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Generating 6-D Trajectories for Omnidirectional Multirotor Aerial
Vehicles in Cluttered Environments

Peiyan Liu, Yuanzhe Shen, Yuegian Liu, Fengyu Quan, Can Wang, and Haoyao Chen

Abstract— As fully-actuated systems, omnidirectional multi-
rotor aerial vehicles (OMAVs) have more flexible maneuverabil-
ity and advantages in aggressive flight in cluttered environments
than traditional underactuated MAVs. This paper aims to
achieve safe flight of OMAVs in cluttered environments. Con-
sidering existing static obstacles, an efficient optimization-based
framework is proposed to generate 6-D SE(3) trajectories
for OMAVs. Given the kinodynamic constraints and the 3D
collision-free region represented by a series of intersecting
convex polyhedra, the proposed method finally generates a safe
and dynamically feasible 6-D trajectory. First, we parameterize
the vehicle’s attitude into a free 3D vector using stereographic
projection to eliminate the constraints inherent in the SO(3)
manifold, while the complete SFE(3) trajectory is represented
as a 6-D polynomial in time without inherent constraints.
The vehicle’s shape is modeled as a cuboid attached to the
body frame to achieve whole-body collision evaluation. Then,
we formulate the origin trajectory generation problem as a
constrained optimization problem. The original constrained
problem is finally transformed into an unconstrained one that
can be solved efficiently. To verify the proposed framework’s
performance, simulations and real-world experiments based on
a tilt-rotor hexarotor aerial vehicle are carried out.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multirotor aerial vehicles (MAVs) have stood out from var-
ious intelligent robots and entered our lives from laboratories.
However, most traditional MAVs are underactuated systems,
which means their translation and rotation dynamics are
coupled. This nature limits the maneuverability of traditional
MAVs. In order to fully exploit the potential of MAVs,
several kinds of omnidirectional MAVs (OMAVs) with de-
coupled position and attitude control have been developed
in recent years. By changing the configuration of rotors [1]
or adding tilting degrees of freedom to rotors [2], this kind
of MAV can perform controlled and free rigid body motion,
which is impossible for traditional underactuated ones. In
some extreme scenarios, such as a narrow straight passage,
traditional MAVs coupling acceleration with attitude will be
most likely unable to pass through it without collision, while
OMAVs can tilt themselves to adapt to the narrow space
by controlling the attitude and simultaneously, control its
position to achieve smooth and collision-free passing. Such
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Fig. 1. The proposed 3-stage 6-D trajectory generation framework involves
initial path search, SFC generation, and 6-D trajectory optimization.

advantages make OMAVs bound to play a great application
value in scenarios like aerial manipulation and disaster
rescue.

In order to better exploit the potential of OMAVs, a
proper trajectory generation framework is indispensable. It
needs to generate 6-D SE(3) trajectories and take into
account the vehicle’s shape and pose to adapt to cluttered
environment. Moreover, we expect this framework to have
excellent computational efficiency.

The existing research on OMAVs mainly focuses on
the mechanical structure design and control strategy, but
few achievements have been made in trajectory generation.
Brescianini et al. efficiently generate 6-D trajectories that
satisfy certain input constraints for OMAVs using motion
primitives. An energy-efficient trajectory generation method
for a tilt-rotor hexarotor UAV is proposed in [3]. Pantic
et al. [4] present a trajectory generation method based on
Riemannian Motion Policies (RMPs), which aims to drive a
vehicle to fly to and along a specified surface and is applied
to aerial physical interaction. The above works do not take
into account the obstacles in the environment.

The existing works on trajectory generation of OMAVs do
not meet our requirements well, while trajectory generation
methods in the position space R3 are relatively mature for
traditional underactuated MAVs. Mellinger et al. [S] generate
smooth trajectories by minimizing the square integral of
the trajectory derivatives for the first time. Several efficient
schemes have been created based on the idea in [5]. In order
to meet the safety requirements in a cluttered environment,
gradient information in the map is used in [6] and [7] to
push the trajectories away from obstacles to achieve collision
avoidance. Another common way is to use intersecting
geometry primitives to approximate the free space connecting
the start and goal points [8] [9] [10] [11], and the union of
these primitives is called a safe flight corridor (SFC). Wang
et al. [12] propose an optimization-based trajectory gener-
ation framework for multicopters. It shows state-of-the-art
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Fig. 2. This figure shows the frame definitions, the rotor tilt angle, and the
CAD model of OmniHex. Fyy uses the east-north-up (ENU) coordinate
system. The origin of F} coincides with the vehicle’s Center of Mass
(CoM); the x, axis points forward, the y; axis points to the body’s left,
and the right-hand rule determines the z; axis.

performance in efficiency, extensibility, and solution quality.
Based on [12], several whole-body SFE(3) trajectory gener-
ation methods are proposed [10] [11] [13] in which whole-
body safety constraints can be constructed conveniently and
handled efficiently with 3-D free space approximated by the
polyhedral SFC. However, these methods are only suitable
for under-actuated MAVs whose position and attitude are
highly coupled.

This paper proposes an efficient 3-stage 6-D trajectory
generation framework for OMAVs in cluttered environments,
as shown in Fig. [T} Similar to [11], 3-D polyhedral SFC
is used to represent the collision-free region. First, we use
existing methods to search for an initial feasible path from
the start to the end point and generate a 3-D SFC based on
the initial path. Then, the 6-D trajectory optimization stage
efficiently generates a smooth, safe, and dynamically feasible
6-D trajectory connecting the start and the end states. For
trajectory representation, we represent a vehicle’s attitude as
a Hamilton unit quaternion Q € S? [14] and parameterize
it into a free 3-D vector using stereographic projection to
eliminate the constraints inherent in the S® manifold. This
3-D attitude vector is combined with the 3-D position vector
to form a 6-D pose vector. The complete SE(3) trajectory
is then represented as a piece-wise polynomial of the pose
vector over time. The vehicle’s shape and attitude are taken
into account to apply whole-body safety constraints to the
trajectory. We formulate the trajectory generation problem
as a constrained optimization problem and finally transform
it into an unconstrained one that can be solved using quasi-
Newton methods.

In summary, the main contributions of this paper are:

o We propose a stereographic-projection-based method to
represent rotation trajectories as curves in R3,

o Based on the above trajectory representation, we pro-
pose an efficient 6-D trajectory optimization method
that considers constraints including whole-body safety
and dynamic limits for OMAVs.

o We present an efficient 6-D trajectory generation frame-
work that can give full play to the obstacle avoidance
potential of OMAVs for the first time.

II. SYSTEM MODELING AND CONTROL
A. Definitions

The methodology of this paper mainly involves two right-
handed coordinate systems: the world (inertial) frame Fy
and the body frame F;, (Fig.[2). We denote a4 the coordinate
of a vector a expressed in frame F4, and we omit the
subscript if F4 is the world frame Fy. Denote R the
rotation matrix of the body frame F; w.r.t. the world frame
JFw, and thus a = Ray.

B. System Modeling of OMAVs

A common OMAV has six independent control degrees of
freedom, we take joint thrust and torque generated by the
rotors expressed in Fp as its control input

uw=1[f 7] eRrS, (1)

and we select CoM position p, CoM velocity v = p, Fp’s
orientation € (expressed as Euler angles), and F;’s angular
velocity w (all expressed in Fyy) as its state variables:

X = [pmpy,pz,<Z>,971/)7vw,Uwvz,wg;,wy,wz}—r € R'2, 2
N N N N——
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The system’s output is given by the position of its CoM and
the orientation of F;, expressed in Fyy:

y(t) :={p(®), R(t)} € SE(3). 3)
Expressing a rotation trajectory as a function of the
rotation matrix w.r.t. time ¢ is intuitive. However, this implies
equality constraints inherent in SO(3), which can be trouble-
some for trajectory optimization. So, we consider parameter-
izing each rotation R as an unconstrained 3-D vector. Denote
a rotation trajectory by a curve o'(t) : [to,ta] — R?, and
the corresponding R.(¢) is determined by a smooth surjection
R(o) : R? — SO(3). Then, we express the 6-D trajectory
as
2(t):=[p'(t) oT(t)] RS )
Now the angular velocity w of F; can be obtained from
o and its finite derivatives:

3
. OR (o)
A A _
wt =w(o,0) = ;:1 9o,

where (-)" : R? — s0(3) denotes the skew-symmetric matrix
of a 3-D vector and thus a x b = a"b,Va,b € R3. The
inverse map is denote as (-)V : s0(3) — R®. The angular
acceleration w can be further calculated according to (3)) :

&iR(o) ", (5)

3 3 R
Gj0i+——06; | RT +RR'.
80’i

(6)
Thus, we obtain the expression of the state x w.r.t. z and z’s
finite derivatives, given as

p
p
| -y e(o)
x=|_.| =V,(z,2):= :
p b y
w
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Fig. 3. The control pipeline of OmniHex. As the position control
and attitude control of OmniHex is decoupled, the linear and angular
acceleration setpoints are calculated separately by their respective cascade
PID controllers.

The expression of the control input u w.r.t. z and z’s finite
derivatives can be determined by combining (3)) and (6) with
Newton-Euler equation, given as

a7

where m is the mass of the system; g = [0 0 —9.8} m-
2 acceleration of gravity in Fy; J(o)

mR(o)" (b - g)
R(o)" (wNJ(o)w + J(U)w%)

V. (2,2,%) :=

S is
R(0)J,R(0)" € R**3, where J;, € R3*3 is the vehicle’s
inertia matrix in J, which can be treated as a constant.

Equ. (7) and Equ. (8) indicate that our selected trajectory
representation z(¢) has the properties as a flat output [15].
Therefore, it is convenient to transform constraints on the
state x € R'? and the input u € R® to constraints on z € RS
and 2z’s finite derivatives using Equ. (7) and Equ. ().

C. Position and Attitude Control

In this section, we briefly introduce the control strategy
designed for a tilt-rotor omnidirectional hexacopter (from
now on called OmniHex) to accurately track 6-D trajectories.
As shown in Fig. 2] compared to traditional hexacopters,
OmniHex adds an additional controllable degree of freedom
for each rotor to rotate around the axis of the arm on which
it is mounted, which allows OmniHex to generate thrust and
torque in any direction relative to F; for independent control
of position and attitude. The control pipeline of OmniHex is
shown in Fig. |3| In the following statements, the quantities
with subscript “ref” are the setpoints given by the reference
trajectory, and those with subscript “fdb” are the feedback
from the state estimator.

1) Position Controller: The outer loop of the position
controller is a proportional controller that sets the desired
velocity v, for the inner loop based on position error e, :=
Pref — Pfdb-
©))

where © represents the entry-wise multiplication of two
vectors with the same dimensions. Kp, € R? is the
proportional gains. The inner velocity control loop uses PID
control with a feed-forward design, given as

Vip = Kpp ©ep,

de,

dt +KF,U®Vl”Cf7

(10)
where Kp ,, K7, Kp,Kr, € R3 are gains for propor-
tional, integral, derivative, and feed-forward control, respec-
tively. e, := vsp — vsgp is the velocity error.

Asp = KP7U®6U+KI7U®/ e,dt+Kp ,©

2) Attitude Control: We use Hamilton unit quaternions to
represent the attitudes. The attitude error is defined as

T —
eqQ = [BQ,w eg,vec] = Qrer ® Qfdb17 (1)

where eg ., € R and eqgyec € R? are scalar and vector
parts of quaternion eg, respectively. ® denotes quaternion
product. Then the outer loop of attitude control maps the
attitude error to the desired angular velocity wy g, (expressed
in F3) as follows:

Wh,sp = Sign(eQ,w) . KP,Q © €Q,vec) (12)

Denoting angular velocity error as e, := Wpref — Wh fdbs
the inner loop calculates the desired angular acceleration as
follows:
. de,,
Wh,sp = KP,w ©ey+ Kl,w © / e, dt + KD,w © W

+ KF,w O] W, ref -
(13)
3) Wrench Conversion and Control Allocation: Obtaining
the desired accelerations, we can calculate the desired control
wrench wy o, (expressed in F3) as follows:

—1
S fosp| _ mQug, ® (agp — 8)
P - . A A
P Th,sp wab,sp =+ dcomfb,Sp + wb’fdebwb,fdb ’
(1

where the offset of the CoM d.op, is predefined. The actuator
commands of OmniHex are rotation speeds w; and tilt

angles a;,7 = 1,--- ,6 of its six rotors. Defining cos a; =
ci,sina; = s;,1 = 1,--+,6, Wy calculated in (14) can

also be expressed as

2 2 2 2 T
Whsp = A[W181,W1017 U 7w6867w606] ) (15)

where A € R6%12 is the allocation matrix defined in [16].
Using the strategy presented in [16], we can obtain the
desired actuator commands.

III. METHOD

This section presents the details of the proposed 3-stage
optimization-based trajectory generation framework based on
the above system modeling. The path search and the SFC
generation stages are introduced briefly in Section [[TI-A] The
trajectory optimization stage is described in detail in Sections
to [LII-D} which is the main contribution of this paper.

A. Whole-body Safety Constraint

To construct whole-body safety constraints, we use convex
polyhedral SFC to represent the collision-free regions in 3-D
position space connecting the start point p, € R? and the
target point p; € R3. First, we search an initial collision-free
path po — p1 — -+ — Pum, from pg = p, 0 Pyp = Py
Then, we use RILS [17] to find a 3-D convex polyhedron
‘P; approximating the collision-free region around each path
segment p;_1 — p;,¢ = 1,--- , Mp as a primitive of SFC.
The resulting SFC is defined as SFC := UM Pi. Two
adjacent convex polyhedral primitives satisfy the connection
condition:

(PinNPip1) #0,i=1,-- , Mp —1, (16)



where (A)° denotes the interior of the point set A.

The shape of the vehicle is approximated by a convex
polyhedron Ps that is fixed to F;, and wraps the entire
vehicle. The coordinates of its vertices in F; denoted by
v;,l = 1,--- L, are known constants. The safety of the
vehicle can be guaranteed as long as the L, vertices are all
in the convex polyhedron P that represents the safe region.
We express P using linear inequalities:

P={pecR’np—d.<0,k=1,--- K}, (17)

which means that the convex polyhedron P is the intersection
of K halfspaces. nj, € R3 is the unit outer normal vector of
the k-th halfspace. Then the safety condition of the vehicle
with position p and attitude R can be written as follow

njv —dp <0,Vke{l,--- ,K},Vle{l,--- L}, (18)

where v; := p+Ruv;,l =1, --- L, are coordinates of vertices
of 735 in ]:W

B. 6-D Trajectory Optimization

For the convenience of controlling the derivatives, we
express z(t) as a 6-D piece-wise polynomial over time:

z(t) =] Bt —t;_1),if t € [ti_y,ts],i=1,--- , M (19)

where ¢; € R("tDX6 ig the coefficient matrix of the i-th
piece and B(a) == [1 « --- a”f € RO+D. M is
the number of pieces. The coefficient matrix of the whole
trajectory ¢ and the times allocated for all the pieces are
defined as

ci=[c] o ef] eRMMDE o)
T:=[t1 —t tM—tM—l}T
S @n
= [Ty Ty| eRY.

Our goal is to find the optimal ¢ and T that mini-
mize a given objective function, but the high dimension-
ality of ¢ may reduce efficiency. By enforcing the opti-
mality conditions in Theorem 2 of [12], the parameters
of z(t) can be transformed from (c,T) to the waypoints

q = [ql . qM—l] € R6X(M_l)vi = 17 7M -
1 and T. After specifying (q, T), the start condition
7, = Z[sfl](to) — [Z(to)T z(s—l)(tO)T]T c

RY, and the end condition z; := z*"U(t)) =
[2(tar)T 26D ()] € RS, ¢ will be deter-
mined uniquely in an efficient way by solving the sparse
linear system

M(T)c(q, T) = b(q) = ¢(q, T) = M~ (T)b(q), (22)

where M € R2Msx2Ms and b € R2M5%6 are defined in [12].
The resulting trajectory satisfies z(t;) = q; and is 2s — 2
times continuously differentiable at ¢;,7 = 1,--- ;M — 1.
The degree of polynomial z(t) is determined by the system
order s € Ny as n=2s—1.

For the convenience of the following statement, we di-
vide ¢ and q into position blocks and attitude blocks:
¢, = [ ¢f],cl,c? € R**3; ¢ = [P ¢7],cP, ¢ €

YL T

Fig. 4. The 2-D illustration of spatial constraints 23d)-(231). In this case
k1 =3,ke =6, and kpr, , = M — 3.

.
R2Msx3, g — {q?‘r q?'r} q’.q7 € R} q =

[qp‘r an]T .qP,q” € R3*(M-1),

We expect the trajectory z(t) to be smooth enough and
satisfy the boundary conditions, the dynamic constraints,
and the safety constraints. Then, the original form of our
trajectory optimization problem is as follows:

tar
min [ 290) Bt + Iy T, (23)
q,T to
sit. 2l (tg) = 7o, 25 (tar) = 74, (23b)
t)=c; (q, T)B(t — t;_1),Vt € [ti_1,t;],
z(t) = ¢; (q, T)B( 1) [ti—1,ti] (230)

i=1,-00 M,
y G(Piﬂpi+1)o,i:1,”~ ,Mp—l,

q; (23d)
PePif1<j <k,
4 =R = s (23e)
qj S P]Wpalf k]\/[p—l < J S M — 1)
qj € Pi,if kioy <j <kii=2,---,Mp—1,
(231)
T > 0, (23g)
Hp(t)H% < viaxth € [tOvtML (23h)
B3 < agus, VE € [to, tu], (23i)
W3 < wWiaws VE € [to, tar), (23))
v (t) € PELVEE [ty t)i=1,---M;l=1,--- L.
(23k)

The first term of the objective function (23a)) is the smooth-
ness cost, from now on denoted as .J, and the second is
the time regularization term. Spatial constraints ([23d)-(23f)
bind the position waypoints to a specific region in the SFC,
where k;,i = 1,---, Mp is the indices of waypoints that
should be confined to (P; NP;;1)° and 1 < k; < kjq <
M—1,i=1,---,Mp—1, as illustrated in Fig. i} Temporal
constraint (23g) ensures that the time allocated to each piece
is strictly positive. Inequalities (23h)-(23]) are kinodynamic
constraints according to the task requirements and vehicle
limits; Safety constraint confines each trajectory piece
to a polyhedron primitive of SFC. We let P! := {p €
R3|nzkp —dir<0,k=1,---,K;} denote the polyhedron
to which the i-th piece is assigned.

The original trajectory optimization problem (23 contains
various constraints. To deal with them, we draw on the ideas
in [12]. The continuous-time constraints (23h) to (23k) can
be softened as integral penalty terms. The spatial constraints
(23d)-(231) and temporal constraint can be eliminated
using certain diffeomorphisms g” (&) and T(7) suggested
in [12]. Note that different from [12], our optimization
variables include rotation waypoints q°. Our strategy is



not to impose any hard constraints on q°, so there is no
need to transform it. Finally, what we need to solve is an
unconstrained optimization problem as follows:

Join J(@(€),a”, T(r)) + k| T(7) 1

M k . 9 T
WSSV (I )l — va) 5

iA:/Il j:l o i
W) DV (||I'j (@)l - aiax) -

=1 j=1

M ’ K . ) T
WDV ([l ()3 — when) 3

=1 j=1

M Jn L, K; ) T
WY S ISV (0l (Ey) — dik) =,

i=1 j=1 =1 k=1

(24)

where W, is the weight of the corresponding penalty term.
k € Ny controls the resolution of numerical integration.
V() := max(-,0)3 measures the constraint violation on the
trajectory at the sampling time fij =t + %TZ Problem
(24]) can be solved by quasi-Newton methods.

C. Gradient Calculation

The gradients of the objective function w.r.t. the opti-
mization variables are needed to solve the unconstrained
optimization problem (24). First, we calculate the gradients
w.r.t. c and T (refer to Appendix[I), Then, the gradients w.r.t.
optimization variables &, q°, and T can be obtained using
the formulas derived as [12].

Since the rotation-related quantities such as R and w are
closely related to the rotation vector o defined in Section
the evaluation of these penalty terms and their gradients
will vary depending on the rotation parameterization map
R(o) : R? — SO(3).

D. Rotation Parameterization

From Section [[II-B] and Appendix [[] we can find that
choosing an appropriate rotation parameterization map R(o)
is essential for our trajectory generation. There are several
commonly used ways to parameterize a rotation in SO(3)
as a vector in R3, such as Euler angles and axis-angle (also
known as a Lie algebra of SO(3)). However, since o is a free
vector on which we do not apply any hard constraints, it will
be ambiguous if o represents Euler angles or an axis-angle:
two very different o values will most likely correspond to
the same rotation. Moreover, Euler angle representation has
the problem of gimbal lock.

Considering these shortcomings, Euler angle or an axis-
angle representation lacks rationality when using polynomial
interpolation. In our implementation, we adopt a parameter-
ization method based on Hamilton quaternion representation
[14] and stereographic projection, which is more rational
as shown in [18]. It uses the homeomorphism between
the hyperplane R® and the hypersphere S® with one pole
removed. A stereographic projection maps an arbitrary vector

(b)

Fig. 5. Illustrations of some experiment settings. (a) shows the cuboid
used to approximate the vehicle’s shape, of which the center coincides with
the vehicle’s CoM, and the three symmetry axes are parallel with axes of
Fp. (b) shows the real OmniHex we develop.

TABLE I
OPTIMIZATION SETTINGS

K Umax Amax Wmax
16 0.6m-s~ 1 [ 2.0m-s—2 | 0.5rad-s !
W Wa W kp
1x105 | 1x10° 1 x10° 10
o € R?® as a unit quaternion Q := [w = y Z] T
[w r'] T representing the rotation
1—2y% —222  2(zy — wz) 2(zz + wy)
R(Q) = | 2(zy+wz) 1—22%2—-222 2(yz — wx)
2(xz — wy) 2(yz +wx) 1 —22% — 292
. (25)
If the pole is chosen as Qy = [1 0 0 0] , the map

is expressed as follows:

T
Qo) = 2ot 32| esh\{QulvoeR®
(26)
We can see that Q(o) : R?* — S*\{Qx} is smooth and
one-to-one. Thus each rotation has at most two distinct o
counterparts (R = I corresponds only to the origin of R?),
which greatly reduces the possibility of ambiguity.
The angular velocity expressed in Fy can be calculated
as:
w=2UQ =2UG s, (27)

where U = [-r wl+r"] € R4 and G :=
[fuv Oz 9y 9z] € R3*%. Then, we can calculate the

90 0o 9o 0o
rotation-related penalty terms.

IV. SIMULATIONS AND EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we show the performance of the proposed
method. First, we generate trajectories in cluttered simulation
environments to verify the effectiveness and efficiency of our
method. Then, real-world experiments are carried out to test
the practicability of our method.

A. Implementation Details

The initial path is obtained by applying RRT to the SFE(3)
configuration space and is used to generate SFC using RILS.

The algorithm used to solve the optimization problem (24)
is L-BFGS [19], with the backtracking method [20] used
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Fig. 6. A 6-D trajectory generated in Scenario A. (a) shows the overview
of the map and the trajectory (from the top view), where a series of light
blue transparent convex polyhedra form the SFC, the red curve represents
the geometry of the position part of the 6-D trajectory (i.e., the trajectory
of CoM), and the vehicle models in dark blue represent the rotation parts
of the 6-D trajectory at the corresponding sampling points. (b) shows
the kinodynamic properties of the trajectory, specifically the changes of
[[v]l2, |lall2, and ||wl||2 w.r.t. time (shown by the blue curves), and the
corresponding maximum limits (shown by the red dashed lines).
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for line search. We implement all the trajectory generation
algorithms in C++17 using a single thread. The hardware
platform used for simulations is a Dell G5 laptop with an
Intel Core i7-10750H CPU @ 2.60GHz running the Ubuntu
20.04 operating system. The trajectory generation algorithms
are all executed sequentially without explicit hardware accel-
eration.

B. Parameter Settings

To achieve whole-body obstacle avoidance, as Section
I11-A| mentions, we approximate the vehicle’s shape as a
convex polyhedron that envelops the body. Here we ap-
proximate it as a cuboid (Fig. [5fa) whose dimensions are

ly = 1y, = 1.Im,l, = 0.42m, according to the size of
OmniHex. The c:oordinate_sr of its eight vertices in F; are
v = [:t%z :l:%y :t%} . We set s = 4 to ensure the

smoothness of control inputs according to (§). The initial
value of q7 of trajectory optimization is set to 0. The other
optimization settings for simulations are listed in Table [I}

C. Simulation Results

In this section, simulations are carried out in 3 virtual
scenarios to test the proposed method’s effectiveness and ef-
ficiency. The three virtual scenarios are described as follows.

Scenario A: We expect the vehicle to fly through a narrow,
straight, vertical passage. The passage is 0.7m wide, which

Fig. 7. Trajectory generation results. (a) shows a trajectory generated in
Scenario B (from the top view), and (b) shows that in Scenario C (from the
side view).

TABLE I
EFFICIENCY EVALUATION

scenario | Mp | M D tert tste Niter Lopt
A 4 7 11.2m 598ms 4ms 60 88ms
B 12 20 | 34.0m | 1284ms 64ms 81 611ms
C 18 23 | 37.0m 49ms 152ms 48 603ms

is narrower than the vehicle’s width (I, and [,) and wider
than its thickness (I,). Therefore, the vehicle must tilt at a
large angle to pass through without collision.

Scenario B: An unstructured cluttered environment with
extremely narrow regions, including the narrow passage
described in Scenario A. The map is restricted to a 40m x
10m x 6m area.

Scenario C: We expect the vehicle to pass through a
30m x 10m x 8m area containing randomly distributed
floating cuboid obstacles.

Since there is no available 6-D trajectory generation base-
line considering obstacles for OMAVs, we solely present the
performance of our method.

Fig. [6a] shows the 6-D trajectory generated in Scenario
A and the corresponding kinodynamic properties under the
above settings. The generated trajectory allows the vehicle to
smoothly and appropriately change its attitude to adapt to the
narrow space in the passage, avoiding collision while flying
toward the target. Fig. [6b] presents the constrained kinody-
namic properties. Although the constraints are relaxed, they
are effectively satisfied in the resulting trajectory. Moreover,
the velocity norm reaches vm,x most of the time, which
shows that our method can fully exploit the performance
of OMAVs. Note that due to the softening step, the resulting
trajectory may slightly exceed the constraints [10], so it is
better to reserve a certain margin in practice.
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Fig. 8.

OmniHex executes the generated trajectory to fly through a narrow passage. The leftmost figure is the visualization of the generated trajectory,

and the others are snapshots of the experiment. The red arrow indicates the chronological order of the snapshots.

Fig. 9. OmniHex executes the generated trajectory to fly through a narrow
environment. The top middle figure shows the generated trajectory where
the red dashed lines represent the map’s boundaries.

Fig. [7| shows the trajectories generated by the proposed
method in scenarios B and C, which are much more chal-
lenging than Scenario A. The vehicle has been successfully
constrained in the SFC throughout the journey and can
change its attitude flexibly to avoid obstacles. The simulation
results show that our method allows OMAVs to fly safely
even in extremely cluttered environments. Due to space lim-
itation, we are unableto give the corresponding kinodynamic
properties of Fig. [7] in this manuscript. Please refer to our
video attachment for more details.

For efficiency evaluation, we list the computation times
of the results in Fig. [ and [7]in Table [T} D is the straight-
line distance between a trajectory’s start and end positions.
te 1s the time it takes to find an initial feasible path using
RRT. It has a relatively large randomness, and in general,
the narrower the feasible space, the larger ¢, tends to be.
tsic 1S the time it takes to generate an SFC using RILS based
on the initial path, which is positively correlated with the
number of path segments and the point cloud size. Since
there are alternative methods available for the initial path
search and the SFC generation that can be plug and play,
we do not discuss the impact of these two stages on the
efficiency of our framework here. £,y is the time it takes to
solve the trajectory optimization problem, and Nje, is the
iteration number of L-BFGS. The time complexity of each
L-BFGS iteration (where the value of the objective function
and the related gradients are calculated) is O(M) [12], so Lopt
is approximately proportional to M and Nj.,. The trajectory
optimization stage shows relatively high solving efficiency,
comparable to the performance on the CPU in [11], while
[11] generates only 3-D position trajectories for underactu-
ated MAVs. Therefore, our framework have the application

D. Real-World Experiments

The results presented in this section aim to verify the
applicability of the proposed method can be applied to real
OMAVs. We set up cuboid obstacles with known sizes and
positions in the environment. Then, we generate collision-
free 6DoF trajectories in advance using the proposed method.

The experimental platform is the OmniHex (Fig. [5b)
mentioned in Section [[I-C] Six Dynamixel XH430-W210-
T servos each provide one rotor’s degree of tilt freedom.
An OptiTrack motion capture system provides high-precision
real-time 6-D pose feedback to the vehicle at 100Hz via
WiFi. For the trajectory optimization settings, we set the
kinodynamic constraints according to the real vehicle’s per-
formance as : Umax = 0.36m-s™ 1, Gmax = 0.5M-S"2, Wnax =
1.0rad - s~ 1.

Fig. [§] shows OmniHex executing the generated trajectory,
flying through a narrow passage that is 0.7m wide and 1.2m
long. OmniHex must tilt a large angle to fly through the
narrow passage without collision. Fig.[9]shows OmniHex ex-
ecuting the generated trajectory, flying through an area with
several cuboid obstacles. OmniHex accurately follows the
reference trajectories and flies smoothly and safely from the
starting points to the target points. The real-world experiment
results demonstrate the practicability of our method. Please
refer to our video attachment for more details.

V. CONCLUSION

We present a computationally efficient 6-D trajectory
generation framework which can fully exploit the obstacle
avoidance potential of OMAVs. A 6-D trajectory optimiza-
tion problem considering safety and kinodynamic constraints
is formulated. A rational quaternion-based rotation parame-
terization method is adopted to achieve efficient optimiza-
tion and high-quality solution. Simulations and real-world
experiments are carried out to verify the performance of our
method. Our method can be applied to any platform that
can do free and controlled 6-D rigid body motion, including
spacecraft. In the future, the goal is to build an OMAV
with autonomous navigation ability in complex environments
based on the proposed method, as well as the onboard
sensing system. This will promote the application of OMAVs
in aerial manipulators in cluttered environments.



APPENDIX I
GRADIENT CALCULATION IN TRAJECTORY
OPTIMIZATION

Gradient of the time-regularized smoothness term J :=
J + k,||'T||y can be calculated as follows:

T;
0T _y / B ®)B () Tdt | ¢, (28)
8ci 0
0T _ T4 (136 (1T e
aTi_c“B 0B (1) ci + k. (29)

For the penalty terms, each of them is the summary of sev-
eral sub-penalty terms. When the constraint corresponding to
a sub-penalty is satisfied, the sub-penalty and its gradient are
always 0. So we only need to consider the sub-penalties that
violate their corresponding constraints, and we denote them
as

Puy 5= (1) B — )’ 2 = 62,7 40)
Payy = (B3I — a2)’ - = 63, 2, a1
Py 1= (ool — ) 2 = G5, 22 ()
Pepyy = (0 (p(ty) + R(Eij) o) — di,k)s % chlk%.

(33)

Obviously, the penalty terms corresponding to the i-th
piece are only related to c; and T;. Then, the expressions
are given as follows:
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where p, R, w, and their derivatives are taken as the values
at t;;; [F]pm » is the entry of matrix F with row index m and
column index n and m € {1,--- ,2s},n € {1,--- ,6}.
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