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Formation Path Following Control of Underactuated AUVs — With
Proofs

Josef Matous

Abstract— This paper proposes a novel method for formation
path following of multiple underactuated autonomous underwa-
ter vehicles. The method combines line-of-sight guidance with
null-space-based behavioral control, allowing the vehicles to
follow curved paths while maintaining the desired formation.
We investigate the dynamics of the path-following error using
cascaded systems theory, and show that the closed-loop system
is uniformly semi-globally exponentially stable. We validate the
theoretical results through numerical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Autonomous underwater vehicles (AUVs) are being in-
creasingly used in a number of applications such as trans-
portation, seafloor mapping, and the ocean energy industry.
Some complex tasks need to be performed by a group of
cooperating AUVs. Consequently, there is a need for control
algorithms that can guide a formation of AUVs along a given
path while avoiding collisions with each other.

A comprehensive overview of various formation path-
following methods is presented in [1]. Most of these methods
are based on two concepts: coordinated path-following [2],
[3], and leader-follower [4], [5]. In the coordinated path-
following approach, each vehicle follows a predefined path
separately. Formation is then achieved by coordinating the
motion of the vehicles along these paths. In this approach,
the formation-keeping error (i.e., the difference between the
actual and desired relative position of the vehicles) may
initially grow as the vehicles converge to their predefined
paths. In the leader-follower approach, one leading vehicle
follows the given path while the followers adjust their speed
and position to obtain the desired formation shape. This
approach tends to suffer from the lack of formation feedback
due to unidirectional communication (i.e., the leader does not
adjust its velocity based on the followers).

The null-space-based behavioral (NSB) algorithm has also
been proposed to solve the formation path-following prob-
lem [6]-[9]. The NSB algorithm is a centralized control
method that allows to combine several hierarchic tasks.
In the NSB framework, it is possible to design the path-
following, formation-keeping, and collision avoidance tasks
independently. By combining these tasks, the vehicles exhibit
the desired behavior.

This paper aims to extend the results of [9], where an
NSB algorithm is used to guide two surface vessels moving
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in the horizontal plane. Specifically, we propose an algorithm
that works with an arbitrary number of AUVs with five
degrees of freedom (DOFs) moving in 3D. Similarly to [9],
we solve the path-following task using line-of-sight (LOS)
guidance. Using the cascaded systems theory results of [10],
we prove that the closed-loop system consisting of a 3D LOS
guidance law, combined with surge, pitch, and yaw autopilots
based on [11], is uniformly semi-globally exponentially
stable (USGES) and uniformly globally asymptotically stable
(UGAS). The theoretical results are verified through numer-
ical simulations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
Section II introduces the model of the AUVs. In Section III,
we define the formation path-following problem. In Section
IV, we describe the control system. The stability of the
control system is proven in Section V. Section VI contains
the results of a numerical simulation. Finally, Section VII
contains some concluding remarks.

II. MODEL

In this section, we present the model of the AUV. We start
by introducing the model in a matrix-vector form. Then, we
write out the ordinary differential equations (ODEs) for the
individual state variables.

A. Vehicle Model in Vector-Matrix Form

The pose (1) and velocities (v) of an AUV with SDOFs
are defined as
T

n: [':l:’y7 Z? 0’11[}] v = [u7v7w7 Q7T]T7 (1)

where x, ¥, z are the coordinates of the vehicle in North-East-
Down (NED) coordinate frame, and # and v are the pitch and
yaw angles, respectively. The velocities u, v, w are the linear
surge, sway and heave velocities in a given body-fixed frame,
and g and r are the pitch and yaw rate, respectively. The roll
dynamics are disregarded as the roll motion is assumed to
be small and self-stabilizing by the vehicle design.

Let V. = [V,,V,, V.]" be the velocities of an unknown,
constant and irrotational ocean current, given in the inertial
NED frame. Let J (1) be the transformation matrix from the
body-fixed to the inertial frame. J (1) is given by

R

O2x3  T(0) @

where R (6,)) is the rotation matrix from the body-fixed to
the inertial coordinate frames, O,,x,, iS an n X m matrix of
zeros, and T (0) = diag(1, 1/ cos 8), which is well-defined if
the pitch angle || < 7/2. Note that the mechanical design of



torpedo-shaped rudder-controlled AUVs generally does not
allow for pitch angles 6] = 7/2.
The velocities of the ocean current expressed in the body-

fixed coordinate frame, v, are thus
T

v, = {(R 0,9)" VC)T ,0,0} . 3)

We will denote the relative velocities of the vehicle as v, =
v — v.. We will also denote the relative surge, sway and
heave velocities as u,, v, and w,, respectively.

Let f = [T, d¢, 0] be the vector of control inputs, where
T, is the surge thrust generated by the propeller, and d,
and 9, are the deflection angles of the elevator and rudder,
respectively. Furthermore, let M be the mass and inertia
matrix, including added mass effects, C (v,.) the Coriolis
centripetal matrix, also including added mass effects, and
D (v,) the hydrodynamic damping matrix. The dynamics of
the vehicle in a matrix-vector form are then [12]

n=Jmv, @
My, +C(v,)v,+D (v,)v, +g(n) = Bf, ®)

where g (77) is the gravity and buoyancy vector, and B is the
actuator configuration matrix that maps the control inputs to
forces and torques.

B. Vehicle Model in Component Form

First, let us present the necessary assumptions for deriving
the ODEs for individual state variables.

Assumption 1: The vehicle is slender, torpedo-shaped
with port-starboard symmetry.

Assumption 2: The hydrodynamic damping is linear.

Assumption 3: The vehicle is neutrally buoyant with the
center of gravity (CG) and the center of buoyancy (CB)
located along the same vertical axis.

Remark: Assumptions 1 and 3 are valid from the me-
chanical design of commercial survey AUVs. Assumption
2 is valid for low-speed missions. Also for higher-speed
missions, this assumption is often made when designing
the controller, as the higher-order damping coefficients are
poorly known, and the forces are dissipative. Attempting to
cancel the higher-order damping can thus introduce destabi-
lizing control efforts.

Under these assumptions, the M and B matrices have the
following form

miq 0 0 0 0 b11 0 0
0 moo 0 0 maos 0 0 b23
M= 0 0 m33 134 0 B B= 0 b32 0
0 0 msq4  Myy 0 0 b42 0
0 mas 0 0 mss 0 0 b53
(6)
the corresponding Coriolis matrix is
0 0 0 G —C2

0 0 0 0 c3
Cwv,)=10 0 0 —c3 0|, @)
—C1 0 C3 0 0
Co —C3 0 0 0

where ¢y = mg4q + mszw,, ca = MosT + Moo v, and

c3 = myj u,. The hydrodynamic damping matrix is

dii O 0 0 0
0 das 0 0 d25
D (I/T) ~D= 0 0 d33 d34 0 s (8)
0 0 d43 day 0
0 dsa O 0 dss

and the gravity vector has the following form
g(n) =10,0,0,m gz, sin(6)]" , )

where m is the weight of the vessel, g is the gravity
acceleration, and z, is the vertical distance between the CG
and CB [12].

Furthermore, we assume that the actuators produce no
sway and heave acceleration. In other words, for every f
there exist fy,t, and ¢, such that

M~ 'Bf = [f,,0,0,t4,t,]" . (10)
In [13], it is shown that if a vehicle satisfies Assumptions 1—
3, the origin of the body-fixed coordinate frame can always
be chosen such that (10) holds.

Under these assumptions, the model can expressed in the
following form

& = wu cos (1) cos(0) — v sin (¢) + w cos (¢) sin (0), (11a)

¥ = wu cos () sin () + v cos () + w sin () sin (f), (11b)

Z2 = —usin(f) +w cos (0), (11c)
0 =q, (11d)
b= ™ (11e)

,le = fu + Fu(u7v7w7q7 T) + ¢u(u7 /U7 w? q7 r’ 07 w)T VC? (llf)

0= Xy (u,uc)r + Yy (u,ue) vy, (11g)
0 = X (1t t1) 4 + Yo (t, 1) w0y + G(6), (11h)
q=tq+ Fy(u,w,q,0) + ¢, (u,w,q, 0,0)T9(V,), (111)
F =t 4 o) + dp(wo,n 0079 (V) (1)

where 9 (V) = [V, V,, V., V2, V2, V2V, V,, V, V., V, Vi),

and the expressions for F;(-), ¢;(-), i € {u,q, 7}, Xu(),
Yo(+), Xuw(+), Yu(+), and G(-) are given in Appendix L.

ITII. CONTROL OBJECTIVES

The goal is to control n AUVs so that they move in
a prescribed formation while avoiding collisions, and their
barycenter follows a given path.

The prescribed path in the inertial coordinate frame is
given by a smooth function p, : R — R3. We assume
that the path function is C? and regular, i.e., the function is
continuous up to its second derivative and its first derivative
with respect to the path parameter satisfies

23
Therefore, for every point p, (&) on the path, there exist path-
tangential angles, 6,,(§) and 1, (£), and a corresponding path-
tangential coordinate frame (2P, y?, z?) (see Figure 1).
The path-following error p} is given by the position of the
barycenter expressed in the path-tangential coordinate frame

P, = R(ep(§)7¢p(§))T (pb - pp(f)): (13)

12)




where

[Ty, 2], (14)

1 n
=0 Z Pi, pi =
i=1
where (;,7;, 2;) is the position of the i*" vehicle. The goal
of path following is to control the vehicles so that p} = 03,
where 03 is a 3-element vector of zeros.

To define the formation-keeping problem, we first define
the formation-centered coordinate frame. This coordinate
frame is created by translating the path-tangential frame
into the barycenter (see Figure 2). Let P;,p e p}cln be the
position vectors that represent the desired formation. These
vectors should be chosen such that their mean is equal to the
barycenter. Since the barycenter is equivalent to the origin of
the formation-centered frame, the vectors must thus satisfy

n
> ppi=0s
i=1
The position of vehicle ¢ in the formation-centered frame is

=R" (6,(6),¥p(€)) (Pi — Pb) - (16)

The goal of formation keeping is to have p; = p 7.~ This
problem can also be expressed in the inertial coordinate
frame as

5)

pi =R (0,(8). ()P, + Py i€ {L...,n}. (D)

IV. CONTROL SYSTEM

To solve the formation path following problem, we pro-
pose a method that combines collision avoidance (COLAV),
formation keeping, and LOS path following in a hierarchic
manner using an NSB algorithm. Since the NSB algorithm
outputs velocity references, we also need a low-level attitude
control system to track these references.

In this section, we first present the attitude control system.
Then, in Section IV-B, we present the NSB algorithm and
the associated COLAV and formation keeping tasks. In
Section IV-C, we present the LOS guidance law for path
following. Finally, in Section IV-D, we demonstrate how to
use the path variable update law to cancel unwanted terms
in the path following error dynamics.

Fig. 1. Definition of the path angles and path-tangential coordinate frame.
O denotes the origin of the inertial coordinate frame, OP denotes the origin
of the path-tangential frame, the grey line represents the projection of the
path-tangential vector into the zy-plane.

Fig.2. Definition of the formation. Of denotes the origin of the formation-
centered coordinate frame.

A. Attitude Control System

This system controls the surge velocity, pitch, and yaw via
the corresponding accelerations. The system is based on the
autopilots in [11], but extended to SDOFs.

Let ug be the desired surge velocity and w4 its derivative.
Let V. be the estimate of the ocean current. Furthermore,
let us define @ = u — ug and V, = V., — V. The surge
controller consists of an output-linearizing sliding-mode P-
controller and an ocean current observer

fu=1a—Fu(-) = ¢y ()" Vo — ky @t — k. sign (@), (18)
V. = ca b, (), (19)

where k,, k. and ¢, are positive gains.

Let 8, be the desired pitch angle and 04,0, its derivatives.
Let 9, be the estimate of ¥(V..). Furthermore, let us define
0=0—04§=q—04and 9, 719 —9(V.). Inspired by
[14], we introduce the followmg transformation

Sqg =G+ A0, (20)
where ), is a positive constant. The pitch controller consists
of an output-linearizing sliding-mode PD-controller and an
ocean current observer

tq:éd_Fq(')_(ﬁq(')T{?q_)‘qu (21)
— kg0 — ky s, — kasign(s,),
By = cq D) 545 (22)

where kg, kq, kq and ¢, are positive gains.

Let g be the desired yaw angle and 1/')d, d}d its derivatives.
Let 9, be the estimate of ¥(V.). Furthermore, let us define
=1 —1gand 9, = 0, — ¥(V.). Similarly to the pitch
controller, we introduce the following transformation

’L/)'i')\rw 7—¢d+/\r¢,

where A, is a positive constant. The yaw controller is
analogous to the pitch controller introduced in the previous
section

(23)

lr= *Fr(') - (nbr(')T {97’ -r tan(@)é
. . . (24)
+ cos(6) (wd M A—kyptv—kp s, — kg sign(sr)) ,
By=cr () 51 (25)

where ky, k., kg and c, are positive gains.



B. NSB Tasks

Let us denote the variables associated with the COLAYV,
formation keeping, and path following tasks by lower indices
1, 2, and 3, respectively. Each task produces a vector of
desired velocities, vq; € R3", i € {1,2,3}.

For the COLAV and formation keeping tasks, the desired
velocities are obtained using task varibles, o; and o4, and
their desired values, 04,1 and o g2.

First, let us consider the COLAV task. Let dcor,av be the
activation distance, i.e., the distance at which the vehicles
need to start performing the evasive maneuvers. The task
variable is then given by a vector of relative distances
between the vehicles smaller than dcor,av, Le.,

v Vi,je{l,....,n},j>1,
o1 = [lpi —pill] (26)
Ipi — p;ll < dcorav.
The desired values of the task are
01,4 = dcorav 1, 27

where 1 is a vector of ones. Note that this task does not
guarantee robust collision avoidance. During the transients,
the relative distance may become smaller than dcorpav.
Therefore, to ensure collision avoidance, dcor,ay shuld be
chosen as dmin + dsec, Where dpmin is the minimum safe
distance between the vehicles, and dg.. is an additional
security distance.

Now, let us consider the formation keeping task. The task
variable is defined as

oy =[03,,.. .J{n,lf, 02i=P;— Py, (28)
and its desired values are
R (0,(6),¥»(£)) P},
042 = : (29)

R (6,(6), 6,()) DYy

The desired velocities of the COLAV and formation
keeping tasks are obtained using the closed-loop inverse
kinematics (CLIK) equation [6]

vai=J! (64— N &), ie{1,2}, (30)

where 6; = oy — 04, is the error, J t is the Moore-Penrose
pseudoinverse, A; is a positive definite gain matrix, and J;
is the task Jacobian given by

Ji _ Jo i ’
Ip
The desired velocity of the path-following task is obtained

using LOS guidance that is explained in the next section.
These velocities are then combined using the NSB algorithm

viss = Vai + (T=3131) (vaz + (1= 3332) vag) . 32)
if there are active COLAV tasks, and

p=[pl,....p7] . @3

VNSB = Vg2 + (I - J;Jz) V4,3, (33)

if there are none (I is an identity matrix). The NSB velocities

must be decomposed into surge, pitch, and yaw references
that can be tracked by the attitude control system presented
in Section I'V-A. Similarly to [6], we propose a method with
angle of attack and sideslip compensation

(34)
(35)

_ 1+cos(ynsB,i —7i) cos(XNSB,i —Xi)
uq;= UnsB,i — =

0a,i= INSB,;i + 4, Qq,; = arctan (ﬁ) ;

— o ) _ . vy
wd,z XNSB,i 6(147 ﬁd,z arcsi <\/W) ) (36)

where v; and w; are the sway and heave velocities, and ~;
and ; are the flight-path and course angles of the i*" vehicle,
respectively, and Unsp, i, YNsB,; and xnsB,; are given by

TNSB,i
UnsB,i = ||[VNsBill,  VNsB,i = |UNsB,i | » (37a)
ZNSB,i
, INSB, i
YNSB,i = — arcsin (yl) , (37b)
Unsp,i
XNSB,; = arctans (YNsB,i, TNSB,i) s (37¢)

where arctans(y,x) is the four-quadrant inverse tan.

C. Line-of-Sight Guidance

The desired flight-path angle and course of the path-
following task are given by the following LOS law

YLos= 0p(&) + arctan <A(Z;b)§)> , (38)
XLos= ¥p(§) — arctan <A(y;$) , (39)
where p! = [20,y7,2F]", and A (pl) is the lookahead

distance. Inspired by [15], we choose the lookahead distance
as

2 2 2
Ap]) = /A3 + () + W) + ()P,
where Ay > 0 is a constant.

The desired velocity of the path-following task is then
given by

(40)

vas3 =1, ® vios, 41)
where - ® - is the Kronecker tensor product, and
cos (xLos) cos (YLos)
viLos = | cos (yLos) sin (xvos) | Uros, (42)

—sin (y,08)

where Upog is the desired path-following speed.

D. Path Parametrization

Inspired by [15], we use the update law of the path variable
¢ to get desirable behavior of the along-track error (x}).

Note that the kinematics of the ‘" vehicle can be alterna-
tively expressed using the total speed (U;) and the flight-path
(7:) and course (;) angles of the vehicle as

pi = [cos (xi) cos (vi), cos (7;) sin(x;), —sin (%-)}T U;. (43)

Now, let us investigate the kinematics of the barycenter.
Differentiating (13) with respect to time and substituting (43)



yields the following equations

1 n
= 7ZU1 Qx ('Yi,apyxﬁwp)
n (44a)

‘ 8DP(§) Hg +wzyb _ wyzba

= ﬁ Z U; Qy ('Yia 9}77 Xis wp) + wwzg - wzxga (44b)

=1

b I
pr = HZUZ Qz (7’i79p7xi7wp) +wy.’I]€ —Wwy£7 (44C)

=1

where

Q(-)=sin (6) sin (;) + cos (6,) cos (i) cos (¥, — xi) , (45a)
Qy(-)= —cos (v:) sin (¥ — x4) (45b)
Q. ()= —cos (0,) sin (;) + cos (7;) sin(6),) cos (¢, — xi)(45¢)
wp= —1€sin(f,), wy= K€, w.= € cos(f,), (45d)
w(&)= 25, €)= 258 (45¢)

To stabilize the along-track error dynamics, we choose the
following path variable update

Happ H ( ZUQ Yiy P?X’L?d}p)

p
_A'_kéxibz ,
1+ (zp)

(46)

where k¢ > 0 is a constant.

V. CLOSED-LOOP ANALYSIS

In this section, we investigate the closed-loop stability of
the path following task. We define two error states, X; and
Xg, as
- T
Xg‘,n ’

Xi = lefof, )" X = (X (“7)

. . 4T
Xy, = {ﬂqu,iﬁer,i’wz} , (48)

Now, we can take the barycenter kinematics from (44) and
express it in terms of X; and X, as

D
Ly

i = —ke - +wayp — wyzh, (49a)
1+ ()
n
= %ZUdz cos (7Los) ¥y e — wyal
=1 A(Pb) +<yb) (49b)
+Gy(u1,...,ﬂn,zbl,...,wn,fyl,...,’yn,
udl, s Ud,ns U1y - - - ,vn,wl,...,wmpi,wp),
ZU‘“ + wyxy, — wayl (49¢)
A <p,,>2 + (25)”
+Gz(a17~-~,ﬂn,917--~7'9n7’)’17~-~7’Yn,X17-~-,Xm
ud,l,...,udm,vl,...,vn,wl,...,wn,pg,%ﬁp).

The equations for G (-) and G (-) are given in Appendix II-
A. Substituting the attitude control system (18)—(25) into
vehicle dynamics (11) yields the following closed-loop be-
havior of Xg

Uy = —ky @ — kesign (@) — ¢, () Vi, (50a)
= —k 0; — kq 54 — kasign(sq,:) — ¢, ()T Dgi, (50b)
0; = 540 — Mg 0s, (50c)
= —ko 0; — kv 575 — kasign(sri) — ¢,()" Ori, (50d)
T/L)i =505 — Ar 1/31'7 (50e)
the ocean current estimate errors

Vei=cu b, () i, (51a)
Dai = ¢ b,() S0, (51b)
ri = ¢ ,() 50 (51c)

and the underactuated sway and heave dynamics
0 = Xy (ug, ue) mi + Yo (ui, ue) (v; — ve), (52)
w; = X (wiyue) i + Yoo (wis ue) (w; — we) + G(6;). (53)

To prove the stability of the closed-loop system, we need
the results of the three following lemmas. The lemmas follow
the same structure as the 2D case for two ASVs in [9], and
are extended to handle an arbitrary number of AUVs moving
in 3D.

Lemma 1: The trajectories of the closed-loop system
(49)—(53) are forward complete.

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix II-C. [ ]

Lemma 2: The underactuated sway and heave dynam-
ics are bounded near the manifold [X;f, Xg = 0T if

Y, (u,ue) <0, Yy (u,u.) < 0 and the curvature of the path
satisfies

n | Y (u,ue) n | Y, (u,u.)
O e < - |, 54
WO < | oy | MOl < 5 || 69
for all w > 0 and u. € [— |[V.|, |[Vell]-
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix II-D. [ ]

Lemma 3: The underactuated sway and heave dynamics
are bounded near the manifold X, = 0, independently of
X if the assumptions in Lemma 2 are satisfied and the
constant term Ag in the lookahead distance (40) is chosen
so that

Ay > max Yutm ucg
A TG,
3
e o)
for all u > 0 and u. € [— ||V, [[Vel]-

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix II-E. [ ]
Theorem 1: The origin X?,Xﬂ = 07 of the system

described by (49),(50) is a USGES equilibrium point if the
conditions of Lemmas 2 and 3 hold and the maximum pitch



angle of the path satisfies
T
1

Moreover, the ocean current estimate errors (51) and the un-
deractuated sway and heave dynamics (52), (53) are bounded.

ep,max — I?eaﬂé( |9p(§)| < (56)

Remark: Condition (56) is needed to ensure that |y1,0s| <
/2. Indeed, from (38), the largest possible LOS reference
angle is

Opomnax + i t it
YLOS,max = Up,max 1m arctan | —————=
P 2z =00 Ag+(z5)2 (57)
Vs
1
With (56) satisfied, the cosine of 71,05 is always positive.
We will use this fact in the proof.

= Hp,max +

Proof: The proof follows along the lines of [9], but
is extended to an arbitrary number of SDOF vehicles. We
will also use the results of [10] to prove that the system is
USGES.

In Lemmas 1-3, we have shown that the closed-loop
system is forward complete and the underactuated sway and
heave dynamics are bounded near the manifold X, = 0.
Since (50) is UGES [11], we can conclude that there exists
a finite time 7" > tg such that the solutions of (50) will
be sufficiently close to X, = 0 to guarantee boundedness
of v; and w;. Having established that the underactuated
dynamics are bounded, we will now utilize cascaded theory
to analyze the cascade (49), (50), where (50) perturbs the
nominal dynamics (49) through the terms G,(-) and G,(-).

Now, consider the nominal dynamics of Xl (i.e., (49)
without the perturbing terms G, and G), and a Lyapunov
function candidate

1

S ST 1
V(X)) = 5XE Ky = o (@) + @) + (D)), 59)
whose derivative along the trajectories of (49) is

V(Xl) = 75(’111 Q Xla Q = diag(Qla q2, q3)a (593)
— ke _ 327 Ui cos(ynos) (59b)

PV T )T

— I iy Uayi
g3 = —= . (59¢)
A(p}) +()”

Note that Q is positive definite, and the nominal system is
thus UGAS. Furthermore, note that the following inequality

2
; (60a)

V(Xl) S —(qmin

5(1]

. ke = >0 Ua,i cos(vLos)
in = min nswi=l_ o 60b
QIﬂlIl { \/1+T2 b) \/Ag+47‘2 b ( )

holds VX, € B,. Thus, the conditions of [10, Theorem 5]
are fulfilled with ky = ko = 1/2, a = 2, and k3 = ¢uin, and
the nominal system is USGES.

As discussed in the proof of Lemma 1, the perturbing
system (50) is UGES, implying both UGAS and USGES.
Furthermore, it is straightforward to show that the following

holds for the Lyapunov function (58)

Hg(/l HXlH:H&HQ:?V(Xl)v ¥X1,  (61)
Hi{ ol ST T <1 =y ()

Therefore, [10, Assumption 1] is satisfied with ¢; = 2 and
co = for any p > 0.

Finally, [10, Assumption 2] must be investigated. From
(82), (92), it can be shown that for both perturbing terms
there exist positive functions ¢, 1(-), Cy.2(-), (21(+)s €2 2(+),
such that

1 o () + s ()
01 e () + () |

Therefore, all conditions of [10, Proposition 9] are satisfied,
and the closed-loop system is USGES. [ ]

, o (63)
(64)

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of a numerical
simulation of three LAUV vehicles [16]. The parameters of
the simulation are summarized in Table 1. The barycenter
should follow a spiral path given by

pp(&) = (€, a cos(w§),b sin(w or. (65)
The maximum curvature of this path is
bw? 9
r?élﬂ%d”v(ﬁ” SRl I?&?V(ﬁ” =aw", (66)

while the smallest absolute values of Y,,/X,, and Y., /X, for
the LAUV model are approximately 0.26. Consequently, the
path is chosen such that the maximum curvature is

max |<(£)] = 0.013, max [c(&)| = 0.040, (67)
and (54) is satisfied. From (55), the lookahead distance must
then satisfy Ay > 4.29. We choose Ay = 5, since smaller
distances guarantee faster convergence.

The very minimum relative distance to avoid collision is
the length of the LAUYV, i.e. 2.4 m. For additional safety, we
design the COLAV task with d,,;;, = 5 m. To add a security
zone during transients, dcorav is chosen to be 10 m.

The desired formation is an isosceles triangle parallel to
the yz plane. Specifically, the desired positions of the three
vehicles are

0 0 0
pf, = 10|, pj,=|-10|, piy;=] 0 (68)
5 5 ~10

The gains of the low-level control systems (18),(21),(24)
are chosen such that the settling time is approximately 10
seconds. The gains of the pitch and yaw PD controllers are
chosen such that the closed-loop system is critically damped.

The results of the numerical simulation are shown in
Figures 3 and 4. The vehicles start in an inverted triangular
formation. The COLAV task is briefly activated, and the
distance between the vehicles drops to approximately 8
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Fig. 3. Simulation results. The top-left plot shows the z-, y- and z-components of the path-following error pg , as defined in (13). The bottom-left plot
shows the distance between the vehicles (d;,; = ||p; — p;l|). The plots on the right show the x-, y- and z-components of the formation-keeping error
0 =02 — 042 with o2 given by (28) and o4 > given by (29). The grey rectangles mark the intervals when the COLAV task is active.

meters during the transient. Eventually, the vehicles resolve
the situation and continue to converge to the desired path
and formation.

Note that while the COLAV task is active, the formation-
keeping error is diverging. After resolving the situation, the
formation-keeping error converges to zero exponentially. The
rate of convergence is given by the formation-keeping gain
As.

The path-following error seems to converge linearly at
first, and then exponentially as the error gets smaller. This
phenomenon is caused by the LOS guidance law (38), cf.
[17], and the path parameter update law (46). The inverse tan
in (38) and the last term in (46) act as a saturation, slowing
the convergence for large errors. The rate of convergence
of the along-track error () is given by the path parameter
update gain k¢, while the rate of convergence of the cross-
track errors (y}, z}) is given by the lookahead distance Ay.

Parameter | Value Parameter | Value
%y | 0.05 V. | 0,0.25,0.05]"
ke | 0.1 Ay | 5
ko, ky | 0.0625 dcorav | 10
kg, Kk | 0.25 Uros | 1
kg | 0.1 ke |1
/\q7 /\7- 0.75 Po | O3
Cy | O a | 40
cg,Cr | 1 b |20
A |1 w | 7/100
Ay | 0.051
TABLE 1

SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Trajectory
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Fig. 4. 3D trajectory of the vehicles. The markers represent the position
of the vehicles at times ¢ = 0,25,50,...,150 seconds. Markers with

corresponding times are connected by dotted lines to better illustrate the
resulting formation.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we proposed a formation path-following
method for an arbitrary number of AUVs, proved the stability
of the path following part, and verified its effectiveness in
simulations.

Because the proposed algorithm is centralized, our method
can only be used in scenarios where all the vehicles can
communicate with each other. A decentralized version of the
algorithm is a topic for future work.

In the simulations, the formation-keeping error shows
exponential convergence to zero. However, the stability of
the formation-keeping task has not been theoretically proven.
Proving the stability of this task is another potential topic for
future work.
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APPENDIX I
COMPONENTS OF THE DYNAMICAL EQUATIONS

_d11u+q (m34q—|—m33w)—r (m257“+m221))

F() 2 ,
d)u() :(J(m_]-) rw+r<1_m> rv"‘ﬂruv
mi1 mii mii
Xy() = —ue — mss (das + may uyp) — mas (2155 + mas Ur)’
M2 M55 — Mas

V() = daz mss — mas (dsz — ur (Ma1 — maz))

! Mag M5 — Mas2 ’
Xo() = e — T4 (d34 — ma1uy) —may (dag — M3a uy)

v ¢ m33 Mg — Mg ’
Yo() = _ d3z g — may (daz +ur (a1 —ma3))

v M3 Mag — M3y ’

G() = Mgq MG2zg Sin (92),

M33Myq — M34

Fy) = m3y (d3sq +dszw — qu (M1 —ma3z)) — maz (dag ¢ + dazw + mgz, sin (0) +uww (M1 — mas))

? M33 Mg — M3g>
b, () = m3yq (dzz @, — P, q (M1 —m33)) — m33 (daz @y, + Py (M11 — M33))

? M33 Mg — M34> ’
Pl = mas (das T+ doo v +1ru (M1 —maz)) —mag (dss T + dsa v — uv (M1 — Mma2))

" Moz M55 — Mas> ’
b.() = mas (daz @, + @, 7 (M11 — Ma2)) — Maz (ds2 P, — Py (M1 — Ma2))

Moo M55 — 7771252
where [ry,r,, 1] = R (0,), and

(69a)
(69b)
(69¢)
(69d)
(69¢)
(691)
(69¢2)
(69h)
(69i)
(69))

(69k)

G T T .o
‘Pij(') = [—J Ty — AT, 141 751, T2 752, T3 753, Tl T2 + 142 751, 751 753 + 743 751, Te2 753 + 43 TjQ} , 4,7 € {u,v,w}.

APPENDIX I
DERIVATIONS AND LEMMAS FROM SECTION V

A. Derivation of Closed-Loop Barycenter Kinematics
We begin by taking g} from (44b).

a1 e . :
y{; = E ZUz CcOS (’Yz) Sin (Xz - '(/)p) - ngg
=1

Now, consider the term sin (x; — ¢p). The course of the vessel is given by

Xi = ¥i + Bi, B; = arcsin (3) )

After substituting and applying some trigonometric identities, we get
sin (x; — ¢p) = sin (¢; + B; — 1) = cos (¢Y; — 1p) sin (B;) + sin (¢Y; — ¢y) cos (5;)

, 2 2
= cos (Y; — ¥p) % + sin (v; — ) W

Consequently, the term U; cos (y;) sin (x; — ;) is equivalent to

wcmw»mum—m»=wwm(wﬂm—wmw+amm—wMWﬁ+wﬁ-

Now, consider a term sin (¢; + 84, — ¥p). Using a similar procedure, we get

2 2
v; \/ Ya; W5

Ua,i +sin (Vi = ¥) Ua,i

sin (Y; 4+ Ba,i — p) = cos (1 — )

(70)

(71)

(72)

(73a)

(73b)

(74)

(75)



Combining (74) and (75), we get

U; cos (7;) sin (x; — ¢p) = Uq,i cos (Vi) sin (¢; + Ba,i — ¢p)+cos () sin (¢; — 1) <\/u12 +w? — \/u§1 + wf) . (76)

Note that the following holds for the angles

i+ Bai — Pp = bai + i + Bai — ($ai + Bai + Bros) = i — Pros, &oszﬁﬁ%ﬂ<AéD>~
Therefore, their sine is given by

i

) A(pp) +(w))

. . ~ A(pp) >
i (0 + s vy) = i () 20— on
( ] ;D) A(p§)2+(y§)2
Furthermore, note that the following holds for the flight-path angle
Vi =0; — 0; = 0; + 04 — i = 0; + YLos + Qi — Qi
Consequently, the cosine of the flight-path angle is equal to

n (Oédﬂ' — Ozi)

cos (i) = cos (yLos) cos (éz) cos (aug,i — ;) — cos (yLos) sin ( si
— sin (yp,0s) cos (91) sin (ag,; — ;) — sin (yL0s) sin ) cos (g — )

Using the equalities (78), (80), we can rewrite (76) as

U; cos (7;) sin (x; — = —Uy ;cos %—FG i | Uiy ~i7 i Ud,is Vi, Wi, P, )
() 500 (x3 = ) = ~Ua €08 (1.08) 7o o G (B2 Py vy )
where
. 7 A(pp)
Gy.i(+) = cos (v;) sin (; — U; +U) - U l"‘w — Ui cos (7;) sin 2b 2
00 = 0o s (05— ) v : ascos o) in () e

+ U {sin (YLos) (cos (91) sin (ag,; — o) + sin (
)

9}) (0 — i))
|t

— cos (vLos) (cos (52) cos (ag; —oy) —1

Substituting (81) into (71), we get the following

1 & p .
P __ Yy P
Y = —— E Ua,i cos (YLos) ——— L1
n A(pE) +(vp)
+Gy (ﬂla'"aﬂnvdjla"'71/)n7717"'57n7ud,17"'7ud,n7vlv"'7Un7w17~"awnap€7¢p>7

where
n

1 L~
GU() = E ZG’L/,l (uiawia,yiaud,hUi7wi7p§7z/}p) .
i=1

Now, we demonstrate a similar procedure for 2;’; . From (44b), we get

2 =— Z U; (—cos (6) sin (7;) + cos (7;) sin(6),) cos (¥, — xi)) + ¢ Ky

7ZU —sin (y; — 6,) — (1 — cos (xi — ) cos (i) sin(8,)) + £ k.

Once again, we consider the terms
sin (y; — 6p) =sin(6; — a; — 0,) = sin (6; — 0,) % —cos (6; — 6,) 7,
and

sin (6; — ag; — 0p) = sin (0; — 0,,) ?]d’i —cos (6; — 6,) 7
dyi d,i

(77)

(78)

(79)

(80)

81

(82)

(83)

(84)

(85a)

(85b)

(86)

(87)



which give us the following equality

U; sin (’Yi — ep) = Ud7i sin (91 —Qd; — Qp) + u; sin ((9, — 9p) . (88)
Using a similar trick, we can write the sine as
~ - A P - D
sin (0; — o — ) = sin (Hi — aLos> = sin (9i> (sb) = — cos (91) (Zl;) - (89)
A(py)” + (2) A(pp)” + (2)

Consequently, we can rewrite (85b) as

D . Zb : vy
Zb—_*ZUdﬁ " p2—|—€f<:1:b
i=1 A(py)” + (z) (90)

~ ~ 0 ] D
+Gz (Ula-~-7un7015-~-a0n7'71a-~-a7n7X17~--aXnaud,la---aud,navla-"avnawla'"7wn7pb70pva>a

where

1 — -

G.(-) = - ZGz,i (ﬂh91'77’£7Xi7ud,iyvi>wi>p§79p7¢p) , 1)

i=1
G.i(-) = =U; (1 = cos (xi — ¥p)) cos (i) sin(6p)) — @, sin (6; — 6))
p p
— (1 — cos (91)) (Zb) — Uy, sin (91) a (pb) . (92)
A+ (=) A+ (D)

B. Desired Pitch and Yaw Rate

For further calculations, we need to evaluate the desired pitch (gq,;) and yaw (rg ;) rates of the vessels. From (11d), we
get the following relation between the yaw rate and the derivative of the yaw angle

qd;i = 9d i 93)

)

Now, we consider the desired pitch angle from (35). Since we are investigating the path following task, we substitute yr,0g
from (38) for yngB,;. Differentiating (35) with respect to time yields

AP & —2FA(PY) | ugqw

qd,i = 91)(6) + A (pi,)g T (25)2 u?l,z‘ T wlg (94a)
A(py) <711 21 Ud,j% +ERay + Gz('))
— én(e) + /ool

o @) 1w [ eostros)’(v)? () PGt P G
n " ( () eI <\/A( 0) - (u)? i VAL +(=)? 4 G0+ 2 G-l ©b)
A@h) (A@p*+:)°)
X (Ua + Ui, ue) ¢+ Yy (was + 4, ue) (w; — we)
+ Ud,i .

2 2
Ug s + Wy

From (11e), we get the following relation between the yaw rate and the derivative of the yaw angle
rai = P cos (0a). (95)

Substituting the time-derivative of (36), we get

P\ P P A P 3
rag = [ dple) - 2BV I s AEL) ¢ cos (6a,1) (962)

AP+ () U2, —v?




1y _costmos)(vp) ¢ .
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X (uai + Uiy ue) T+ Y (ugi + G, ue) (v — ve)

2 2
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C. Proof of Lemma 1

In [11], it is shown that the error states (50a)—(50e) are UGES and the ocean current estimate errors (51a)—-(51c) are
bounded, which implies that (50a)—(51c) are forward complete. Therefore, we only need to prove that the underactuated
sway and heave dynamics (52), (53) and the barycenter dynamics (49a)—(49c) are forward complete.

First, let us consider the underactuated sway dynamics. From (52), we get

0 = Xy (Ui + Uda, Ue) (Fi +7a:) + Yo (T + vas, ue) (Vi —ve), O7)
where 7; = r; —r4,;. Now, let us consider a Lyapunov function candidate
Vy(v;) = %vf. (98)
Its derivative along the trajectories of v; is
Vi (i) = X, (0 + Udy Ue) (Fi +7ai) vi + Yy (U + uai, te) (Vi — ve) v;. (99)

From the boudedness of Xg,i, k(&), t(§), uq,i» uc and v., we can conclude that there exists some scalar 5,0 > 0 such
that
ar(By,0) and b,(B, ) such that

- T
[X;i, K(&), t(&), Ud i, Ue, vc} < fy. Moreover, from (96), we can conclude that there exist some positive functions

ra,il < ar(Buo) |vil +br(Bo0)- (100)
Consequently, we can upper bound v, (v;) using the following expression
Vo (vi) < Xy (@ + uai, ue) (7505 + ar ()07 + be()v;) + Yy (i + ug, ue) (v —vevs) . (101)
Using Young’s inequality, we get

V(i) < (X (@ 4 taisue) (24 an(-) + 2V, (@ + ugs,ue)) v?

- . . (102a)
+ Xy (U + ugi, ue) (7“22 + br(-)z) + Yy (@ + ua i, ue) v
<oy Vi (vi) + Bo. (102b)
Using the comparison lemma, we get
Vo us(0) < (Vo (outa)) + 22 ) exp ot — 1) - 22 (103)

As V,(v;) is defined for all ¢ > tg, it follows that v; is also defined for all ¢ > t,. The solutions of (52) thus fulfill the
definition of forward completeness, as defined in [18].

Now, let us consider the underactuated heave dynamics. From (53), we get

Wi = Xy (Ui + ud,iste) (Gi + qd,i) + Yo (W + v, ue) (wi —we) + G(0;), (104)
where ¢; = g; — gq,;- Similar to the previous paragraph, we consider a Lyapunov function candidate
1
Vi (w;) = —w? (105)

2"



whose derivative is
Vo (wi) = Xy (i + g i, ue) (G 4 qai) wi + Ve (@ + g, ue) (wi —we) w; + G(6) w;. (106)

From the boudedness of 5(2’1-, &(€), t(§), ua,i» uc and we, we can conclude that there exists some scalar 5y > 0 such that

- T
[X2T,i, k(§), L(f),ud@uc,wc} H < Buw,0- Moreover, from (94), we can conclude that there exist some positive functions

aq(Buw,0) and by(Buw,0) such that
|Qd,i| < aq(/@w,o) |wz| + bq(ﬂw,o)- (107)

Consequently, we can upper bound V,, (w;) using the following expression
Vw(wi) S Xw (az + ud,ia uc) ((jl Wy + aq(')wz‘z + bq()wz) + Yw (ﬂz + Ud,i7 uc) (w? — We wz) + G(az) Wy. (108)
Using Young’s inequality, we get

Vio(03) < (Xop (T + ua i, ue) (24 ag(-)) 4+ 2 Ve (@ + g i, ue) + 1) w?

- ~ N _ (109a)
+ X (@ + ua ue) (G +bg(-)?) + Yo (@i + wa i, ue) w2 + G(0)*
S Qyy Vw(wz) + Bu)' (109b)
Using the comparison lemma, we get
Vi (w;(t)) < (Vw (w;(to)) + iw) exp (au, (t — to)) — g—w. (110)

Using the same arguments as in the previous paragraph, we conclude that the solutions of (53) are forward complete.
Finally, let us consider the barycenter dynamics. We use a Lyapunov function candidate

1
Vo(py) = 5 (($§)2+(y§)2+(z’5)2), (111)

whose derivative along the solutions of (49a)—(49c¢) is

. l‘p 2 1 n coS 2 P2 Zp 2
Vi (p}) = —ng¢2 — =~ U (VLOSz) ) =+ ( bz) - +G,OR+G04 (120
1+@)? E VA T+ Am) D)
, 1

SGy(-)yi’+Gz(')Z§+§(x§)2- (112b)

Using Young’s inequality, we get

. 1 2 2 2 1 1
Ve ()) < 5 ()7 + W) + (D)%) + 5 (G2 + Go()?) = Ve Bf) + 5 (G2 +Go(03) . 13)
Note that from (82) and (92), we can conclude that there exist some positive function (y(Ug1,...,Uqn) and

¢:(Ugqa,-..,Uqn) such that

~ - 17T
GO GO | [0y -] | (114)
~ -~ 17T
1G.()] < Cz(-)’ |:ﬂ17-~'7an761a~~~79n:| (115)
(116)

Consequently, there exists a class-KCo, function (,(-) such that

Vo (0F) < Vo (B]) + G (V10U w0,y ity sy s B B ) (117)
Since all the arguments of (,(-) are forward complete, Corollary 2.11 of [18] is satisfied and the barycenter dynamics is
forward complete, thus concluding the proof of Lemma 1.

D. Proof of Lemma 2

First, we consider the sway dynamics. We take the Lyapunov function candidate V,, from (98) and simplify its derivative
by setting [XlT,Xg] =07,

Vo(vi) = Xy (ug,iy te) Taivi + Yo (Uaisue) (v — ve) v;. (118)



Next, we find an upper bound on 74, v;. We substitute from (96), set [XIT,)N(;F} = 0T and collect all terms that grow

linearly with v; to obtain the following expression

A(py) =y v(Ud,i,ue
Td,i Vi = (’Uz' (1 + %) L(g)% Z?:l Uj Qx(%ﬁp;Xij) %’U?) COS(ad l) + F, (ud ued Z7uc;vcvvsz’“r’b)

A(p])?+(?
(119)
Fo()= Xv(ud.i,u\c/);; Iw(ud i,uc)vcvi cos(04.1). (120)
We can bound this expression as

[ra,ivil < = Ivll Y (ugl =+ ;] + [wj ) + 15 ()] (121a)

j=1

2 5 2
< SO+ Sl O 0 (gl oyl )+ fal + el | + 1B, (121b)

Je{l,...,n\{i}

which we can substitute to (118) to obtain

. 2 2
Vo (v;) < (Xu (wai,ue) — |e(€)] + Yo (Ud,i,uc)) v + — Jvil [e(€)] Do (gl + 1ol + lwyl) + fui] + [wi]
Je{lm\{i}
+ (|E1()| -Y, (ud,iauC) |’UC|) |UZ| .
(122)

For a sufficiently large v;, the quadratic term will dominate the linear term. Therefore, we can conclude that v; is bounded
if

2
Xo (ua; ue) — €] + Yo (uaz, uc) <0. (123)
Since Y, is assumed to be always negative, the inequality is satisfied if
n Yv (ud 2] uc)
<35l 7! 124
MOI< 3%, (e, u0) (124)

Now, we perform a similar procedure for the heave dynamics. We take the Lyapunov function candidate V,, from (105)
and simplify its derivative by setting {X?, XZ{} =0T

Vio (i) = X (Ui, te) qai wi + Y (Wair e) (wi —we) w; + G(6;) wy. (125)

Next, we find an upper bound on g, ; w;. We substitute from (94), set [XIT,XE} = 0T and collect all terms that grow
linearly with w; to obtain the following expression
A(p?) :c]: n Yo (ug i ue
qd,i Wi = w; (1 + m) K(E) L Y0 Ui Q) 0, X5, ) + ,zﬁwf + F(ua,i, te, we, wi, i), (126)

F() = gy ittt (127)

We can bound this expression as

2 2
ga,6 wi] < = |£(€)] wF + ~ wil [x(€)] Yo (ugl ol wyl) + il + Joil | +1FC), (1282)
Je{ln\{7}

which we can substitute to (125) to obtain

. 2 2
Vi) < (Ko (wasue) 2 O]+ Yo (a4 2hul 1O 3 (Jugl o oyl + ) + ful -+ o
Je{1,....n}\{i}
PO = Yoo (g e ol + GO ol + G0 w
(129)

For a sufficiently large w;, the quadratic term will dominate the linear term. Therefore, we can conclude that w; is bounded
if
2
X (Ua,is ue) - [K(E)| + Y (ua,i ue) < 0. (130)



Since Y,, is assumed to be always negative, the inequality is satisfied if

Yw (’U/dA,h Uc)
X (g, ue) |’

n

k(O] < 5

5 (131)

which concludes the proof of Lemma 2.

E. Proof of Lemma 3
First, we consider the sway dynamics. We take the Lyapunov function candidate V; from (98) and simplify its derivative
by setting X, = 0. .
Vi (vi) = Xo (Udyis ue) Ta,i Vi + Yo (Ua,is ue) (05 — ve) 05 (132)
Next, we find an upper bound on 74,; v;. We substitute from (96), set 5(2 = 0 and collect all terms that grow linearly with
v; to obtain the following expression

P s CO*(‘YLOS)% =5
Alpy) zy 1§ e V2 (ep)"+(v8) W B) (1)
raivi = | vi | 14+ 52 ) (&) n 22521 Ui Qa5 0p, X5, ¥p) —

App)?+(a})’ nA®D) (A@D2+(4])")

V; A(pg) Z?:1 coslymoslys

A(p?)*+(vP)? Yo(ug i, te
+ . 2 + 1)( i () U@'Q COS(Gd,i) +Hv(ud,i70d,i7u67vmUi7wi7ri7p]l:7§)7

n ABLE+ 01P) e, +u?

(133)
Pk, D
H,() = <1+ pb xb ) — e -
1+ (2h) 1+ @) AP (AP + (P
¢ 0P V1 A (A2 + 6)) )
X,
+ (ud z;uc) Ty — v(ud 1,7uc) Ve v; COS(Gdﬂ‘).
1/udl+w
We can bound this expression as
2 n
rasv] < (nu( )m > (sl + )+ 1) (1350)
(2 3
*|( v; U+ —=py Do (gl + o] + [wy]) + lws| + ws] | (135b)
" n A(py) ) )
Je{1,...,n P\ {3}
+ [Hy ()], (135¢)
which we can substitute to (132) to obtain
. 2 3
VU i < Xv iy Ue - A PN Y’U iy Ue 2
(0 = (X, ) (21O + g )+ Yo i) ) o
2 3 (136)
(2101 g ) |l sl ) + ful +
n n (Pb) . )
]E{l, 7”}\{7’}
+ ([Ho ()] = Yo (ta,is ue) [ve]) i -

For a sufficiently large v;, the quadratic term will dominate the linear term. Therefore, we can conclude that v; is bounded
if
2 3
X’U 75 C - A DY
() (5 141+ 75

From the definition of the lookahead distance (40), this condition is satisfied if
3

Y'v(ud,'h“c)
Xo(ug,iyue)

) + Y, (ugs,ue) <O0. (137)

Ay > (138)

—20u(&)]

Now, we perform a similar procedure for the heave dynamics. We take the Lyapunov function candidate V,, from (105)

n




and simplify its derivative by setting X, = 0.
Vio (wi) = Xop (Ui, e) qai Wi + Yap (i, ue) (wi —we) wi + G(6;) w;. (139)

Next, we find an upper bound on gq,; w;. We substitute from (94), set Xg = 0 and collect all terms that grow linearly with
w; to obtain the following expression

2z wi Z?l(\/COS(’YLSS)le: 2+\/ zg 2
App) of 1 _\ya(el) ()" ya(eb) + (=)
¢ Wy = Wy 1 bt n i— UQI ’79 s XJ» - p
o= ( +A<p§>2+(xf)2>“(£)"zf—1 0201328 X3 97) w A (D))
w; A(pY) Y-, ———
+ b ! ! A(pi‘:)Q-‘r(zf)z +Ud‘Yw(Ud7i7uC)w2+H (ud’ U v W;. Vs q pp é—)
n (A(p€)2+(25)2) 3 U(217l+'w12 2 N3 ) 9 9 ) » Ppo 9
(140)
A(p?) P 2P yP ke 2P
Hy () = (HA(p()Qbi(bp)z ke r(§) — - —-" b -
Pi)° + (a7 VI+ @ 1+ 6D am) (amh2 +w)’) (141)
g X (Ud,i, uc);"i - Yu;(ud,i, Uc) Ve w.
Ug 3 T W3
We can bound this expression as
2 3 =
qd,i wi| < ( k(€ —|—) w; wi| + |v;| + |w;|) + [ Hy (- (142a)
a0 < (5 WO+ gy )l 32l sl s+ )
2 3 9 2 3
< (2@ + i ) v+ (GO i ) | X Gl ol ful) + s +
Je{1,...,n\{i}
+ [Ho ()]
(142b)
which we can substitute to (139) to obtain
. 2 3
Vw w; S qu,ivuc 7’436 +)+Ywu,iauc>w1'2
() = (X ) (SO + o) + Yo (i)
(143)

2 3
F (2101 rmm ) | X sl sl ful) + sl
Py je{l, e n\{i}

+ ([Huw ()] = Yo (uai, ue) [ve]) [wi -

For a sufficiently large w;, the quadratic term will dominate the linear term. Therefore, we can conclude that w; is bounded
if

2 3
Xw iy Ue - AN Yw iy Ue 0. 144
(uasene) (5 1RO+ s ) + Vo (i) < (144
From the definition of the lookahead distance (40), this condition is satisfied if
Ag > Vol u?; . (145)
Kutur )|~ 21A(E)]
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