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Direction-only Orientation Alignment of Leader-Follower Networks

Quoc Van Tran, Hyo-Sung Ahn, and Jinwhan Kim

Abstract— When a team of agents, such as unmanned
aerial/underwater vehicles, are operating in 3-dimensional
space, their coordinated action in pursuit of a cooperative
task generally requires all agents to either share a common
coordinate system or know the orientations of their coordinate
axes with regard to the global coordinate frame. Given the
coordinate axes that are initially unaligned, this work proposes
an orientation alignment scheme for multiple agents with a
type of leader-following graph typologies using only inter-agent
directional vectors, and the direction measurements to one
or more landmarks of the first two agents. The directional
vectors are expressed in the agents’ body-fixed coordinate
frames and the proposed alignment protocol works exclusively
with the directional vectors without the need of a global
coordinate frame common to all agents or the construction of
the agents’ orientation matrices. Under the proposed alignment
scheme, the orientations of the agents converge almost globally
and asymptotically to the orientation of the leader agent.
Finally, numerical simulations are also given to illustrate the
effectiveness of the proposed method.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed coordination control of a group of multiple
agents has attracted much research interest over the past
few decades [1]-[4]. This is due to the enhanced efficacy,
scalability, robustness, and ability to perform complex group-
level missions by the deployment of a team of agents
rather than a single agent. Therefore, distributed coordination
control over multi-agent systems finds applications in various
engineering disciplines including formation control [1], sen-
sor network localization/synchronization [2], [5], and coop-
erative exploration and manipulation [3], [4]. When multiple
mobile agents are operating in 3-dimensional space, their
coordinated action in pursuit of a cooperative task generally
requires all agents to either share a common coordinate frame
or know the orientations of their body-fixed coordinate axes
with regard to the global (north-east-down) reference frame.
If the agents’ coordinate axes are initially unaligned, either
orientation estimation [6]-[11] or orientation alignment (or
synchronization) schemes [12]-[19] may be employed so that
the agents can compensate for the misalignment of their local
coordinate systems.

In the 2-dimensional plane, if each agent measures the
directions, i.e., the bearing angles, to its neighboring agents,
then two neighboring agents can easily compute the relative
orientation angle between their coordinate systems [20]. For
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a system of multiple agents, using the relative angles between
the coordinate axes of the agents, distributed orientation
alignment [20] and orientation estimation [21] on the circle
are proposed, respectively. However, in 3-dimensional space,
a pair of direction measurements between two neighboring
agents are insufficient for the two agents to determine their
relative orientation, i.e., a rotation matrix in the Special
Orthogonal group SO(3), between their local coordinate
systems due to the flexibility of the rotation along the
common direction from one to the other agent [9]. This can
be overcome by examining additional direction constraints of
each of the two agents to a third agent or a landmark that they
both observe. Indeed, as shown in [9], [11], by exploiting
the triangulation sensing network, two neighboring agents
can compute their relative orientation matrix. The agents’
orientations then can be computed by using a consensus-
based protocol up to a common rotation [9] or a Rieman-
nian gradient descent algorithm [11]. Distributed orientation
estimation based on inter-agent direction measurements in
leader-follower networks with two leaders aware of their
actual orientations was proposed in [5].

The distributed alignment control of the agents’ local coor-
dinate frames (also known as synchronization on SO(3)) has
been investigated in [12]-[19] based on relative orientations
between the agents. Due to the topological obstruction asso-
ciated with the rotation matrix set SO(3) [22], (distributed)
continuous orientation consensus laws on SO(3) can ensure
only local [12], [20], [23], [24] or at most almost global
stability [15]. To achieve almost global synchronization on
SO(3), [15] proposed a consensus protocol by combining
two (almost) global consensus schemes that are designed
for the circle and 2-sphere, respectively. Global orientation
consensus on SO(3) can be achieved using quaternion-
based hybrid feedback laws [16], [25]. A finite-time leader-
following orientation consensus scheme was presented in
[16] based on the distributed observation of the leader’s
orientation and the quaternion representation of rotations.
However, since the local representations of rotations, e.g.,
the unit-quaternion [16] or the angle-angle representation
[24], double cover the SO(3) space, control protocols using
these local representations may experience the undesirable
unwinding phenomenon [22].

In this work, we aim to investigate the orientation align-
ment for multi-agent systems with directed graph typologies
based only on the measurements of inter-agent directional
vectors and the direction measurements to one or more
landmarks (or the third agent if no landmarks are available)
of the first two agents. The orientation alignment problem
under study is motivated by the collective behaviors in
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nature, such as the flocking of birds and schooling of fishes.
In a navigation task, there are several leaders which can sense
directions to objects in the outside environments, and a num-
ber of other follower agents which track the leaders by only
sensing directions to their neighboring agents. We note that
the leader-follower types of structures have been extensively
studied in the field of (distributed) networked coordination
control [1], [2], [4]. For example, in coordination control of
autonomous surface vessels (ASVs), it is often desired to
have a leader which guilds the motion of the system and
follower agents which follow the leader, while the whole
system maintains a certain formation pattern [4].

The specific contributions of this work are as follows.
First, we propose an orientation alignment scheme for mul-
tiple agents with a leader-following graph typology based
on only inter-agent directional vectors and the direction
measurements to one or more landmarks (or the third agent)
of the first two agents. The proposed orientation control
protocol for each agent is in the form of a gradient-based
control law associated with an error function which is a
weighted sum of the misalignment of the directional vectors
measured by the agent and its neighbors. Thus, the proposed
alignment protocol works exclusively with the directional
vectors with no need for a global coordinate frame common
to all agents or the computation of (relative) orientation
matrices, as opposed to [9], [11]-[19]. The proposed ori-
entation alignment scheme is an extension of the orientation
localization law in [5] to the orientation control problem. In
addition, in contrast to [5], the requirement of two leaders
that are aware of their true orientations is relaxed by utilizing
their direction measurements to nearby landmarks (or a
common neighbor). Second, the equilibrium points of the
orientation control system are characterized, in which the
steady-state orientation matrices of the agents constitute the
critical points of the associated error functions. Further, we
show that the orientations of all follower agents converge
almost globally and asymptotically to the orientation of the
leader agent. Finally, numerical simulations are given to
support and illustrate the theoretical development.

The remainder of this paper is outlined as follows. Section
II presents preliminaries and formulates the orientation align-
ment problem. The orientation alignment laws are proposed
and an almost global stability analysis is established in
Section III. Section IV provides simulation results. Finally,
Section V concludes this paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Notation: The dot and cross products are denoted by - and
%, respectively. The symbol X represents a global coordinate
frame and the symbol ¥ with superscript & denotes the k-
th local coordinate frame. A vector € R3 expressed in
k% and ¥ are denoted as 2* and x, respectively. Let 1,, =
[1,...,1]T € R™ be the vector of all ones, and I3 denotes
the 3 x 3 identity matrix. The trace of a matrix is denoted by
tr(-). The set of rotation matrices and orthogonal matrices
in R3 are denoted by SO(3)} and O(3), respectively. For

a symmetric matrix X, X > 0 implies that X is positive
semidefinite and A(X) denotes the set of its eigenvalues.

We denote the set of 3 x 3 skew-symmetric as s0(3) :=
{A € R*3|AT = —A}. For any w € R?, the hat map
()" : R3 — s0(3) is defined such that w x v = w"v, Vv €
R3. The vee map is the inverse of the hat map and defined
as (1)¥ : s0(3) — R3. The exponential map exp : 50(3) —
SO(3) is surjective and TrSO(3) = {Rn" : 0™ € s0(3)}
denotes the tangent space at a point R € SO(3).

For any x,y,z € R3, A, B € R3*?, and R € SO(3) we
have the following relations [26], [27].

TXY=—-yYyXxx (D)
(Rz) x (Ry) = R(x x y), Re"R" = [Rx]" 2)
(zxy) =z"y" -y 'z’ =yz' —ay’ 3)
zy'z=zz'y=y 2z 4)

ex (yxz)+yx(zxz)+zx(@®xy)=0 (5
zy=x'y=tr(zy') 6)
tr(AB) = tr(BA) =tr(A"B") (7)

A. Graph Theory

An interaction graph of a multi-agent network is denoted
by G = (V,&), where, V = {1,...,n} denotes the vertex
set and £ C V x V denotes the set of edges of G. An edge is
defined by the ordered pair e, = (i,5),k=1,...,m, i,j €
V, i # j, with m = |€] being the number of edges. The
graph G is said to be undirected if (i,j) € £ implies (j,4) €
&, or equivalently, j and ¢ are neighbors of each other. If the
graph G is directed, (4,j) € € does not necessarily imply
(j,i) € &. The set of neighboring agents of i is given by
N, ={jeV:(ij) &}

B. Problem formulation

We consider the system of n stationary agents and some
non-colocated landmarks, e.g., features in the environment,
in the three-dimensional space. Associated with each agent
i, there are a position vector, p; € R3, taken at its centroid,
and a body-fixed coordinate frame, Y}, The orientation of the
local coordinate frame 'Y relative to the global coordinate
frame is denoted as R; € SO(3). We define the directional
vector from an agent 7 to a neighbor j as

bi — RT Pi—Pi_
Y *lpj — pill

and similarly, the directional vector pointing from agent j
to agent 7 is b;i = RJ-Tij-, where in the global coordinate
frame b;; = Hg;%g” = —b;;. The leader-follower system
studied in this work is constructed as follows.

Definition 1: A leader-follower network is a directed net-
work whose agents are ordered such that: (a) the first agent
1 is the only neighbor of agent 2; they locally measure
the directions between them, i.e., {bi,, b3;}, and directional
vectors to nearby landmarks (see e.g., Fig. 1); (b) an agent
i, 3 < i < n, has two (or more) neighboring agents
j€{l,...,i—1}. Agent i knows the direction b}, to the
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Fig. 1: Agents 1 and 2 measure the directional vector b, ,i =
1,2 to a common landmark x € V,, and the directions to

each other bi, and b3, respectively.
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Fig. 2: A leader-follower network and two landmarks in
R? (a). The underlying undirected graph of the network
characterizes the direction sensing between the agents (b).

(b) Sensing graph

neighbor j, while its neighbor knows the direction b;:i to
agent .

We denote by V, := {x1,x2,...} the set of landmarks.
The interactions of the leader-follower network is charac-
terized by an (acyclic) directed graph G = (V,£). Agent 1
need not know its actual orientation matrix nor the global
coordinate frame. In addition, we aim to align the other
agents’ orientations to the orientation of agent 1, i.e., Ry,
as will be studied in Section III. Therefore, agent 1, whose
orientation is fixed, will be referred to as the leader; the other
agents in {2,...,n} will be called follower agents. We will
also assume that each follower has precisely two neighbors,
for simplicity and the minimal connectivity of the sensing
graph.

The rotational dynamics of agent ¢ is given by following
kinematic equation:

R, = R;(w))", ©)

where w! is the angular velocity of agent i, expressed in ‘.
We adopt the following assumptions.

Assumption 1: 1If there is a directed edge (i, j) € &, agents
1 and j measure the directional vectors bZ and bJ € R? with
respect to their local coordinate frames, respectlvely In ad-
dition, agent ¢ can also received information communicated
from neighboring agent j € N;.

Thus, the directions of the edges in the graph G specify
the information flow in the network (see Fig. 2a). In addition,
since the direction measurements between any two neighbor-
ing agents is bidirectional, the underlying (undirected) graph
of the network, which can be verified to be bearing-rigid
[28], characterizes the direction sensing over the network
(see Fig. 2b).

Fig. 3: Illustration of the computation of directions of agents
1 and 2 to some landmarks x; (black nodes).

Assumption 2: Agents 1 and 2 are not collinear with
each z; € V,, and all landmarks and agents 1 and 2 are
noncoplanar. No two agents are collocated, and each follower
agent 7 € V\ {1, 2} and its two neighbors are not collinear.

Assumption 2 requires that the positions of the first two
agents and the landmarks, and the positions of each agent
and its two or more neighbors are generic. This assumption
together with the rigidity of the direction sensing graph are
used to guarantee the solvability of the orientation alignment
problem. Further, it can be verified that to ensure the non-
coplanarity of the landmarks and agents 1 and 2, there should
be two or more landmarks, to which agents 1 and 2 sense
the directional vectors.

The orientation alignment problem setup is motivated by
the collective behaviors in nature, such as the flocking of
birds and schooling of fish. When they perform a navigation
task, there are leaders that can sense directions to objects
or landmarks in the outside environment, and there are
followers that track the leaders by sensing only directions to
their neighboring agents. However, note importantly that our
proposed method still works for the cases with only one or
even no available landmark using the triangulation network
of the first three agents (see Remark 1). We can now state
the main problem studied in this paper.

Problem 1: Consider a leader-follower network defined in
Definition 1 of n stationary agents using only inter-agent
directional vectors. Under Assumptions | and 2, design a
control law for each agent such that the orientations of all
agents reach a consensus asymptotically.

ITII. ORIENTATION ALIGNMENT

In this section, we first present orientation alignment
scheme for the first follower agent 2 based on the measured
directions between agents 1 and 2 and their directions to the
common landmarks. The orientation alignment laws for the
other agents are then investigated.

A. The first follower agent

It is first noted that agents 1, 2 and any landmark z; € V,
form a plane in R3. Using the directional measurements
{bly, b1, . b3, b3, } (see also Fig. 1), each agent i €
{1,2} additionally computes the following unit vector b¢,
corresponding to the landmark x;:

b = DX (10)
= Tl < b,
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which is perpendicular to the plane (1,2,x1) (see Fig. 3).
Thus, by, + bz, = 0 for all x;, € V,. In addition, by =
—by — Rlb%z = —Rgb%l — b%z = _R12b%1’ where
Rys := RlT R5> denotes the relative orientation between the
local coordinate frames 'Y and 23. Obviously, when the two
local coordinate frames are aligned we have that b, +b3; =
0 and bi, + b3, =0 forall 2} € V,.

The time derivative of a directional vector b3, is given as

L d
b3, = (R bx) = —(w3) Ry boy = b3y x w3, (11)

Similarly, for each z; € V,, one also has bgnj =b3,, xwj.
Since the first agent does not rotate (i.e., w} = 0), bl, = 0
for any k.

In the sequel, we define an error function as a weighted
sum of squares of the misalignment of the measured direc-
tions by agents 1 and 2. We then characterize its critical
points, at which the time derivative of the error func-
tion equals zero. It will be shown that the error function
achieves the minimum at the desired aligned orientation (i.e.,
R/ R; = I3) and can be minimized using our proposed
orientation alignment law.

1) Error function: Consider the error function associated
with agent 2 as

1 1
Py = §k21||b}2 +05 [ + 3 > ko l[bl,, + b3, |
T1EV,
=kn(14bl,-b3)+ > kor (14}, - b3,),
T1EV,
(12)

where ky; > 0,Vj € N7 UV, are positive scalars.

2) Critical points of the error function: To study the
critical points of the error function ®5, we rewrite it as
follows:

Oy = ka1 + Z Koz, + ko1 (R b12) " (Ry b2y)

T EV,
+ Z k21L(RIb1nL)T(R;rb2ﬂz)
1€V,
= kgl + Z szl — tr(kglRIbglbgle)
T EV,
— > tr(kaw, R/ bop, by, Ry)
1€V,
=ko+ Y koa — tr(Q2K2), (13)
T EV,

where the second equality is derived using (6) and by; =
—by, and~ the last equality follows from (7). Here, the
matrices Q2 and K are respectively defined as

QQ = RQRI, K2 = kglbglb;rl + Z k2$zb2nlb;—nl'
T EV,

Lemma 1: Assume that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. The
matrix Ko € R3*3 in (13) is positive definite and has distinct
positive eigenvalues for almost all positive scalars ky; and
{kzml}, ] € V,.

Proof: See Appendix A. [ ]
Remark 1: The proof of the preceding lemma is based on
the non-coplanarity assumption (Assumption 2) for which
the direction set {ba1, bay, }»,cv, spans the R3. If only one
landmark is available, say x1, the (normalized) cross product
of the two directions by; and bs,,, (correspondingly, the cross
product of bi2 and bi,,), which is perpendicular to both
vectors, can be considered as the third direction constraint.
Importantly, this computed direction together with by; and
ba,, span the R3. If no landmark is available, the direction
measurements in the triangulation network {1,2,3} can be
used. Therefore, our proposed orientation alignment protocol
for agent 2 in the below would be applicable for the two
cases.

In the light of Lemma 1, we can write Ko = UG, UT
where G5 = diag{\(K3)} and U € O(3). It can be shown
that tr(Gs) = tr(Ks3) = ko1 + Zleva ko;. Thus, we can
further rewrite ®5 as:

oy = tl’(Gg — QQUGQUT)
= tl’(Gg — UTQQUGQ)
=tr(Gz(I; - U Q:U)).

Then, we have the following lemmas:

Lemma 2: [26, Prop. 11.31] Let G be a diagonal matrix
with distinct positive entries and U € O(3). Then, ®(Q) =
tr(G(I3 — UTQU)) has four isolated critical points given
by

Qe {3, UD\U" . UD,U",UDsU"},

where D; = 2[I3);[I3]] — I3 and [I3); is the i-th column
vector of Is.

Lemma 3: [5] Consider critical points of ®(Q) =
tr(G(I3 — U T QU)) in Lemma 2. The desired critical point
Q@ = I; is the global minimum of ¢ while, depending on
the values of the diagonal entries of G, one of the three
undesired points is the global maximum and the other two
critical points are saddle points of ®.

Define the following error vectors:

_pl 2 _pl 2
€y = b12 X b21, €on, = blnl X anL’ Va; €V,

ez = ka1ea + E karean, .
=

(14)

Then we have the following lemma whose proof is given in
Appendix B.
Lemma 4: The error function ®5 and error vectors satisfy
the following properties:
(i) Py = w3 ey
i) llesll < (ka1 + X, ey, b ) w32
(iii) oollea]|? < Py < gllez||?> for some constants

02,72 > 0, where the upper bound holds when ¢, <
2min{)\j + A}, (/\j, M €EMK2),j £ k).
3) Orientation Alignment Laws: We now design the con-
trol law for agent 2 as follows.

w2 = —k,wi — ey, (15)



where k,, > 0 is a constant control gain. Then, the following
result is obtained.

Theorem 1: Suppose that Assumptions 1-2 hold. Then,
under the orientation alignment law (15), for almost all
positive scalars in (12), we have:

(i) The invariant set of the system is given as {(Q2, w3) :
Q. € {I,UD,U", UD,U", UD3U "}, w3 = 0},
where D; and U are defined in Lemma 2.

(ii) The desired equilibrium (I3,0) is almost globally
asymptotically stable and locally exponentially stable
and the three undesired equilibria are unstable.

Proof: See Appendix C. [ ]

B. Agent i€ V\{1,2}

Due to the cascade structure of the leader-follower system,
we will use an induction argument to show the stability
of the other agents. For induction, we assume that the
corresponding results in Theorem 1 hold for the agents
2,...,i—1ie, R > Ryast— o0, Vj€{2...,i—1}.

Recall that agent ¢ measures the directions (bw,bzk)
to its two neighbors, say {j,k}, and receives (b;z,bﬁl)
transmitted from the neighbors. We consider the normalized
cross product, b, := (b}; x bl )/[|bl; x bl ||, as the third
direction constraint for the proposed algorlthm to work (i.e.,
for positive definite of K; which will be defined after Eq.
(19) below). In other words, associated with each agent
i1 =3,...,n, a virtual neighbor, n, at the direction of bﬁn is
considered, i.e., N; = {j, k,n}. To proceed, similar to the
error vectors of agent 2 in (14), we define the error vector
associated with each agent ¢ as follows.

= > ki (bl x b))

JEN;

(16)

1) Proposed alignment law: We propose the orientation
alignment law for agent 7 as

= ! —e (17)

> kij(bj; x b;) + ha(t), (18)
JEN;

= —kww

where b}i = RlTbjl- denotes the directional vector bj;
expressed in the leader’s coordinate system 'Y, R; is the
orientation matrix of agent 1, and

t) == Z ij (b3

JEN;

bj:) % bl;)-

Since the right hand side of (17) is linear in wf and e;
is bounded, wf is bounded and uniformly continuous in .
Note that h;(t) can be considered as an additive input to the
following unforced system:

where &; := Y\ Kij(bj; x bi).
Let the symmetric matrix K; = >, . ks jbizb,;, which
has distinct eigenvalues for almost all k;; > 0 (Lemma 1),

DN, @b = —kuw! — &, (19)

and the error function

O = > kij(14bj; - b))

JEN;
= tI'(Gi(Ig — UTQ~1U),

where Q; := R,R/, and G; := diag{\(K;)} is the
diagonal matrix associated with the decomposition K; =
UG,;U . Thus, ®; has four isolated critical points (Lemma
2) which satisfy the properties in Lemma 3. Furthermore,
we have the following lemma whose proof is similar to the
proof of Lemma 4.
Lemma 5: The error function ®; and error vector é;
satisfy the following properties:
(1) 'i)i =€; - wf
() [e:ll < 32 5en, Fijllwill-
(iii) oi||€;]|* < ®; < 7;]/€;|* for some constants oy, y; >
0, where the upper bound holds when ®; < 2 min{\;+
)\k}v (/\jv)\k € /\(Kl)a.] 7£ k)
2) Stability Analysis: We have the following theorem
whose proof is similar to Proof of Theorem 1.
Theorem 2: Suppose that Assumptions 1-2 hold. Then,
under the orientation alignment law (17), for almost all
positive scalars k;; > 0, there holds:

(i) The invariant set of the unforced system (19) is
given as {(QZ, ) :Qy € {I,UD,UT,UD U,
UD;U "}, w! = 0}, where D; are defined in Lemma
2.

(ii) The desired equilibrium (I3,0) is almost globally
asymptotically stable and locally exponentially stable
and the three undesired equilibria are unstable.

Lemma 6: The input h;(t) in (18) is bounded and van-

ishes asymptotically as ¢ — oco.

Proof: The input h;(t) is clearly bounded. Furthermore,
because R;,j=1,...,i—1tend to Ry as ¢ — oo we have
that (bj; — bj;) — 0, for all j € N;. This completes the
proof. [ ]

Lemma 7: The cascade system (18) is almost globally

input-to-state stable with respect to the input h;(t) when
Amin (K;) & Amaz (K;) and k;; are sufficiently large, with
respect to h;(t).

Proof: Consider the Lyapunov function:

1 . ,
Vi:<1%-+5||w§||2+kvw§-éz (20)

Let z; = [&;,||wf||]T; we then have

1 T 201' —kv 1 2’% kv )
3% [—kv 1] i <Vi< 5z [kv ||z @D

It is noted that V; is positive definite for a sufficient small
ky . The derivative of V; along the trajectory of (18) is given



as
Vi = —hullwl* + ]
+ kvwz : éz
< —(ko —ky Y kij)llwil® - kvl
JEN;
— kykoe] Wi+ ||wi + kvél|||hil|

-hi +kyve, (—k,w! — & +h;)

1
< —§ZZ-TP1€Z¢ + 5k||h7,||
where 0), := sup,||lw; + kvél|, which is finite due to
boundedness of w; and é;, and

2%y
kvky  2(k

kvkw
— kv Yjen; kig)|”

which is positive definite when ky < W Let
€ v

M, and Ny, respectively be the matrices in the left hand
side and right hand side of (21). Then, we obtain

)\mzn (Pk)
Amagz (N )

which shows boundedness property of (18) [29, Prop. 3].
Thus, the cascade system is (locally) input-to-state stable
wrt. h; (f)

When &; < ¢; = 2min{/\1 + A2, A1 + Az, A2 + )\3},
following (21) we have that

P, =

Vi < — Vi + O || (22)

®; < villeil]* < villzl P

27i
<S—F~ Vi
271Amax(Nk)|| ||2
o )\mzn (Mz) =i
Let k; := %&\(f)’“) It follows that if we initially have

[|z:(0)||> < ¢i/K; then the condition ®; < ¢; is satisfied.
In addition, if k are selected such that A, (K;) ~
Amaz (K;), then Qi(O) that satisfies @1((?1(0)) < @; covers
almost all SO(3), and w{(0) satisfies ||w!(0)||?> < ¢;/Kki —
||éi||2 < ¢i/’€i — (1)1(0)/’71 cover R® when kij — OO,V] S
N;. This completes the proof. [ ]

Remark 2: Agent i can locally design A(K;) because K;
is similar to the matrix

Z klj z_]

JEN;

Note that the third direction in the set {b;;},j € N; :=
{k,l,m} is orthogonal to the first two directional vectors
(due to its construction). It follows that k;,, is an eigenvalue
of K} corresponding to the eigenvector bl = because

Kb, = > kibl;(bi;) b,
JEN;

The other two eigenvalues can be obtained by inspecting
the roots of the characteristic equation det(A\l3 — K}) =
(A = kim) f(X), where f(A) is a quadratic function. Thus,
agent ¢ can easily choose k;;, and k;; such that two roots of
f(A) = 0 arbitrary close to A = kip,.

Fig. 4: The graph topology G(V, &) of eight agents and two
landmarks x1 and zs.

Theorem 3: Suppose that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold.
Then, under the orientation alignment law (17), R; — Ry
almost globally and asymptotically as time goes to infinity.

Proof: The desired equilibrium (Q; = I3, w! = 0)
of the unforced system (19) is almost globally asymp-
totically stable (Theorem 2). The input h;(¢) is bounded
and converges to zero asymptotically by Lemma 6 and the
cascade system (18) is input-to-state stable with respect to
hi(t) (Lemma 7). Thus, the desired equilibrium (Q; =
I;,w! = 0) of the cascade system (18) is almost globally
asymptotically stable [29]. [ ]

Finally, by invoking induction, we conclude that R;
converges to R;, or equivalently, the i-th local coordinate
system aligns to that of the first agent, almost globally and
asymptotically for all 7 € V.

IV. SIMULATION

Consider a leader-follower network of eight agents (n =
8) and two landmarks in R® whose interaction graph is
depicted in Fig. 4. The positions and initial orientations,
whose coordinate axes are shown in red-green-blue, of
the agents are depicted in Fig. 5b, respectively. In par-
ticular, the initial orientations of the agents are chosen
as: Ry = rotX(w/6), Ry = rotX(m/3)rotZ(w/6), Rs =
rotX(27/3), Ry = rotY(mw/6),Rs = rotY(m/2),R¢ =
rotY (57 /6)rotZ(w/6), R; = rotZ(m/6), and Rg =
rotZ(8w/9), where rotX(-), rotY(-) and rotZ(-) denote the
rotations about x, y and z axes, respectively. It is observed
that the orientations of the agents converge to the orientation
of the agent 1 asymptotically as the orientation alignment
errors ||I3 — R Ry||g, where || - || denotes the Frobenius
norm, tend to zeros asymptotically as ¢ — oo, as shown in
Fig. 5a.

The final orientations of the agents are shown in
Fig. 5c. A video of the simulation is available at
https://youtu.be/amP5sviWhfruU.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the orientation alignment
of a type of leader-follower networks of multiple stationary
agents with the first agent being the leader in the three-
dimensional space. The agents in the network have only
direction measurements to two neighbors and the first two
agents can additionally measure directional vectors to some
common landmarks. An orientation alignment scheme was
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Fig. 5: Orientation alignment of eight agents in R®. (a) Orientation alignment errors ||I3 — R, R;||g. (b) Initial orientations
of the agents (local coordinate axes are shown in red-green-blue). (c) Final orientations.

proposed for the agents based exclusively in the direction
constraints with no need for a global coordinate frame
common to all agents or the construction of the agents’
orientation matrices. We showed that the agents can achieve
an orientation consensus almost globally and asymptotically.
Simulation results were provided to illustrate the theoretical
analysis.

A potential research direction is to investigate the for-
mation control and formation maneuvering of multi-agent
systems based on the direction-only measurements and pos-
sibly in the presence of some leader agents with global
information. Direction-only orientation alignment for more
practical agent’s dynamics with arbitrary pre-specified time
stability will be also addressed in a future work.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 1

It is noted that each term bgjb;j, j e NaUY, in Ko
is positive semi-definite whose range is range(bgjb;j) =
span(bs; ). In addition, because agents 1, 2 and the landmarks
are non-coplanar (Assumption 2), {ba1, {ban, }z,cv, } spans
the R3. It follows that K is positive definite.

Since K is symmetric and positive definite, it has positive
real eigenvalues. Consider the discriminant of the cubic
polynomial det(AI3 — K3). It is noted that the discriminant
has real coefficients, and is a polynomial of the scalars
ko1 and kg, . Futhermore, since all eigenvalues of K are
real the discriminant is nonnegative [30, Chap. 10.3], and
a fundamental result of algebraic geometry indicates that
the set of the scalars such that the discriminant is zero
is of measure zero [31]. Consequently, the discriminant of
det(AI3 — K>) is positive for almost all scalars ko; and ko,
and hence K has distinct eigenvalues for almost all scalars
ko1 and kg, [30, Chap. 10.3].

B. Proof of Lemma 4

Consider the derivative of U5 := (1+bi,-b3,) as follows:

. . )
Uiy = biz : bgl + b%z : b§1 = b%z : (b§1 X w%)

@ 2

“) 1 2N\ _ 2
= wj - (byg x byy) = w; - ey,

By using similar calculations for the other terms and sub-
stituting into the time derivative of ®2 in (12) we obtain
@).

We show (ii) as follows. Consider the time derivative of
eo1 as follows.

éQl = b]i2 X b%l X wg
= |léa]] < [lw3*.

It can be shown similarly that ||€;n, || < ||w3]||?, V2R € V,.
Consequently,

léal < (ko + D o) I
1€V,
The proof of (iii) follows from similar arguments in [32,
Lem. 3] and [33, Prop. 1] and is omitted.
C. Proof of Theorem 1

Consider the Lyapunov candidate function

1
Vo= @yt olldl +hv(efwd) @

Following Lemma 4 (iii) we have

kv

_ 1
lop) kv} 20 < Vo < Ez;— [132 X
v

It
2% [—kv 1

where 25 = [||ez]|,||w3|[]T. We note that if ky < /72 both
matrices on the left and right hand sides of (24) are positive
definite and it is also true for V5. The derivative of V5 along

} z2, (24)



the trajectory of (15) is given as

Vs

(“-’5)T€2 - kw||w§||2 - 62 C‘-’2 + kV(ez C‘-’2 + ey Wz)
—ku||wW31? + kv (k5 [|w3|]* — kues wh —
— (ko — kvks™)||w3 |1 — kv||62||2

__£T 2ky kvk., ¢
=952 \kyky, 2k, — kykih) | SP

IN

e;eg)

kyk,eq w?

where & = [|lea]],||w|]]T € R? and kX' = kot +
> iey, K2z, It can be verified that if ky < W the
matrix in the above inequality is positive definite. It follows
that V2 is negative definite. As a result, £ — 0 as t — oo
according to LaSalle’s invariance principle. As a result, as
es — 0 and w3 — 0 as t — oo, we have &3 — 0 by
Lemma 4(i). Consequently, the equilibrium points of the
system satisfy w3 = 0 and Q- are critical points of ®o,
which shows (i).

Using Lemma 3 we show that the three undesired equi-
libria are unstable as follows. Without loss of generality,
consider the first undesired equilibrium point at which we
have

Oy(UDUT) = tr(Go (I3 — Dy)) = 2(Aa + A3).

Consider the Lyapunov function Us = 2(X\y + A3) — Va2,
which satisfies Uz(UD1U", w2 = 0) = 0. Due to the
continuity of Us, when w3 is sufficiently small we can select
Q- arbitrary close to the undesired point UD,U " (which
is either a global maximum or saddle point of ®3 by Lemma
3) such that Us > 0. However, = U2 = —Vg > 0. It follows
that the undesired equilibrium (Q2 = UD U ", w? = 0) is
unstable due to the Chetaev’s theorem [34, Thm. 4.3]. Con-
sequently, the desired equilibrium of the system is globally
asymptotically stable except on a set of measure zero which
contains stable manifolds of the undesired equilibria.

The desired equilibrium point is locally exponentially
stable in the region satisfying ®2 < ¢ := 2min{ A1+, A1+
Az, A2+ Az}
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