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Abstract— This paper studies a novel encirclement guaran-
teed cooperative pursuit problem involving N pursuers and a
single evader in an unbounded two-dimensional game domain.
Throughout the game, the pursuers are required to maintain
encirclement of the evader, i.e., the evader should always
stay inside the convex hull generated by all the pursuers,
in addition to achieving the classical capture condition. To
tackle this challenging cooperative pursuit problem, a robust
model predictive control (RMPC) based formulation framework
is first introduced, which simultaneously accounts for the
encirclement and capture requirements under the assumption
that the evader’s action is unavailable to all pursuers. Despite
the reformulation, the resulting RMPC problem involves a
bilinear constraint due to the encirclement requirement. To
further handle such a bilinear constraint, a novel encirclement
guaranteed partitioning scheme is devised that simplifies the
original bilinear RMPC problem to a number of linear tube
MPC (TMPC) problems solvable in a decentralized manner.
Simulation experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed solution framework. Furthermore, comparisons with
existing approaches show that the explicit consideration of
the encirclement condition significantly improves the chance
of successful capture of the evader in various scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuit evasion, as one of the most important problems in
the multi-agent literature, mainly concerns with maneuvering
a group of agents called the pursuers to capture one or
more evaders acting adversarially against the pursuers. Such
a problem has been attracting a great amount of research
attentions during the past several decades, due to its broad
applicability in various practical scenarios including [1]–[5].

The pursuit evasion problem, albeit intuitively straight-
forward to envision, is fundamentally challenging to solve.
Introduced as the “lion and man” problem, early-stage
investigations on pursuit evasion problems mainly focused
on establishing conditions that ensure existence of capturing
strategies for the lions (pursuers) [2], [6]–[8]. Under the
continuous-time setting, with additional assumptions that the
game domain is unbounded and the maximal speeds for the
lions and the man are the same, Jankovic [7] showed that
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capturing is achievable if and only if the man is always kept
inside the encirclement of the lions. Later works extend
this result to discrete time setting [9], [10]. However, a
pitfall in the adopted settings is that the evader’s action is
assumed to be known to the pursuers which gives one step
advantage to the pursuers. More recently, generalizations of
these classical results to randomized scenarios [11], complex
domains [12] and different capturing conditions [13], [14]
have been continuously reported. Chen et al. [15] explicitly
considers the encirclement condition in the problem, reporting
a minimum of 6 pursuers for encirclement guarantees.

On the other hand, the game-theoretic perspective on the
pursuit evasion problem has been widely employed. Such a
viewpoint leads to a differential game based reformulation of
the pursuit evasion problem [1] whose optimal solution is fully
characterized by the renowned Hamilton-Jacobi-Issacs partial
differential equation (HJI PDE) [1], [16], [17]. Nonetheless,
the HJI PDE suffers from the curse of dimensionality. To
alleviate the computational complexity, various strategies
have been developed. Voronoi partition based method has
been proposed initially for bounded convex space [18]. Later
on, this method has been extended in several directions.
Zhou et al. [19] extends the concept of Voronoi partition
to safe reachable set that is applicable to non-convex game
domains. Pierson et al. [20] extends the Voronoi partition
based approach to high dimensional game domains and
scenarios where the evader’s position is uncertain [21].

In this paper, we study cooperative encirclement guar-
anteed pursuit problem involving multiple pursuers and a
single evader in an unbounded 2D game domain under
the assumption that the evader’s action is fully unknown
to all the pursuers. With this restriction on the underlying
information structure, we explicitly take the encirclement
condition into account in the problem formulation, in addition
to the capturing condition. It is worth noting that, despite the
fact that the importance of encirclement condition has been
revealed decades ago in [7], such a condition has been rarely
exploited in constructing solutions to cooperative pursuit
problems. To address the difficulties introduced by the limited
information structure and the explicit consideration of the
encirclement condition, a robust model predictive control
(RMPC) framework is developed. Such a RMPC framework
views the unknown evader’s velocity as disturbance to the
relative dynamics between the pursuers and the evader,
and tries to find the pursuers’ optimal actions ensuring
the encirclement condition regardless of how the evader
behaves. Unfortunately, the RMPC reformulation remains
a bilinear optimization for the underlying problem. To
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tackle this bilinear issue, a novel encirclement guaranteed
partitioning scheme is devised that simplifies the original
RMPC problem to a number of tractable linear tube model
predictive control (TMPC) problems. Numerical experiments
demonstrate effectiveness of the proposed solution framework,
whereas existing approaches fail to ensure encirclement and/or
capture.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized below.
First, we consider a novel and practically important coopera-
tive pursuit problem, whose task involves both capturing the
evader as well as ensuring the encirclement condition. Second,
a robust model predictive control framework is established to
solve the underlying problem while assuming unavailability of
the evader’s action, which is generalizable to other scenarios
with imperfect or restrictive information structures. Third, to
efficiently solve the reformulated RMPC problem, a novel
encirclement guaranteed partitioning scheme is devised, which
fully exploits the features of the underlying problem. With the
help of this partitioning scheme, the original bilinear RMPC
problem reduces to a number of linear tube MPC problems
that are practically solvable in a decentralized manner.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

In this paper, we are concerned with a cooperative pursuit
problem involving N pursuers and 1 evader in a two-
dimensional game domain. Generally speaking, the goal of
the pursuers is to restrict the evader’s possible motion and
eventually capture the evader, while the evader aims to escape
the pursuers’ surrounding and avoid being captured.

Denoting by pi ∈ R2 the position of the i-th pursuer and
e ∈ R2 the position of the evader, the discrete-time dynamics
of these two classes of agents are given by

e(t+ 1) = e(t) + ue(t), e(0) = e0 (1a)

pi(t+ 1) = pi(t) + uip(t), pi(0) = pi0,∀i ∈ NN (1b)

where ue(t) ∈ R2 is the evader’s control input, uip is the i-th
pursuer’s control input, e0 ∈ R2 and pi0 ∈ R2 are the initial
positions for the evader and i-th pursuer, respectively. We
also use NN to denote the number set {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}. To
approximately account for actuation limits that commonly
arise in practice, the following input constraints are imposed.

ue ∈ W , {ue| ‖ue‖∞ ≤ ue,max} (2a)

uip ∈ U , {up| ‖up‖∞ ≤ up,max} (2b)

To mathematically characterize the pursuers’ first objective
of restricting the evader’s motion, we employ the following
encirclement condition throughout this paper.

Definition 1 (Encirclement Condition). The evader is said
to be encircled by the pursuers, if it lies inside the convex
hull E formed by all the pursuers, i.e.,

e ∈ E , {p ∈ R2 :p =

N−1∑
i=0

λipi, λi ≥ 0,

N−1∑
i=0

λi = 1}

Fig. 1(a) shows the encirclement condition. It is obvious
that if the above condition is ensured indefinitely then the

evader cannot escape from the region formed by all the
pursuers.

Having the encirclement condition satisfied, the region
where the evader is allowed to freely move may still remain
large. Hence, at least one of the pursuers needs to move close
enough to the evader to ensure capture of the evader, which
formalizes the following capture condition.

Definition 2 (Capture Condition). The evader is said to be
captured if there exists at least one pursuer whose distance
from the evader is smaller than the capture radius rc, i.e.,

∃i ∈ NN , such that
∥∥pi(t)− e(t)

∥∥
2
≤ rc

Throughout this paper, we adopt the information structure
that the evader’s state (i.e., position) is available to all
the pursuers, while its control input (i.e., velocity) remains
private to itself. Under this information structure, we are
concerned with the encirclement guaranteed cooperative
pursuit problem which aims to find control inputs for the
pursuers to persistently ensure encirclement and eventual
capture the evader regardless of the evader’s behavior.

Problem 1 (Encirclement Guaranteed Cooperative Pursuit).
Given an initialization of the pursuers and the evader
satisfying the encirclement condition, find the control law
for the pursuers (either centralized or decentralized) such
that encirclement condition is always satisfied and capture
condition is achieved eventually.

To tackle the above problem, the key challenge lies in
the unavailability of the evader’s control information to the
pursuers. As a consequence, the pursuers’ control inputs need
to take into account of the worst case scenario in which the
evader is always choosing its best possible control.
Remark 1. The differential game approach is often adopted
to address this difficulty. However, formulation and solution
approaches following such a game-theoretic perspective are
typically challenging to develop. More importantly, such
game-theoretic based approaches suffer from the curse-of-
dimensionality and is not numerically tractable in general.

In this paper, a novel robust model predictive control
based perspective is employed, which leads to a tractable and
decentralized solution. In the sequel, the robust model predic-
tive framework for the encirclement guaranteed cooperative
pursuit problem is developed.

III. OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED ROBUST MODEL
PREDICTIVE CONTROL FRAMEWORK

Model predictive control (MPC), as one of the most pow-
erful optimization-based approaches in robotics applications,
iteratively solves an optimal control problem in real time and
only applies the control input at the first time step to the
system. Robust model predictive control (RMPC), in principle,
adjusts the conventional MPC formulation to account for
disturbances or uncertainties.

At a generic time t, the goal of the pursuers can be
formulated as minimizing the accumulated distances between
the pursuers and the evader over a look-ahead horizon while



ensuring encirclement regardless of the evader’s input. Let
k be the prediction time index, and let pik and ek be the
position of pursuer i and the evader at time t+k. The evader’s
input can be viewed as a disturbance to the system, and thus
we denote wk = −ue(t+ k). At time t, the pursuit control
can be obtained by solving the following RMPC problem.

min
ui

k∈U,λ
i
k,∀k

N−1∑
i=0

T∑
k=1

∥∥pik − ek
∥∥2

2
(3a)

s.t. pik+1 = pik + uik,∀k,∀i (3b)
ek+1 = ek −wk,∀k (3c)
N−1∑
i=0

λikp
i
k = ek,∀k (3d)

N−1∑
i=0

λik = 1,∀k; λik ≥ 0,∀k, ∀i (3e)

The constraints should hold for all possible wk ∈ W . The
above problem should be re-solved at each time t based on
updated state observations. Here, the cost function accounts
for the capture condition via the accumulated distance
between the evader and all the pursuers. The encirclement
condition is enforced via (3d) and (3e). For any initial
condition, if the RMPC problem is feasible, then no matter
how the evader moves, there always exists controls for
all the pursuers such that the evader will remain inside
the encirclement of the pursuers and the cost function is
minimized.

Note that the RMPC based reformulation does not change
the zero-sum game nature of the problem, and the resulting
RMPC problem remains challenging to solve, particularly
due to the bilinear constraints guaranteeing encirclement (3d)
and (3e). To address the bilinear constraint and efficiently
solve the RMPC problem, we devise a tractable MPC based
solution scheme. Roughly speaking, the core idea lies in
approximating the bilinear encirclement constraint through a
set of linear constraints that are carefully constructed via
exploiting the structure of the underlying problem. This
approximation technique subsequently leads to a simple
RMPC problem that can be efficiently solved via quadratic
programming based methods in a decentralized manner.

In more details, the key observation inspiring our approach
lies in that the encirclement condition is persistently satisfied
if there always exists a pursuer that stays inside each
quadrant of the frame centered at the evader, as shown in
Fig. 1(b). Motivated by this observation, the proposed solution
framework involves two main steps. First, a special partition
of the two-dimensional game domain is constructed, which
ensures the encirclement condition if each partition set always
contains at least one pursuer during the pursuit process. Then,
the cooperative controller synthesis problem for the pursuers
can be recast as the problem of controlling each pursuer to
stay inside the correspondingly assigned partition set. Such
a specific problem can subsequently be reformulated as a
number of simple tube model predictive control (TMPC)
problem separable among all pursuers, which only needs to

(a) (b)
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(c) (d)

Fig. 1: Red triangles represent pursuers and blue circle represents evader.
Blue line represents angle-based Partition. (a) Encirclement condition. (b)
Satisfaction of the encirclement condition with four pursuers. (c) Angle based
partition. (d) Example of angle-based partition that is not an Encirclement
Guaranteed Partition.

be solved in a decentralized manner.

IV. ENCIRCLEMENT GUARANTEED PARTITION BASED
COOPERATIVE PURSUIT VIA TUBE MPC

A. Encirclement Guaranteed Partition (EGP)

As briefly mentioned in the previous section, the first step
of the proposed solution framework involves construction of
a carefully designed partition of the two-dimensional domain
that inherently ensures encirclement. To begin with, a partition
P = {Pm} of the considered game domain R2 is a set of
subsets of R2, i.e., Pm ⊂ R2 such that:

1) The union of all Pm’s is the overall game domain, i.e.,⋃
m
Pm = R2,

2) For any two elements in the partition, their intersection
is empty, i.e., Pm

⋂
Pl = ∅ for all m 6= l.

Without loss of generality, consider a reference frame
centered at the evader now, as shown in Fig. 1(c). By resorting
to this evader-centered frame, partition of the game domain
can be simply represented via a set of angles, according to
the following definition.

Definition 3 (Angle-based Partition). The set of angles Θ ={
θ̄, θ0, . . . , θM−1

}
defines a valid partition for R2, if

M−1∑
m=0

θm = 2π, and θm > 0,∀m. (4)

The corresponding partition of R2 is denoted by PΘ.

In the above definition, θ̄ is used to identify the starting
angle of the partition. It is worth mentioning that, albeit
the above definition defines valid partitions of the two-
dimensional game domain, the partitions we are looking
for need to possess additional properties related to the encir-
clement requirement. In particular, the following encirclement
guaranteed partition is adopted in this section.

Definition 4 (Encirclement Guaranteed Partition). A valid
angle-based partition PΘ =

{
PΘ
m

}M−1

m=0
is an encirclement

guaranteed partition, if the convex hull of any M points
picked distinctly from the partition elements contains the
origin of the frame, i.e.,

∀pm ∈ PΘ
m , ∀m ∈ NM

∃{ηm ≥ 0}M−1
m=0 ,

M−1∑
m=0

ηm = 1, such that 0 =

M−1∑
m=0

ηmpm,



Remark 2. Apparently, if Θ defines an encirclement guaran-
teed partition, then it suffices to keep at least one pursuer
inside each partition set to ensure encirclement of the evader.

It turns out that encirclement can be guaranteed by a
straightforward condition on the angles defining the partition,
which is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. An angle-based partition PΘ guarantees encir-
clement if and only if

θ0 + θ1 ≤ π, . . . θm + θm+1 ≤ π, . . . , θM−1 + θ0 ≤ π. (5)

Proof. Sufficiency: Suppose the condition holds, then Pm ∪
Pm+1 is a convex hull. It follows that we can choose any
point xm from Pm and any point xm+1 from Pm+1, such that
the line connecting xm and xm+1 falls inside Pm ∪Pm+1. It
follows that the polygon formed by connecting all M points
which are picked distinctly from the partitions will contain
the origin. This polygon is also contained in the convex hull
of all M points. Therefore, the origin is contained in the
convex hull and PΘ is an Encirclement Guaranteed Partition.

Necessity: Suppose θm + θm+1 > π, then Pm ∪ Pm+1 is
non convex. It follows that we can choose one point xm from
Pm and one point xm+1 from Pm+1, such that line xmxm+1

contain line segment outside Pm∪Pm+1. It is clear then that
no convex combination of xm, xm+1 and other points that
are not in Pm ∪ Pm+1 can be origin.

Given an angle-based partition, checking whether it guar-
antees the encirclement property is simply checking (5).
Moreover, the following corollary can be concluded.

Corollary 1. An encirclement guaranteed partition contains
at least 4 elements.

Recall that, the two-dimensional game domain should be
partitioned so that the resulting partition is encirclement
guaranteed. More importantly, there always exists at least one
pursuer staying indefinitely in each corresponding partition set.
Therefore, constructing the encirclement guaranteed partition
relies on the pursuers’ and the evader’s initializations. As a
result, given any initialization, we need to further investigate
whether there exists an associated encirclement guaranteed
partition and if so how to find such partition.

According to Corollary 1, it is required to have at least 4
pursuers to encircle a single evader. Without loss of generality,
we consider the scenario where N ≥ 4 pursuers are involved
and 4 ≤ M ≤ N partitions are to be identified. Let
the relative angle between each pursuer i and the evader
with respect to the evader-centered frame be αi, finding
the encirclement guaranteed partition is basically trying
to separate the pursuers while satisfying the condition in
Theorem 1, which is formulated as the following quadratic
program (QP).

min
θ̄,θ0,...,θM−1

M−1∑
i=0

(
2π

M
− θi)2 + θ̄2 (6a)

s.t. αM − 2π < θ̄ < α1 (6b)

αj<θ̄+

j∑
m=0

θm<αj+1,∀j ∈ NM−1 (6c)

θm > 0,∀m ∈ NM (6d)
θm + θm+1 ≤ π,∀m ∈ NM−1 (6e)

θ0 + θM−1 ≤ π,
M−1∑
i=0

θi = 2π (6f)

In the above problem, the constraints (6b) and (6c) basically
requires that the resulting partition separates the pursuers and
embraces at least one pursuer in each partition set, while the
constraints (6d) to (6f) enforces that the resulting partition is
encirclement guaranteed.

To conclude this subsection, the proposed partition scheme
is summarized with an algorithm whose pseudo-code is
provided in Algorithm 1.
Remark 3. In the second step of this algorithm, we need
to choose M angles from N angles. Here we have one
requirement that the corresponding M pursuers of these M
angles form an encirclement of the evader. What’s more, we
would prefer these M angles to be more evenly spaced so that
the returned EGP consists of more equally sized partitions.

B. Tube MPC-Based Cooperative Pursuit

Given the encirclement guaranteed partition for any feasible
initialization of the pursuers and evader, the cooperative
pursuit problem we aim to solve can then be reformulated as
the problem of controlling all pursuers to persistently achieve
the encirclement constraint. Thanks to the partitioning scheme
and its properties, the problem can further be simplified to
how to keep each pursuer staying in its assigned partition
set, which will be discussed in details here.

By virtue of the angle-based partition strategy, each
partition set is polyhedral and hence can be represented
via linear inequalities. This key feature, combined with its
inherent encirclement preserving property, allows for the
desirable linear approximation to the original bilinear RMPC
problem (3). To facilitate our controller synthesis, we pick an
arbitrary partition PΘ

m ∈ PΘ, and suppose the imth pursuer
is inside PΘ

m at time t. For notation simplicity, we drop the
player index and write the relative dynamics between the
imth pursuer and the evader as follows:

x(t+ 1) = x(t) + u(t) + w(t) (in Partition PΘ
m) (7)

Algorithm 1: EGP construction

Compute αi,∀i ∈ NN ;
From αi choose a subset with M angles;
Solve QP (6);
return solution;



where x = pim − e, u = uimp and w = −ue. Note that, this
dynamics basically describes the pursuer’s dynamics in the
evader-centered frame that was used in the construction of
the partition scheme.

With this reformulated dynamics, solving the following
model predictive control problem yields a control input for
each pursuer that is capable of ensuring encirclement and
improving capture. With k being the prediction time step, the
decentralized robust MPC to be solved at time step t is:

min
uk

K−1∑
k=0

‖xk‖2 (8a)

s.t. xk+1 = xk + uk + wk,∀k (8b)
x0 = x(t) (8c)

xk ∈ PΘ
m , X ,uk ∈ U ,∀k (8d)

The constraints should hold for all possible wk ∈ W . Here
xk and uk are the predicted states and controls of the relative
dynamics in partition PΘ

m given by (7). In the above MPC
problem, the evader’s control is viewed as disturbance to the
relative dynamics. Therefore, the pursuer’s control needs to be
able to maintain the pursuer’s position inside its corresponding
partition for any possible evader’s control. Thanks to the
polyhedral nature of the constraint sets, the above MPC
problem (8) can be solved by TMPC.

The TMPC problem is typically solved in a two-step
fashion [22], [23]. At the first step, a so-called invariant
set S which specifies the effect of the evader’s action to the
uncertainties of the pursuer’s state is computed. Such a set is
mathematically the minimal robust positively invariant set of
the underlying dynamics, which can be efficiently computed
via polyhedral set operations. Once such a set is obtained,
it will be utilized as part of the state constraint in a linear
MPC problem. Through solving the resulting linear MPC,
the desired control for the pursuer can finally be constructed.

In the sequel, more details regarding the formulation and
solution of the TMPC problem are provided. Especially,
thanks to the simplicity of the relative dynamics (7) and
the polyhedral nature of the state and input constraints, the
environment set S can be analytically determined.

1) System Decomposition: To begin with, we decompose
the relative dynamics (7) into a nominal part and a difference
part. The nominal part is z(t+1) = z(t)+v(t), where z is the
nominal state, and v(t) is the nominal control. The difference
between x(t) and z(t) is refer to as the difference term s(t) =
x(t)− z(t). The control law is chosen as u(t) = v(t)− s(t).
It follows that s(t+ 1) = w(t). Therefore s ∈ S =W where
S is the Invariant Set in TMPC. Under this decomposition,
∀x(t) ∈ z(t)⊕S,∀w(t) ∈ W , we have x(t+1) ∈ z(t+1)⊕S .
Here ⊕ is the Minkowski addition.

2) Constraints Construction: We then begin to construct
the constraints for the nominal state. The nominal state should
satisfy z(t)⊕S ⊆ X since x ∈ X . Equally speaking, z(t) ∈
X , where X is X 	S and 	 is the Pontryagin set difference.
Similarly, v ⊕ (−S) ∈ U since u ∈ U . Therefore, v ∈ U ,
where U is U 	 (−S). Note that z ∈ X and v ∈ U are

the constraints for the nominal system. We use the Multi-
Parametric Toolbox 3 to do the computation [24].

3) Quadratic Programming Formulation: Now we can
form the quadratic programming (QP) of TMPC with K
horizon. The input of the quadratic optimization problem is x
which is the current position of the pursuer, and the solution
to this problem is a sequence of control laws. Suppose that
the current position of pursuer i is x. The optimization to be
solved is:

Minimize
z0,z1,...,zK

v0,v1,...vK−1

K−1∑
k=0

(‖zk‖Q + ‖vk‖R) + ‖zK‖P (9a)

s.t. zk+1 = zk + vk,vk ∈ U ,∀k ∈ NK (9b)

zk ∈ X ,∀k ∈ NK+1 (9c)
x− z0 ∈ S (9d)

Here X = X 	 S, U = U 	 S, and S = W . Note that the
Pontryagin Set Difference of two polytopes is still a polytope.
Therefore, this optimization is a quadratic program and can
be solved efficiently.

Solution to this optimization problem is sequences of
nominal states zk and controls vk. Let x0,x1, ...,xK−1 with
x0 = x be the possible states sequence of (7). The resulting
control laws is then given by

µk(xk) = vk − xk + zk,∀k ∈ NK . (10)

According to Section IV-B.1, we have xk ∈ zk ⊕ S under
control laws (10). Therefore with this control law, we can
ensure x in the next time step will still stay in X ⊕ S ⊆ X
under any w ∈ W . Hence TMPC method has recursive
feasibility and by applying the TMPC control law we can
ensure the constraints in (9) is never violated.

Remark 4. In order for U to be non-empty, we need to have
up,max ≥ ue,max. If up,max = ue,max, vk is always 0 and
only the ancillary controller zk − xk plays the role.

Algorithm 2: TMPC-based Pursuit Framework

t = 0;
Calculate xi(t) = pi(t)− e(t),i ∈ NN ;
Construct EGP PΘ with 4 partitions;
Construct QP Qi for each partition element Pi of

EGP;
while Evader is not captured do

for each Pi do
Pursuer farthest from the origin in Pi get its

control by solving Qi;
Other pursuers in Pi use Direct Charge

method;
end
pursuers move;
t = t+ 1;

end



C. Discussions and Implementation Details

To sum up, further discussions on the developed framework
and implementation details are provided.

First, the partition and TMPC based solution framework
developed in this section can be viewed as a linear approxi-
mation to the bilinear RMPC problem (3), which exploits the
special structure of the underlying problem setting. Owing
to Corollary 1, it is immediate that if more than 4 pursuers
are involved in the problem, it suffices to assign 4 pursuers
to ensure the encirclement condition, while the remaining
pursuers are simply assigned the task of capturing the evader
without caring too much about the encirclement requirement.

Inspired by the above observation, one simple and effective
way of implementing the algorithm involves assigning the
task of encirclement guarantee to 4 selected pursuers, and
all others are assigned the task of simply chasing the evader.
By doing so, persistent satisfaction of the encirclement
condition can be theoretically ensured, while capturing
condition can be empirically guaranteed. Pseudo-code of
an algorithm summarizing the developed framework is given
in Algorithm 2.

It should be noted that it is possible to have a decentralized
implementation where all pursuers get their control by solving
the corresponding TMPC problem. Specifically, communi-
cation among the pursuers is only needed at initialization,
when partitions and the corresponding assignment need to be
determined. Afterwards, each pursuer’s control input depends
only on its own and the evader’s state.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed framework, we
first verify the partitioning scheme developed in Section IV-A.
Then, the performance of the overall framework is demon-
strated. The reader is kindly referred to the supplementary
video for comprehensive simulation results1.

A. Effectiveness of the Proposed EGP Scheme

Performance of Algorithm 1 with a number of randomly ini-
tialized configurations of pursuers and evader is demonstrated
in Fig. 2. A total of 8 scenarios are tested, in which first three
columns show the results involving N = 7 pursuers randomly
initialized with uniform distribution within the box region
[−5,−5]× [−5,−5] while the last column shows scenarios
of initializations that do not admit EGPs. From the figure,
it can be easily seen that the proposed Algorithm identifies
EGPs under proper initializations.

B. Performance of the Overall Framework

With the effective partitioning scheme, performance of the
overall proposed framework can then be validated. In the
numerical test, 5 pursuers are considered. Input limits for
the pursuers and the evader are set to be ue,max = 1 and
up,max = 1.1. Capture radius defining the capture condition
is set to be rc = 5. Parameters in Algorithm 2 are set to be
Q = I , R = 0 and P = 3I , where I is the 2 × 2 identity
matrix and 0 is the 2× 2 zero matrix.

1https://sites.google.com/view/egcp/

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 2: Red circle represents pursuer. Colored line represents EGP. Blue star
represents evader. Column (a): EGP with 7 randomly generated pursuers and
4 partitions; (b): EGP with 7 randomly generated pursuers and 5 partitions;
(c): EGP with 7 randomly generated pursuers and 6 partitions; (d): Cases
where no EGP exists.

Our proposed TMPC-based pursuit framework Algorithm 2
is implemented in MATLAB. The Voronoi Partition based
method [20] and the “Direct Charge” method are implemented
as baselines for comparison. Roughly speaking, the Voronoi
Partition method first constructs a Voronoi partition given the
positions of all pursuers and evader, then commands each
pursuer to move towards the centroid of the common boundary
between the evader and the corresponding pursuer. One thing
to note is that once the evader is outside the encirclement of
the pursuers, the Voronoi partition method will fail because
the area of evader’s Voronoi partition become infinity. In our
implementation of Voronoi Partition based method, we use
a virtual boundary to calculate the pursuers’ controls once
the evader is outside the encirclement. In the “Direct Charge”
method, the pursuer moves directly towards the evader with
its maximal velocity.

In the simulations, 5 pursuers initialized at (10, 90),
(−60, 80), (−90,−90), (90,−10) and (−90, 30) participate
in the cooperative pursuit, whereas the evader is initialized at
(0, 0). Following the discussion in Section IV-C, 4 pursuers
are selected to take care of the encirclement condition. Fig. 3-
5 show the snapshots of pursuit processes with our proposed
approach, the Voronoi Partition based approach and the
“Direct Charge” approach, respectively. In all these three
figures, the pursuers are marked using red rectangle and the
evader is shown using blue circle. In order to illustrate the
encirclement formed by the pursuers, we connect the pursuers
with brown solid line to form a polygon, which is contained
in the true encirclement, in Fig. 3, Fig. 4, and Fig. 5. Since
our EGP has 4 partitions and at each time step, 4 pursuers act
to ensure encirclement and one pursuer use the direct charge
policy, we only connect these 4 pursuers in Fig. 3. The green
arrows show the direction of the pursuers’ move. As shown
in the figure, when the evader is near the boundary of the
polygon, the pursuers move in the direction to make sure the
evader will be inside the encirclement in the next time step.
Results in Fig. 6-(a) and (b) compare the three methods in
terms of the encirclement condition and the capture condition.
As shown in our simulation, our TMPC based method can
ensure encirclement and capture the evader in the end while
the other two methods will fail to keep the evader inside the
encirclement before capturing the evader.



t=1 t=21 t=41

t=61 t=81 t=101

Fig. 3: Simulation snapshots with the proposed TMPC-based method.

t=1 t=46 t=71

Fig. 4: Simulation snapshots with Voronoi partition method [18], [19]

t=1 t=46 t=56

Fig. 5: Simulation snapshots with Direct Charge (DC) method [20]
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Fig. 6: (a) Distance between the evader and the polygon’s bottom boundary
versus time for all three methods. The black dashed line highlighted the zero
distance. We regard the distance negative once the evader escape from this
boundary. (b) Distance between the evader and the nearest pursuer versus
time. The black dashed line denoted the capture radius.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

This paper develops a robust model predictive control
(RMPC) based framework and a tractable decentralized
solution strategy for the encirclement guaranteed cooperative
pursuit problem in an unbounded two-dimensional game
domain. By treating the uncertain evader’s action as distur-
bance, the developed RMPC based framework takes care of
the encirclement and capture conditions simultaneously. To
further address the bilinearities in the RMPC formulation, a
novel encirclement guaranteed partitioning scheme is devised,
via in-depth geometric analyses of the encirclement condition.
Such a partitioning scheme in turn simplifies the original
bilinear RMPC problem to a number of linear tube MPC
(TMPC) problems efficiently solvable in a decentralized
manner.

Possible extensions of this work include consideration of
more realistic agent dynamics and multiple evaders. Currently,
we require at least 4 pursuers. In the future, we will extend
our method to consider the case with only 3 pursuers. On the

other hand, validating the proposed solution with hardware
experiments is on the list of future works as well.
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pp. 103–125, 2009.

[10] S. Kopparty and C. V. Ravishankar, “A framework for pursuit evasion
games in rn,” Information Processing Letters, vol. 96, no. 3, pp. 114–
122, 2005.

[11] V. Isler, S. Kannan, and S. Khanna, “Randomized pursuit-evasion in
a polygonal environment,” IEEE Transactions on Robotics, vol. 21,
no. 5, pp. 875–884, 2005.

[12] D. Bhadauria, K. Klein, V. Isler, and S. Suri, “Capturing an evader in
polygonal environments with obstacles: The full visibility case,” The
International Journal of Robotics Research, vol. 31, no. 10, pp. 1176–
1189, 2012.

[13] S. M. LaValle and J. E. Hinrichsen, “Visibility-based pursuit-evasion:
the case of curved environments,” IEEE Transactions on Robotics and
Automation, vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 196–202, 2001.

[14] B. P. Gerkey, S. Thrun, and G. Gordon, “Visibility-based pursuit-evasion
with limited field of view,” The International Journal of Robotics
Research, vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 299–315, 2006.

[15] J. Chen, W. Zha, Z. Peng, and D. Gu, “Multi-player pursuit–evasion
games with one superior evader,” Automatica, vol. 71, pp. 24–32, 2016.
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