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Temporal Waypoint Navigation of Multi-UAV Payload System using Barrier

Functions

Nishanth Rao1, Suresh Sundaram1,2, and Pushpak Jagtap2

Abstract— Aerial package transportation often requires com-
plex spatial and temporal specifications to be satisfied in order
to ensure safe and timely delivery from one point to another. It
is usually efficient to transport versatile payloads using multiple
UAVs that can work collaboratively to achieve the desired task.
The complex temporal specifications can be handled coherently
by applying Signal Temporal Logic (STL) to dynamical systems.
This paper addresses the problem of waypoint navigation of a
multi-UAV payload system under temporal specifications using
higher-order time-varying control barrier functions (HOCBFs).
The complex nonlinear system of relative degree two is trans-
formed into a simple linear system using input-output feedback
linearization. An optimization-based control law is then derived
to achieve the temporal waypoint navigation of the payload.
The controller’s efficacy and real-time implementability are
demonstrated by simulating a package delivery scenario inside
a high-fidelity Gazebo simulation environment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advancements in multi-UAV system research and tech-

nologies have led to the widespread use of multi-UAV

systems in the aerial transportation of payloads from one

point to another. It is evident that using multiple UAVs to

deliver versatile payloads is more efficient than utilizing a

single UAV of varying lift capacities. In addition, payloads

need to be delivered to specific locations under some time

constraints. For example, in the air delivery of packages,

it is crucial to not only deliver the package at the correct

location, but the package must also reach within the specified

time. Thus it is essential to design control algorithms for

multi-UAV payload systems that follow certain temporal

specifications while enabling safe payload transportation.

Most of the literature focuses on developing trajectory-

tracking controllers for multi-UAV payloads without con-

sidering temporal specifications. In [1], the authors propose

a trajectory tracking controller using geometric control for

a UAV fleet carrying the payload using cable suspension.

In [2], a distributed model predictive control algorithm is

developed for the purpose of trajectory tracking of payload

using rigid link payload suspension. The authors in [3]

develop an adaptive controller for a cable-suspended payload

with user-specified safety constraints. For a rigid link sus-

pended payload, a feedback linearized nonlinear controller

is presented in [4].
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Bosch Center for Cyber-Physical Systems and the Department of
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Tasks that require complex spatial and temporal require-

ments can be handled effectively by applying Signal Tem-

poral Logic (STL) [5] to dynamical systems. The authors in

[6] use control barrier functions [7], [8] to design control

inputs enforcing a class of STL specifications. In [9], a

dynamically feasible STL-based planning and control algo-

rithm is designed for a single UAV system that satisfies

complex spatial and temporal requirements. An extension to

multi-UAV fleets (without payload) is proposed in [10] that

generates continuous trajectories for multiple UAVs to meet

the temporal requirements.

While there have been works on designing controllers

for multi-agent systems to satisfy STL specifications [11],

there has been no work on developing controllers to satisfy

complex STL specifications, particularly for a multi-UAV

system carrying a payload. One of the reasons is that the

dynamics of such a system is highly coupled and nonlinear in

nature. This can lead to a complex state-space representation

with large state and control vector dimensions. The curse of

dimensionality can thus make it difficult to control such a

system under STL specifications.

This paper focuses on developing a controller for the

multi-UAV payload system to enforce the complex STL spec-

ifications using Higher-Order Time-Varying Control Barrier

Functions (HOCBFs). The model complexity of the system

is reduced by the application of input-output feedback lin-

earization, which results in a linear system with a relative

degree equal to 2. The STL specifications are captured using

time-varying HOCBFs, and an optimization-based control

law is proposed. To validate the efficacy and real-time

implementability of the proposed controller, a simulation

environment is developed using the Gazebo simulator for

the purpose of simulating a package delivery scenario under

time specifications.

Section II discusses the necessary preliminaries and nota-

tions used in this paper. Section III proposes a control law for

temporal waypoint navigation of the multi-UAV payload sys-

tem. In Section IV, the proposed control law is validated in

a high-fidelity Gazebo simulator that simulates a package-

delivery scenario. Section V concludes the proposed work.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, scalars and vectors are denoted by non-bold

letters a, whereas matrices are denoted by bold letters AAA. We

use R, R
+, and R

+
0 to denote real, positive real, and nonnega-

tive real numbers, respectively. R
n denotes an n-dimensional

vector with real elements and R
m×n denotes an m × n

matrix with real elements. The vector k = [0 0 1]
T

∈ R
3
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represents the unit z-axis. The matrix IIIn ∈ R
n×n denotes the

n×n identity matrix. The Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of a

general matrix A ∈ R
m×n is denoted by A† ∈ R

n×m. A real-

valued n-dimensional signal is denoted by x : R
+
0 → R

n.

The notation x is abused by also referring to the trajectory

of a dynamical system with n states. Thus, the meaning

of x is assumed to be clear from the context. A function

α : R
+
0 → R

+
0 is a class K function if it is continuous

and strictly increasing, with α(0) = 0. The lie derivative

of a vector field b along the vector field a is denoted by

Lab = a · ∂b
∂x

. The function composition operator ◦ is defined

as f ◦ g = f(g(.)).

A. Payload-UAV System Description

There are, in general, N UAVs connected to the rigid

massless rods, each of length li via spherical joints. These

rods are rigidly connected to the payload and thus always

remain vertical. The location of the center of mass of the

payload and the ith UAV is denoted by r0 ∈ R
3 and ri ∈ R

3

respectively. The vector ρi ∈ R
3 denotes the position of

the attachment between the rod corresponding to the ith

UAV and the payload with respect to the center of mass

of the payload. The mass of the payload and the ith UAV

is denoted by m0,mi ∈ R
+ respectively. The inertia matrix

of the payload and the ith UAV is indicated by JJJ0,JJJ i ∈
R
3×3 respectively. The rotation matrix RRR0 ∈ SO(3) and

RRRi ∈ SO(3) denotes the orientation of the payload and the

ith UAV respectively. This rotation matrix converts a vector

in the body-fixed frame to the inertial frame. The payload-

UAV system is modelled in the standard North, East and

Down frame (NED), with the positive unit z-axis pointing

downwards. The total thrust force produced by all the motors

of the ith UAV is denoted by Fti ∈ R
+ and is related to the

force vector Fi ∈ R
3 as Fi = FtiRRRik. The motors produce

a torque vector in the body frame of the ith UAV denoted

by τi = [τxi
τyi

τzi ]
T
∈ R

3. Thus, the overall control input

for the multi-UAV system is {Fti , τi} with i = {1, . . . , N}.

B. Payload-UAV Dynamics and State-space Representation

Using the description of the payload-UAV system dis-

cussed in Section II-A, the equations of motion for the multi-

UAV payload system (shown in Fig. 1) can be derived. As

the rigid links are always vertical, the position of the ith

UAV can be inferred as:

ri = r0 +RRR0 (ρi − lik) . (1)

The kinematic equations are given by:

ṙ0 = RRR0v0, (2)

ṘRR0 = RRR0ω
×
0 , (3)

ṙi = ṙ0 +RRR0ω
×
0 (ρi − lik) , (4)

ṘRRi = RRRiω
×
i , (5)

where the skew-symmetric operator (·)× : R
3 → SO(3)

denotes the hat map which maps a vector to a skew-

symmetric matrix, v0 ∈ R
3 denotes the linear velocity of the

payload in the payload-fixed frame, ω0 ∈ R
3 and ωi ∈ R

3

r0, RRR0

ri, RRRi

ρi

x

y

z

fi

li

Fig. 1. A schematic diagram illustrating the payload transport using
multiple UAVs. The support-frame together with the payload (shown lightly
as a black cylinder) is modelled as a cuboid.

denotes the angular velocities of the payload and the ith

UAV, respectively.

Using the Lagrangian formulation and the Lagrange-

d’Alembert Principle, one can arrive at the payload-UAV

system dynamics:

mT

(
v̇0 + ω×

0 v0
)
+

N∑

i=1

mi

(

−ρ×i ω̇0 +
(
ω×
0

)2
ρi

)

= RRRT
0

(

mT gk +

N∑

i=1

Fi

)

,

(6)

N∑

i=1

miρ
×
i

(
v̇0 + ω×

0 v0
)
+ J̄̄J̄J0ω̇0 + ω×

0 J̄̄J̄J0ω0

=

N∑

i=1

ρ×i RRR
T
0 (Fi +migk) ,

(7)

JJJ iω̇i + ω×
i JJJωi = τi, (8)

where the quantity mT = m0 +
∑N

i=1mi is the total

combined mass, and J̄̄J̄J0 =
(

JJJ0 −
∑N

i=1mi

(
ρ×i
)2
)

is the

apparent moment of inertia of the payload. For a detailed

derivation, please refer to [4]. In order to obtain a state-

space representation of the payload-UAV dynamic model,

define the state vector as:

x =




r

T
0 vT0 ΘT

0 ωT
0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

payload ∈ R
12

ΘT
i ωT

i
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ith UAV ∈ R
6






T

, i ∈ {1, ..., N}, (9)

where Θ0,Θi ∈ R
3 are the ZYX Euler angle characteriza-

tion of the attitudes RRR0,RRRi respectively. The nonlinear state-

space equations can be obtained in the form ẋ = f (x, u) by

rearranging (2) - (8), where the control input to the system is



u = [Fti τxi
τyi

τzi ]
T
∈ R

4N , i = 1, . . . , N and are given

below (in addition to the kinematic equations of (2) - (5)):
[
v̇0
ω̇0

]

= ζζζ × ξξξ, (10)

where ζζζ ∈ R
6×6, ξξξ ∈ R

6×1 and are given as follows:

ζζζ =

[

mTIII3 −
∑N

i=1miρ
×
i

∑N
i=1miρ

×
i J̄̄J̄J0

]−1

=

[
PPP 11 PPP 12

PPP 21 PPP 22

]

(11)

ξξξ =

[

−mTω
×
0 v0 −

∑N
i=1mi

(
ω×
0

)2
ρi +mT gRRR

T
0 k +

∑N
i=1RRR

T
0 Fi

−ω×
0 J̄JJ0ω0 −

∑N
i=1miρ

×
i ω

×
0 v0 +

∑N
i=1 ρ

×
i RRR

T
0 (Fi +migk)

]

(12)

In order to simplify the complexity of the system dynamics,

the input-output feedback linearization can be applied to the

translational dynamics of the payload. Consider the output of

the system to be the position of the payload, i.e., y = r0. The

relative degree η of the system is 2, since the control input

appears in v̇0 as seen in (10). Thus, one has to differentiate

r0 twice to obtain the control inputs explicitly:

ṙ0 = RRR0v0, (13)

r̈0 = ṘRR0v0 +RRR0v̇0, (14)

where v̇0 is expanded from (10) as:

v̇0 = PPP 11

(

−mTω
×
0 v0 −

N∑

i=1

mi

(
ω×
0

)2
ρi +mT gRRR

T
0 k

)

+PPP 12

(

−ω×
0 J̄JJ0ω0 −

N∑

i=1

miρ
×
i ω

×
0 v0 +

N∑

i=1

ρ×i RRR
T
0migk

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

a function of state f(x)

+PPP 11

N∑

i=1

RRRT
0 Fi +PPP 12

N∑

i=1

ρ×i RRR
T
0 Fi

︸ ︷︷ ︸

a function of state and control input

(15)

which can be simplified to:

v̇0 = f(x) + (PPP 11SSS1 +PPP 12SSS2) u, (16)

where SSS1 = [III3 . . . III3] ∈ RRR3×3N , SSS2 =
[
ρ×1 . . . ρ×N

]
∈

RRR3×3N , and u =
[
u
T
1 · · · u

T
N

]
∈ R

3N with ui = RRRT
0 Fi.

Substituting (16) in (14) yields:

r̈0 = RRR0ω
×
0 v0 +RRR0f(x)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

d(x)

+RRR0 (PPP 11SSS1 +PPP 12SSS2)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∆(x)

ū. (17)

Let u = ∆†(x)v − d(x). Then, (17) simplifies to

ÿ = r̈0 =





r̈0x
r̈0y
r̈0z



 =





v1

v2

v3



 = v. (18)

Thus, the feedback linearized dynamics of (18) is a fairly

simple linear system which is more conducive to the design

of STL-based controllers. A more rigorous procedure of

feedback linearization process for the multi-UAV payload

system can be found in [4].

C. Signal Temporal Logic (STL)

Signal Temporal Logic (STL) [5] provides a formal frame-

work to capture high-level specifications that can handle

spatial, temporal, and logical constraints. It consists of

a set of predicates µ that are evaluated based on their

corresponding predicate function h : R
n → R as µ :={

True, if h(x) ≥ 0
False, if h(x) < 0

. The syntax for an STL formula

φ is given by:

φ ::= True | µ | ¬φ | φ1 ∧ φ2 | φ1U[a,b]φ2 | F[a,b]φ | G[a,b]φ,

(19)

where a, b ∈ R
+
0 with a ≤ b, φ1 and φ2 are STL formulas,

F denotes the eventually operator, G denotes the always

operator and U denotes the until operator, each of which

is defined below. The relation (x, t) |= φ indicates that the

signal x : R
+
0 → R

n satisfies the STL formula φ at time t.

Definition 1. STL Semantics[5]: The STL semantics for a

signal x are recursively defined as follows:

(x, t) |= µ ⇔ h(x) ≥ 0

(x, t) |= ¬φ ⇔ ¬ ((x, t) |= φ)

(x, t) |= φ1 ∧ φ2 ⇔ (x, t) |= φ1 ∧ (x, t) |= φ2

(x, t) |= φ1U[a,b]φ2 ⇔ ∃t1 ∈ [t+ a, t+ b] s.t.(x, t1) |= φ2

∧ ∀t2 ∈ [t, t1] , (x, t) |= φ1

(x, t) |= F[a,b]φ ⇔ ∃t1 ∈ [t+ a, t+ b] s.t.(x, t1) |= φ

(x, t) |= G[a,b]φ ⇔ ∀t1∃ [t+ a, t+ b] , (x, t1) |= φ.

D. Higher-order Time-varying Control Barrier Functions

Consider a nonlinear control-affine system:

ẋ = f(x) + g(x)u, (21)

where x ∈ R
n is the state of the system and u ∈ R

m is

the control input to the system. Let the relative degree of

the system be η > 1. A time-varying set C(t) is forward

invariant if for a given control law u, there exists a unique

solution x(t) to the system (21) with x(t0) = x0 ∈ C(t0)
such that ∀t ∈ [t0, tf ] , x(t) ∈ C(t). For nonlinear affine

systems (21) with relative degree η > 1, higher order

control barrier functions (HOCBFs)[12][13] can be used to

guarantee the forward invariance of the set C(t).

Definition 2. HOCBF([13]) A function b : R
n × R

+ → R is

a candidate higher order control barrier function (HOCBF)

of relative degree η for the system defined in (21) if there

exists differentiable class K functions αi, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , η}
such that

sup
u∈U

[

Lη
fb(x, t)+LgL

η−1
f b(x, t)u+

∂ηb(x, t)

∂tη
+αη(γη−1(x, t))

(
η−1
∑

i=1

Li
f (αη−i ◦ γη−i−1) +

∂i (αη−i ◦ γη−i−1)

∂ti

)]

≥ 0

(22)



where the functions γi is defined as:

γi(x, t) = γ̇i−1(x, t) + αi (γi−1(x, t)) , i = {1, . . . , η}
(23)

with γ0 chosen as γ0(x, t) = b(x, t).

III. TEMPORAL WAYPOINT NAVIGATION OF MULTI-UAV

PAYLOAD SYSTEM

A. HOCBFs for STL Tasks

This subsection discusses how higher-order time-varying

control barrier functions can be used for STL tasks. Consider

the following STL fragment:

ψ ::= True | µ | ¬µ | ψ1 ∧ ψ2, (24)

φ ::= G[a,b]ψ | F[a,b]ψ | ψ1U[a,b]ψ2 | φ1 ∧ φ2, (25)

where ψ1, ψ2 are STL formulas for class ψ functions defined

in (24) and φ1, φ2 are STL formulas for class φ functions

defined in (25). The barrier functions are required to be

less than or equal to their corresponding predicate function

between the desired time interval. For tasks of the form

F[a,b]µ with predicate function h(x), choose b(x, t) such that

b(x, t′) ≤ h(x) for some t′ ∈ [a, b]. For tasks of the form

G[a,b]µ with the predicate function h(x), choose b(x, t) such

that b(x, t′) ≤ h(x) for all t′ ∈ [a, b]. When there are a

conjunction of STL formulas as in (24) or (25), the following

smooth-approximation for minimum operator is used for a

set of M barrier functions with j = {1, . . . ,M}:

min
j
bj(x, t) ≈ −ln




∑

j

exp (−bj(x, t))



 . (26)

Thus, for tasks of the form F[a,b]ψ where ψ := µ1 ∧ µ2

with the predicates h1(x) and h2(x) respectively, choose

b(x, t) := −ln (exp(−b1(x, t)) + exp(−b2(x, t))) such that

b1(x, t
′) ≤ h1(x) and b2(x, t

′) ≤ h2(x) for some t′ ∈ [a, b].
Similarly, for tasks of the form G[a,b]ψ where ψ := µ1 ∧ µ2

with the predicates h1(x) and h2(x) respectively, choose

b(x, t) := −ln (exp(−b1(x, t)) + exp(−b2(x, t))) such that

b1(x, t
′) ≤ h1(x) and b2(x, t

′) ≤ h2(x) for all t′ ∈ [a, b]
and so on. More details on using barrier functions for STL

properties can be found in [6].

Note that the relative degree for the feedback-linearized

payload-UAV system is η = 2. Thus, the control barrier

function b(x, t) which is a HOCBF, must satisfy (22) that

can be simplified for η = 2 as follows:

− (LgLfb)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

P

u ≤ L2
fb+

∂2b

∂t2
+ 2bLfb+ 2b

∂b

∂t
+ (Lfb)

2
+

(
∂b

∂t

)2

+ b4+ 2 (Lfb)
∂b

∂t
+2b2Lfb +2b2

∂b

∂t
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H

(27)

where the class K functions αi’s are chosen as αi(s) = s2

for all s ∈ R
+
0 and γ0 = b. Thus, the STL controller can

be formulated as a convex quadratic programming (CQP)

problem as follow:

min
u

uTQQQu (28a)

s.t. Pu ≤ H (28b)

At each time step, the state vector x is obtained and the

vectors P,H are computed using (27), which results in a

linear inequality Pu ≤ H . Thus, at every time step, the

CQP of (28) is solved to obtain the optimal control input u

to the system.

B. Temporal Waypoint Navigation Problem

Consider a series of M waypoints. During the course

of waypoint navigation, it is in general desirable that the

payload reaches a particular waypoint location Λj ∈ R
3

where j = {1, . . . ,M} within a certain threshold radius

R0 ∈ R, while meeting some time specifications before

moving on to the next waypoint. This requires that the

controller complies with both the spatial as well as the

temporal requirement of the task at hand. For this purpose,

a set of time-varying HOCBFs can be constructed to meet

the required specifications. For the payload-UAV system, the

structure of the HOCBFs is chosen as follows:

bj (x, t) = Γj(t)−
(
‖r0 − Λj‖2

)
, (29)

where Γj is a temporal function. For example, without

any loss of generality, let the payload-UAV system start

at the origin. The specifications to be met are as follows:

φ := φ1∧φ2, where φ1 := F[0,14]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 0.1

)

and G[14,25]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 3
)

. This means that the

payload must reach the waypoint location Λ = [2 2 2]T

within a radius of R0 = 0.1m in the time interval t ∈ [0, 14].
Once it reaches the specified waypoint, it must remain at

the waypoint location Λ = [2 2 2]T within a radius of

R0 = 3m in the time interval t ∈ [14, 25]. For this

specification, the predicate function h1 corresponding to φ1

is given by h1(x) =
(

0.1−
∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]T

∥
∥
∥
2

)

. Similarly,

the predicate function h2 corresponding to φ2 is given by

h2(x) =
(

3−
∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]T

∥
∥
∥
2

)

. The barrier function b1

corresponding to φ1 must satisfy the requirement b1(x, t) ≤
h1(x) for some t′ ∈ [0, 14]. Similarly, the barrier function b2
corresponding to φ2 must satisfy the requirement b2(x, t) ≤
h2(x) for all t′ ∈ [14, 25]. The candidate barrier functions

can be chosen as follows:

b1(x, t) =

(

50.1−

(
50

14

)

t

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Γ1(t)

−
∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]

T

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Λ1

∥
∥
∥
2

(30a)

b2(x, t) =
(
347.93 · e−0.418t + 2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Γ2(t)

−
∥
∥
∥r0 − [2 2 2]

T

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Λ2

∥
∥
∥
2

(30b)

b(x, t) = −ln
(

e−b1(x,t) + e−b2(x,t)
)

(30c)



Fig. 2. Figure shows the simulation environment in the Gazebo simulator. The mailboxes represent the location at which the package must be delivered.
The multi-UAV payload system starts at the origin carrying two packages. Once both the packages are delivered, the payload must reach the hub (shown
as a white cylindrical platform) for refilling purpose.

Note that b1(x, t) ≤ h1(x) for some t′ ∈ [0, 14] and

b2(x, t) ≤ h2(x) for all t′ ∈ [14, 25].
This can then be extended to a series of M waypoints that

require both spatial as well as temporal specifications. The

final barrier function b(x, t) obtained from (30c) can then

be plugged into (27) to generate the HOCBF constraints.

Finally, the CQP problem defined in (28) can be solved to

obtain control inputs in online manner that ensures that the

payload-UAV system meets the temporal waypoint naviga-

tion specifications.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In order to validate the proposed STL controller in (28), a

high-fidelity Gazebo simulation is conducted. The rotorS

MAV simulator package [14] is used to spawn four UAVs

that are connected to a rectangular payload via four rigid

links. The software stack consists of custom Gazebo plugins

that simulate GPS and IMU sensors. The entire payload-

UAV model is spawned using .xacro files and the proposed

control algorithm is implemented inside a ROS C++ script.

The control algorithm runs at a sampling rate of 50Hz. The

simulation is conducted on a 3.2GHz Intel i7 processor with

8GB RAM and NVIDIA 1050Ti graphics driver.

The multi-UAV payload system is shown in Fig. 3. It

consists of four Hummingbird UAVs that are connected to

the four vertical rods via spherical joints (modelled as two

revolute joints in .xacro file). The vertical rods are rigidly

connected to the payload and thus, cannot move. The payload

carries two packages that are to be delivered at specific

locations with certain time specifications.

Consider a typical package delivery scenario where the

UAVs must collaboratively transport the payload carrying

multiple packages from one point to another. For the sake

of simulation purposes, consider that there are two packages

on the payload that must be delivered at different locations

with some temporal specifications. The payload must arrive

at Λ1 = (10, 10, 5) to deliver the first package between

the time interval [0, 18] and stay there till t = 30s within

a tolerance radius of R0 = 1.0. The payload must then

arrive at Λ2 = (25, 10, 5) to deliver the second package

Fig. 3. Figure shows 4 Hummingbird UAVs connected to the vertical links
through spherical joints. There are two packages on the payload, which
the UAVs must transport to the required destination under certain time
specifications.

between the time interval [30, 48] and stay there till t = 60s
within the tolerance radius of R0 = 1.0. Finally, the empty

payload must land at the hub located at Λ3 = (40, 20, 1)
for refilling within the time interval [60, 78] and stay there

till t = 90s within the tolerance radius of R0 = 1.0.

These requirements can be captured in the following STL

specification φ := φ1 ∧ φ2 ∧ φ3 ∧ φ4 where,

φ1 :=F[0,18]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [10 10 5]T

∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

)

∧

G[17,30]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [10 10 5]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

) (31)



Fig. 4. Figure shows the variation of x, y, and z position of the payload with respect to time. The grey regions indicate the envelope of the corresponding
temporal function.

TABLE I

PARAMETERS FOR THE MULTI-UAV PAYLOAD SYSTEM

m Jxx Jyy Jzz

Payload 1.0 0.556 0.556 0.556
UAVs 0.68 0.029 0.029 0.055

ρi li

UAV1 [0.25 0.25 0.125]T 3.2

UAV2 [0.25 9 0.25 0.125]T 3.2

UAV3 [90.25 9 0.25 0.125]T 3.2

UAV4 [90.25 0.25 0.125]T 3.2

φ2 :=F[30,48]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [25 10 5]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

)

∧

G[47,60]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [25 10 5]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

) (32)

φ3 :=F[60,78]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [40 20 1]T

∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

)

∧

G[77,90]

(∥
∥
∥r0 − [40 20 1]

T
∥
∥
∥
2
≤ 1.0

) (33)

φ4 := G[0,90] (‖r0‖∞ ≤ 50) (34)

The specification φ4 in (34) ensures that the payload always

remains inside a safe cuboid of side 50m centered at the

origin.
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Fig. 5. Figure shows the variation of the time-varying barrier function
b(x, t) with respect to time.

The entire simulation environment is shown in Fig. 2. It

consists of two mailboxes positioned at Λ1 and Λ2 respec-

tively. While delivering the packages, the payload’s center

of mass must be within the green translucent cylinders that

have a radius equal to R0 which is the tolerance radius in

the horizontal plane. Once delivered, the UAVs must land

the payload on the white circular hub located at Λ3. The

simulation video is available here1.

The payload trajectory in individual axis is shown in Fig.

4 along with the time envelopes of the respective temporal

functions Γj(t). It can be seen that the controller satisfies all

the temporal specifications while navigating through each of

the waypoints. The values for time-varying barrier function

b(x, t) are provided in Fig. 5.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, the problem of temporal waypoint naviga-

tion for multi-UAV payload systems is addressed. The N

UAVs are attached to rigid rods via spherical joints. These

rods are connected to the payload rigidly and thus remain

vertical always. This system’s complex nonlinear state-space

equations are simplified by applying input-output feedback

linearization to the payload’s translational dynamics. The

Signal Temporal Logic Specifications are captured using

higher-order time-varying control barrier functions to for-

mulate an optimization-based control law. The controller’s

efficacy and real-time implementability are demonstrated by

simulating a package delivery scenario in a high-fidelity

Gazebo simulator.
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