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Abstract— In this paper, we develop a fast mixed-integer con-
vex programming (MICP) framework for multi-robot naviga-
tion by combining graph attention networks and distributed op-
timization. We formulate a mixed-integer optimization problem
for receding horizon motion planning of a multi-robot system,
taking into account the surrounding obstacles. To address the
resulting multi-agent MICP problem in real time, we propose a
framework that utilizes heterogeneous graph attention networks
to learn the latent mapping from problem parameters to
optimal binary solutions. Furthermore, we apply a distributed
proximal alternating direction method of multipliers algorithm
for solving the convex continuous optimization problem. We
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed framework
through experiments conducted on a robotic testbed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Mixed-integer optimization-based control plays a crucial
role in various real-world applications that involve discrete
decision-making, including autonomous driving [1], traf-
fic signal coordination with connected automated vehicles
[2], vehicle routing [3], multi-robot pick-up and delivery
[4] or navigation in crowds [5], and motion planning and
goal assignment for robot fleets [6] to name a few. As a
result, there has been growing interest in developing fast
algorithmic frameworks to efficiently solve or approximate
mixed-integer programs in real time. For receding horizon
motion planning and control where the sampling period is
limited, heuristic techniques have been developed to find
approximate solutions, in which optimality may be sacrificed
for real-time practicality. Some common heuristic techniques
include rounding schemes [7], the feasibility pump [8], and
approximate dynamic programming [9].

Recently, there has been significant interest in leveraging
machine learning to accelerate algorithms for mixed-integer
programs, with a particular focus on mixed-integer convex
programs (MICPs). MICPs refer to a class of problems that
become convex once the integer feasibility (integrality) con-
straints are relaxed, including mixed-integer linear programs
(MILPs) and mixed-integer quadratic programs (MIQPs).
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In receding horizon motion planning and control, MICPs
at each time step are generally formulated as parametric
MICPs, where certain problem parameters, such as initial
conditions, vary over time. Supervised learning can then
approximate the latent mapping from problem parameters
to binary solutions, transforming non-convex MICPs into
convex programs that can be solved efficiently online. For
example, classification models based on feedforward neu-
ral networks (NNs) [10]–[12], imitation learning [13], and
long short-term memory networks [14] have been used to
learn optimal binary solutions offline. Bertsimas et al. [15]
proposed a prescriptive algorithm instead of classification
algorithms to take into account all available decision options.
Russo et al. [16] trained an NN to predict an integer solution
along with a set of linear programs whose feasible sets
partition the MILP’s feasible set. For mixed-integer nonlinear
programming, Tang et al. [17] proposed a framework with
integer correction layers to ensure integrality and a projection
step to improve solution feasibility.

Prior work to date has focused on single-agent systems.
However, many real-world applications where MICP can be
utilized involve multi-agent systems, e.g., [2], [4], [6]. The
learning frameworks for single-agent systems do not readily
extend to multi-agent systems due to several reasons. First,
the optimization problem formulation depends on hyper-
features of the multi-agent system, such as the number of
agents and the pairs of agents sharing coupling constraints,
which may be time-varying. Second, the optimal solution
for each agent is influenced not only by its features but
also by the features and solutions of other agents, intro-
ducing complex interdependencies. Considering multi-robot
navigation as an example, where binary variables can be
employed in collision avoidance constraints, the optimal
trajectory for each robot—including the binary decisions for
collision avoidance—depends not only on its current state
and the obstacle’s parameters but also on the trajectories of
other robots. Therefore, in this paper, we aim to develop a
framework for learning the optimal binary solutions in multi-
robot navigation based on heterogeneous graph attention
(GAT) networks. We first model the multi-robot system
with obstacles as an heterogeneous graph, where nodes
represent both robots and obstacles, while edges indicate
which pairs of agents share collision avoidance coupling
constraints. Then, we design an NN consisting of an encoder
that leverages a heterogeneous GAT network to incorporate
graph-structured data and capture the latent dependencies
between nodes and a decoder that predicts the optimal binary
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strategy for each edge in the graph. Furthermore, to reduce
the solving time for the multi-agent convex program when
the number of agents is large, we adopt a distributed proximal
ADMM [18], which enables parallel computation in a multi-
agent optimization either with classical or nonclassical infor-
mation structures [19]. Thus, the proposed framework takes
advantage of both offline supervised learning and online
distributed optimization for solving multi-agent MICPs in
real time.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
formulates a multi-agent MICP for multi-robot navigation
given surrounding obstacles. Sections III and IV present
an NN architecture based on heterogeneous GAT networks
to learn the optimal binaries and the proximal ADMM
for solving the convex program in a distributed manner,
respectively. Section V-B validates the proposed framework
with experimental results, and Section VI provides some
concluding remarks.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first formulate a MICP for multi-
robot navigation in the presence of stationary obstacles.
Then, we recast the problem as a multi-agent parametric
MICP, allowing us to apply a supervised learning method
to accelerate solving the problem.

A. Multi-Robot Navigation

We consider the multi-robot navigation problem with
stationary obstacles, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We assume that
the obstacles are stationary and represented by rectangles.
However, the formulation can be readily extended to any
polyhedral obstacles. In this problem, the robots are required
to navigate from their initial locations to assigned goals,
while avoiding collisions with both the obstacles and other
robots. Let NR ∈ Z+ and NO ∈ Z+ be the numbers of
robots and obstacles, respectively. Next, we introduce the
definitions of the entities in our problem setup.

Definition 1: (Robots) Let R = {1, . . . , NR} be the set
of robots and ER ⊂ R × R be the edge set for pairs of
robots. We assume that ER is bidirectional. A pair of robots
form an edge if they share collision avoidance constraints,
which will be defined later. For each robot–i, i ∈ R, let
Ni = {j ∈ V | (i, j) ∈ ER} be the set of its neighboring
robots.

Definition 2: (Obstacles) Let O = {1, . . . , NO} be the set
of obstacles and ERO ⊂ R×O be the edge set for pairs of
robot-obstacle. A robot-obstacle pair forms an edge if the
robot needs to avoid collision with the obstacle.

Let t ∈ Z+ be the current time step. Next, we formulate
a MICP over a finite control horizon of length H ∈ Z+

starting from time t. At every time step k ∈ Z+, let pi(k) =
[pxi (k), p

y
i (k)]

⊤ ∈ R2, vi(k) = [vxi (k), v
y
i (k)]

⊤ ∈ R2, and
ui(k) = [uxi (k), u

y
i (k)]

⊤ ∈ R2 be the vectors of positions,
velocities, and accelerations for each robot–i, respectively.
Let xi(k) = [pi(k),vi(k)]

⊤ be the state vector of robot–i.
The dynamics of each robot are governed by a discrete-time

double-integrator model as follows

pi(k + 1) = pi(k) + τvi(k) +
1

2
τ2ui(k),

vi(k + 1) = vi(k) + τui(k),
(1)

where τ ∈ R+ is the sampling time period. We assume that
the states and control inputs of robots i ∈ R are subjected
to the following bound constraints:

pxmin ≤ pxi (k) ≤ pxmax,

pymin ≤ pyi (k) ≤ pymax,

−vmax ≤ vxi (k), v
y
i (k) ≤ vmax,

−amax ≤ uxi (k), u
y
i (k) ≤ amax,

(2)

where [pxmin, p
x
max, p

y
min, p

y
max]

⊤ ∈ R4 is the boundary of
the environment, vmax ∈ R+ and amax ∈ R+ are the
maximum speed and acceleration of the robots, respectively.
We compactly express (2) as xi(k) ∈ X and ui(k) ∈ U .

We employ the mixed-integer formulation to formu-
late robot-robot and robot-obstacle collision avoidance con-
straints. First, collision avoidance between a pair of robots
can be achieved by the following constraint:

|pxi (k)− pxj (k)| ≥ 2dmin OR |pyi (k)− pyj (k)| ≥ 2dmin, (3)

where dmin is the radius of the safe circle for each robot.
This collision avoidance constraint can be represented equiv-
alently using big-M formulation as follows [20]

pxi (k)− pxj (k) ≥ 2dmin −Mb1,ij(k),

pxj (k)− pxi (k) ≥ 2dmin −Mb2,ij(k),

pyi (k)− pyj (k) ≥ 2dmin −Mb3,ij(k),

pyj (k)− pyi (k) ≥ 2dmin −Mb4,ij(k),

(4)

where b1,ij(k), b2,ij(k), b3,ij(k) and b4,ij(k) are binary
variables satisfing b1,ij(k)+b2,ij(k)+b3,ij(k)+b4,ij(k) ≤ 3
and M is a sufficiently large positive constant. Note that
we always have the relation b1,ij(k) = b2,ji(k), b2,ij(k) =
b1,ji(k), b3,ij(k) = b4,ji(k), and b4,ij(k) = b3,ji(k). We
consider inter-robot collision avoidance constraints only for
robots whose current distance is below a given threshold
dprox > 0 to prevent unnecessary binary variables and
constraints, i.e.,

(i, j) ∈ ER ⇐⇒
∥∥pi(t)− pj(t)

∥∥ ≤ dprox. (5)

Similarly, we can formulate mixed-integer constraints for
collision avoidance with obstacles as follows

cosαo(p
x
i (k)− pxo) + sinαo(p

y
i (k)− pyo)

≥ Lo + dmin −Mb1,io(k),

− sinαo(p
x
i (k)− pxo) + cosαo(p

y
i (k)− pyo)

≥Wo + dmin −Mb2,io(k),

− cosαo(p
x
i (k)− pxo)− sinαo(p

y
i (k)− pyo)

≥ Lo + dmin −Mb3,io(k),

sinαo(p
x
i (k)− pxo)− cosαo(p

y
i (k)− pyo)

≥Wo + dmin −Mb4,io(k),

(6)



Fig. 1: Multi-robot navigation problem with stationary ob-
stacles.

where b1,io(k), b2,io(k), b3,io(k) and b4,io(k) are binary
variables satisfying b1,io(k)+b2,io(k)+b3,io(k)+b4,io(k) ≤
3, [pxo , p

y
o ]

⊤ is center location, αo is the rotation angle, and
2Lo and 2Wo are the length and width of obstacle–o ∈ O.

The individual objective for each robot is to reach the goal,
i.e., minimize the distance to the goal, while maintaining the
minimum effort. Thus, it can be given by a weighted sum of
multiple terms as follows

minimize
xi(k+1)∈X ,
ui(k)∈U

c̄i
(
xi(t+H)

)
+

t+H−1∑
k=t

ci
(
ui(k),xi(k)

)
, (7)

where

c̄i(xi(t+H)) = ωpt

(
pi(t+H)− pg

i

)⊤(
pi(t+H)− pg

i

)
,

ci(ui(k),xi(k)) = ωp

(
pi(k)− pg

i

)⊤(
pi(k)− pg

i

)
+ ωuui(k)

Tui(k),
(8)

with pg
i being the vector of goal positions for robot–i, while

ωpt, ωp, and ωu are positive weights.
Therefore, the MICP at each time step t is presented as

follows

minimize
xi(k+1)∈X ,
ui(k)∈U

c̄i(xi(t+H)) +

t+H−1∑
k=t

ci(ui(k),xi(k)),

subject to:
(1), ∀ k = t, . . . , t+H − 1,

(4), ∀ (i, j) ∈ ER, ∀ k = t+ 1, . . . , t+H,

(6), ∀ (i, o) ∈ ERO, ∀ k = t+ 1, . . . , t+H,

given:
pi(t), vi(t), ∀ i ∈ R.

(9)

B. Parametrized MICP Formulation

Next, we express the mixed-integer optimization problem
for multi-robot navigation, presented in the previous section,
in a general parametric MICP form. Let θi = [pi(t)

⊤,pg⊤
i ]⊤

and θo = [pxo , p
y
o , αo, Lo,Wo]

⊤ be the vectors of parameters
of robot–i and obstacle–o. As a result, the objective function
and constraints in (9) can be represented as functions of the

parameter vectors. For ease of notation, we denote xi,k =
xi(t+ k), ui,k = ui(t+ k), δio,k = [bm,io(t+ k)]⊤m=1,...,4,
and δij,k = [bm,ij(t + k)]⊤m=1,...,4 where the current time t
is dropped. We denote xi, ui, δio, and δij as the concate-
nated vectors collecting the corresponding variables over the
control horizon. The parametric MICP formulation is given
as follows

minimize
xi∈XH+1,

ui∈UH

∑
i∈R

(
c̄i(xi,H ;θi) +

H−1∑
k=0

ci(ui,k,xi,k;θi)
)
,

(10a)
subject to:
xi,0 = xi,init(θi), (10b)
xi,k+1 = f i(xi,k,ui,k), (10c)
gio(xi,k, δio,k;θo) ≤ 0, (10d)
hij(xi,k,xj,k, δij,k) ≤ 0, (10e)

δio,k ∈ {0, 1}4, δij,k ∈ {0, 1}4. (10f)

In (10), constraints (10b), (10c), (10d), and (10e) represent
the initial conditions, system dynamics, obstacle collision
avoidance, and inter-robot collision avoidance, respectively.
The state xi and control ui are the continuous decision
variables, while δio and δij are the binary decision variables.
It can be observed that if the binary decision variables δio
and δij are fixed, then the remaining problem is convex
and can be solved efficiently by any distributed optimization
algorithm for convex optimization. Moreover, the optimal
solution at each time step depends on the problem parameters
θi and θo. Thus, an interesting approach to solving problems
involves learning a map between the vector of problem
parameters and the optimal binaries by supervised learn-
ing. Specifically, we learn and predict the optimal binaries
{θ∗

io}(i,o)∈ERO
and {δ∗ij}(i,j)∈ER

.
Challenges and our approach: There are several chal-

lenges in learning the optimal binary variables in our multi-
robot navigation problem. First, we need to predict binary
variables that describe various relations, such as collision
avoidance among robots or between robots and obstacles.
Second, the optimal binaries of each edge depend not only
on the features of the two connecting nodes but also on the
binaries of some other nodes, such as nearby robots. Finally,
the number of binary variables used changes over time and
varies across different scenarios. In other words, the binary
variables in our problem are structured based on graph hyper-
features, including the number of nodes and pairs of agents
sharing coupling constraints. Therefore, it is necessary to
incorporate the graph data as input into the learning model. In
the next section, we develop a framework that addresses the
above issues by leveraging a heterogeneous graph attention
network.

III. LEARNING WITH HETEROGENEOUS GRAPH
ATTENTION NETWORKS

The main idea is to use graph attention neural networks to
aid in solving multi-agent MICPs. The framework consists of



Obstacle 1 Obstacle 2

Robot 1 Robot 3

Robot 2

Fig. 2: Illustration of a heterogeneous graph for our problem.
The robots and obstacles are represented as nodes, while
the edges include robot-robot, robot-obstacle, and obstacle-
obstacle connections.

both offline training and an online optimization algorithm. In
particular, we design a graph attention network to learn the
best binary strategy from data offline, and then solve convex
continuous optimization problems online using a distributed
optimization algorithm. To this end, we propose using graph
attention network [21] to incorporate the graph-structured
data into learning the mapping from the parameters {θi}i∈R
and {θo}o∈O to the optimal binary strategy for the edges,
{δio}(i,o)∈ERO

and {δij}(i,j)∈ER
.

First, we model the heterogeneous multi-agent setting in
our problem as a heterogeneous graph, where different types
of agents and relations are represented by different types
of nodes and edges. Specifically, in our setting, the nodes
include both robots and obstacles, while the edges represent
relations between robot-robot and robot-obstacle pairs. This
definition of the heterogeneous graph is given as follows.

Definition 3: (Graph) Let G = (V, E) be the graph to
model the multi-robot system with obstacles, in which V =
R ∪ O and E = ER ∪ ERO ∪ EOR ∪ EO be the node and
edge sets, respectively, with EOR = {(o, i) | (i, o) ∈ ERO}
and EO = O×O. We include EOR in the edge set to ensure
that the graph is bidirectional. The graph definition can be
illustrated in Fig. 2.

A. Graph Attention Layers

GAT network is a variant of the graph neural network
(GNN), a deep learning model designed to process graph-
structured data. A fundamental component of a GAT network
is graph attentional layer. Given input node features, e.g.,
(h1,h2, . . . ,hN ), and an adjacency matrix AG , such that
Amn = 1 if (m,n) ∈ E , and 0 otherwise, a GAT layer
computes a set of new node features, (h′

1,h
′
2, . . . ,h

′
N )

where N is the number of nodes. In the initial step, a
shared linear transformation, specified by a weight matrix
W is applied to every node. This transforms the feature
vectors into gn = Whn. Then the importance of node–m’s

features to node–n is described by attention coefficients emn

and its normalized value αmn that are computed through an
attentional mechanism a and softmax function as follows

emn = a(gm, gn),

αmn = softmax(emn) =
exp(emn)∑

p∈Nn
exp(enp)

,
(11)

Then the output for each node of a GAT layer is given by

h′
n = σ

( ∑
m∈Nn

αmnWhm

)
, (12)

where σ(.) is an activation function. A GAT network is
generally constructed by multiple GAT layers. For more
details on GAT networks, the readers are referred to [21].

B. Heterogeneous Graph Attention Networks

In this paper, we propose a NN architecture that can be
illustrated in Fig. 3. This architecture consists of two mod-
ules: (1) a multi-layer heterogeneous GAT network (encoder)
and (2) a feedforward NN classifier (decoder). We utilize
a multi-layer heterogeneous GAT network as an encoder to
integrate graph-structured data, such as individual features of
robots and obstacles and the connection links between them,
and generate the node embeddings. The heterogeneous GAT
network [22] is an extension of the GAT network to handle
the heterogeneity of graph data. First, the features of nodes
θi, ∀ i ∈ V first pass through a projection layer (a linear
transformation layer) to transform the features of different
types of nodes into a uniform feature space. The projection
layer can be represented as follows

µi = ΦR θi,∀ i ∈ R,
µo = ΦO θo,∀ o ∈ O, (13)

where ΦR and ΦO are matrices with appropriate dimensions.
Next, multiple GAT layers are used to aggregate the hidden
features {µn}, n ∈ V , while considering the relations of
neighboring agents by the graph G. Let µ̄n be the output
vector for each node–n ∈ V of the encoder, called node
embeddings, then we have

{µ̄n}n∈V = Ψ
(
{µn}n∈V ,AG

)
, (14)

where Ψ(·) denotes the operator of the multi-layer GAT
network.

The decoder, which takes the node embeddings as inputs,
aims at predicting the optimal binary values {δ∗io}(i,o)∈ERO

and {δ∗ij}(i,j)∈ER
, respectively. For each edge in the hetero-

geneous graph, the input vector to the decoder is constituted
by concatenating the embeddings of the two connecting
nodes, i.e., µ̄⊤

io = [µ̄⊤
i , µ̄

⊤
o ] for (i, o) ∈ ERO and µ̄⊤

ij =
[µ̄⊤

i , µ̄
⊤
j ] for (i, j) ∈ ER. The concatenated embedding

vector for each edge is passed through multi-layer feedfor-
ward NNs for classification. Note that we use separate NNs
for decoding the edges in ERO and ER. We use standard
feedforward NN classifiers with a ReLU activation function,
as detailed in [10], for the decoders, where we train the
networks to predict the best values of the binary strategies.
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Fig. 3: Architecture of the neural network for learning
optimal binaries.

The input-output relation of the decoder can be represented
as follows:

δ̄io = ΩRO

(
µ̄io

)
, ∀ (i, o) ∈ ERO,

δ̄ij = ΩR

(
µ̄ij

)
, ∀ (i, j) ∈ ER,

(15)

where δ̄io and δ̄ij are the output predictions of the decoder,
while ΩRO(·) and ΩR(·) denote the decoder operators for
edges in ERO and ER, respectively.

C. Data Generation and Training

For offline data generation, we conducted large-scale
simulations with numbers of robots ranging from 2 to 5,
where the initial states of the robots and goal positions were
randomly sampled. We collect the data by solving the MICP
using GUROBIPY solver [23]. If the problem is feasible,
the problem parameters of the agents, the graph, and binary
solutions are appended to the dataset D. Note that the MICP
presented in Section II is not completely well-posed, in the
sense that there may exist multiple values for the binary
solution given a unique global solution of the continuous
variable [11]. For instance, when considering the inter-robot
collision avoidance constraint (4), if the optimal continuous
solution satisfies pxi (k)−pxj (k) ≥ 2dmin and pyi (k)−pyj (k) ≥
2dmin simultaneously, then [bm,ij(k)]m=1,...,4 can take any
of the following values: [0, 1, 1, 1], [1, 1, 0, 1], or [0, 1, 0, 1].
This behavior can result in an ill-posed supervised learning
problem, meaning that an input of the NN may correspond to
multiple possible target outputs. Therefore, given the solution
obtained by GUROBI solver, we need to refine the binary
solutions by the following rule: if a constraint in (4) or (6) is
satisfied regardless of whether the associated binary variable
is 0 or 1, we set the binary variable to 0.

We collected approximately 60, 000 data points from sim-
ulations and separated 90% of the dataset for training and
the remaining 10% for validation. We then constructed the
NN with a linear projection layer of 64 neurons, a two-layer
GAT network with 64 neurons per layer, followed by a ReLU
feedforward NN with four layers and 256 neurons per layer.
To train the network, we minimize the cross-entropy between
the ground-truth (δ∗ij , δ

∗
io) and the prediction (δ̄ij , δ̄io) over

the training samples. In terms of validation, the trained GAT
network achieves 96% and 93% accuracy for edges in ERO

and ER, respectively.

Remark 1: In this paper, we assume that the obstacles are
stationary. However, the framework can be easily extended
to cases where obstacle features are dynamic and can be
sampled.

Remark 2: The inaccuracies in the NN’s predictions may
lead to infeasibility in the resulting convex program. Several
approaches have been proposed in the literature to address
this issue, such as selecting multiple candidates for the binary
variables [10] or applying an iterative resolve method [14].
In this paper, we use soft constraints with a max penalty
function (or equivalently, slack variables) to find the optimal
solution with minimal constraint violation.

IV. DISTRIBUTED CONVEX OPTIMIZATION WITH
PROXIMAL ALTERNATING DIRECTION METHOD OF

MULTIPLIERS (ADMM)

Once the binary decision variables are found by the NN,
the remaining problem becomes convex, allowing us to uti-
lize a distributed algorithm to solve it. By exploiting parallel
computation, a distributed approach can reduce solving time
in the online control phase, making it particularly effective
when the number of agents is large. We use the proximal
alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) since
it fully supports parallel computation [18]. For ease of
exposition, we first rewrite the optimization problem in the
following form with a separable objective and coupling
constraints:

minimize
yi∈Yi,∀ i∈R

∑
i∈R

Fi(yi), (16a)

subject to Aiyi ≤ bi, i ∈ R, (16b)
Ciyi +CNiyNi

≤ di, (16c)

where yi is the local vector that collects all the continuous
optimization variables of agent–i, and yNi

is the vector
concatenating the variables of all the neighbors of agent–i.
Note that in (16), we consider the collision avoidance with
obstacles as local constraints for each robot (16b) and the
inter-robot collision avoidance as the coupling constraints
(16c). The problem (16) can be rewriten equivalently by
introducing an auxiliary variable zNi

as a local copy of yNi
,

Algorithm 1 Distributed Proximal ADMM Algorithm

Require: tmax, ϵ, ρ, β, γ
1: for t = 1, 2, . . . , tmax do
2: Robot–i solves the x-minimization problem (19) in

parallel to obtain y
(t+1)
i and z

(t+1)
Ni

3: Robot–i transmits y
(t+1)
i to agent–j, j ∈ Ni

4: Robot–i receives y
(t+1)
i from agent–j, j ∈ Ni, and

construct y(t+1)
Ni

5: Robot–i update the dual variables using (20)
6: if

∥∥∥y(t+1)
i − y

(t)
i

∥∥∥ ≤ ϵ, ∀ i ∈ R then

7: return y
(t+1)
i , ∀ i ∈ R

8: return y
(tmax)
i , ∀ i ∈ R



leading to the following formulation:

minimize
yi∈Y,zNi

,
i∈R

∑
i∈R

Fi(yi)

subject to Aiyi ≤ bi, i ∈ R,
Ciyi +CNi

zNi
≤ di, i ∈ R,

yNi
= zNi

, ∀ i ∈ R.

(17)

The augmented Lagrangian for the problem with equality
constraints is formulated as follows

L
(
{yi, zNi

,λi}i∈R
)
=
∑
i∈R

Fi(yi)

+
〈
λi, zNi − yNi

〉
+
ρ

2

∥∥zNi − yNi

∥∥2 , (18)

where λi is the vector of the dual variables (Lagrangian mul-
tipliers) associated with the equality constraint yNi

= zNi
,

and ρ > 0 is a positive penalty weight. The proximal ADMM
algorithm [18] consists of the following steps. At each
iteration t, each agent–i solves the following minimization
problem in parallel:

y
(t+1)
i , z

(t+1)
Ni

=argmin
yi∈Y,zNi

Fi(yi) +
β

2

∥∥∥zNi
− z

(t)
Ni

∥∥∥2
+
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥∥zNi
− y

(t)
Ni

+
λ
(t)
i

ρ

∥∥∥∥∥
2

,

subject to: Aiyi ≤ bi,

Ciyi +CNi
zNi

≤ di,

(19)

where β > 0 is a positive weight for regularization. Next,
agent–i transmits y

(t+1)
i to agent–j, j ∈ Ni. After receiving

all the information from the neighbors to construct y(t+1)
Ni

,
agent–i updates the dual variables as follows

λ
(t+1)
i = λ

(t)
i + γρ

(
z
(t+1)
Ni

− y
(t+1)
Ni

)
, (20)

where γ > 0 is a damping coefficient. The iterations are
repeated until convergence with a tolerance ϵ > 0 or when
a maximum number of iterations tmax is reached. The
algorithm can also be summarized in Algorithm 1. Note
that each computation step can be executed in parallel by
the robots. In convex optimization, the proximal ADMM
algorithm is guaranteed to converge under mild conditions
on the parameter choice [18].

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we validate the performance of our pro-
posed framework with extensive simulations and experiments
on a physical multi-robot testbed.

A. Experiment Setup

We validate the framework through experiments using
the LIMO robotic testbed [24]. The main program of our
framework is implemented in Python, utilizing the PyTorch
machine learning library for training and prediction of the
NN model. The proximal ADMM algorithm is implemented
in Julia, in which we created different threads for the robots

Fig. 4: The architecture of our experiment setup.

to exploit parallel computation. Integration between the prox-
imal ADMM algorithm and the main program is achieved
through the PyCall package. We utilize the framework
as a high-level trajectory planner to derive the optimal
trajectories for the robots at every time step. Since the
LIMO robots are actuated with longitudinal and yaw velocity
commands, i.e., differentially driven robots, a lower-level
tracking scheme, which is summarized next, is needed to
compute these commands based on the planner’s trajectory.
In all experiments, the control horizon length is chosen as
H = 20 and the trajectory planner is executed with a period
of 200ms, while each tracker’s period is 10ms. The other
parameters of the MICP are chosen as vmax = 0.5m/s,
umax = 0.5m/s2, dmin = 0.2m, ωu = 1.0, ωp = 1.0,
ωpt = 10.0. An extended Kalman filter [25] is used for
localization of each LIMO robot, which fuses odometry and
IMU data to provide a sufficiently accurate state estimation.
The experiment setup can be also illustrated in Fig. 4.

To track the planner’s trajectory, we implement the input-
output linearization scheme proposed by Siciliano et al. [26].
Let yi,1, yi,2, i ∈ R be the outputs of the unicycle model,
which are considered to be the Cartesian coordinates of a
center point B located along its sagittal axis, at a distance b
from the contact point of the wheel with the ground. Those
coordinates are computed as follows

yi,1 = pxi + b cosψi,

yi,2 = pyi + b sinψi,
(21)

where ψi, pxi , pyi , are the robot’s i yaw angle and x, y
position with respect to a fixed global frame, respectively.
The longitudinal and yaw velocity commands, vcmd

i , ωcmd
i ,

are then computed as[
vcmd
i

ωcmd
i

]
= T−1(ψi)

[
ui,1
ui,2

]
, (22)

where T (ψi) is an invertible matrix and ui,1, ui,2 are the



−2.5−2.0−1.5−1.0−0.50.0

x-position (m)

−0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

y
-p

os
it

io
n

(m
)

1

1

2

2

3

3
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

m
/s

(a) Position and velocity trajectories

(b) t = 0(s) (c) t = 5(s)

(d) t = 8(s) (e) t = 11(s)

Fig. 5: Trajectories of the robots and snapshots from an experiment with three robots and three obstacles.

inputs of the following unicycle model:

ẏi,1 = ui,1,

ẏi,2 = ui,2,

ψ̇i =
ui,2 cosψi − ui,1 sinψi

b
.

Applying a linear control law, the control inputs can be given
by

ui,1 = ẏi,1d + ki,1(yi,1d − yi,1),

ui,2 = ẏi,2d + ki,2(yi,2d − yi,2),

where ki,1 > 0, and ki,2 > 0 are the gains of the linear
feedback control law. The linear control law guarantees
exponential convergence to zero of the Cartesian tracking
error. The desired variables yi,1d, yi,2d, ẏi,1d, ẏi,2d are
computed based on the solution obtained from the planner’s
optimal trajectory for the next time step {x∗

i (t+1)}, i ∈ R.

B. Experimental Validation

We conduct four experiments with three LIMO robots and
three obstacles, each experiment corresponding to different
goal assignments for the robots. Videos of the experi-
ments can be found at https://sites.google.com/
cornell.edu/limo-micp. Figure 5 presents a specific
experiment, illustrating the position and velocity trajectories
of the robots, along with several snapshots captured during
the experiment. Overall, the robots can reach their goals
without any collisions. The experiments verify that our
proposed framework can be deployed in real time on a
physical system.

C. Simulation Studies

To thoroughly evaluate the performance of our proposed
framework, we conduct extensive randomized simulations
with different numbers of robots to collect statistical results.
In particular, we analyze performance on the following
metrics from the simulation data:

• Success rate: % of simulations in which all robots reach
their goals.

−2.5 −2.0 −1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0
x-position (m)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

y
-p

os
it

io
n

(m
)

Fig. 6: Trajectories of the robots in the simulations with 6
robots. The obstacles are depicted as gray rectangles, while
the robots’ goals are indicated by stars.

• Collision rate: % of simulations that the collision
avoidance constraints are violated.

We present the statistical results in Table I, which illustrate
that as the number of robots increases, the success rate
slightly decreases while the collision rate gradually rises.
However, even with five robots in a highly constrained
environment, the metrics remain relatively good.

Furthermore, an advantage of our framework is its ability
to perform well when the number of robots in the test
simulations differs from that in the training data. Specifically,
while we train the model using a dataset generated from
simulations with 2 to 5 robots, we additionally evaluate it in
a simulation with 6 robots. The trajectories of the robots in
this simulation, shown in Fig. 6, demonstrate that the robots
can finish the navigation task safely.

In terms of computation time, the distributed optimization
algorithm has advantages over a centralized approach only
when the number of robots is high. For example, in the sim-
ulation with six robots, our proposed framework took 0.15
seconds, while the centralized GUROBIPY solver took 0.27
seconds on average. This computation time includes both the

https://sites.google.com/cornell.edu/limo-micp
https://sites.google.com/cornell.edu/limo-micp


TABLE I: Statistical results for simulations with different
number of robots.

Numbers of robots 2 3 4 5

Success rate (%) 100 99.8 99.5 99.2
Collision rate (%) 0.0 0.3 0.8 2.1

time for NN prediction and for solving convex programs.
In contrast, in a simulation/experiment with three robots,
our algorithm required approximately the same computation
time as GUROBIPY. Therefore, we believe that the proposed
framework can be beneficial in reducing computation time
when applied to more complex and large-scale multi-agent
systems, such as traffic signal control for connected auto-
mated vehicles in mixed traffic [2].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented a comprehensive framework
for solving a MICP arising from real-time multi-robot navi-
gation. This framework leverages a heterogeneous GAT and
employs proximal ADMM-based distributed optimization.
Extensive experimental validation and simulation results
demonstrate that the proposed framework effectively enables
robot navigation while maintaining reasonable computational
time. While our framework has been specifically applied to
multi-robot navigation, it possesses the potential to be ex-
tended to more complex and large-scale multi-agent systems.
Future research endeavors will explore this extension.
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