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Conformal Data-driven Control of Stochastic Multi-Agent Systems
under Collaborative Signal Temporal Logic Specifications

Eleftherios E. Vlahakis!, Lars Lindemann? and Dimos V. Dimarogonas

Abstract— We study the control of stochastic discrete-time
linear multi-agent systems (MAS) subject to additive stochastic
noise and collaborative signal temporal logic (STL) specifica-
tions to be satisfied with a desired probability. Given available
disturbance datasets, we leverage conformal prediction (CP)
to address the underlying chance-constrained multi-agent STL
synthesis problem in a distribution-free manner. By introducing
nonconformity scores as functions of prediction regions (PRs)
of error trajectories, we develop an iterative PR-scaling and
disturbance-feedback synthesis approach to bound training
error trajectory samples. These bounds are then calibrated
using a separate dataset, providing probabilistic guarantees via
CP. Subsequently, we relax the underlying stochastic optimal
control problem by tightening the robustness functions of
collaborative tasks based on their Lipschitz constants and the
computed error bounds. To address scalability, we exploit the
compositional structure of the multi-agent STL formula and
propose a model-predictive-control-like algorithm, where agent-
level problems are solved in a distributed fashion. Lastly, we
showcase the benefits of the proposed method in comparison
with [1] via an illustrative example.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-agent systems (MAS) arise in various applications,
including robotics and cyber-physical systems, where mul-
tiple agents collaborate to accomplish a global objective. We
use signal temporal logic (STL) to define MAS specifica-
tions, leveraging Boolean and temporal operators for precise
spatio-temporal constraints [2], [3]. Under stochastic uncer-
tainty, STL specifications are typically formulated as chance
constraints, making STL control synthesis challenging, as
chance-constrained problems are generally nonconvex and
intractable [4]. Existing methods rely on constraint tightening
[4]-[6] or analytic techniques [7], [8] to provide probabilistic
guarantees. These approaches may be limited to Gaussian
settings [7], computationally expensive [5], or rely on con-
servative concentration inequalities and union bounds [1],
making them unsuitable for general MAS. In this work, we
propose a tractable data-driven approach for STL synthesis
of stochastic MAS under individual and collaborative STL
tasks with probabilistic guarantees.

Data-driven methods can be flexible in relaxing probabil-
istic constraints by leveraging available samples and provid-
ing guarantees based on statistical tools such as conformal
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prediction (CP). Originally introduced by Vovk and Shafer
[9], CP uses a calibration dataset to infer prediction regions
for a test point with a specified probability in a distribution-
free manner. CP has recently been applied in control settings
[10], and in the STL framework, for runtime verification
problems, employing surrogate models for STL robustness,
dynamic models, and conformal quantile regression [11]—
[13] in single-agent formulations. Single-agent STL control
synthesis under uncontrollable agents has been explored in
[14] with probabilistic guarantees via CP, while a MAS
reinforcement learning problem has been studied in [15]
using CP, albeit without clear probabilistic guarantees.

In this paper, leveraging CP’s distribution independence,
we address optimal task planning for stochastic MAS un-
der collaborative STL specifications with data-driven noise
information. Using cliques from graph theory, we define
collaborative tasks for arbitrary agent groups, enabling a
compositional structure of the multi-agent STL formula.
Given disturbance sample datasets for each agent, we use
CP to provide a distribution-free solution to the underlying
multi-agent uncertainty quantification problem. To this end,
we introduce nonconformity scores as functions of prediction
regions (PRs) of aggregate error trajectories to capture un-
certainty in collaborative tasks. We develop an iterative PR-
scaling and disturbance-feedback synthesis approach bound-
ing training error trajectory samples, subsequently calibrated
on separate datasets to ensure probabilistic guarantees via
CP. This approach yields tighter bounds than union-bound-
based methods or approaches guided by the STL structure,
which can be excessively conservative in MAS settings [1],
[4]. The stochastic optimal control problem is then relaxed by
tightening robustness functions of collaborative tasks based
on their Lipschitz constants and computed error bounds.
Finally, exploiting the compositional structure of the multi-
agent STL formula, we propose a model-predictive-control-
like algorithm, solving agent-level problems in a distributed
fashion to improve scalability.

In the remainder of the paper, preliminaries and the
problem setup are in Sec. [ Uncertainty quantification,
feedback design, and probabilistic guarantees are in Sec. [Tl
while STL control synthesis and distributed implementation
are in Sec. An illustrative numerical example is in Sec.
[Vl whereas concluding remarks are discussed in Sec. VIl

II. PROBLEM SETUP
A. Notation and Preliminaries

The sets of real numbers and nonnegative integers are
IR and IN, respectively. Let N € IN. Then, INjg N} =
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{0,1,...,N}. Let z,...,z, be vectors. Then, © =

(®1,...,xn) = [2] -+ 2T]T. We denote by x(a : b) =
(z(a),...,x(b)) an aggregate vector consisting of x(t), t €

IN[q, representing a trajectory. When z(t), t € N[y,
are random vectors, z(a : b) = (z(a),...,x(b)) is a
random process. Let z;(t), for t € INg n] and 7 € IN[y 5.
Then, (0 : N) = (2(0),...,2(N)) denotes an aggregate
trajectory when z(t) = (z1(t),...,znm(t)), t € Ny ny.
A random variable (vector) w following a distribution Z,,
is denoted as w ~ %2, and the expected value of w is
E(w). The probability of event Y is Pr{Y}. Qs5(2) is
the 0-th quantile of a distribution 2, ie., for Z ~ 2,
Qs5(2) = inf{z : Pr{Z <z} > ¢}. The ceiling operator
is [ - ]. The cardinality of a set V is |V|. The symbol ®
denotes the Kronecker product.
Conformal Prediction: Let R(?), ..., R(*) be samples of an
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random vari-
able R. We will refer to R(9), ¢ € IN[Q k]> as a nonconformity
score. Given a failure probability 6 € (0, 1), one wishes to
obtain a bound ¢ € IR for RO which we call test point, so
that

Pr {R<°> < q} >1-0, (1

where ¢ is computed from the samples R ..., R¥) which
we call calibration dataset. Specifically, ¢ may be attained
as ¢ = Q1-9(RW,...,R™ o0), which is the (1 — 0)th
quantile of the empirical distribution {R™,... R®¥ oo}.
Assuming R < ... < R(k), one can pick ¢ = R(p),
where p = [(k+1)(1—6)], which indicates the pth smallest
nonconformity score. Note that g is finite with p € IN[y y if
k> [(k+41)(1—8)]. This choice of ¢ ensures that (I) holds
since test point R(?) and calibration data R, ..., R*) are
i.i.d. [16]. This is summarized below.

Lemma 1 [16, Lemma 1] If R, ..., R% are i.i.d. ran-
dom variables, then for any 6 € (0,1), we have

Pr{R<0> < Ql_g(R(l),...,R(k),oo)} >1-6. ()

Remark 1 The coverage guarantees in @) are marginal
as the probability is defined over the randomness in the
draw of test and calibration points R, RM .. . R®).
Conditional coverage guarantees of the form Pr{’R(O) <
C|RM, ..., R™Y are unfortunately not possible to obtain.
However, one can show that the conditional probability is
a random variable following a beta distribution centered
at 1 — 0 regardless of k [10], [17]. Notably, probably
approximately correct coverage guarantees Prc{Pr{R(O) <
Ql_é(’R(l),...,’R(k),oo)} >1—-60}y > 1— 3 can be
In (1/5)

obtained by setting 6 =6— si—» With the “outer”
probability Pr. taken with respect to the randomness in the
draw of the calibration data RV ,... . R®), and § € (0,1)
[18].

Conditional value at risk (CVaR): For a random variable
R ~ 2 and confidence level (1 — 0), VaR1_g is defined as

VaRi_¢(R) :=inf{n e R| Pr{R <n} >1-06},

that is VaR1_9(R) = Q1-9(2). Then, one can show that
VaRi¢(R) < ¢ Pr{R<q}>1-0, 3)

where a bound ¢ can be obtained in a data-driven fashion
as in @). Let R(M) : M — IR be a random variable.
Unfortunately, optimizing VaR1_g(R(M)) is challenging
since VaR is typically nonconvex in M even if R(M) is a
convex function. Alternatively, CVaR of R with a confidence
level of (1 — @), denoted as CVaR;_y(R), measures the
expected value of R in the 6-tail exceeding the threshold
VaR1_4(R), i.e.,

CVaR;_g(R) :=E(R|VaRi_g(R) <R).

CVaR can be formulated as

CVaRj_p(R) = minE (77 + 1(R — n)+> , “4)
nelR 0

where ()1 = max{0,-} [19]. Since CVaR is a coherent
risk measure that satisfies conditions such as convexity and
monotonicity [19], it is possible to optimize CVaR instead
of VaR, using standard convex and linear programming
techniques, relying on the fact that CVaR provides a tight
upper bound for VaR,_¢(R) [19], that is,

VaR;_4(R) < CVaR;_4(R).

Signal temporal logic: We consider STL formulas with
standard syntax

=T I[7| 20| o1 Ad2| P1Up, 1,02, 5)

where 7 := (u(xz) > 0) is a predicate, u(z) : R"* — IR
is a predicate function of x € IR"™*, and ¢, ¢1, and ¢y are
STL formulas, which are built recursively using predicates 7,
logical operators — and A, and the until temporal operator U,
with [t1,t2] = INp, 4,1. We omit V (or), O (eventually) and
O (always) operators from (3 and the sequel, as these may
be defined by @), e.g., ¢1V P2 = ~(=hp1 A—¢2), Opp, 15)0 =
TU[tl,t2]¢v and D[tl,tz]¢ = ﬁ<>[t1,t2]ﬁ¢~

Let 7w be a predicate and ¢ an STL formula. We denote
by x(t) E ¢, t € IN, the satisfaction of ¢, verified over
x(t) = (z(t),z(t +1),...). The validity of a formula ¢ can
be verified using Boolean semantics: x(t) = 7 < u(z(t)) >
0, z(t) = ¢ = ~(2(t) = ¢), 2(t) = 1 A2 & 2(t) |=
o1 Ax(t) | ¢, (t) E d1Uja 2 & IT € 1D Nigy), site
x(7) F ¢2AVT' € Ny ), 2(7") = ¢1. Based on the Boolean
semantics, the horizon of a formula is recursively defined as
[2]: N™ = 0, N7 = N¢, N®1"%2 — max(N?%1, N%2),
N1 Uapjd2 — max(N¢1,N¢2).

STL is endowed with quantitative semantics [3]: A
scalar-valued function p? R" x --- x R" - R
of a signal indicates how robustly a signal x(t) satis-
fies a formula ¢. The robustness function is defined re-
cursively as follows: p™(x(t)) = wu(x(t)), p~?(x(t)) =
—p(@(1)), p? " (2(t)) = min(p (2(t)), p (2(1)))., and
P (2(t) = maxremi, ,, (min(Yi(r), Ya(r))),
with Y1(7) = p?* (2(7)), Ya(7') = minreny, , p% (2(7)).
7 being a predicate, and ¢, ¢1, and ¢ being STL formulas.



To facilitate the definition of joint STL formulas for agents
involved in collaborative tasks, we borrow the concept of
cliques from graph theory to represent groups of agents
engaged in the same STL task. The definition of cliques is
provided next.

Definition 1 Let G = (V,E) be an undirected graph poten-
tially containing self-loops and multiple edges with node set
V, cardinality M = |V|, and edge set E. Let also V' C V),
with |V'| > 1, and define £y C & as the set of edges con-
necting the nodes V'. Then, G' = (V',Ey) is a clique [20],
if G' is a complete graph. The set of cliques of G is defined
as K={v CV|(v,&) is a complete subgraph of G}.

Consider a graph G = (V, &) with clique set K, a clique
v € K, with v = (i1,...,i),), and vectors x;,(t), j €
]N[HVH’ with ¢ € IN, Then, z,(t) = (x4, (t),...,xi‘u‘(t))
is an aggregate vector. We denote by x,(t) & ¢ the
validity of an STL formula defined over the aggregate
trajectory ., (t) = (z,(t),z,(t+1),...), which verifies that
o (,(1)) > 0.

B. Multi-agent system

1) Dynamics: We consider M agents with dynamics
zi(t +1) = Aizi(t) + Biwi(t) + wi(t), (6)

where z;(t) € X; € R™, w; € U; C IR™, and
wi(t) € W, € R™, w;(0 : N—-1) ~ 9, are the
state, input and disturbance vectors, respectively, the initial
condition, x;(0), is known, (4;, B;) is a stabilizable pair,
with 4; € R™ ™, B; € R™ ™ i € Ny, and
t € IN. Let v = (i1, ...,14),)), where i; € INj; pp, with j €
IN[y, |- By collecting individual state, input, and disturbance
vectors, as x,(t) = (i, (t),..., 2, (1) € &, C R"™,
uy (t) = (ui, (t), ... us,, (1) € Uy, € R™, and w,(t) =
(wiy (t), .- wi, (1) € W, € IR™, respectively, we write
the aggregate dynamics of |v| agents as

2, (t+1) = Ayz, (t) + Bouy (t) + wy (¢), (7)
where A, = diag(Aiy,. .., 4i,), By =
diag(B;,, - - .,BiM), and the state, input, and disturbance

sets are X, = &j, X -+ X Xi\u\’ U=U;y XX Z/{im, and
W =W, x---x W, , respectively. When v = (1,..., M),
the aggregate dynamics of the entire MAS are written as

z(t + 1) = Az(t) + Bu(t) + w(t), (8)

where A = diag(Ay,..., Ay ) and B = diag(By, ..., Buy).
Next, we define v as a clique indicating a group of agents
(or an individual agent) involved in a collaborative (or an
individual) STL task.

2) STL specification: Let V = {1,..., M} denote the set
of indices of all agents in MAS. The MAS is subject to a
conjunctive STL formula, given by

o= N ¢ ©

veky

where each conjunct ¢, follows the syntax in (3) and
represents a formula that involves a group of agents v, which
we call a clique indicating all agents in v can interact with
each other. The set Ky collects all these cliques induced by
¢, and may include individual agents (|v| = 1) or group of
agents (1 < |v| < |V)).

The structure of ¢ in (9) induces an interaction graph G =
(V,€), where V is the set of nodes, and & = {(v;,v;) |
vi,v; € v, v € Ky} is the set of edges. Note that £ may
include self loops (indicating individual tasks) and multiple
edges (indicating that two agents may be jointly involved in
more than one collaborative task).

Next, let 7 := (u(y) > 0) be a predicate in ¢, where
w(y) : R™ — IR. The vector y € IR"¥ can represent either
an individual state vector z; € IR™, where i € {1,..., M},
or an aggregate state vector x,, € IR"” that collects the states
of agents in clique v € Cy.

3) Disturbance: Let w;(0:N—1) = {w;(0),w;(1),...,
w;(N—1)} denote the disturbance sequence for the ith
agent. We assume that the joint distribution %, of
the random vectors w;(t)€R™, t€Njgy_1), is un-
known, and instead that a disturbance dataset, D%¢ =
{wgo), e ,wgk)}, of k+1 samples is available, with wgg) =
w(0),..., 0w (N-1)), ¢ € IN[o,5- We assume that the
disturbance sequence samples in D¢ are independent, where
each sample represents one realization of the process. We
also assume that trajectory samples wgg) are independent
agent-wise, that is wig), w§5) are independent for all i,j €
IN[;,ar) and ¢ € IN[g 4. Note that although wl(g), ¢ € N,
are assumed to be independent, the random vectors w; (), t €
IN|p, v 1], may be correlated across time for the ith agent. We
partition D¢ into training and calibration datasets, D; %, =
{wgkﬁl), ce wgk)} and D)} = {wgl), e ,wgkl)}, where
ki1+1<k.

C. Problem statement

We wish to solve the stochastic optimal control problem

u(%{[]ivn_'l)]E <Z ( Z_ (Ci(i(t), us(t))) + Vf)i((bi(N)))>
2(0:N) i=1 =0

s.t. x(t +1) = Az(t) + Bu(t) + w(t), t € Ny Ny,
Pr{z(0: N) E ¢} >1—0, with 2(0) =9, (10)

where /; R™ x R™ — IR, Vj, R" — TR,
the optimization variables are w(0:N—1) =
(u(0),...,u(N — 1)), x(0:N) = (z(0),...,z(N)),
with u(t) = (ui(t),...,unm(t)), t € INpn-_q, and
z(t) = (21(t),...,2xm(t)), t € INyg N}, respectively, ¢ is
a multi-agent STL formula, with structure as in (@) and
syntax as in (3), to be satisfied by (0:N) with a probability
1 — 0, where 6 € (0,1), zo is a known initial condition of
the MAS, and N is the horizon of ¢. Solving the problem
directly is challenging due to the probabilistic constraint,
the expectation operator in the cost function, the lack of
information on the distribution of the disturbance w(t), and
the growing complexity with the number of agents. Note



that based on the multi-agent STL formula in (@), the STL
chance constraint in (I0) is equivalently written as

Pr{x,(0: N)=¢,, Zwe Ky} >1-0. (11)
III. DATA-DRIVEN UNCERTAINTY QUANTIFICATION AND
FEEDBACK DESIGN
A. Decomposition of dynamics

Due to the linearity in (6), the state of each agent can
be decomposed into a deterministic part, z;(t), and an error,
ei(t), ie., z;i(t) = zi(t) + e;(t). Consider the disturbance-
feedback control policy [21]

t—1
uit) = > TP wi(k) +vi(t), (12)
k=0
which is causal, since the disturbance sequence
{w;(0),...,w;(t — 1)} is measurable at time ¢, with
I'“% € RF**™, Then,
Zi(t + 1) = Aizi(t) + Bi’l)i(t), (13a)
t—1
ei(t+1) = Ages(t) + B > T%w;(k) +wi(t), (13b)
k=0

where z;(0) = z;(0) and e;(0) = 0. Consider a clique v €

Ky, where v = (i1, ...,1),), let
IF = diag(Iy", ..., T3, (14)
and define the aggregate vectors z,(t) =
(Zil (t)v '7Zi\u\(t))’ el’(t) = (eil (t)a .- aei\u\(t))’ and
vy (t) = (vi, (), ..., vi,, (t)). Then, the aggregate dynamics
of the agents in v can be decomposed into
z,(t+1) = Ayz,(t) + Bouy (), (15a)
t—1
en(t+1) = Aye,(t) + Z T4 w, (k) +w, (t).  (15b)
Given particular disturbance feedback gains T'LF, k €

N1, t € INy g1}, the error system in (ISb) can
be analyzed independently of the one in (I3a). The above
control choice will allow us to analyze prediction regions of
trajectories or the error systems in (I3D). We are interested
in prediction regions as defined next.

Definition 2 Let y(a : b) € R~ be a random process,
with y(t) € R", t € IN|, . We call the ball B(q) € R™"~%
a prediction region (PR) of y(a : b) at probability level 1—6,
if Pr{lly(a: b)) < q} > 16,

We aim to determine parameters to tighten the robustness
functions of the formulas ¢,, v € Ky guided by the size of
PRs obtained for the error systems in (I3B), in light of the
probabilistic constraint in (I0) or equivalently in (II). The
following proposition underpins this approach.

Proposition 1 Letr (0 : N) = z2(0 : N) +¢e(0 : N), with
2(0: N) = (x(0),...,z(N)), 2(0: N) = (2(0) ,2(N))
and e(0 : N) = (e(0),...,e(N)). Let ¢ > 0 be such that

Pr{e(0: N) €
foralle(0: N) €

Blg)} >21-0.[f2(0: N)+e(0: N) |= ¢
B(q), then Pr{x(0) = ¢} > 1 — 0.

Proof: Define events Y, := x(0) E ¢, Y. :=
e(0 : N) € B(q), and let Y/ be the complement of Y.
From the law of total probability, it follows that Pr{Y,} =
Pr{Y,|Ye}Pr{Y.} + Pr{Y,|Y/}Pr{Y/} > 1 — 6, since by
assumption, Pr{Y,|Y.} = 1 and Pr{Y.} > 1 — 6, and
Pr{Y,|Y.}Pr{Y/} > 0. [

B. Error trajectory samples

To facilitate the proposed data-driven design approach, we
construct error trajectory samples for each agent, using the
available disturbance datasets and the error dynamics in (13B)
with initial condition e;(0) = 0, 4 € IN[; 7). Specifically, let
matrices A; and I'; be defined as

0 .0
I, 0 -0
. 1"1?70 0o .- 0
A I, -0 2o 2l 0
AN-1AN=2 g Fiv'_l,o 1_\g\z'_1,1 Pi\/—l,'N—Q(.)
(16)
respectively, and B; = A;(Ix ® B;). Then, for

the ith agent, a dataset with error trajectory samples
(g)(l :N)=(e (g)( 1),... (g)( N)) can be constructed from

disturbance samples w )(0 :N—1)eDYi as
D ={e{”(1:N),...,e" (1:N)}, (17a)
el (1:N)=(A;+B,T;)w") (0:N-1), ¢ € Ny . (17b)

The linear dependence of the error trajectories on the gains
| PR IN[L M]s facilitates the disturbance feedback design in
parallel with quantification of appropriate PRs for the error
trajectories. In the following, we partition D¢ into D¢/ ..
and D¢}, where trajectory samples in Dy; . are constructed
by disturbance samples in Dy,:. and are parameterized by
the disturbance feedback gains I';, while trajectory samples
in D¢}, are constructed by disturbance samples in D_ for
fixed disturbance feedback gains. We use the Dy . dataset

for feedback design in Sec. [II-=C, and the D¢}, dataset to
obtain PRs with probabilistic guarantees in Sec. [I[-Dl

C. Data-driven PR scaling and disturbance feedback design

Here, we present a data-driven approach to designing
disturbance feedback gains I';, i € IN[L M) and scaling
parameters C,,, v € K, to weigh the size of PRs of the
trajectories of the error systems in corresponding to
agents involved in cliques v € Ky, using the training dataset
Dy;i ... To this end, we introduce nonconformity scores
ES(C.T), ce N[, +1,4]» Which are parametrized over the
disturbance feedback gains in I' = {I'y,...,T'5s} and the
weights in C' = {C, } ek, defined as

2(0.1)) = max (G el (1: M)

ve

(18)



where (1 + N) = (e(1),...,e,(N)), with v =
(i1,...,1p|) and egj)(t) defined as in (I7B), for j € N[ |,
The synthesis of disturbance feedback gains in I' and weights
in C' is formulated by the following optimization problem

inimi - p(ka+1) (k)
erclfr{ﬂnze Qg (E (c,1),..., B\ (C, I‘)) (19a)

subject to 0 < C, <1, v €Ky, »_ C, =1, (19b)
veky
with T'; as in (I6), and 6 = (1 + ==7)(1 — 6), where

the confidence 1 — 6 is replaced by (1 + k_klﬁ)(l —0)
(see [10, Sec. 2.1] for details). Despite the linearity of error
trajectories in (I7b) in T';, the nonconformity score in (I8) is
not jointly convex in the feedback gains in I' and the weights
in C. Moreover, even when the weights in C' are fixed, the
VaR; cost is not necessarily convex, and the problem in
can be addressed via an efficient nonlinear solver. A
similar data-driven feedback synthesis problem is addressed
in our previous work [22, Sec. IV], where a genetic algorithm
was successfully employed in a single-agent setting. While
the problem in could be tackled similarly, we propose
a CVaR-based iterative relaxation, which may be beneficial
in our multi-agent setting, where complexity increases with
the number of agents. Specifically, leveraging the bilinear
dependence of the nonconformity scores in (I8) on the
variables in C' and in I, we propose an iterative procedure
to optimize sequentially over C' and I' by solving convex
problems employing the properties of CVaR. Specifically,
we define

k
1
P := Minimize n+ - Z (Y —p)ys. t.  (20a)
n>0,Y () C,m q i
YO>C, el (1:N)|], YveKy, s€ENg, 4, (20b)
0<C, <1, veky, > C =1, (20c)

veky

where ¢ = (k—ki—1)(1—0), and the variables Y (%) are
introduced to address the max operator in (I8) by the
constraints in (20b). Next, we denote by P(C) the optim-
ization in 20) for fixed weights in C' and by P(T') the
optimization in (20) for fixed feedback gains in T'. Algorithm
[[] summarizes a procedure for solving 20) iteratively. We

Algorithm 1 Iterative procedure for solving 20)

: Set CO={C, =0 for |[v|>1, C;=7; for i€IN|; r7}
: for 7 in 1 : 7pay do

Solve P(C7~1) and return I'"

Solve P(T'") and return C7.

return (C* ¢ CTmax ¥ ¢ [Tmax)

AN

note that the optimization problems P(C) and P(T") solved
at each iteration of Algorithm [I] are convex, ensuring that
the algorithm can be executed efficiently. While it does not
guarantee convergence to a local optimum, since P(C') and
P(T") optimize over one subset of variables at a time, this

iterative technique, known as a (block-)coordinate descent
algorithm, is a widely used heuristic that performs well in
practice for a small number of iterations.

D. Error prediction regions

Given the disturbance feedback gains I'* = {I'}, ..., T}, }
and weights C* = {C}}, ck,. obtained either by directly
solving the problem in or via Algorithm [[I we now
derive PRs for the error trajectories of agents in cliques v €
Ky with the desired confidence level as follows.

Proposition 2 Let I'* and C* collect disturbance feedback
gains and weights, respectively, which are feasible for the
problem in (I9). Construct the calibration trajectory dataset
D¢ as in (D), using the calibration disturbance set D}
and the disturbance feedback gains in I'*, define noncon-
formity scores

©(* T* — *11,(s) (1 -
EOC"1%) = max (Gl (1 N)[) @
where ¢ € IN(g x,}, and compute
0= Qio(EV(C, 1), E®)(C",T"),0). 22
Then,
Pr{ef(1: N) e B(ojc;), Wwe Ky} > 1-6,  (23)

Proof: Since {E©)(C*,T*),..., E®)(C* T*)} is a
set consisting of i.i.d. random variables, Lemma [1| implies
that

Pe{EOC 1) <q} = 1-0. 24)

By the definition of E(O)(C*,T*) in @I), this directly im-
plies that Pr {max,,e;c¢ (C;He(f)u : N)H) < q} >1-9,
or Pr {He,(,o)(l tN)|| <9fc;, Vv € Ky p > 1—0, since the

max operator in (2I)) ensures that the bound holds uniformly
for all v € Ky, completing the proof. [ ]

IV. STL CONTROL SYNTHESIS
A. STL tightening

We recall that a function f : W — IR is Lipschitz
continuous if there is L > 0 such that for every wy, w2 € W,

[f (w1) = f(w2)]
dy (w1, w2)
where dw denotes a metric on W, and L is the Lipschitz
constant. In the following, we tighten the robustness function
of the multi-agent STL formula in (@) based on the Lipschitz
constants of its subformulas. First, we state the following two
lemmas, which rely on the assumption below.

< L < o0,

Assumption 1 All predicate functions appearing in the
multi-agent STL formula ¢ are Lipschitz continuous.

Lemma 2 [23, Prop. 1] For any STL specification ¢ with
predicate functions satisfying Assumption [I| the robustness
function p?(z(0:N)+e(0:N)) is Lipschitz continuous with



respect to €(0:N) = (e(0),...,e(N)), with Lipschitz con-
stant Ly obtained as the maximum Lipschitz constant of the
predicate functions appearing in ¢.

Lemma 3 Consider an STL formula ¢ and a traject-

ory z(0 : N) = z(0 N) + e(0 N), where
e(0 : N) = (e(0),...,e(N)), with e(0) = 0 and
Pr{e(0: N) € B(q/C)} > 1— 0. Let Ly be the Lipschitz

constant of the robustness function p®(z(0 : N)+e(0: N))

with respect to e(O : N). If p?(2(0 : N)) > Ly, then
Pr {p¢ ) > O} >1-6.

Proof: By assumption ~ we  have  that
Pr{|le(0: N)||< &} > 1— 6. Also, by the Lipschitz

condition, it holds that

Pr{|p?(z(0
< Lg|le(0

: N)+e(0:N)) = p?(2(0: N))
M <Lk} =1-0.

Focusing on the case where p®(2(0 : N) + €(0 :
p?(2(0 : N)), the previous Lipscitz inequality yields

N)) <

Pr{p¢(m(o :N)) > p?(2(0: N)) — L¢% > o} >1-0,
since p?(z(0 : N)) > Ly, completing the proof. [ |

B. Relaxation of the chance-constrained synthesis problem

Next, we relax the problem in (10).

Theorem 1 Consider the MAS with dynamics in (8) subject
to the STL formula in Q). Let disturbance feedback gains
in T* = {T%,...,T%}, weights in C* = {{C}}iex,}
and the quantile parameter q be obtained as in Proposition
2l Denote as Ly,, v € K¢y, the Lipschitz constants of the
robustness functions of formulas ¢,, v € Ky, Let z,(0: N)
(and e, (0 : N)), v € Ky, be nominal (and error) trajectories
corresponding to formulas ¢, v € Ky. Assume

M N—-1

(Z (Ci(zi(t),vi(1))) + Vf,z'(zi(N))>
=1 t=0
subject to z(t 4 1) = Az(t) + Bu(t), t € Ny v,

P (2,(0: N)) 2 Lo, 7. v € Ko,

Minimize
v(0), 2(0)

(25)

with z(0) = z(0), has a feasible solution v(0 : N — 1) =

(v(0),...,v(N —1)). Then, the multi-agent input sequence
u(0 : N —1) = (u(0),...,u(N — 1)), where u(t) =
(ur(t), ..y unr (), with wi(t) = S h o T5 " w; (k) + v (t),

i €V, t € Njg,n_1) together with the corresponding random
state trajectory (0 : N) is a feasible solution for (10, that
is

Pr{z(0: N) = ¢} >1— 0.

Proof: By the condition in we have
Prq|le,(0:N)||<e/c;, veKy ;>1—6, which, by
and the feasibility of "the problem in (23)),
Pr {p? (x,(0:N))>0, veKy} >1-6, or

(26)

that
Lemma
leads to

Pr(x,(0:N) | ¢,, v€Ky) >1—0, completing the proof.
|

We remark that to handle STL constraints as in (23},
one can leverage existing STL methods and toolboxes that
utilize either integer programming using binary variables or
nonlinear solvers using log-sum-exp underapproximations of
the STL robustness function [24]. Due to space limitations,
we defer a detailed discussion of these technical aspects to
an extended version of this work. Next, we decompose
into individual agent-level problems to improve tractability.

C. Distributed control synthesis

We propose an iterative procedure that handles the com-
plexity of 23).

1) Decomposition of STL formula ¢: For a node ¢ parti-
cipating in at least one clique, i.e., © € v, with v € Ky, we
define 7; as the set of cliques containing i by

Ti={veky|lv>i}

Using @7), an equivalent multi- agent STL formula to the
original one in (@) is defined as (;5 Niev (bz, where

27)

N ¢ (28)
v €T;

In the following, we denote

0 (20, (0:N))=p*" (20, (0:N)) =L, 7= vi € Tec (29)

2) Agent-level subproblems: We introduce the following
problems for the ¢th agent

PY Mlmmlze L;(2Y,v?) subject to (30a)
'U Z

% (k + 1)=A;z] (k)+Bw; (k), k € Ny n), (30b)

0%'(2]) 2 0, with 27(0) = ;(0), (30¢)

P! Mlnlmlze Li(zf,v!) — Q;pl, subject to (31a)

(k + 1) = Aizf(k) + Byvl(k), k € Ny ), (31b)
0% (2]) > 0, with z{(t) = z;(t), €]
t

g%( )>uyt, = argmin {o* (2,71}, (31d)
veT;, |v|>1
ph, > min (0, 0% (251)), (31e)

0% (zL)>min (0, 0% (2,71)) , WweT\{w,i} (31f)

where €; > 0, z{(7) denotes the prediction of x;(7) carried
out at time t, g% (z!) is the robustness function of the

formula ¢, v € T;, evaluated over the trajectory z!, and

2t =(2,(0), ...z, (t=1), 2L (1), ..., 2L (N)),  (32)
vj= ( (0) S0i(t=1),vi(t), ..., vi(N=1)),  (33)
) Zf (B)+Vri(2i(N))- - (34)

In [1], we proposed an iterative procedure for solving
agent-level problems P? and P} according to an offline-

defined agent preselection schedule, ensuring consistency in



agents’ trajectories for collaborative tasks. We now extend

this approach to a distributed implementation, relying on co-

ordination through interactions among agents within cliques.
3) Distributed implementation: Let

2H(@i(t), v)=(2:(0), ..., zi (1), 2L (t + 1), ..., 25(N)), (35)

denote a trajectory where the last N—t¢ nominal states are
generated by the last N—t inputs of v! starting from z;(t).
At each time ¢ > 1, the ith agent computes the robustness
functions p?vi (zf,:l), v; € T;, based on the knowledge about
Zh ot = (2,,(0), ..., @y, (t—1), 2571 (1), ..., 2L (), v €
7:, and estimates the robustness function of gi;l as 7’5
min,,e7; (0% (2!7")) based on the STL quantitative se-
mantics. After measuring its state x;(t), agent-i commu-
nicates ¢ and z!(x;(t),v!"') to all agents in v;, v; €
T; and receives the corresponding information from them.
Agent-i either solves P/ if r! = minje,, e (rf) or
retains its input sequence from ¢—1, that is vf:vf —1 Alg.
summarizes the distributed STL control strategy, with its

benefits highlighted in the following proposition.

Proposition 3 Suppose each agent-i solves P? at t=0 and
executes Alg. O at t=1. Let O,CV collect agents’ indices
solving P} at t>1, and assume P, i € Wy ap, P, with
1€Qy for t>1, are feasible. It holds: a) if i, €O, for some
1<t<N, then T,NT;=0, b) Pr{p% (x;(0: N))>0} >1-9,

and ¢) collaborative tasks are minimally violated or satisfied
with probability at least 1—0.

a) By assumption, at ¢t > 1, r!

Proof: t < r} for all
| € v;, where v; € T;, and r‘;ﬁ < rt for all s € v;, where
v; € T;. Assuming without loss of generality that r; < r, if
Jv € T;NT;, then j ¢ O, which contradicts the assumption.
b) This follows from the recursive feasibility assumption and
the tighter robustness function in (31d), and by Prop.
¢) This follows from the feasibility of the constraints in
@B1d)-(@1e), which ensures the improvement of the most
violated (least robust) joint task ¢,,, and from the feasibility
of the constraint in (31f), which ensures non-violation or
improvement of other joint tasks. The probability guarantee
follows from the tighter robustness functions and Prop.[2l B

Algorithm 2 Distributed STL control of agent-¢
1: fortin1: N do

2 Compute r! = min,,c7, (0% (2571))

3 Measure z;(t) and w;(t—1)

4 Construct z!(z;(t),vi™)

5: Communicate r!, z!(z;(t), vf‘l) tojevy, v e€T;
6: Receive 7’;, z‘§ (z;(t), vffl) from j € v, v; € T;

7: if 7 <% forall j € v, v; € T; then

8: Solve P! and store (v!, z!)

9: else

10: Update v} < v/ ! and 2! « z!(z;(t),vi™")

o T3 Fwi (k) + i (1)

—
—_

Apply u;(t) =

V. EXAMPLE

We consider the multi-agent example from our previous
work [1], where 10 agents with single-integrator dynamics
are subject to individual and collaborative STL tasks, and
Gaussian disturbances w;(t) ~ N(0,0.053), i € Ny q¢).
Due to space limitations, we refer to [1, Sec. IV] for
details. The ¢th STL task requires agent ¢ to visit regions
T; and G; within IN[1 50) and IN|[7¢,190], Tespectively, while
avoiding obstacles O1, O2, and O3 in workspace X'. The vth
collaborative task requires all agents in clique v to approach
each other within IN|g 190;. We recall the clique set Ky =
{]N[l,l()]v (1’ 2, 3)5 (17 5)5 (37 4)’ (47 5)5 (57 6)5 (47 7)a (67 8)a
(6,9),(7,8),(8,10),(9,10)}. The STL specification spans
100 time steps and must be satisfied with 95% probability.

PR-scaling and disturbance feedback design: We gen-
erate training and calibration datasets, each containing 100
disturbance sequences of length 100. To design the PR-
scaling parameters and disturbance feedback gains (C*, T'*),
we run Alg. [ll for 7ax = 4 iterations, solving the problems
P(C) and P(T') using the GUROBI solver. The average
solve time for P(C) and P(T') with an Intel i7-1185G7
processor and 32 GB of RAM is under 1 s and 20 m, re-
spectively. To obtain PRs for the aggregate error trajectories
of agents in cliques v € Ky, we use the output of Alg.[I]and
the calibration disturbance dataset, to obtain PRs B, (¢/c;),
with 0.7398 < a/c; < 0.8985, v € K, following Prop.

Distributed STL Synthesis: To synthesize state sequences
satisfying the multi-agent STL task with probability 95%,
we first tighten the robustness functions of STL formulas ¢,,,
v € K4, using Thm. [l with PR bounds ¢/c; from Alg. [[]and
Prop.[2l By Lemma[2] the corresponding Lipschitz constants
Ly, computed wrt | - || satisfy 0.046 < Lg, < 1. Initially,
we solve P;(0) for i € IN[; 1}, and then apply Alg. 2l where
agents iteratively solve P} for t € IN[1 100}, exchanging
robustness estimates within their cliques to enable distributed
coordination. Problems P?, P! were solved using the GUR-
OBI solver. Fig. [Tl shows the result from 1 experiment with
Alg. 2l Out of 100 experiments (results omitted for clarity),
97 satisfied the STL formula, aligning with the specified
probability. The selection frequency of agents solving P/, as
determined by distributed coordination, is shown in Fig.
(right). The software for this section is available at [25].

Comparison with [1]: The approach in [1] uses union
bounding for multi-agent uncertainty quantification, resulting
in excessive conservatism. Even with full knowledge of the
disturbance distribution, the specified probability is limited
to at most 70%. In contrast, the proposed data-driven method
achieves significantly tighter error bounds, leveraging sample
availability for confidence estimation. In Fig. @I (left), the
red circle represents a bound for maxiem,, ;oo [l€i(t)]2
with 70% probability from [1], while the blue box shows
the data-driven bound for maxemy, ;o |l€i(t)|lcc With 95%
probability, computed using Prop. 2 with 10* calibration
samples and a tightened 97% quantile (see Remark [I),
ensuring confidence over 99.9999% via computationally
inexpensive operations (see (22)). Additionally, [1] assumes
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Fig. 1: Simulation under Alg. 2l with z;(0) as crosses, T;
areas as diamonds, (5; areas as boxes, and 3 brown obstacles.

fixed feedback gains and performs offline STL synthesis with
agent preselection, whereas this work proposes a data-driven
feedback design and fully distributed STL synthesis via
Alg. 2l Future work will address real-time implementation
challenges for solving P} under input constraints.
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Fig. 2: Left: Red circle bound for ||e;(¢t)||2 with prob. 70%
(from [1] via union bounding); blue box bound for ||e;(¢) ||~
with prob. 95% and confidence > 99.99% (via Prop.
& Remark [1)). Right: Histogram of agent selections for the
experiment in Fig. [[] under Alg.

VI. CONCLUSION

We consider stochastic linear multi-agent systems under
chance-constrained collaborative STL specifications. Using
conformal prediction, we develop a distribution-free frame-
work for data-driven uncertainty quantification and probab-
ilistic guarantees for STL task satisfaction. We show how
to convert the chance-constrained optimal control problem
into a deterministic one by tightening the STL robustness
function using prediction regions derived from conformal
prediction for the error dynamics and its Lipschitz constants
with respect to error trajectories. Additionally, we decompose
the large-scale problem into agent-level subproblems and
propose an iterative, distributed algorithm that leverages
agent coordination, improving scalability. Future work will
extend these results to continuous-time stochastic MAS,
providing probabilistic guarantees for STL satisfaction in
continuous time.
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