%K(X)_Tk+5’Vk€K’K€Ch (I’T)}’ and for anyxe G (I) andk € K andK € Ch(I, 1)
c Dy (I). (136)
T\ N _ T\
In particular, since3 > «, the system in133) starting at any Ly (e —mp () s (x) = (yr —mx (y)) sx (%)
configuration inD (J,y) entersDg (1) in finite time. >0 sincexe§(I) andy€&(r)
T
Now observe from43) and @8) that + (xk—mg (%) sk (y), (145)
. . . . >0 sincexeG(I)
priority (J/,b’) = priority (J,b) + |I|*— Z |DJ?, >0 (146)
DeCh(I,T) =
>0 Likewise, one can observe thgt(/)NDy (I) is a subset of

> priority(d,b), (137)  the interior of D 4 (I, Ig), i.6.G (I)NDy (I)C D4 (Ir, Ir).
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First, using 140), we obtain that for anyx’ € Ch (I, 1) _ Thus, one can conclude from%4) and§ (/) N Dy (I) C
d sw(x)Ts S s (x)Ts Da (I, Ir) that the disks starting at almost any configuration

TS k() sk (y) = oI __sxe )3 x(¥) ) in the positively invariantD (J, b) reachD(g’,b’) in finite

s GOl I Nisx G s re (I s () time, and this completes the proof. [

(x)
T 2
lse @I _ sx(x) sk(y)
sk )\ sk GOl s (¥)1 )7
>0 (147)  This work was supported in part by AFOSR under the

CHASE MURI FA9550-10-1-0567 and i t by ONR und
where the equality only holds #2£3) — 4 sx0)_ Thyg, anc in part by Lnder

|s /e ()] sk (¥)IT" the HUNT MURI N00014070829. The authors would like to

ha. asymptotically aligns the separating hyperplane normajg, Yuliy Baryshnikov and Fred Cohen for discussions on
of complementary clusterSh (7, 7) of (almost) any config- the topology of configuration spaces
uration in D (J, b) with the desired ones. Note that the set pology 'guration Spaces.
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