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and landing UAVs *

Yao Zou?, Ziyang Meng ?,

& Department of Precision Instrument, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P. R. China.

Abstract

This paper investigates the coordinated trajectory tracking problem of multiple vertical takeooff and landing (VTOL) unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAVs). The case of unidirectional information flow is considered and the objective is to drive all the follower
VTOL UAVs to accurately track the trajectory of the leader. Firstly, a novel distributed estimator is developed for each
VTOL UAV to obtain the leader’s desired information asymptotically. With the outputs of the estimators, the solution to the
coordinated trajectory tracking problem of multiple VTOL UAVs is transformed to individually solving the tracking problem
of each VIT'OL UAV. Due to the under-actuated nature of the VITOL UAV, a hierarchical framework is introduced for each
VTOL UAV such that a command force and an applied torque are exploited in sequence, then the position tracking to the
estimated desired position and the attitude tracking to the command attitude are achieved. Moreover, an auxiliary system
with proper parameters is implemented to guarantee the singularity-free command attitude extraction and to obviate the
use of the unavailable desired information. The stability analysis and simulations effectively validate the achievement of the

coordinated trajectory tracking of multiple VTOL UAVs with the proposed control approach.
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1 Introduction

The past few decades have witnessed a rapid develop-
ment in the formation control of unmanned aerial vehi-
cles (UAVs). Replacing a single monolithic UAV with a
formation of multiple micro ones can effectively improve
efficiency without costly expense [1]. More recently, the
vertical takeoff and landing (VTOL) UAV, as a rep-
resentative UAV, has received increasing interest, due
to its capacities of hovering and low-speed/low-altitude
flight [2]. Additionally, the VTOL UAV is a canoni-
cal nonlinear system with under-actuation property [3],
which raises a lot of technical problems for control the-
ory research. Therefore, the formation control of multi-
ple VTOL UAVs deserves intensive studies.

* This paper was not presented at any IFAC meeting. This
work has been supported in part by National Natural Science
Foundation of China under Grant 61503249 and Beijing Mu-
nicipal Natural Science Foundation under Grant 4173075,
and the National Key Research and Development Program
of China under Grant 2016YFB0500900/2.
Corresponding author: Ziyang Meng.

Email addresses: zouyao@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn
(Yao Zou), ziyangmeng@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn
(Ziyang Meng).

Preprint submitted to Automatica

Generally, the study of formation control problem is cat-
egorized into leaderless and leader-follower formation
control problem. The leaderless formation requires its
members to simply reach a prescribed pattern [4]. For
example, a distributed control algorithm is proposed in
[5] such that the formation of VTOL UAVs with an iden-
tical velocity was achieved. The special case with com-
munication delay was also studied [6] for the leaderless
formation objective and corresponding control solutions
were proposed. Another formation protocol was devel-
oped in [7] to realize a time-varying formation of VTOL
UAVs without a leader, and the obtained theoretical re-
sults were verified with practical experiments.

Compared with the leaderless formation, the objective
of the leader-follower formation is that followers reach
an agreement with the desired information associated
with a leader while forming the prescribed pattern [8].
This may lead the formation to complete some intricate
missions, where the leader is responsible for perform-
ing the desired trajectory of the formation and it is
delivered via the communication network between the
leader and followers. Although [9,10,11] proposed con-
trol approaches to achieve the leader-follower formation
of VTOL UAVs, the leader’s desired information was
required to be available to all the followers. In prac-
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tice, due to limited information exchange and commu-
nication constraints, the leader’s desired information
is only accessible to a portion of the followers. To
achieve the leader-follower formation under restricted
communication networks, distributed algorithms were
implemented with a local information exchange mech-
anism [12,13,14,15,16,17]. Using backstepping and fil-
tering strategies, a distributed control algorithm was
developed in [18] to realize the asymptotically stable
leader-follower formation of VTOL UAVs. A distributed
formation and reconfiguration control approach is de-
signed in [19] to accomplish the leader-follower for-
mation without inter-vehicle collisions. With feedback
linearization technique, [20] proposed a leader-follower
formation protocol for VTOL UAVs, which ensured
their heading synchronization as well. [21] presented
a distributed control strategy over a switched graph
and derived necessary and sufficient conditions on the
time-varying leader-follower formation of VTOL UAVs.
However, the network graphs among the followers used
in [18,19,20,21] are undirected, which means that each
pair of the followers interacts bidirectionally. This undi-
rected graph condition is quite restrictive, which, due
to communication constraints, can hardly be met in
practical applications.

This paper proposes a coordinated trajectory tracking
control approach for multiple VTOL UAVs with local
information exchange, where the desired trajectory in-
formation is described by a leader. The network graph
among the follower VTOL UAVs is assumed to be di-
rected. This effectively relaxes the restrictive assump-
tion that the graph is symmetric. By applying a novel
distributed estimator, the leader’s desired information
is accurately estimated for each follower VITOL UAV.
Based on the hierarchial framework, a command force
and an applied torque are synthesized for each VTOL
UAV such that the coordinated trajectory tracking is
achieved for a group of VITOL UAVs. Compared with
the aforementioned work, the main contributions of this
paper are three-fold. First, in contrast to the work in
[5,6,7], where only a prescribed pattern is formed with
a constant velocity, the leader-follower tracking of mul-
tiple VTOL UAVs is achieved by introducing a novel
distributed estimator. Second, the coordinated tracking
is achieved with weak connectivity, where the network
graph among the followers is directed, rather than the
limited undirected one used in [18,19,20,21]. Third, in-
stead of solely discussing the position loop [7,21], a com-
plete VTOL UAV system is studied based on a hierar-
chical framework, where an auxiliary system is proposed
to ensure the non-singular command attitude extraction
and to avoid the use of the unavailable desired informa-
tion.

The remaining sections are arranged as follows. Section
2 describes the problem to be solved and provides some
useful preliminaries. Section 3 states the main results
in detail, including the distributed estimator design, the

control approach project and the stability analysis. Sec-
tion 4 performs some simulations to verify the theoreti-
cal results. And section 5 draws final conclusions.

Notations. R™*" denotes the m x n Euclidean space.
Given a vector & = [x1,22, -+ ,2,]7, define sgn(z) =
[sgn(z1), sgn(w2), -+ ,sgn(zn)]”, and [lzfly = 327, |ail
and ||z|| = vVaTz are its 1-norm and 2-norm. Given
a square matrix A = [a;;] € R"*", define Apin(4) and
Amax(A) as its minimum and maximum eigenvalues, and

Al =

identity matrix and 1, is an n-dimensional vector with
all entries being one. Furthermore, given a vector x =
[:Cl,xg,x3]T, superscript X represents a transformation
from x to a skew-symmetric matrix:

Doim1 2y af; s its F-norm. I, is an n x n

0 —I3 X2
X = &3 0 —x

—T2 X1 0

2 Background
2.1 Problem statement

Suppose that there are n follower VTOL UAVsin a team,
which are labeled by V = {1,2,...,n}. Each UAV is
a six-dof (degree of freedom) rigid body and operates
in two reference frames: inertia frame Z = {Orxyrzr}
which is attached to the earth and body frame B =
{Opxpypzp} which is fixed to the fuselage. To establish
the model of the UAVs, rotation matrix R; € SO(3) £
{R e R*>3 | detR = 1,RTR = RR" = I3} and unit
quaternion Q; = [0;,¢/]T € Q £ {Q € R xR3 | 0% +
q¥q = 1} are applied to represent the attitude of each
UAV. In terms of Euler formula [22], an explicit relation
between these two attitude representations is derived as

Ri(Qi) = (07 — ¢] i) I3 + 2qiq] — 203 . (1)

Based on Euler-Newton formulae, the kinematics and
dynamics of the i-th VTOL UAV are given by

p’i = Uy, (2)
0; = —gés + ER(Q»)é (3)
i = —ges m; ) i)€3;
. 1
Qi = 5Gi(Qi)wi, (4)
Jiwi = —w; Jiw; + i, (5)
where p; = [p¥,p?,p3]T and v; = [v¥,v!,vZ]T denote

the position and velocity of the center of gravity of the
UAV in frame Z, respectively, m; is the total mass, g
is the local gravitational acceleration, éz £ [0,0,1]7,



T; denotes the applied thrust along é3, Q; = [07,q] |
and R;(Q;) are the unit quaternion and rotation ma-
trix, Gl(Ql) = [‘%7%13 - in]Ta Wi = [wlm,w;}’w;z]'f
denotes the angular velocity of the UAV in frame B,
J; = diag{J?, J!, J7} is the inertial matrix with respect

to frame B, and 7; denotes the applied torque in frame 5.

In addition to n followers, there is a leader, labeled by
0, to represent the global desired information including
the desired position p, and its derivatives. The control
objective is to design applied thrust 7; and torque 7;
for each follower VTOL UAV described by (2)-(5) such
that all the followers track the leader while maintaining
a prescribed formation pattern. More specifically, given
a desired position offset ¢§;, the objective is to guarantee
that

lim (p;(t)—pr(t)) = 0;, lim (vi(t)—pr(t)) =0, Vi € V.
t— o0 t— o0

(6)
Due to communication constraints, the leader’s desired
information is only available to a subset of the follow-
ers and the followers only have access to their neigh-
bors’ information. To solve such a coordinated tracking
problem via local information exchange, distributed al-
gorithms are implemented. Moreover, it follows from (6)
that 11mti>oo (pz(t) — Py (t)) = 5ij7 where 5ij = 51 — 5j,
Vi,j € V. This means that the followers form a pat-
tern determined by d; while tracking the leader. There-
fore, a proper position offset §; is essential such that the
proposed algorithm ensures followers’ convergence to a
well-defined and unique formation.

Assumption 2.1 The desired position p,. and its

®

deriwatives p,, pr and py~’ are bounded.

2.2 Graph theory

Communication topology among UAVs is described by a
graph G,, = (V, &), which is composed of a node set V =
{1,2,---,n} and an edge set £ C V x V. For a directed
graph, (i,7) € £ means that the information of node i is
accessible to node j, but not conversely. All neighbours
of node i are included in set N; = {j € V| (j,4) € £}.
A path from node 7 to node j is a sequence of edges.

For a follower graph G,,, its adjacent matrix D = [d;;] €
R™*™ is defined such that d;; > 0 if (j,7) €€ and d;; =
0 otherwise, and the associated nonsymmetric Lapla-
cian matrix £ = [l;;] € R"*" is defined such that l; =
> i1 jzi dij and lij = —dj for j # 4. For a leader-
follower graph G,4+1 = {V,&} (leader is labeled as 0)
with V = {0,1,--- ,n} and £ C V x V, we define D €
R HDx(n+1) and £ € ROHDX (41 a5 its adjacent ma-
trix and nonsymmetric Laplacian matrix. Specifically,

D A O Ol><’n
do

1, where do = [d10,d20, - ,dno]” and

d;o > 0 if node i is accessible to the leader and d;p = 0

_ 0 Opxn
otherwise; and £ = y b ] , where M = [m;;] £
—do
L + diag{dlov d207 ) dno}

Assumption 2.2 The leader-follower graph G, 41 has a
directed spanning tree with the leader being the root.

Some important properties associated with matrix M
are given in Lemma 2.1 [23].

Lemma 2.1 Under Assumption 2.2, M is a mnon-
singular M-matrix with the properies that all its eigenval-
ues have positive real parts, and there exists a positive def-
inite diagonal matriz © = diag{fy, 602, -- , 0, } such that
E=MTO+0OM is strictly diagonally dominant and pos-
itive definite, where [1/61,1/0a,--- ,1/0,]T =M~ 11,.

2.3  Filippov solution and non-smooth analysis

Consider the vector differential equation

&= f(I,t), (7)

where f : R® x R — R"™ is measurable and essentially
locally bounded.

In what follows, the definitions of Filippov solution, gen-
eralized gradient and regular function are given accord-
ing to [24,25,26].

Definition 2.1 (Filippov solution) A wvector func-
tion x(t) is called a solution of (7) on [to,t1], if z(t)
is absolutely continuous on [tg,t1] and for almost all
t € [to, 1], € K[f](x,t), where

K[fl(z,t) = () [) @f(B(x.p) — N.¢t),

p>0 uN=0

ﬂ#N:O denotes the intersection over all sets N of
Lebesgue measure zero, €o(-) denotes the vector convex
closure, and B(z,p) denotes the open ball of radius p
centered at .

Definition 2.2 (Generalized gradient) For a locally
Lipschitz function V : R™ x R — R, its generalized gra-
dient at (x,t) is defined as

OV (z,t)=co{lim VV (x,t) | (z;,t;) = (x,t), (zi, t;) € Qv },
where Qy is the set of measure zero where the gra-

dient of V' is not defined. Furthermore, the general-
ized derivative of V' along system (7) is defined as

V2 Moy o7 [K[f ]f“)] |



Definition 2.3 (Regular) f(z,t) : R™ x R s called
regular if

(1) for allv > 0, the usual one-sided directional deriva-
tive f'(x;v) exists;

(2) for allv >0, f'(x;v) = f°(z;v), where the general-

ized directional derivative f°(x;v) is defined as

() = Tim sup LW = W),
Y= 110 t

The Lyapunov stability criterion for non-smooth sys-
tems is given in Lemma 2.2 [27].

Lemma 2.2 Let system (7) be essentially locally
bounded and 0 € K[f](z,t) in a region R™ x [0,00).
Suppose that f(0,t) is uniformly bounded for all t > 0.
Let V. : R™ x [0,00) — R be locally Lipschitz in t
and reqular such that Wi(z) < V(t,x) < Wa(z) and

V(z,t) < =W (x), where Wy (x) and Wa(z) are continu-
ous positive definite functions, W (x) is a continuous pos-

itive semi-definite function, and V (xz,t) < —W (z) means

that ¢ < =W, Vo € V. Then, all Filippov solutions of
system (7) are bounded and satisfy lim;_, oo W (z(t)) = 0.

3 Main results

Due to the under-actuated nature of the VTOL UAV, a
hierarchical strategy is applied to solve the coordinated
trajectory tracking problem of multiple VTOL UAV sys-
tems. First, a distributed estimator using local informa-
tion interaction is designed for each follower UAV to es-
timate the leader’s desired information. Then, the coor-
dinated trajectory tracking problem of multiple VTOL
UAVs is transformed into the asymptotic stability prob-
lem of each individual error system. Next, a command
force and an applied torque are exploited for each UAV
to asymptotically stabilize the position and attitude er-
ror systems, respectively. Finally, the stability of each
error system is analyzed.

3.1 Distributed estimator design

Since the leader’s desired information including the de-
sired position p, and its derivatives is not available to all
the followers, a distributed estimator is firstly designed
for each VTOL UAV to estimate them.

For i € V, we define p;, 0; and a; = ky tanh(v;) as the
estimations of p,., p, and p,., respectively, where ~; is an
auxiliary variable and parameter ky > sup,~, pr(t). As
will be shown subsequently, the definition of a; using the
hyperbolic tangent function enables the control param-
eters to be chosen explicitly in case of singularity in the

command attitude extraction. For ¢ € V), a distributed
estimator is proposed as follows:

i =i — kp > dij (i — ;) (8a)
=0

b =a; — ky Z dij (0; — 05), (8b)
=0

i = —layi + 2T

- Effl > dij(a
Ky =

+y dij(ai—ay)
j=0

+sgn Z dij(a; — ay)
(8¢)

where pg = p,, 09 = P, and a9 = P, are specified,
d;j is the (i,7)-th entry of the adjacent matrix D as-
sociated with the follower graph G,, kp, k,, kq and [,
are positive parameters, and I'; = diag{,uf, w, pE} with
pl = tanh(*n )3F and Ty = diag{af, i, a7} with f =

1 — tanh? (4} ) for k = x,y, z. Next, define the estimation
errors p; = pZ Pry Vi = V3 —Pr and a; = a;—py,fori € V.
It then follows from (8) that their dynamics satisfy

n

Pi =0 — kp »_ mi;pj, (9a)
=1

Vi =a; — ko Z mi;Vj, (Qb)
j=1

dl :k'-yl:‘i"}'/i — 2k-yl:‘il—‘i’yi — p£.4)
n n
= — lak-yfi"}/i — ka <Z mija; + Zmlja3>
j=1 j=1
n n
— kasgn <Z mi;a; + Z mz—j&j> — p£4)
=1 j=1

= —lqG; — ka <zn: mi;a; + zn:mmt_lj>
j=1 j=1
— kgsgn <Z mi;a; + me&]> + NP7

j=1 j=1

(9¢)

where m;; denotes the (i,j)-th entry of M defined in

Section 2, and N, = lap£3) - p$4) is bounded according
to Assumption 2.1. Equivalently, the error dynamics (9)
can be rewritten as

p =0 —kp(M® Is)p, (10a)
v=a—k,(M® I3), (10b)
a=—1la—ko(M®Iz)(a+a)

— kasgn (M ® I3)(@a+ a)) + 1n ® Np, (10c)



where p, v and a are the column stack vectors of p;, v;
and a;, respectively, and operator ® denotes the kro-
necker product. Moreover, define a sliding surface s; =
la Y 05—y mijaz + 35— mija; for i € V, and correspond-
ingly, its column stack vector s = (M ® I3)(l,a + a). It
follows from (10c) that the dynamics of s satisfies

§=(M®I3)(—kes — kesgn(s) + 1n @ Np,) . (11)
Theorem 3.1 indicates that the developed distributed
estimator (8) with appropriate parameters enables the
estimation errors p;, v; and a; for each VITOL UAV to
converge to zero asymptotically.

Theorem 3.1 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, if the
estimator parameters ky, k,, l, and kq are chosen based
on

s
kpky > oG (12)
kipAmin(2) (1O
ly > L ;o (13
R MTEM) (kG — O )
ko > MTQ—/(\gyN{ (14)

where Ny = supsq [|[Np(t)||, and © and Z are given in
Lemma 2.1, the distributed estimator (8) ensures that
limy o0 D3 (1) =0, limy_ 00 0;(t) =0 and lim;—, o, @;(t) =0,

Vie).

Proof: The proof is divided into two parts: first, the
sliding surface s;, ¢ € V is proven in Proposition 3.1 to
converge to zero asymptotically; then, the final result is
shown in Proposition 3.2. |

Proposition 3.1 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, if the
estimator parameter ko satisfies (14), the distributed es-
timator (8) guarantees that lim_, s;(t)=0, Vi € V.

Proof: Obviously, system (11) is non-smooth; thereafter,
the solution of (11) is studied in the sense of Filippov
and the non-smooth framework is applied. The stability
of system (11) is to be proven based on Lemma 2.2.

We first propose a Lyapunov function L* =", 6;]|s;[|1+
sT(© ® I3)s, where 0; is the i-th diagonal entry of ©.
Note that L® is non-smooth but regular [24]. It can be
derived that L® is bounded by

Wi(s) < L* < Wa(s),

where W1 (s) = Amin(0)||s]]? and Wa(s) = v/NAmax(©)
“(IIsllx +1/8]|%)- In terms of Lemma 2.2, the stable result
can be deduced if only the generalized derivative of L*
satisfies L® < W (s), where W (s) is a continuous positive
semi-definite function.

According to Definition 2.2, the generalized derivative
of L*® along (11) satisfies

L° = ()@ + 9" (0 ® I3)K[(M & Is)(—kas — kasgn(s)

¢peIL®
+1, @ N,)l,
=@+ )" (OM® Is)(—kas— kad||s[l1 + 1n® Np),
¢pedL?
(15)
{1} s € RY
where 8|SJ| =<¢{-1} s eR VieV, j=uzyz
[-1,1] sl =0

and the calculation of K is applied using the same argu-
ment given in [24].

If L # (), suppose ¢ ¢ is, then we know that V¢ €
Ollsll1, ¢ = (¢ + )T (OM® I3)(—kas — kad + 1n ® Np)
for some 6 € J||s|;. Choose ¢ = argmingegs), (6 +

)T(M ® I3)(0 4+ s). According to [24], for all
deds ||17 we have that

(¢ +s) ' (OM @ I3)(8 + 5)

T
>(+ 5)T (w ® 13) (& +5)

(¢ + )T (E@I3)(¢ + 3).

1
2

It then follows that Zs further satisfies

BB T E 9 B0+ 9) +6+ 5 (100 N))

<_ M”M sI2 + Vil é + sIlOM| N,
- (%‘“”wﬂu VAIOMIN, ) [0+ .
(16)

Note that if ¢ = 0, then s = 0 and ||¢+s|| = 0, and if ¢ #
0, then ||¢ + s|| > 1. Hence, if the estimator parameter
k. satisfies (14), there exists a constant k, satisfying

RIOMINe < By < ky such that —(R22mpE g 4 5| -

Amin (E

Vl|OM|N,)||¢ + s|| < 0. Therefore, it follows that

Iga))\min (E)
2

3 (ka —

o+ sl (17)

In addition, each entry of s has the same sign as its
counterpart in sgn(s), and thus, it follows that ||¢+s|| >
[Is||. We finally have that

R (Ot




Since W(s) > 0 has been ensured, it follows that
fot W (s())dr is bounded for ¢ > 0, which implies that s
is bounded. Hence, it follows from (11) that $ is bounded,
which implies that s is uniformly continuous in ¢. This
means that W (s) is uniformly continuous in ¢. Based on
Lemma 2.2, we can conclude that lim;_,o, W (s(t)) = 0,
which further implies that lim;—_,+ s(t) = 0. [ ]

Proposition 3.2 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, if
the estimator parameters ky, k, and lg satisfy (12) and
(13), then lim;_,o si(t) = 0 is sufficient to ensure that
limy o0 Pi(t) =0, limy 00 U;(t) = 0 and limy— o a;(t) =

0,VvVieV.

Proof: Consider the definition of the sliding surface s,
then the dynamics of the estimator error a satisfies

M® L)a=—1,(M®I3)a+s. (19)

Define z=[p?, o7, a”]T and assign a Lyapunov function

1
L¢=p" (0@ Is)p+ 0" (O®13)v + 5aT(/\/tTG)/\/t ® I)a.

It is bounded by
Mllzl* < L < A2,

where A1 = min{Apuin(0), %)\min(MT@M)} and \y =
max{ Amax (0), %)\max(./\/lT@M)}. The derivative of L¢
along (10) and (19) satisfies

L =—p'(MTO+OM)® I)p+ 257 (0 ® I3)v

— o (MTO+OM)® I3)0+ 207 (0 @ I3)a
+a"(MTO @ I3) (~1,(M & I3)a + s)

=—kp (EQL)p+2p" (O ® I3)0 — ko' (2@ I3)0
+207(0 @ I3)a — l,a  MTOM ® I3)a
+a"'(MTO @ I3)s

< = kpAmin(E)[51* + 201 BI17]] = ko Amin(E) |17
+2/10|l|o]l]|a]] — laAmin(MTOM)|a]|?

+[eMlllalls]]
< —2{ Qz1 + |[OM]l[|al ||, (20)
where z1 = [||p]], |9, l|al[]” and
kpAmin(E) =IO 0
Q= =0 EyAmin(E) —lel
0 —10  —leAmin(MTOM)

If the estimator parameters k,, k, and [, are chosen
based on (12) and (13), then Q is positive definite. In

this case, L¢ further satisfies

L < = Amin(Q)|2]1* + [[OM]]]| 2]]|s]]
< — 91 L° 4+ 9q||s||V Le, (21)

where ¥ = /\"“#(Q), Uy = ”9—\/%[”7 and [|z]| = [[z1]| has

been applied. Next, take V¢ = v/2L¢. When L€ # 0, it
follows from (21) that the derivative of V¢ satisfies

Ve < —9,VE + 0s)ls||. (22)

When V¢ = 0, it can be shown that DTV¢ < ss].
Thus, it follows that DTV satisfies (22) all the time
[28]. For system y = —v1y + U2||s|| with respect to
y € [0,00), it can be proven in terms of input-to-state
stability theory [28] that lim;_,~ y(t) = 0 given the fact
that lims o s(t) = 0. According to Comparison Prin-
cipal [28], it follows that lim; o, V¢(t) = 0, which fur-
ther implies that lim; o, p(t) = 0, lim¢— o ¥(t) = 0 and

Remark 3.1 According to (8), singularity may occur in
the distributed estimator when some diagonal entry of
T'; equals to zero, and this corresponds to the case where
some entry of the auzxiliary variable ~y; tends to infin-
ity. Theorem 3.1 has shown that, with a bounded initial
value, the estimation error a; for each UAV is bounded
all the time. This implies that T'; is always positive def-
inite. Consequently, no singularity is introduced in the
developed distributed estimator (8).

3.2 Problem transformation

Since the leader’s desired information has been esti-
mated via the distributed estimator (8) for each follower
VTOL UAV, the remaining problem is to transform the
coordinated trajectory tracking problem into the simul-
taneous tracking problem for the decoupled VTOL UAV
group. This is verified as follows.

Define the position error p§ = p; — p, — ¢; and the ve-
locity error v§ = v; — p, for i € V. Using the estima-
tions p; and v; obtained from the distributed estimator
(8), we rewrite p§ and v§ as p§ = p; — p; — 0; + P; and
v{ = v; — ¥; + U;. Since Theorem 3.1 has shown that
lim; 00 Pi(t) = 0 and limy—,o, 9;(t) = 0, Vi € V, the
coordinated tracking control objective (6) can be trans-
formed into the following simultaneous tracking objec-
tive:

t—o00

We next define pf = p; — p; — §; and vy = v; — v; for
i € V. It follows from (2), (3) and (8) that their dynamics



satisty

p§ =05 + Zmijl_)jv (23a)
j=1

o ~ ~ - _ TZ C\N A

O =u; — gés — a; + Yy mi0; + —(Ri(Qi)— Ri(@7))és,

J=1

(23b)

where u; = %Ri(Qf)@ is the command force with Qf
being the command unit quaternion. Moreover, once

the command force u; can be determined, in view of
|R;(Q5)és|| = 1, the applied thrust T; is derived as

T; = maillui, VieV. (24)

Now that the control strategy is based on a hierarchical
framework, the command unit quaternion )¢, as the at-
titude tracking objective for each VTOL UAV, should
be extracted from the command force u;. Based on min-
imal rotation principle, a viable extraction algorithm is
proposed in Lemma 3.1 [5].

Lemma 3.1 For i € V, if the command force u; =

[u?, u?, uz]T satisfies the non-singular condition:

w ¢ U2 {ueR|u=0,0u*",u* <0}, (25)

the command unit quaternion QS = [o¢, (¢5)T]T is ex-
tracted as
1 z 1 u
9~ u;
of = _+—Z,q¢:7 u”r 26
N TE R T e T e Rl R

Next, define the attitude error Q¢ = [o¢, (¢5)T]F =
Q)™ ® Q; for i € V, where operator ® is the
unit quaternion product. According to [29], Qf =
[+1,0,0,0]7 corresponds to the extract attitude track-
ing. The dynamics of )f satisfies

Q5 = 5GQ0s, (21)

where w§ = w; — R;(Q¢)Tw¢ is the angular velocity error
with w{ being the command angular velocity. Please refer
to [29] for the derivations of w§ and its derivative w§. In
addition, it follows from (5) and R;(Q5) = R;(Q)(ws)*
that the dynamics of wy satisfies

lef = — wix Jiwi —+ 7+ Ji[(wf)XRi(Qé)ng

K2 K2

= Ry(Q5)" wi]. (28)

Based on the above discussions, by introducing the dis-
tributed estimator (8), the coordinated trajectory track-
ing problem for multiple VTOL UAV systems (2)-(5) can
be transformed into the simultaneous asymptotic stabil-
ity problem for each error system (23), (27) and (28).
Lemma 3.2 summarizes this point.

Lemma 3.2 Consider the i-th error system (23),
(27) and (28). If a command force u; and an applied
torque T; can be developed such that lims o ps(t) = 0,
limy 00 05 () = 0, limy 00 ¢£(t) = 0 andlimy_, oo w§(t) =
0, the coordinated trajectory tracking of multiple VTOL
UAV systems (2)-(5) is achieved in the sense of (6).

3.8  Command force development

In this subsection, a command force u; for each VTOL
UAV will be synthesized. The main difficulties here are
that the command force u; should comply with the non-
singular condition (25) and the desired position p, and
its derivatives are not available in the command force
u; and the subsequent applied torque 7; due to limited
communication.

To address the above dilemmas, we introduce the virtual
position error pf = pf —n; and the virtual velocity error
vy = vy —1); for ¢ € V, where 1), is an auxiliary variable. It
follows from (23) that the dynamics of p¢ and of satisfy

pe= 0+ hy,

0f = ui — i} — gé3 — a; + ha,

(29a)
(29b)

where hy = Z?:l mijP;j and he = Z?:l miv; +
L (Ri(Qi) — Ri(Q5))és.

Lemma 3.3 Consider the i-th virtual position error
system (29). If a command force u; can be synthe-
sized such that limy oo p5(t) = 0, limy_oo 05(t) =
0, limioomi(t) = 0 and limyooi(t) = 0, then
limy 00 P5(t) = 0 and lim;_.oo 05(t) = 0 are achieved.

To guarantee the condition in Lemma 3.3, for ¢ € V, we
propose the following command force:

u; = gés + a; — kn (tanh(m + 771) + tanh(m)), (30)

and introduce a dynamic system with respect to the aux-
iliary variable 7;:

ili = —ky(tanh(n; + 7;) + tanh(n;)) + L,p; + 1,75,
(31)

where k), l,, and [, are positive control parameters. Sub-
stituting (30) and (31) into (29) yields

157,(?: ﬁf"i_hla

5= —1,p¢ — 1, + hy.

(32a)
(32b)



A proper control parameter k, should be chosen such
that the non-singular condition (25) is met. Specifically,

b < 59— k) (33)

In such a case, the third row of the command force u;
satisfies

ui =g + a; — ky(tanh(n; + ;) + tanh(n;))
Zg_k7_2k77>0’

where af = Fkytanh(y7) and the property that
|tanh(-)| < 1 have been applied. To this end, k, satis-
fying (33) is sufficient to guarantee that the developed
command force u; in (30) for each UAV strictly satisfies
the non-singular condition (25).

Remark 3.2 By defining a;, = k., tanh(y;) in the dis-
tributed estimator (8) and introducing the auziliary dy-
namics (31), the developed command force u; fori € V is
equipped with a saturation property. Based on this prop-
erty, the choice of the control parameter k,, is indepen-
dent on any estimator state.

Remark 3.3 It follows from (24), (30) and |G|
\/gk.y that the resulting applied thrust T; is bounded by

T; < mi(g +2V3k, +V3k,), YiecV, (34)
which means that each T; is upper bounded by a constant

associated with the individual mass m; and the specified
parameters k, and k..

3.4 Applied torque development

Define a sliding surface r; = [,¢f + w{ for ¢ € V, where
lq > 0. From (27) and (28), the dynamics of r; satisfies

l
Jir; :—qu(UieI3 + (QS)X)

2
+ Ji[(wf)* Ri(Q5) T wf — Ri(QF)Tw5].

wf —wiXJiwi—l—n (35)

We propose an applied torque 7; for each UAV as follows:

l
= = k= Lo+ (@)t el T g
— Jil(w§)*Ri(Q5) " wi — Ri(Q5)" ],
where k, > 0. Substituting (36) into (35) yields

It follows from (36) that, the command angular velocity
wy and its derivative wy are necessary to determine each
applied torque 7;. According to [29], wf and wf are the

functions of the derivatives of the command force wu;.
Their expressions are presented as follows:

i =kyTii — ky[Din; + (Di + S>771]
iy = — 2k, DTy + ky TiAi — Ky [Dinyi +
+ (D; + Si)nig)]v

+ (D; + D; + S;)i;

where T; and T; have been speciﬁed below ( 3),

D; = diag{e?, €/ 1, €2} with ¢ = 1 — tanh®(5 + 7/),
S; = dlag{l/l, v, v} with vio= 1 - tanhQ(nl)
D; = {&,& €.} Wlth e = —2tanh(77 + 771)(1 —
tanhQ(nl + ) (! + ) and S; = {v?,v¢,vF} with

=-2 tanh(nz )(1 - tanh2(771 ))771 ) for .] =T,Y,%, and

0 = — ke [Di + (D + Si)iii] + Lpp¢ + Lot

From the above derivations, it it trivial to see that the
desired information is not used in the developed applied
torque 7; for the UAV without accessibility to the leader.

3.5 Stability analysis

Theorem 3.2 summarizes the final stability result asso-
ciated with the coordinated trajectory tracking of mul-
tiple VTOL UAV systems (2)-(5) controlled by the de-
veloped applied thrust and torque.

Theorem 3.2 Considern follower VTOL UAV systems
(2)-(5) with Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2. The synthesized
command force w; in (30) and applied torque 7; in (36)
guarantee the coordinated trajectory tracking of multiple
VTOL UAVs in the sense of (6).

Proof: Theorem 3.1 has shown that, for ¢« € )V, the
distributed estimator developed in (8) enables the esti-
mation errors p; and v; to converge to zero asymptot-
ically. Based on this, it follows from Lemmas 3.2 and
3.3 that the coordinated trajectory tracking objective is
achieved, if the following results are guaranteed by the
synthesized command force u; and applied torque 7;:

Th2.i) lim; 00 g5 () = 0 and limy_, o w§(t) =0, Vi € V,
Th2.ii) limy 00 p§(¢) = 0 and limy—oo 05(¢) =0, Vi € V,
Th2.iii) limy—ye0 7:(t) = 0 and limy—, o 7;(¢) = 0, Vi € V.
They will be proven in Propositions 3.3-3.5, respectively.

Proposition 3.3 Consider the attitude error system
(27) and (28). The developed applied torque ; in (36)
guarantees thatlim;_,o ¢ (t) = 0 and lim;_,o0 wi(t) = 0,

VieV.

Proof: Tt follows from (37) that, for ¢ € V, the de-
veloped applied torque 7; enables the sliding surface r;
to converge to zero asymptotlcally. Then, assign a non-
negative function y; = 1[||¢¢||>+ (1 —0¢)?] = 1—0¢ <2



for i € V. With the definition of r;, the derivative of y;
along (27) satisfies

€ 1 €
(af)"wf = ql\qlllz @)t

1
2 2

<- Z‘IH%II2 —IIWH2

Ui =

o~

=(=2yi +y}) +

1 2
1 ZHWH .

It can be shown that system g = %(—Qy + y?) with

respect to y € [0, 2] is asymptotically stable. For system
Yy = %"(—2y +9?) + 1||ri||* with respect to y € [0,2], by
using input-to-state stability theory [28], it follows that
lim; oo y(t) = 0 given the fact lim;— o r;(t) = 0. Ac-
cording to Comparison Principal [28], lim; oo y;(t) =0
is obtained, that is, lim; . ¢f(t) = 0, which, to-
gether with lim;_, o 7r;(t) = 0, further implies that
limy 00 wi () =0, Vi € V. [ |

Proposition 3.4 Consider the wirtual position er-
ror system (29) with Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2. If
limy 00 5 (1) = 0, limy 00 Pi () = 0 and limy_,o0 7 (t) =
0 are achieved, the developed command force u; in (30)
guarantees that limy_,o p$(t) =0 and lim_,o 05 (t) = 0,

VieV.
Proof: 1t follows frorn (1) that (R;(Q¢) — I3)és = ¢, qf,
Where Pi = [ q 7qz ’ z]T In terms Of HR ( l)H - 1

Q5] = 1 and 1(34) it follows from lim;_ o ¢f(t) = 0
that each ;- (R (Qi) — Ri(Qf))és = - Ri(Q5) (Ri(Q5) —
I3)és converges to zero asymptotically. This, together
with lim;_,o P;(t) = 0 and lim;—, o 7;(t) = 0, guarantees
that the perturbation items Ay and Ao in the virtual po-
sition error system (32) converge to zero asymptotically.
Furthermore, it can be shown that system

P =,

ée: _lppz lyo sz

is asymptotically stable. Thus, it follows from input-
to-state stability theory [28] that lim; . pS(t) = 0
and lim;_o, 0§(t) = 0, ¥i € V given the fact that
lim; o A(t) = 0, where h = [AT, hL]T. [ ]

Proposition 3.5 Consider the auziliary system (31). If
limy 00 p5() = 0 and limy_, oo 0§(t) = 0 are achieved,
then lim; oo 13 (t) = 0 and limy—, o, 1;(t) =0, Vie V.

Proof: Denote ¢; = [,p§ + 1,0f for i € V. It follows
from limy o pS(t) = 0 and limy_, 95(t) = 0 that
lim; o0 £;(t) = 0. To this end, there exists a KL-class
function p(||e;(0)]|,¢) such that ||e;(¢)]] < p(|le:(0)|], ).
For i € V, the following Lyapunov function is proposed:

ni+1i ni
L= [ anh(0T s [ ranhix )de+—|\nzu2.
0 0

It is trivial to verify that

L} > o (|l tanh(n; +7:)|* + || tanh(m:)|* + —Hmll2)-
n

(39)

l\3|’—‘

The derivative of L] along (31) satisfies
L7 =tanh(n; + 7:)"n; + [tanh(n; + ;) + tanh(;)
+ kinﬁi]T[—kn(tanh(m + 1) + tanh(;)) + €3]
= — ky|| tanh(n; + 7;) + tanh(7;)||* — 5 tanh(n;)
s )
< — k| tanh(n; + ;) + tanh (s )[|* =" tanh(7;)
+2,/LY]
<2,/L7p(|=:(0)]].0). (41)

Integrating both sides of (41), we obtain that

VL) = /L7(0) < p([[es(0)],0)t, Yt >0, (42)

which indicates that L] cannot escape to infinity in finite
time. In addition, it follows from (40) that L] satisfies

+ [tanh(n; + ;) + tanh(n;) +

L7 < — tanh(7;) A tanh(ﬁz—)

[m il >||nz|] o)1)

< —min{1, kn}IIDtanh(m)HQ+02llﬁil\p(llei(0>|\,t)
< — c1f tanh(7)[|* + c2 |17l p(ll:(0) 1, ), (43)
ky

where 73, = [nF + 07, pf 1", A=1® ,D=

ky by +1

Is®

11
. 2] 01 = %min{l,kn} and ¢y = 1+kin. Since

L} cannot escape in finite time, there exist ¢, and A,
such that ||7;(¢)|| < A, for ¢t € [0,¢1] and p(||ei(t1)]], ¢ —
t1) < 208 for € 1y, < (B
constant. In particular, || tanh(7;)[| < xy||7]|- Thus for
t>t, L" satisfies

00), where y, < is a

LY < =1 ()2 17:l1> + exllllo(les(t)l £ = t1). (44)
This implies that LZ’ is negative outside the set
zi={m e Il < gl - ).
c1(xn)

Thus, 7; is bounded and ultimately converges to the
set Z;. In view of limy o0 p(|lei(t1)|l,t — 1) = 0, it



Fig. 1. Leader-follower graph G,,+1.

follows that lim;—,. 7;(t) = 0, which implies that
limy 00 7;(t) =0 and lim;_, o 1;(¢) =0, Vi € V. [ |

Since Th2.i)-Th2.iii) have been proven, it can be con-
cluded that the coordinated trajectory tracking of mul-
tiple VT'OL UAVs is achieved in the sense of (6). [ ]

4 Simulations

In this section, simulations are performed to verify the
proposed distributed control approach on a formation
of four VTOL UAVs described by (2)-(5). The inertial
parameters are assumed to be identical: m; = 0.85(kg)
and J; = diag{4.856,4.856,8.801} x 10~2(kgm?), i =
1,2,3,4. The leader-follower graph G, ;1 is illustrated
in Fig. 1, where each arrow denotes the corresponding

information flow. Furthermore, define d;; = 1 if fol-
lower j is accessible to follower i, and d;; = 0, oth-
erwise, for 7,7 = 0,1,---,4. The desired trajectory is

described as p,(t) = [5cos(0.2t), 5sin(0.2¢), T (m), and
the desired position offsets of the followers relative to
the leader are 0, = [2,2,0]7(m), do = [2,—2,0]7(m),
83 = [-2,-2,0]"(m) and 04 = [-2,2,0]%(m), respec-
tively. This indicates that the desired formation pat-
tern is a square. The distributed estimator states of
each follower UAV are initialized as zeros. The follower
UAVs are initially situated at pi(0) = [5,3, —1]7(m),
p2(0) = [9,—4,1]T(m), p3(0) = [4,—2,-3]T(m) and
pa(0) = [—1,4,—2]" (m) and their initial attitudes are
Q:(0) = [1,0,0,0]", ¢ = 1,2,3,4. The estimator and
control parameters are chosen as follows: k&, = 0.5, k, =
k, = 8 based on (12), I, = 12 based on (13), k, = 4
based on (14), I, = l, = k,;, = 4 and l; = kg = 16. The
simulation results are illustrated in Figs. 2-4.

Fig. 2 exhibits the evolution of the VTOL UAV forma-
tion with respect to the leader in the three-dimensional
space, where the formation is depicted every twenty sec-
onds. It can be seen that the follower UAVs reach the pre-
scribed square pattern while tracking the leader. Figs. 3
and 4 describe the position and velocity errors of the fol-
lower UAVs with respect to the leader. It can be observed
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Fig. 2. Snapshots of coordinated trajectory tracking of
VTOL UAVs.
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that each error component converges to zero asymp-
totically. Consequently, the simulation results validate
that the proposed distributed control approach effec-
tively guarantees the coordinated trajectory tracking of
multiple VTOL UAVs in the sense of (6).

5 Conclusion

A distributed control strategy is proposed in this paper
to achieve the coordinated trajectory tracking of multi-
ple VTOL UAVs with local information exchange. The



connectivity of the network graph is weak in the sense
that we only require the graph to contain a directed
spanning tree. A novel distributed estimator is firstly
designed for each VTOL UAV to obtain the leader’s de-
sired information asymptotically. Then, under the hi-
erarchical framework, a command force and an applied
torque are exploited for each VTOL UAV to fulfill the
accurate tracking to the desired information asymptot-
ically. In addition, an auxiliary system is introduced in
the control development to avoid the non-singular com-
mand attitude extraction and the use of the unavailable
desired information. Simulations are carried out to val-
idate the theoretical results.
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