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Geometric Stabilization of a Quadrotor UAV with a Payload
Connected by Flexible Cable

Farhad A. Goodarzi, Daewon Lee, and Taeyoung Lee

Abstract— This paper deals with dynamics and control of a
quadrotor UAV with a payload that is connected via a flexible
cable, which is modeled as a system of serially-connected links.
It is shown that a coordinate-free form of equations of motion
can be derived for an arbitrary number of links according to
Lagrangian mechanics on a manifold. A geometric nonlinear
control system is also presented to asymptotically stabilize the
position of the quadrotor while aligning the links to the vertical
direction. These results will be particularly useful for aggressive
load transportation that involves deformation of the cable. The
desirable properties are illustrated by a numerical example and
a preliminary experimental result.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quadrotor unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV) have been
envisaged for various applications such as surveillance or
mobile sensor networks as well as for educational purposes.
Areal transportation of a cable-suspended load has been
studied traditionally for helicopters [7], [8]. Recently, small-
size single or multiple autonomous vehicles are considered
for load transportation and deployment [9], [10], [11], [12],
and trajectories with minimum swing of payload are gener-
ated [13], [14], [15].

However, these results are based on the common assump-
tion that the cable connecting a quadrotor UAV to a payload
is always taut. Therefore, they cannot be applied to aggres-
sive, rapid load transportations where the cable is deformed
or the tension along the cable is low, thereby restricting its
applicability. It is challenging to incorporate the effects of a
deformable cable, since the dimension of the configuration
space becomes infinite. Finite element approximation of a
cable often yields complicated equations of motion that make
dynamic analysis and controller design extremely difficult.

Recently, a coordinate-free form of the equations of mo-
tion for a chain pendulum connected a cart that moves
on a horizontal plane is presented according to Lagrangian
mechanics on a manifold [19]. By following the similar
approach, in this paper, the cable is modeled as an arbitrary
number of links with different sizes and masses that are
serially-connected by spherical joints, as illustrated at Figure
[I] The resulting configuration manifold is the product of the
special Euclidean group for the position and the attitude of
the quadrotor, and a number of two-spheres that describe the
direction of each link. We present Euler-Lagrange equations
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Fig. 1. Quadrotor UAV with a cable-suspended load. Cable is modeled as
a serial connection of arbitrary number of links (only 5 are illustrated).

of the presented quadrotor model that are globally defined
on the nonlinear configuration manifold.

The second part of this paper deals with nonlinear control
system development. Quadrotor UAV is underactuated as the
direction of the total thrust is always fixed relative to its body.
By utilizing geometric control systems for quadrotor [4],
[20], [21], we show that the hanging equilibrium of the
links can be asymptotically stabilized while translating the
quadrotor to a desired position. In contrast to existing papers
where the force and the moment exerted by the payload to
the quadrotor are considered as disturbances, the control sys-
tems proposed in this paper explicitly consider the coupling
effects between the cable/load dynamics and the quadrotor
dynamics.

Another distinct feature is that the equations of motion and
the control systems are developed directly on the nonlinear
configuration manifold in a coordinate-free fashion. This
yields remarkably compact expressions for the dynamic
model and controllers, compared with local coordinates that
often require symbolic computational tools due to complexity
of multibody systems. Furthermore, singularities of local
parameterization are completely avoided to generate agile
maneuvers in a uniform way.

This paper is organized as follows. A dynamic model
and control systems are presented at Sections [[I| through
[[V] The desirable properties of the proposed control system
are illustrated by a numerical example at Section [V| and
preliminary experimental results are given at Section



II. DYNAMIC MODEL OF A QUADROTOR WITH A
FLEXIBLE CABLE

Consider a quadrotor UAV with a payload that is con-
nected via a chain of n links, as illustrated at Figure E} The
inertial frame is defined by the unit vectors e; = [1;0;0],
ez = [0;1;0], and ez = [0;0;1] € R?, and the third axis e3
corresponds to the direction of gravity. Define a body-fixed
frame {b1,bo, b3} whose origin is located at the center of
mass of the quadrotor, and its third axis 53 is aligned to the
axis of symmetry.

The location of the mass center, and the attitude of
the quadrotor are denoted by z € R® and R € SO(3),
respectively, where the special orthogonal group is SO(3) =
{R € R¥3|RTR = I35, det[R] = 1}. A rotation matrix
represents the linear transformation of a representation of a
vector from the body-fixed frame to the inertial frame.

The dynamic model of the quadrotor is identical to [4].
The mass and the inertia matrix of the quadrotor are denoted
by m € R and J € R3*3, respectively. The quadrotor can
generate a thrust —fRes € R3 with respect to the inertial
frame, where f € R is the total thrust magnitude. It also
generates a moment M € R? with respect to its body-fixed
frame. The pair (f, M) is considered as control input of the
quadrotor.

Let ¢; € S? be the unit-vector representing the direction
of the ¢-th link, measured from the quadrotor toward the
payload, where the two-sphere is the manifold of unit-vectors
in R3, ie, S = {qg € R?®|||q|| = 1}. For simplicity, we
assume that the mass of each link is concentrated at the
outboard end of the link, and the point where the first link is
attached to the quadrotor corresponds to the mass center of
the quadrotor. The mass and the length of the :-th link are
defined by m; and [; € R, respectively. Thus, the mass of the
payload corresponds to m,,. The corresponding configuration
manifold of this system is SO(3) x R3 x (S2)™.

Next, we define the kinematics equations. Let 2 € R3
be the angular velocity of the quadrotor represented with
respect to the body-fixed frame, and let w; € R® be the
angular velocity of the i-th link represented with respect
to the inertial frame. The angular velocity is normal to the
direction of the link, i.e., ¢;-w; = 0. The kinematics equations
are given by

R = RQ, (1)
¢i = wi X gi = Wigi, (2)
where the hat map * : R? — s0(3) is defined by the condition
that £y = 2 x y for any z, y € R?, and it transforms a vector

in R3 to a 3 x 3 skew-symmetric matrix. More explicitly, it
is given by

0 —I3 )
g=|x3 0 -x 3)
—XT2 T 0

for x = [z1,72,23)T € R3. The inverse of the hat map is
denoted by the vee map V : s0(3) — R3.

Throughout this paper, the 2-norm of a matrix A is denoted
by || Al|, and the dot product is denoted by x -y = z7y.

A. Lagrangian

We derive the equations of motion according to La-
grangian mechanics. The kinetic energy of the quadrotor is
given by

1 1
To = §m||a;~u2 +59-JQ. (4)

Let 2; € R? be the location of m; in the inertial frame. It
can be written as

=2+ loga- 5)
a=1

Then, the kinetic energy of the links is given by
R
T = 9 ZlmZHx + leaQaHz
i= a=

=Y il 30D malidst 5 S mal 3 bl
i=1 i=1 a=i i=1 a=1
(6)
From (@) and (6), the total kinetic energy can be written as
1 2 e N .
T = §M00||1’H +x- ; Moiq; + 5 ijz_l M;j;qi - g;
Lor
+ 59 JQ, (7)
where the inertia values Moo, Mo;, M;; € R are given by
n n
Moo =m + Zmi, Mo; = Zmali7 Mo = Moy,

i=1

n

> o

a=max{%,j}

M;; = Lil, ®)
for 1 <14,5 < n. The gravitational potential energy is given
by

n
V=-mgz- e — g m;gx; - es
i=1
n n

==Y maglies - q; — Mooges - , )
=1 a=

From (7) and (9), the Lagrangian is L =7 — V.

B. Euler-Lagrange equations

Coordinate-free form of Lagrangian mechanics on the two-
sphere S? and the special orthogonal group SO(3) for various
multibody systems has been studied in [22], [23]. The key
idea is representing the infinitesimal variation of R € SO(3)
in terms of the exponential map:

R = 4 exp R(en) = R,

1
de|._g (10)

for n € R3. The corresponding variation of the angular
velocity is given by d2 = 7 + Q x n. Similarly, the
infinitesimal variation of ¢; € S? is given by

0¢i = & X gi, (1D



for ¢ € R? satisfying &; - ¢; = 0. This lies in the tangent
space as it is perpendicular to ¢;. Using these, the Euler-
Lagrange equations can be derived as follows.

Proposition 1: Consider a quadrotor with a cable-
suspended payload whose Lagrangian is given by and
(9). The Euler-Lagrange equations on R? x SO(3) x (S?)"
are as follows:

MoyoZ + Z Moy;G; = —fRes + Moypges,

(12)
=1
n
Miiiis — 43 (Mio& + Y Mijd;)

=1

g
= —M;i||gil|*q — > maglidies, (13)
JO+QJQ = M, (14)

where M;; is defined at (8). Equations (T2) and (T3] can be
rewritten in a matrix form as follows:

Mo Moy Moo My, &
—@iMyg  Mil3  —Mi2d? —Mi,G3| |
—@3Msy  —M21G3 Mool —Mon@3 | |G
—QZMno nl(ji n2qA727, MnnIB Qn

—fRes + Moyoges
. n A
—lqulPMirqr = 32— maglidies

— | =Nl Mazqe — >0, magladzes (15)

_an”QMnnqn - mngln‘ﬁeB

Or equivalently, it can be written in terms of the angular
velocities as

Moo —Mo141 —Mo2Go —Mongn x
q1 Mg M 13 —Mi2G1G2 ~M1nG1Gn | |w1
G2 Moy  —M>21G2G1 Moo 13 —M2,G2Gn | | w2
QnMnO _Mnﬂjn(h n2(jnq2 MnnIS wn

Z? L Moj|w;l?q; — fRes + Mooges
Zg _o Mujllw;lIPGig; + 20— maghidies

= Z] 1,j#2 MQ]”w]H 4245 + Za 9 Maglagaes , (16)
Z" 1 M JHwJ” q’rlq] + mnganne3

G; = wi X ¢;. (17

Proof: See Appendix A. [ ]

These provide a coordinate-free form of the equations of
motion for the presented quadrotor UAV that is uniformly
defined for any number of links n, and that is globally
defined on the nonlinear configuration manifold. Compared
with equations of motion derived in terms of local coordi-
nates, such as Euler-angles, these provide a compact form of
equations that are suitable for control system design.

III. CONTROL SYSTEM DESIGN FOR A SIMPLIFIED
DYNAMIC MODEL

A. Control Problem Formulation

Let x4 € R? be a fixed desired location of the quadrotor
UAV. Assuming that all of the links are pointing downward,
i.e., g; = es, the resulting location of the payload is given
by z, = 24+ Y. lies. We wish to design the control
force f and the control moment M such that this hanging
equilibrium configuration at the desired location becomes
asymptotically stable.

B. Simplified Dynamic Model

For the given equations of motion for x, the control
force is given by — fRes. This implies that the total thrust
magnitude f can be arbitrarily chosen, but the direction of
the thrust vector is always along the third body-fixed axis.
Also, the rotational attitude dynamics of the quadrotor is not
affected by the translational dynamics of the quadrotor or
the dynamics of links.

In this section, we replace the term — f Regs of by a
fictitious control input u € R?, and design an expression for
u to asymptotically stabilize the desired equilibrium. This
is equivalent to assuming that the attitude of the quadrotor
can be instantaneously changed. The effects of the attitude
dynamics are studied at the next section.

In short, the equations of motion for the simplified dy-
namic model considered in the section are given by

n
Moot + Y Moidi = u+ Mooges,
=1

(18)

and (T3).

C. Linear Control System

The fictitious control input is designed from the linearized
dynamics about the desired hanging equilibrium. The varia-
tion of x and u are given by

dr=x—1xq, Oou=u— Myges. (19)

From (11)), the variation of ¢; from the equilibrium can be
written as

0q; = & X e3, (20)

where & € R? with &; - e3 = 0. The variation of wj is given
by 6w € R? with éw;-e3 = 0. Therefore, the third element of
each of ¢; and dw; for any equilibrium configuration is zero,
and they are omitted in the following linearized equation,
i.e., the state vector of the linearized equation is composed
of CT¢; € R?, where C = [eq, ep] € R3*2,

Proposition 2: The linearized equations of the simplified
dynamic model (I8) and (I3) can be written as follows:

Mx + Gx = Béu, 21
or equivalently

[Mm qu} m +[ 03 Is
qu qu j.(q O2n><3

O3x2n| |0z
= 1)
Gyq ] [ij [02"X3] b



where the corresponding sub-matrices are defined as

xq=[CT&; ... CT&,,
Mzaz = M()(]IS7
M, = [~Mp1é3sC  —MgzésC —MonésCl,
qu = quv
Myl Mials MypIo
M21I2 M22-[2 MZnIQ
qu == . . . )
Mply Myl Mynla

Gy = diag[z maglila, ..., mnglyIs].

=1
Proof: SeeaAppendix A. [ ]
For the linearized dynamics (ZI)), the following control
system is chosen:

Su = —kpdx — k0 — Y kg, C" (€3 X q;) — ki, C b,
a=1

— —KxX — KxX, (22)

for controller gains K, = [kyl3, kg I3x2,.. kg, I3x2] €
R3*GH20) and K; = [kils, ko, Isxa, ... ke, I3xa] €
R3X(3+21)  provided that is controllable, we can choose
the controller gains K, K; such that the equilibrium is
asymptotically stable for the linearized equation (2I). Then,
the equilibrium becomes asymptotically stable for the non-
linear Euler-Lagrange equation (I8) and (13) [24].

IV. CONTROLLER DESIGN FOR A QUADROTOR WITH A
FLEXIBLE CABLE

The control system designed in the previous section is
generalized to the full dynamic model that includes the
attitude dynamics. The central idea is that the attitude R
of the quadrotor is controlled such that its total thrust
direction — Rej3, that corresponds to the third body-fixed axis,
asymptotically follows the direction of the fictitious control
input u. By choosing the total thrust magnitude properly,
we can guarantee asymptotical stability for the full dynamic
model.

A. Controller Design

Let A € R? be the ideal total thrust of the quadrotor
system that asymptotically stabilize the desired equilibrium.
From (22), we have

A= M()Og€3 + ou = —KIX - KxX + Moog€3. (23)

The desired direction of the third body-fixed axis is given
by

(24)

This provides a two-dimensional constraint for the desired
attitude of quadrotor, and there is additional one-dimensional
degree of freedom that corresponds to rotation about the
third body-fixed axis, i.e., yaw angle. A desired direction
of the first body-fixed axis, namely b;, € S? is introduced

to resolve it, and it is projected onto the plane normal to
bs,. The desired direction of the second body-fixed axis is
chosen to constitute an orthonormal frame. More explicitly,
the desired attitude is given by

b3, bs, b
Re= | —iemtn, et by | (29)
165,610l [1b3.bu,ll

which is guaranteed to lie in SO(3) by construction, assum-
ing that by, is not parallel to b3 . The desired angular velocity

is obtained by the attitude kinematics equation:
Q.= (R'R,)". (26)

Next, we introduce the tracking error variables for the
attitude and the angular velocity as follows:

27)
(28)

1
er = 5(RCTR —RTR,)Y,
eq =Q— RTR.Q..

The thrust magnitude and the moment vector of quadrotor
are chosen as

f=—A-Res, (29)
kr ko
M:—TBR—ieﬂ—FQXJQ
€ R € .
— J(QRTR.Q. — R"R.Q.), (30)

where ¢, kRr, kq are positive constants.

Proposition 3: Consider the full dynamics model defined
by (12), (13). (T4), (I). and @). Control inputs are designed
as (29) and (30), where the desired control force is given by
(23). Then, there exist €* > 0, such that for all € < €*, the
desired equilibrium is exponentially stable.

Proof: See Appendix A. [ ]

V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

The desirable properties of the proposed control system are
illustrated by a numerical example. Properties of a quadrotor
are chosen as

m=0.5kg, J=diag[0.557, 0.557, 1.05] x 1072 kgm?.

Five identical links with n = 5, m; = 0.1kg, and
l; = 0.1m are considered. Controller parameters are se-
lected as follows: k, = 12.8, k, = 4.22, ’Z—’; = 0.65,
% =0.11, k, = [11.01, 6.67, 1.97, 0.41, 0.069] and k,, =
[0.93, 0.24, 0.032, 0.030, 0.025].

The desired location of the quadrotor is selected as x4 =
03 1. The initial conditions for the quadrotor are given by

x(0) = [0.6; —0.7;0.2], #(0) = O3x1,
R(0) = I3x3, $(0) = 03x1.

The initial direction of the links are chosen such that the
cable is curved along the horizontal direction, as illustrated
at Figure and the initial angular velocity of each link
is chosen as zero.
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Fig. 2. Stabilization of a payload connected to a quadrotor with 5 links

We define the following two error functions to the perfor-
mance of the proposed control system:

n n
eg= llai—esl, ew=>_|will
i=1 i=1

Simulation results are illustrated at Figure [2] where the
position x of the quadrotor converges to the desired value z4,
while reducing the direction error and the angular velocity
error of the link. The corresponding maneuvers of the
quadrotor and the links are illustrated by snapshots at Figure

kil
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VI. PRELIMINARY EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Preliminary experimental results are presented. A quadro-
tor UAV is developed with the following configuration, as
illustrated at Figure [}

¢ Gumstix Overo computer-in-module (OMAP 600MHz
processor), running a non-realtime Linux operating sys-
tem. It is connected to a ground station via WIFIL.

e Microstrain 3DM-GX3 attitude sensor, connected to
Gumstix via UART.

e« BL-CTRL 2.0 motor speed controller, connected to
Gumstix via 12C.

e Roxxy 2827-35 Brushless DC motors.

« XBee RF module, connected to Gumstix via UART.

The mass of the quadrotor is m = 0.755kg. A payload with
mass of m; = 0.036 kg is attached to the quadrotor via
a cable of length [; = 0.5 m. For the given preliminary
experiments, the cable is modeled by a single link, i.e.,
n = 1. The locations of the quadrotor and the payload are
measured by a VICON motion capture system, and they are
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Fig. 3. Snapshots of the controlled maneuver
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Fig. 4. Hardware development for a quadrotor UAV

transferred to the onboard computer module via XBee to
estimate the full state and compute the control inputs.

Two cases are considered and compared. For the first case,
a position control system developed in [21], for quadrotor
UAV that does not include the dynamics of the payload and
the link, is applied to hover the quadrotor at the desired
location, and the second case, the proposed control system
is used.

Experimental results are shown at Figures [3] and [6] The
position of the quadrotor and the payload is compared
with the desired position of the quadrotor at Figure [5} and
the deflection angle of the link from the vertical direction
are illustrated at Figure [f] It is shown that the proposed
control system reduces the undesired oscillation of the link
effectively, compared with the quadrotor position control
system that does not include the dynamics of links and
payloadﬂ

A short video file of the experiments is also available at the experiment
section of http://fdcl.seas.gwu.edu/}
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Fig. 6. Preliminary experimental results: link deflection angles

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Euler-Lagrange equations have been used for the quadrotor
and the chain pendulum to model a flexible cable transport-
ing a load in 3D space. These derivations developed in a
remarkably compact form which allow us to choose arbitrary
number and any configuration of the links. We developed a
geometric nonlinear controller to stabilize the links below
the quadrotor in the equilibrium position from an any chosen
initial condition. We expanded these derivations in such way
that there is no need of using local angle coordinate and this
advantageous technique signalize our derivations.

APPENDIX
APPENDIX

A. Proof for Proposition
From (7) and (@), the Lagrangian is given by

1 ' . n ) 1 n 7 )
L= iMooHJUH2 +z- E Moigi + B E mi| E ladall?
i=1 =1 a=1

1
+) 0 maglies - q; + Mooges - + §QTJQ7 (32)

i=1 a=i
The derivatives of the Lagrangian are given by
D.L= MOOge37
D;L = Moot + Z Moigi,
i=1

where D, L represents the derivative of L with respect to z.
From the variation of the angular velocity given after (10),
we have

DL - 6Q=JQ-(+Qxn)=JU 15— (Qx JU).
(33)

Similarly from (TI), the derivative of the Lagrangian with
respect to g; is given by

n n
Dy L-6gi =Y maglies- (& X @) = — Y _ magliéaq; - &.

a=1 a=1t

The variation of ¢; is given by
8¢ =& X qi + & X qi.

Using this, the derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to
g; is given by

D, L-0G; = (Mod + Y Mijd;) - 64
j=1

= (Mio# + Y Mijg;) - (& X g+ & ¥ ¢i)
j=1
= Gi(Miod + Y Mijd;) - & + s (Miok + > Mij;) - &.

j=1 j=1



t

Let & be the action integral, i.e., & = j;of L dt. From the

above expressions for the derivatives of the Lagrangian, the
variation of the action integral can be written as

ty n
(5@ = / {Mooi‘ + Z MOidi} . (5l' + Moog€3 . (5.%‘
to i=1

+) {di(Migi + Y Mijdp)} - &
i=1 j=1
n n n
+ ) {di(Mioi + Y Mijd;) = > magliésq} - &
i=1 j=1 a=i
+JQ-n—n-(Qx JQ)dt.
Integrating by parts and using the fact that variations at the
end points vanish, this reduces to

ty n
06 = | {Mooges — Moo — > Moidj;} - 6
to i=1

+ Z{*Qi(Mioi + Z Mi;d;) — Z magliésqi} - &
i=1 j=1 a=i
—n- (JQU+Q x JQ)dt.
According to the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle, the vari-

ation of the action integral is equal to the negative of the
virtual work done by the external force and moment, namely

ty
—/ —fRes - dx — M -ndt.

to

Therefore, we obtain and ([4). As &; is perpendicular
to q;, we also have

n n
—F (Mioi + > M) + > magligies =0.  (34)
j=1 a=1
Equation (34) is rewritten to obtain an explicit expression
for ;. As q;-¢; = 0, we have ¢; - ¢; + q; - ¢; = 0. Using this,
we have

—@di = —(qi - 4)qi + (@i - )G = (¢ - 6i)qi + Gi-

Substituting this into (34), we obtain (I3).

This can be slightly rewritten in terms of the angular
velocities. Since ¢; = w; X ¢; for the angular velocity w;
satisfying ¢; - w; = 0, we have

Gi = w; X ¢ +w;i X (Wi X q;)
= Wi X ¢; — |lwillPqi = =@ — ||lwill®¢.

Using this and the fact that w; - ¢; = 0, we obtain (T6).
The variations of z,u and ¢ are given by and (20).
From the kinematics equation ¢; = w; X ¢;, d¢; is given by

5qi:£i><63:5wi><e3—|—0><(§,-><e3):5w2-><e3.

Since both sides of the above equation is perpendicular to
es, this is equivalent to ez x (§; X e3) = ez X (dw; X e3),
which yields

é - (63 '5)63 = &ui — (63 '6&11)63.

Since & - e3 = 0, wehaveé-eg, = 0. Aseg-dw; =0
from the constraint, we obtain the linearized equation for
the kinematics equation:

& = ow;. (€R)

Substituting these into (I6), and ignoring the higher order
terms, we obtain ZI).
B. Proof for Proposition 3]

This proof is based on singular perturbation [24] and the
attitude tracking control system developed in [4]. Let eg =
%e r. The error dynamics for eér, en can be written as The
error dynamics for eg,, eq, are given by

. 1
€R; = Q(tr[RiTRcJ I =R Re,)ea,,
Jitq, = ——

Define ég, = %e R, to rewrite these as the standard form of
singular perturbation:

. 1

cép = 5(tr[zaiTRc] I — RTR.)eq,

€ = Jﬁl(fkRéR - kQ@Q).
The right-hand side of the above equations has an isolated
root of (ég,eq) = (0,0), and they correspond to the
boundary-layer system. And, the origin of the boundary-
layer system is exponentially stable according to [4, Propo-
sition 1].

More explicitly, define a configuration error function on
SO(3) as follows:

Up = %tr[[ —RI'R].

Consider a domain given by D = {(R,2) € SO(3) x
R3| W < 9 < 2}. Define a Lyapunov function,

1 k c
W= *69~J€Q+f};\PR+f3€R~€Q,
2 € €

where c3 is a positive constant satisfying

Ak ko2, (J)
"k AN () + 4krAZ, ()

cg < min{ krAm (J)

We can show that
(T"Li¢ <W < ("Lyg,

where ¢ = [||ér]], ||eal]] € R? and the matrices L1, Ly €
R2%2 are given by

kr _¢s kr c3

_ 2 2 _ 2—R 2

Ll—[cS Aw] Ly=|"2" |-
2 2 2 2

The time-derivative of WV can be written as

W = (eq + c3J " 'er) - (—krér — kaeq)
+ kRréRr - eq + c3ép - eq < _CTU<7



where the matrix U € R2*? is

cskr __cskg
U= /\M(ic]) 22 (J)
_ _cakg ko — c3

2Am (J)

The condition on c3 guarantees that all of matrices Ly, Lo, U
are positive-definite. Therefore, the zero equilibrium of the
tracking errors (€g,eq) is exponentially stable, and the
convergence rate is proportional to %

Next, we consider the reduced system, which corresponds
the full dynamic model when R = R.. From (29) and (24),
the total thrust of quadrotor when R = R, is given by

A A
S
1A (1Al

Therefore, the reduced system is given by the controlled
dynamics for the simplified dynamic model discussed at
Section [[II-C| which is exponentially stable.

Then, according to Tikhonov’s theorem [24, Thm 9.3],
there exists €* > 0 such that for all € < €*, the origin of the
full dynamics model is exponentially stable.

—A- R€3 = (A . Rce?,)RceS = (A :
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