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Task-Space Control of Robot Manipulators
based on Visual SLAM

Seyed Hamed Hashemi, Jouni Mattila

Abstract—This paper aims to address the open problem
of designing a globally stable vision-based controller for
robot manipulators. Accordingly, based on a hybrid mecha-
nism, this paper proposes a novel task-space control law
attained by taking the gradient of a potential function in
SE(3). The key idea is to employ the Visual Simultaneous
Localization and Mapping (VSLAM) algorithm to estimate
a robot pose. The estimated robot pose is then used in
the proposed hybrid controller as feedback information. In-
voking Barbalat’s lemma and Lyapunov’s stability theorem,
it is guaranteed that the resulting closed-loop system is
globally asymptotically stable, which is the main accom-
plishment of the proposed structure. Simulation studies
are conducted on a six degrees of freedom (6-DOF) robot
manipulator to demonstrate the effectiveness and validate
the performance of the proposed VSLAM-based control
scheme.

Index Terms— Hybrid systems, robot manipulator, task-
space control, visual SLAM

I. INTRODUCTION

THE control problem of robot manipulators has been

widely investigated in significant research from recent

decades [1]. This is because robotic systems have a wide

range of applications, from agriculture to surgery, industry,

and the military [2]. Existing control strategies for robot

manipulators can be categorized into two types: 1) task-

space control methods and 2) joint-space control methods.

The former are designed by defining trajectory-tracking errors

inside task-space, and afterwards, transforming the control

law into torque space. In the latter by contrast, the end-

effector trajectory is mapped into joint space through inverse

kinematics to determine the path-tracking errors [3].

Since most robot tasks in industry are defined in end-

effector space, much research has focused on designing con-

trollers directly in task-space [4]. The first task-space con-

troller was introduced in [5], where it was argued that the
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presented approach is applicable even in the case of singularity

or redundancy. Slotine and Li in [6] introduced a feedback

law which takes advantage of both a Proportional–Derivative-

type (PD-type) controller and a full dynamics feed-forward

compensator. This controller eliminates the need for feedback

information on joint accelerations and inverse of the estimated

inertia matrix. The work in [6] was revisited by [7], where

it was proven that a system that tracks desired paths while

keeping the regressor matrix exciting over time satisfies the

necessary and sufficient conditions of uniform global asymp-

totic stability. Since the demand for robot manipulators has

grown remarkably in different industrial applications, numer-

ous recent studies have been devoted to designing various

controllers in task-space, such as quaternion-based [8], dual

quaternion-based [9], and inverse dynamics controllers [10].

The vision-based controller is another commonly used

method for solving the robot control problem in Cartesian

space. It utilizes camera measurements as feedback infor-

mation. This is because robots endowed with cameras can

provide more environmental information and are more flexible

in dealing with unstructured environments [11]. Based on the

class of feedback information provided by vision sensors,

vision-based controllers can be categorized into three main

types [12]: 1) image-based visual servoing (IBVS), 2) position-

based visual servoing (PBVS), and 3) hybrid visual servoing

(HVS). For its advantages, such as ease of implementation,

robustness against image noise, and camera calibration, 2D

IBVS has received considerable attention. Nonetheless, IBVS

still suffers from some challenges: 1) it can only ensure

stability in a region close enough to the desired set, 2) it

requires an exact interaction matrix, 3) it can get stuck in

a local minima, and 4) it requires all features to be tracked

in two consecutive frames [13]. Accordingly, PBVS has been

widely researched since it provides 3D pose estimation, a

broad field of view, and higher accuracy for motion control.

Nevertheless, this method has its own disadvantages, such as

sensitivity to camera calibration and a need for accurate robot

and camera models [14]. Moreover, the main shortcoming of

existing vision-based control techniques is that they still do

not consider the effects of robot dynamics in stability proofs.

In light of the aforementioned discussion, this paper intro-

duces a new control scheme that exploits every advantage of

the vision-based control strategy while trying to overcome its

problems. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the stability

of state-of-the-art vision-based control methods is only valid

locally in confined task-space. Furthermore, the stability of

these techniques depends on the number of visible features

http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.04163v1
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and camera calibration. Consequently, for the first time, this

paper suggests utilizing a VSLAM observer to estimate robot

pose because its stability is independent of camera and feature

information. As a result, this paper proposes a new VSLAM-

based control structure that, to improve upon existing task-

space control approaches, makes the following contributions:

• A new hybrid feedback law is designed directly in task-

space to control end-effector pose. The proposed control law is

a gradient-based controller obtained by taking the gradient of a

positive-valued continuously differentiable function in SE(3).
• A geometric VSLAM algorithm is derived directly from

the Lie group of SLAMn(3). The introduced VSLAM ob-

server estimates the robot pose, which is then used as task-

space feedback information for the proposed controller.

• The main contribution of this paper is to show how

a VSLAM-based control structure gains global asymptotic

stability by incorporating robot dynamics.

This paper consists of six sections, including the introduc-

tion. Preliminary mathematical definitions, a generic back-

ground on hybrid systems, SLAM kinematics, and the kine-

matic and dynamic equations of the robot manipulator are pro-

vided in section 2. A visual SLAM algorithm is described in

section 3. Section 4 presents a design and stability analysis of

the proposed hybrid feedback law. Section 5 demonstrates the

performance of the proposed VSLAM-based control structure

based on simulation results. By providing some concluding

remarks, section 6 summarizes the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

By R, this paper denotes the set of real numbers, and by

N, it denotes the set of natural numbers. Sn := {y ∈ Rn+1 :
‖y‖ = 1} and B := {y ∈ Rn : ‖y‖ ≤ 1}, respectively,

represent a unit n-dimensional sphere and a closed unit n-

dimensional ball. Rn denotes n-dimensional Euclidean space,

where {ei}1≤i≤n ⊂ Rn is the canonical basis of Rn. The

Euclidean norm of a vector x ∈ Rn is given by ‖x‖ =
√

〈x, x〉, where 〈x, y〉 := xT y are the inner products and

‖x‖A := miny∈A ‖x− y‖. Given a matrix A ∈ Rn×n, its

trace, determinant, transpose, and skew-symmetric parts and

Frobenius norm are defined as tr(A), det(A), AT , skew(A) =
(A − AT )/2, and ‖A‖F =

√

〈A,A〉 =
√

tr(ATA), respec-

tively. In this paper, matrix R belongs to the special orthogonal

group of order three SO(3) := {R ∈ R3×3 : RTR = RRT =
I, det(R) = 1}, which denotes the attitude of a rigid body. The

Lie algebra of SO(3) is denoted by so(3) = {A ∈ R
3×3 :

AT = −A}. The matrix Lie group SLAMn(3) := {X =
Ψ(R, p, η) : R ∈ SO(3), p ∈ R3, η ∈ R3×n} is the SLAM
group and X−1 = Ψ(RT ,−RTp,−RT η) is its inverse. The

Lie algebra of SLAMn(3) is given by

slamn(3) := {V(ω, v, ξ) =

[

Γ(ω) v ξ
0n+1×3 0n+1×1 0n+1×n

]

: ω, v ∈ R
3, ξ ∈ R

3×n}.

Let M be a smooth manifold and TXM denote its

tangent space, as in TXSLAMn(3) := {XV : X ∈

SLAMn(3) and V ∈ slamn(3)}. The map AdX :
SLAMn(3)×slamn(3) → slamn(3) is called the adjoint map

for the SLAM group and its associated Lie algebra slamn(3),
which transforms a tangent vector of one element into a

tangent vector of another. The following maps are frequently

utilized throughout the paper.

Γ(y) =





0 −y3 y2
y3 0 −y1
−y2 y1 0



 ,

ϕ(A) =
1

2





A(3,2) −A(2,3)

A(1,3) −A(3,1)

A(2,1) −A(1,2)



 , ϕ̄(A) =

[

ϕ(A)
1
2y

]

,

Ψ(R, p, η) =





R p η
01×3 1 01×n

0n×3 0n×1 In×n



 ,

Ψ̄(R, p) =

[

R p
01×3 1

]

, A =

[

A y
c d

]

,

Υ(B) = Υ(

[

A B2

BT
3 B4

]

) =

[

skew(A) B2

0n+1×3 0n+1×n+1

]

,

Ῡ(A) = Υ(

[

skew(A) y
01×3 0

]

),

ADX =

[

R 03×3

Γ(p)R R

]

, ∀X = Ψ̄(R, p)

y ∈ R
3×1, A ∈ R

3×3, c ∈ R
1×3, d ∈ R

(B2, B3) ∈ R
3×n+1, B4 ∈ R

n+1×n+1

(1)

Moreover, ∇Xm ∈ TXM represents the gradient of a

differentiable smooth function m : M → R, which is

determined throuh the following equation:

dm.XV = 〈∇Xm,XV〉X =
〈

X−1∇Xm,V
〉

(2)

In Equation (2), dm and 〈., .〉X stand for the differential

of m and a Riemannian metric on the matrix Lie group,

respectively, such that

〈XV1,XV2〉X = 〈V1,V2〉 .

A Rodrigues formula ℜ : R× S2 → SO(3) defined by

ℜ(θ, y) = I + sin(θ)Γ(y) + (1 − cos(θ))Γ2(y), or

ℜ(θ, y) = exp(θΓ(y)),
(3)

is utilized to describe a rotation matrix R ∈ SO(3) in terms

of its axis y ∈ S2 and angle θ ∈ R of rotation.

B. Hybrid System Framework

The following equation describes the framework for hybrid

dynamical systems H used throughout this paper [15]:

H :

{

ẋ = f(x, u), (x, u) ∈ C
x+ = g(x, u), (x, u) ∈ D

(4)

Here, x ∈ Rn and u ∈ Rm denote the state vector and the

input of H, respectively. The flow map f : Rn × Rm → Rn

defines the continuous evolution of x when (x, u) belongs to
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the flow set C ⊂ Rn×Rm. The jump map g : Rn×Rm → Rn

describes the behavior of the systems during jumps when

(x, u) belongs to the jump set D ⊂ Rn × Rm. C and D
illustrate where continuous evolution and jumps are permitted,

respectively. A solution to H is defined in a hybrid time

domain E ⊂ R≥0 × N, which is parameterized by the time

variable t ∈ R≥0 and jump variable j ∈ N. The subset

E is a hybrid time domain if it can be written as E =
I
⋃

i=1

([ti, ti+1] , i) for finite sequences of time 0 = t0 ≤ t1 · · · ≤

tI+1.

Lemma 1 [16]: For the hybrid system H, the closed set

A ⊂ Rn is judged locally exponentially stable if there exist

(α1 > α2, s1, s2, n) ∈ R≥0 and a continuously differentiable

function V : Rn → R≥0 such that the following inequalities

hold:

α2‖x‖
n

A ≤ V (x) ≤ α1‖x‖
n

A,

∀x ∈ (C ∪D ∪ g(D)) ∩ (A+ s1B)

〈∇V (x), f〉 ≤ −s2V (x), ∀x ∈ C ∩ (A+ s1B)

V (g) ≤ exp(−s2)V (x), ∀x ∈ D ∩ (A+ s1B).

(5)

Function V is defined in an open set containing the closure

of C. When s1 → ∞ and both s2 → 0 and s1 → ∞, set

A is said to be globally exponentially stable and globally

asymptotically stable, respectively.

C. SLAM Kinematics

The kinematic equations of motion of a rigid body and the

ith landmark can be expressed as

Ṙ = RΓ(ω), (6)

ṗ = Rv, (7)

η̇i = Rξi, i = 1, . . . , n (8)

where ξi ∈ R3, ω ∈ R3, and v ∈ R3, respectively, denote

the linear speed of the ith landmark, angular rate, and linear

velocity of a rigid body with respect to the body-fixed frame

B. Furthermore, p ∈ R3 represents the position of a rigid body

in the inertial frame I and ηi ∈ R3 represents the location of

the ith landmark in I. The motion kinematics in (4-6) can be

rephrased more compactly as

Ẋ = XV . (9)

This paper focuses on stationary landmarks, which signify

that ξi = 0. The robot is equipped with sensors to measure its

linear and angular velocity. The robot is also equipped with a

camera that can measure ranges θb = ‖ηi − p‖ and bearings

 = RT (ηi − p)/θb in relation to landmarks. Accordingly, βi

denotes a camera measurement that contains both range and

bearing measurements and is given by

βi := X−1ri =





RT (ηi − p)
1

−ei



 , ri =





03×1

1
−ei



 . (10)

D. Robot Manipulator Dynamics

The dynamics of an n-link robot manipulator can be gov-

erned by the following so-called Euler–Lagrange equation

[17]:

M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ +G(q) + F (q̇) = τ, (11)

where q = [q1, q2, · · · , qn]
T ∈ Rn is the joint position and

q̇ = [q̇1, q̇2, · · · , q̇n]
T ∈ Rn is the joint velocity. Furthermore,

M(q) ∈ Rn×n is the nominal inertia matrix, C(q, q̇) ∈ Rn×n

represents the nominal Coriolis-centrifugal matrix, G(q) ∈ Rn

is the gravity vector, and F (q̇) ∈ Rn contains the frictional

force coefficients. Moreover, τ ∈ R
n represents the applied

control torque. The forward kinematics of a robotic manipu-

lator provide a map between Cartesian space and joint space

given by

xend(t) = h(q(t)). (12)

Here, xend denotes the attitude and position of a manip-

ulator end-effector in task-space. Taking the derivative with

respect to time on both sides of (12) yields the relation between

the joint and Cartesian space velocities.

ẋend(t) =
∂h(q)

∂q
q̇(t) = Jq̇(t), or, Z =

[

ω
v

]

= Jq̇(t) (13)

Here, J is the Jacobian matrix of the forward kinematics,

and ω, v represent the angular and linear velocity components

of the end-effector velocity vector, respectively.

III. VISUAL SLAM ALGORITHM

This section presents the visual SLAM algorithm, which

is used to estimate end-effector poses. There is an extensive

literature full of various methods for solving the VSLAM

problem. Consequently, existing VSLAM algorithms fall into

three categories: optimization-based methods [18], geometric-

type techniques [19], and Kalman-type algorithms [20]. All

these techniques have their own advantages and disadvantages.

For example, geometric-type algorithms can only guarantee

almost global stability due to the existence of sets with

Lebesgue measure zero in SO(3). Likewise, Kalman-type

methods and optimization-based strategies suffer from per-

formance dependency on the initialization and also cannot

ensure stability. Consequently, this paper makes use of the

VSLAM algorithm introduced by the authors in [21], where it

was proven that the provided VSLAM method can guarantee

global asymptotic stability and overcome problems associated

with existing VSLAM algorithms.

The first step in designing the proposed VSLAM algorithm

is defining the potential function, U : SLAMn(3) → R, which

is given by

U(X ) =
1

2
tr((I −X )A(I −X )T ),

A :=

n
∑

i=1

kiriri
T , ki ∈ R≥0.

(14)
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The following identity is useful in determining the gradient

of potential function ∇XU , which is obtained with the aid

of a Riemannian metric in SLAMn(3) and identities in the

Appendix.

dU .XV =
〈

X−1∇XU ,V
〉

, or,

dU .XV = tr(−A(I −X )TXV)

=
〈

Υ(X−1(X − I)A),V
〉

=
〈

Υ((I −X−1)A),V
〉

(15)

As a result, the gradient of potential function U with respect

to X is determined as follows:

∇X (U) = XΥ((I −X−1)A) (16)

Estimation error is often defined as the difference between

the true state value X and estimated state value X̂ , i.e., X̃ =
XX̂−1 with R̃ = RR̂T , p̃ = p− R̃p̂, and η̃ = η− R̃η̂. Hence,

the following identities represent the potential function (14)

and its gradient (16) in terms of estimation error:

Υ(

n
∑

i=1

ki(ri − X̂βi)r
T
i ) = Υ((I − X̃−1)A), (a)

n
∑

i=1

ki‖ri − X̂βi‖
2 = tr((I − X̃ )A(I − X̃ )T ), (b)

(17)

The following equation describes the dynamics of the VS-

LAM algorithm introduced by the authors in [21]:

{

˙̂
X = X̂ (V −∆), X̂ ∈ C

q̇ = 0,






X̂+ = Xq, X̂ ∈ D

q+ = argmin
q∈Q

U(X̃q),

C := {(U(X̃ )− min
X̃q∈Q

U(X̃q) ≤ δ),

D := {(U(X̃ )− min
X̃q∈Q

U(X̃q) ≥ δ),

Xq = Ψ(ℜ(qθ, ℓ), 0, 0)Ψ(R̂, p̂, η̂), q ∈ N

∆ = −Ad
X̂−1Υ(

n
∑

i=1

ki(ri − X̂βi)r
T
i )K,

(18)

Here, K := koIn+4×n+4 with ko ∈ R>0 is the observer

gain, q ∈ N belongs to a compact set Q = {Xq ∈
SLAMn(3) : q ∈ N, ℓ ∈ S

2, θ ∈ R>0}, and X̃q = XX−1
q .

Moreover, (θ, δ) ∈ R>0, and ℓ ∈ S2 are arbitrary constants

and an arbitrary fixed vector, respectively.

Theorem 1: Consider the SLAM kinematics (9) evolving

on SLAMn(3) along with bounded measurements (10). The

VSLAM algorithm defined by (18) is a global asymptotic

convergent observer, i.e., state estimation error X̃ globally

asymptotically converges to In+4×n+4.

Proof: The proof of Theorem 1 is omitted here; however,

full details can be found in [21].

IV. PROPOSED HYBRID FEEDBACK LAW

The proposed hybrid feedback law is developed in this

section. In the past decade, hybrid controllers have frequently

been used for stabilizing systems evolving in matrix Lie groups

[22] since it was proven that continuous and discontinuous

feedback laws cannot globally stabilize these systems in the

desired set [23]. This is due to the non-contractibility of the

configuration space of the attitude and existence of sets that

have Lebesgue measure zero [24]. Nonetheless, to the best

of the authors’ knowledge, hybrid controllers have not yet

been applied to a robot manipulator. Consequently, for the

first time, this paper designs a new hybrid feedback law to

control robot manipulators in task-space. The proposed hybrid

feedback law is directly designed in SE(3) (end-effector

configuration space) by constructing a potential function in

SE(3) and taking its gradient. Accordingly, potential function

U : SE(3)× R → R is defined as follows:

U(X, h) =
1

2
tr((I − XhX)G(I − XhX)

T ),

Xh =

[

ℜ(θh, ) 03×1

01×3 1

] (19)

Here, G ∈ R4×4 is a symmetric positive definite matrix,

X ∈ SE(3) := {X = Ψ̄(R, p) : R ∈ SO(3), p ∈ R3},  ∈
S2 is an arbitrary constant vector, and θh ∈ R belongs to a

compact set Ξ := {θh ∈ R : |θh| ≤ π/2}. By following

the same procedure of gradient calculation for the previous

potential function, the gradient of U(X, h) is determined as

follows (for details, see [25]):

ϕ̄(X−1∇XU(X, h)) = AD−T
Xh

ϕ̄((I − (XhX)
−1)G) (20)

Consequently, the proposed hybrid feedback control law is

defined as

τ∗ = N(q, q̇)−M(q)J−1(J̇ q̇ + ϕ̄(X−1
e ∇Xe

U(Xe, h) +GdY)),

N(q, q̇) = C(q, q̇)q̇ +G(q) + F (q̇).
(21)

In Equation (21), Gd = gdI6×6 with gd ∈ R>0 is the

controller gain, and definitions of Xe and Y are given in

the proof of Theorem 2. The following hybrid mechanism

calculates the switching variable h:

{

ḣ = 0, (Xe, h) ∈ C′

{

h+ = argmin
h′∈Ξ

U(Xe, h
′), (Xe, h) ∈ D′

C′ := {(U(Xe, h)− min
h′∈Ξ

U(Xe, h
′) ≤ δ),

D′ := {(U(Xe, h)− min
h′∈Ξ

U(Xe, h
′) ≥ δ),

(22)

Theorem 2: Consider the robot dynamic equation (11) in

a closed loop with the proposed hybrid feedback law (21)

and observer (18). Then, the compact set A := {Xd ∈
SE(3), X̃ ∈ SLAMn(3) : Xd = Ψ̄(Rd, pd), X̃ = I} is
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globally asymptotically stable for the resulting closed-loop

systems.

Proof: In accordance with Lemma 1, the proof of Theorem

2 fall into two phases.

Step 1: The second condition of (5) is proven in this step.

It can easily be shown Ẋ−1 = −X−1ẊX−1 by using the fact

that X−1X = I4×4. The end-effector motion is represented by

the following kinematic model:

Ẋ = X

[

Γ(ω) v
0 0

]

= XW (23)

To define the end-effector pose tracking error Xe = X
−1
d X,

one can formulate the tracking error dynamics as follows.

Ẋe = Ẋ
−1
d X+ X

−1
d Ẋ ⇒

Ẋe = Xe(W−Ad
X

−1

e
Wd) = XeY

(24)

Here, the definition of Wd is the same as that of W

with the desired constant angular velocity ωd and constant

linear velocity vd. This paper employs the Lyapunov candidate

function as follows:

V (Xe, X̃ ,Y) = U(Xe, h) + U(X̃ ) +
1

2
ϕ̄T (Y)ϕ̄(Y) (25)

The time derivative of the proposed Lyapunov function is

given by

V̇ = 〈∇Xe
U,XeY〉Xe

+
〈

∇X̃U , ˙̃X
〉

X̃
+ ϕ̄T (Y)ϕ̄(Ẏ). (26)

Therefore, by substituting Equations 24 and 27 [26] into

Equation (26) and using the fact that Ẇd = 0, one gets

V̇ = −ko‖Υ((I − X̃−1)A)‖2F

+
〈

X
−1
e ∇Xe

U,Y
〉

+ ϕ̄T (Y)ϕ̄(Ẇ)
(27)

In Equation (27), ϕ̄(Ẇ) is achieved by taking the time

derivative of Equation (13) since ϕ̄(W) = Z . Then,

Ż = Jq̈ + J̇ q̇, (28)

and replacing q̈ by Equation (11), one gets

Ż = JM−1(q)(τ −N(q, q̇)) + J̇ q̇. (29)

The following equation is the result of applying the pro-

posed hybrid feedback law (τ∗) to Equation (29):

Ż = −ϕ̄(X−1
e ∇Xe

U+GdY) (30)

Consequently, Equation (27) is simplified to

V̇ = −ko‖Υ((I − X̃−1)A)‖2F − gdϕ̄
T (Y)ϕ̄(Y)

+
〈

X
−1
e ∇Xe

U,Y
〉

− ϕ̄T (Y)ϕ̄(X−1
e ∇Xe

U),⇒

V̇ = −ko‖Υ((I − X̃−1)A)‖2F − gdϕ̄
T (Y)ϕ̄(Y) ≤ 0.

(31)

As a result, it follows from (31) that both the tracking error

and estimation error are globally bounded, hence; V̈ is also

globally bounded. By invoking Barbalat’s lemma, it can be

Fig. 1. Block diagram of the proposed scheme.

deduced that limt→+∞ V̇ = 0; therefore, limt→+∞ X → Xd

and limt→+∞ X → X̂ .

Step 2: This step provides proof for the third condition of

(5). Due to the existence of switching variables (h, q), it is

necessary to test variation in V (Xe, X̃ ,Y) to guarantee that

the Lyapunov function remains negative during jumps. Given

the last condition of (5), the variation in V among jumps is

defined by

V +(Xe, X̃ ,Y)− V (Xe, X̃ ,Y) =

U(Xe, h
+) + U(X̃+)− U(Xe, h)− U(X̃ ) =

U(X̃q)− U(X̃ ) + U(Xe, h
+)− U(Xe, h)

(32)

From (22) and (18), one can determine that

min
X̃q∈Q

U(X̃q)− U(X̃ ) ≤ −δ,

min
h′∈Ξ

U(Xe, h
′)− U(Xe, h) ≤ −δ.

(33)

Accordingly, from Lemma 1, one can easily derive that set

A is globally asymptotically stable. �

It is worth noting that the estimated pose Ψ̄(R̂, p̂) can be sub-

stituted for the true pose Ψ̄(R, p) in the proposed feedback law

without invalidating the stability proof since limt→+∞ X →
X̂ . The block diagram of the proposed VSLAM-based control

structure is depicted in Figure (1), and the salient features

of the proposed method are 1) its simple structure, 2) global

stability, and 3) light computational burden.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, a numerical simulation study is performed

to assess the performance of the proposed VSLAM-based

control structure given by (21). This study uses a 6-DOF

manipulator with a long arm, illustrated in Figure (2). A

detailed description of and supplementary material on this

manipulator can be found in [27]. The observer gain and

controller gain were determined as follows through trial and

error until a satisfactory performance was obtained:

K = 100In×n, G = 200I4×4, Gd = 5I6×6
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Fig. 2. 6-DOF manipulator arm utilized to validate the proposed
structure.

Fig. 3. End-effector trajectory, desired trajectory, and estimated trajec-
tory in 3D space.

Here, the task of the robot is to draw a square with sides

of 50 cm to demonstrate the robustness of the proposed

observer against initial conditions. The initial position of the

observer is chosen as [3.6 1 0], which is different from

the true value. The simulation results in Figures (3-6) are

achieved by applying the proposed VSLAM-based control

scheme to the 6-DOF manipulator with the long arm. The

desired trajectory, actual trajectory, and trajectory estimated by

VSLAM are depicted in Figure (3). This Figure shows that the

proposed controller has high accuracy in path tracking. Figure

(4) demonstrates the Euclidean norm of position estimation

error and Frobenius norm of attitude estimation error. The

end-effector position tracking error versus time is shown in

Figure (5). It can be deduced from Figures (4-5) that a tracking

error of approximately 2% is obtained despite the existence of

1% error in the estimated position. The torque produced by

the introduced VSLAM-based control structure is illustrated

in Figure (6). This figure confirms that the torque produced

by the proposed controller is realizable and applicable.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated the problem of designing a globally

stable vision-based controller for robot manipulators. To ad-

dress this problem, a novel control structure was introduced in

which a visual SLAM observer was employed for estimating

the robot pose. Based on feedback information provided

by the VSLAM observer, a new hybrid feedback law was
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Fig. 4. Position and attitude estimation errors.
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Fig. 5. Position tracking error of the end effector.

directly designed in SE(3). The proposed hybrid controller

was derived by taking the gradient of a potential function

defined in SE(3). The global asymptotic stability of the

proposed VSLAM-based control structure was proven with the

help of the Lyapunov stability theorem. Finally, the proposed

control scheme was tested on a 6-DOF robot manipulator to

demonstrate its accuracy and efficiency.

APPENDIX I
USEFUL PROPERTIES OF SLAMn(3) AND SE(3)

This subsection presents some useful identities, properties,

and maps related to the matrix Lie groups SLAMn(3) and
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SE(3):

Υ(XB) = Υ(X−TB), (a)

〈V , B〉 = 〈V ,Υ(B)〉 = 〈Υ(B),V〉 , (b)

tr(ABCD) = tr(CDAB) = tr(DABC), (c)

tr(X TXΥ(B)Υ(B)T ) = tr(Υ(B)Υ(B)T ), (d)

∂tr(AXBX TC)

∂tr(X )
= BX TCA+BTX TATCT (e)
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