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On the geometry of Zermelo’s optimal control

trajectories
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Abstract

In the present work, we study the optimal control paths in the Zer-
melo navigation problem from the geometric and differential equations
point of view rather than the optimal control point of view, where the
latter has been carried out in our recent work. Here, we obtain the
precise form of the system of ODE where the solutions are optimal tra-
jectories of Zermelo’s navigation problem. Having a precise equation
allows optimizing a cost function more accurately and efficiently. The
advantage of these equations is to approximate optimal trajectories in
the general case by the first order approximation of external fields w.
The latter could be solved numerically since we have retrieved simpler

equations for these paths.

AMS subject Classification 2010: 53C60, 53C44.
Keywords: Optimal control; Zermelo navigation; Finsler; Randers metric;
Geodesic.

1 Introduction

Optimal control problems naturally arise in engineering, especially in robotics
and aerospace, where the path optimization is required. The goal in an
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optimal control problem is to determine a control function that minimizes the
objective function (also called the total cost function) to minimize physical
quantities such as time, route, and/or other relevant costs of traveling.

Zermelo’s navigation problem is considered to be one of the most well-
known time-optimal control problems. Zermelo’s navigation is a classic prob-
lem in the calculus of variations which dates back to Zermelo’s notes in 1931.

Consider a moving object (boat, vessel, plane, etc.) that is traveling in
a stream of an external field (such as wind or water current) is to reach a
set destination in the shortest time possible. Zermelo’s navigation problem
refers to the characterization (finding/calculation) of the optimal paths.

In Zermelo’s navigation problem in the Riemannian setting, the underly-
ing space in which the navigation occurs can be modeled by a Riemannian
manifold and an external natural (perturbing) force given by a vector field
w on this manifold. The problem of Zermelo navigation in Riemannian ge-
ometry is studied in detail in [2]. The problem was further studied with
several extensions in the papers [3], [5] among other essential works. In the
said works, a beautiful link to geometry is verified. To wit, it is shown that
Zermelo’s navigation with weak external fields (vector fields w with |w| < 1)
yield paths which are geodesics of specific Randers type Finsler metrics. We
will see more of this later.

In [6], the authors studied Zermelo’s navigation problem with and without
(moving) obstacles from a metric geometric and optimal control point of
view and with a look towards improving existing computational methods. In
particular, we proposed a modification of the optimization scheme previously
considered in [12] by adding a piece-wise constant rotation. This fact was
shown to produce exact paths in some cases hence was an improvement upon
the existing methods. See [0] for further details. In [4], the second named
author and Rafie-Rad studied the time-optimal trajectories in a non-obstacle
pursuit problem, which geometrically shares similarities with the Zermelo
navigation problem.

The authors in [1 1] solve navigation problems as a minmax problem with-
out obstacles to obtain the optimal time by using a classical penalty function



method. They then proceed to allow for longer times of travel (which are
at most a small percentage over the optimal time) and in presence of fixed
obstacles.

The paper [10] considers an optimal PID control problem subject to con-
tinuous inequality constraints and terminal state equality constraint; it was
shown that the problem can be solved via solving a sequence of nonlinear
optimization problems. An efficient computational method was proposed. It
was then applied to a ship steering control problem. The results obtained
show that the method proposed is reliable and effective.

In [8], the authors minimize time of travel with continuous inequality
constraints. The stopping time is determined by a smooth hypersurface.
Several approaches for finding optimal trajectories using wind forecast data
have been introduced in the literature, including analytical optimal control,
[9], [13].

Our main goal in this manuscript is to investigate the systems of ordinary
differential equations which produce optimal paths. This is useful since hav-
ing a precise equation to solve numerically might sometimes be easier than
optimizing a cost function.

Classically, Zermelo’s navigation problem occurs in 2D because it was
first introduced to navigate the movement of ships in the sea. However, the
formulation is not bounded to 2D. For example, in [7], the navigation of
Dubin’s airplane in the presence of fixed and moving obstacles is studied,
which is a 3D version of Zermelo’s navigation problem in the presence of
obstacles.

As was alluded to, Zermelo’s navigation in Riemannian manifolds is closely
tied to Randers type Finsler metrics and their geodesics. We will explain this
further in the next section, but for now, it is worth mentioning that these
geodesics are completely classified in [14] in the case where the resulting
Randers type metric is of constant flag curvature.

Theorem 1. Let w be a weak dynamic linear vector field perturbing a move-
ment in R%  The differential equation of optimal control paths (geodesics)
starting from initial position to its destination are given by the equation /.3.



These ODEs are useful since the optimal trajectories in the general case
can be approximated by the first order approximation of external fields w.

2 Background Material

2.1 Finsler structures

The basic notions and definitions of Finsler geometry can be found in stan-
dard texts and many papers, so we will not review them in detail. We will
stick to the notations and definitions used in [0].

To be concise, a Finsler structure on a smooth manifold is a base point
and direction dependent norm F on the tangent space which is C'*° smooth
away from the zero section of the tangent bundle and which satisfies the
positive homogeneity and convexity properties; namely, if we denote a base
point by z and tangent vectors by (z,y) € T, M, the Finsler metric F’ must
satisfy Regularity away from zero section: F is C* on the entire slit tangent
bundle T'M, which is the tangent bundle minus the zero section. Positive

homogeneity: F(x,\y) = AF(x,y) for all A > 0. Strong convexity away from
82 2
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at every point of T'My. Given such a manifold M and Finsler structure F'

zero section: the n x n Hessian matrix (g;;) : , is positive-definite
on its tangent space, T'M. The pair (M, F) is known as a Finsler space or
a Finsler manifold. We emphasize that F' depends on the vector y € IR" as
well as on the base point © € M. See the standard textbook [1] for more
details.

Among Finsler metrics, Randers type metrics are important natural ob-
jects in that they are obtained from Riemannian metrics by adding a lin-
ear term namely; a Randers type metric is a Finsler metric of the form
F(z,y) == a(z,y) + 8(z,y), where a(z,y) := \/a;;(x)y'y’ is a Riemannian
metric and B(x,y) := b;(z)y’ is a one form. The assumption a(b,b) < 1 is
required to ensure the positivity of F'. This simple condition also guarantees
that the metric is strongly convex. That is, the Hessian g;;(z, y) := (2 F?),i,

is positive definite for all nonzero y = y'>% € T, M.
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A geodesic is a generalization of the notion of a “straight line” (locally
shortest paths or paths with zero tangential acceleration) from Euclidean
spaces (and more generally Riemannian manifolds) to Finsler ones. Just
like the Riemannian case and from the calculus of variation point of view,
minimizing the energy functional will provide us with the geodesic spray;
the geodesic spray is the vector field on TT'M whose integral curves are the
natural lifts of geodesics to T'M.

To express the differential equations that geodesics solve, one needs to
pick a connection. In a Finsler structure, the Finsler norm is not neces-
sarily reversible, that is, opposite vectors might have different lengths. Be-
cause of this fact, it is necessary to make the difference between (locally)
forward length minimizing and (locally) backward length minimizing curves.
Throughout these notes, a Finsler geodesic means a forward geodesic (locally
forward length minimizing) and a minimizing geodesic is a forward geodesic
that minimizes the forward length between its endpoints.

The generalization, to the Finsler setting, of the unit sphere bundle is the
indicatrix which is the set Sp := {y € V; F(y) = 1} (point dependent unit
ball in norm). The fibers of the indicatrix are easily verified to be closed and
convex subsets enclosing the origin which never passes through the origin.
For simplicity, these will be refered to as the unit tangent spheres where there
is no risk of confusion.

2.2 Geodesics of Randers type metrics

As was mentioned, the study of time-optimal paths in Zermelo’s navigation
problem entails the study of geodesics of a suitably defined Randers type
metric. So first, let us review how to compute geodesics of a Randers type

metric.

2.2.1 Geodesic spray and equations

The geodesics in Riemannian and Finsler settings can be approached in var-
ious ways. One way is to consider geodesics (along with the tangent vector)
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as integral curves of a vector field G on the tangent bundle (in the Rieman-
nian setting) or the slit tangent bundle (in the Finsler setting). This vector
field is known as the geodesic spray. It is easy to see that, the geodesic spray

G is of the form G = yia%i - 2G" a(zi’ in which the coefficients G* are called

geodesic spray coefficients.
It is, by now, standard that unit speed geodesics in a Finsler structure
(M, F) are given by the Finsler geodesic spray with coefficients

1 L :
6" = 39" ([P = (7)) = 39" (0 = () 0"

For more details, see [1].

Once the geodesic spray coefficients are known (in local coordinates),
the geodesic equations (for the unit speed geodesic 7) can be written in
coordinates by

A coordinate-free equation can be obtained by using a suitable connec-
tion. We will touch upon this below.

2.3 The Randers metric resulting from Zermelo’s nav-
igation

It is, by now, standard that the optimal paths in Zermelo’s navigation prob-
lem are geodesics of a Randers type Finsler metric. This geometric aspect
helps us to study the optimal paths from various angles, i.e., from the point
of view of Finsler geometry, metric geometry and differential equations, in
addition to the point of view of optimal control theory.

Indeed the following provides the geometric picture.

Proposition A (Shen [15]). Let M be a smooth manifold, suppose the fast
vessel travels from the starting point of the vector y to its end with unit speed
and the external factor w produces an effect on M such that ||w|| < 1. The
new Finsler structure F' on the tangent bundle that measures time motion is

Ply) = (1= ol?) ™ (g0 + 0= JolP) gl - () (@1)
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where || || = (-,-)2 is the Riemannian norm.
Proof. See [15] for a proof of Proposition A; c.f. [2]. O

Further details and investigations can be found, among other places,
in [15] and [0].

3 Precise ODE that optimal trajectories sat-
isfy

As we saw, the optimal trajectories are indeed forward minimizing geodesics
of an specific Randers type Finsler metric. In this section, we aim to compute
the geodesic equations for general external forces in the 2D case when the
underlying manifold is the flat JR%. Let u be an internal field with constant
magnitude ||u|| = 1 which derives the ship.

In this case, our only free parameter is the angle of the vector field w.
Suppose w is the external flow force of the form w = (w!,w?). We assume
the external force w is weak, that is, we assume ||w|| < 1.

With this setup, the movement of the ship is governed by the ODE system

The Zermelo navigation problem is to find the control 6 that takes the ship
from a given initial point to a given destination in the shortest time.

As we mentioned in Section 2.3 (see also [14, 2]), the shortest path is a
minimizing geodesic of the Randers type Finsler metric in (2.1).

From (2.1), it is straightforward to see that the defining Riemannian
metric a and 1-form b of the Randers metric are given by
_ poy + wiw; w;

) bi:__a
p? p



where w; := §;;w’ and where
p=1—[wl’ =1~ (')~ ()

So in our case, we have
w1 w1

PR O o) R S ey (R Ry

(a) o 1 p+ (’LUl)2 W1W2 o 1 1— (’LU2)2 W1W2
2X2 — 75 - 5 .
p? wiwy  p A+ (wa)? p? wiwe 1 — (wy)?

Now we compute the geodesic spray coefficients. Notice that for us the back-

blz

and

ground Riemannian metric is d;; with vanishing Christoffel symbols. There-
fore the Riemannian geodesic spray coefficients are

G'=0.

A curve T' : [0,t] — R? will be a geodesic of the Randers metric F' if it
satisfies the geodesic equation

i 4 2GH(T, T) = %anm))w,

(see [1]). The geodesic coefficients of F are related to those of the Riemannian
metric a by (11.3.12) of [I]. As a result the geodesic coefficients of F' are
related to the those of g, by

where
1 7

i ) i 1 i i 1 i
= 1 (F —w) (2F Sy — Lo — F*Lyw) — ZF2 (S"+ 1) — 5FCO.

Now we wish to compute these constituent parts in our problem presisely.
Following [14] and notations therein, we set

S S
Lij = wij + wju, Si=w’L, Cy =wi; —wyy, Ti = wCly,



In which, the colon ":” denotes covariant differentiation so that w;.; = w; ,; —
wy7;; where 77 denotes the Christoffel symbols of g, .. Indices on these
tensors are raised with the inverse of g, . For example, S* = §S;. As
before the subscript 0 denotes contraction with y, Ci = 69Cjy*. Finally,
L —=ww Li;.

ww

Ly = 2wy,,,  Log = 2wq,,, Lig = Loy = wy,, +wa,,
Cii=0Co0 =0, Ci=wy,, —wy,, Ciu=uwy, —wy,
Sl = wlLH + w2L21 = 2’(1]1’(1]11,1 + w2(w1x2 + wle).
Sy = w' Ly; + w? Loy = wl(wlwg + wlxl) + 2w2w2m2'
T, = w'Cyy + w?Cy = w2(w2x1 — wlxz).

Ty = w'Ciy + w*Cor = w'(w',, — w?,,).
Now for the tangent vector y = (y*,y?), we have

So = S1y' + Say?
= [lewlxl + uJQ(wlI2 + wzml)} y

4 |:,w1(u)lgc2 4 w2x1> 4 2w2w2x2] y2’

for C} we have

Cé = 511012y2 = (wlx - w2x1)y2

2
Cg _ 522021y1 _ (w2x1 - u)lxz)yl7
and the longest ones
Loo = Luy'y' + Laoy®y® + 2L19y"y?,
= 2w, (y')? +2(w',, + w0’ )yty? + 207, ()7



Lupw = Wi L1y + 2wiwyLyy + w3 Lo,

=2(w")*w',, + 2w'w*(w',, + w?,,) + 2(w?)*w?

-
Now we can write

— G (=l
and

i Ly 1 i i Lo
=7 (F—w) (2F Sy — Loo — F? L) —ZF2 (S*+17) —3FC

Notice that, since the background metric is Euclidean, there is no difference
between lower and upper indices. Now we need to do the calculations and
simplify. Let us compute the hardest term we need.

2FSy — Log — F2 Ly =2F2w'w',, + w?(w's, + w?,,)]y*
+ 2F[w'(w',, +w?,) + 2w*w?,,]y?
—2w'y, (y')? = 2(whs, + w?))y'y? = 2w, (y
— F2(w')w's, + 20w (w'y, + w,)
+2(w?)w?,,).

2)2

and

Sy + T, = 2wlwt +2w (3.1)
= ((wl)2 + (w2)2)x1-

Sy + Ty = 2w'w',, + 2w*w?,, (3.2)

= ((w)? + (0*)?)a,-
We have all the terms computed in this case. As one can observe, the terms
involved become very tedious hence for a general external vector field w, the

geodesic equations will become very complicated and consequently impede
one’s ability to solve for optimal control trajectories numerically.
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One remedy would be to linearize the geodesic equations (concerning I')
and then try to solve them, but this is also difficult since as we saw coefficients
are very tedious. A way out is to approximate the optimal trajectories by
approximating the external field w. This is what we wish to carry out in the

next section.

4 Geodesic equations for affine nature fields

In order to obtain more sensible equations which would be easier to solve
numerically, we can first replace the external field w (we also call it the
nature field sometimes) with its first order approximation.

Indeed, on small enough rectangles in IR?, we can consider the first order
approximation of the weak external field w. Since w is a weak external field
(i.e. |lw] < 1), its first order approximation is also weak provided that we
make the domain smaller if necessary. In this section, we will hence consider
an affine weak external field and wish to obtain the optimal trajectories in
Zermelo’s navigation problem under this affine approximation. The original
optimal trajectories will later be shown to be obtained in a limiting process.

Assume w' and w? are affine functions on a rectangular region A < x; <
B and C < x9 < D. Therefore,

wl =c t+ax; + bll’g and w2 = Co + aox1 + bgl’g.

We will only focus on this region now.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose w is an affine weak external field as in above.
Then the geodesic spray coefficients that provide the optimal control trajecto-
ries (geodesics for the associated Randers metric) in the Zermelo navigation
problem, are given by

GHz,y) = (FPY) y* + (FPH) y* + (L) ()" + (L3) (1)) + (Qb)y'y?

() 00+ (B) e (B 00+ m )
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And
2 2

GAx,y) = (FP)y' + (FP)y* + (L7) (') + L3 (v°) + (Q)y'y’

A(z) 1\3 Bg 1\2, 2 D(Q) 1(,2\2 2 2
+(F)(y) +(F)(y) v+l )y (v*)"+ F?R}, (4.2)
where F is the Randers Finsler metric given in (2.1), L ’s and Q’s are
polynomials of degree 1, P’s are polynomials of degree 2, R’s are polynomials
of degree 3 all in terms of the space variables z; (i = 1,2) and the rest of the

coefficients are constants. Of course all these depend on c;,a;,b;, 1 = 1,2.

See the proof for precise expression for these polynomials.

Proof. According to the formulas (3.1) and (3.2), we have

51 -+ T1 = 2@1(01 +ajxy + bliL’Q) -+ 2a2(02 + asxq + bQQL’Q).

Sy + Ty = 2by(c1 + a1y + bywa) + 2ba(co + asxy + boxs).
Thus S; + T;, i = 1,2 are affine. Similarly
Loo = 2a1(y")* + 2(az + b1)y'y” + 20a(y*)?,
which is a quadratic form in terms of y* and y?. One also computes

So = S1y" + Soy?
= [2w'wy, + w(wy, +w2)] y'
+ [wh(wy, +wy,) + 2wy, |y
= [2(c1 + @12y + biwg)ay + (e + agxy + baxa)(az + by)] y'
+ [(e1 + a1@1 + b)) (ag + by) + 2(ca + apxy + bowa)bo]
= [(2a} + a3 + asb1)z1 + (2a1by + asby + bibo)xs + (2c1a1 + c2a2 + coby)] y'
+ [(a1az + arby + 2asbs)x1 + (bras + by + 203)xa + (c1as + c1by + 262b5)] v
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In addition, we have

Lyyw = 2(1,01)2wglﬂ1 + 21011,02(1,09162 + wil) + 2(1,02)220;2

= 2(01 +ajxy + b1$2)2a1 + 2(01 +ajxy + bll’g)(Cg “+ agx1 + bgl’g)(bl + a2)
+ 2(02 + asxy + bgl’g)zbg,

is an affine translation of a quadratic form in terms of x;, i = 1, 2.
To make the formulas simpler, we set (all A’s, M’s and N below are
constants)

Ay =ay, By =by, C1 = ¢,
Ay = ay, By = by, Cy = ¢y,
Az = 2(a? + a3), By = 2(a1b; + azbs), Cs = 2(ajc1 + axcy),
Ay = 2(a1by + agby), By = 2(b7 +b3), Cy = 2(byc; + bacy),
As = a3 + biay + 203, Bs = asby + biby + 2a1by, Cs = 2c1a1 + coan + coby,
Ag = 2asby + a1by + ayay, Bg = 2b5 + b5 + biay), Cs = crag + c1by + 2c2bs,
E =2ay, J=2(ay+b), K = 2by,
M1 = 2(2aib + ar1biby + arashs + bias + biaj + 2asb3),

Moy = 2(bay + biby + agbiby + b3),

Moy = 2(a? + aybiay + aya3 + asbs),

Moo = 2(ciay + cieaby + creaag + bycs)

My = 2(2¢1a3 + c1a9by + aicaby + c1a3 + ayascy + 2cpa2bs)

Moy = 2(2c1a1by + c1baby + bPcy + craghs + bicoag + 2c5b3)
N = (b — as).

So we have

'LUi = CZ + Aillfl + Billfg, 1= 1, 2,

S(i_g) + T(Z'_g) = Ai$1 + Bix2 + CZ‘, 1= 3, 4,
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S() = (Ag,l’l + B5£L'2 + 05) yl + (Aﬁl'l + Bﬁl’g + CG) y2,
Lo = E(y")* + Jy'y* + K(y°)?,

§ I,k
I+k<2

Cy = Ny? C3=—Ny'.

1 1
Cl :1 (yf — (Cl + All'l + Bll’g)) (2F((A5ZE1 + B5ZL’2 + 05)y1 + (AGZL’l
+ Bgxo + Co)y?) — (E(yH)? + Jy'y? + K(y*)?) — F? < Z Mzkxllx’§>)
I+E<2
1, 1 2
— ZF (Asxy + Bsxg + Cs5) — §FN?/ :

We set
1
Pll = —§(A1A5ZE% -+ AlB5ZL'1£E2 -+ BlA5ZL'1£E2 + BlBg,l’g + (A5Cl
1 1,k
+ A105)£L'1 + (ClBg, + 3105)1’2 + 0105) — Z Z Mlkzlxz s

I+k<2

1 1
L% = 5(1451’1 + B5SL’2 -+ 05) + Z(A1E£U1 + BlEx2 + CIE)u

1 1
Q(l) = 5(146:61 + Bgza + Cg) + Z(A1J$1 + By Jxy + C1J),

1
P21 = —§(A1A61’% -+ (AlBG + BlAﬁ)l'll'g + BlB(jl’% + (ClAG + Aloﬁ)xl
+ (ClBG + Blc(g)l’g + CIC6 + N),
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1
L% = Z(AlKl’l + BlKZL'Q + ClK),

1
Ry = E(All’l Z My zh + Biay Z Myxizs + Cy Z My 2§

I+k<2 I+k<2 I+k<2
— (Aszy + Bszs + C3)),
A=,
By =2
Di=-1.

where A, By, Dy are constants, L;(xl,@) are degree one polynomials and
Pj(ml,xg) are degree two polynomials, and RF are polynomials of degree
three in terms of x1, zs.

A similar statement holds for (? and upon combining these expressions,

we are able to write down the geodesic spray coefficients and get the formula
4.1 and 4.2. 0

At this point, having computed the geodesic spray coefficients in Proposi-
tion 4.1, we are in a position to obtain the precise equations for the geodesics.

Suppose (z1(t), x2(t)) is a geodesic in the rectangular domain as set in
above. The equations z; are given as follows.

Theorem 1. (Ezxtended form) Let w be a weak dynamic linear vector in R?
of the form w = (w*, w?) = (¢; + a1, +b1w9, o+ o1 +bowy). The unit speed
geodesic (with respect to F) starting from initial position to its destination is
given by the formula

L 2((FPY) @+ (FPy) i+ (L) (30)° + (L) (2)° + (Co)ry  (4.3)
<F(1)) (%) (21)" 2 + <l]);) @1 (22)° + F?Ry) = %:&1.
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And

gy + 2((FPY) @y + (FPY) o + (L3) (1) + L3 (22)° + (C)a17s  (4.4)

A2\ . B3\, ...  (D2\ ., . I
+ <FO> (1’1)3 + <70> (1’1)21’2 + <70> T (1’2)2 -+ FzRg) = FLL’Q.
Proof. By using the geodesic spray coefficients in Proposition 4.1 we have
i+ 2((FPY) y' + (FRY) v+ (L1) ()" + (I) (v%)” + (Qo)y's?
Atl) 1\3 B(% 12, 2 Dé 1(,2\2 2 pl F.
() 00+ () 007+ (30) o ) + PR =

notice that with our notation, #; = y* so we get the formula (4.3) and simi-
larly (4.4). O

Here, we get two nonlinear ODEs that are simpler than the geodesic

equations for the general external field w.

4.1 A few words on applications

Here, we just highlight the importance of the equations we have obtained in
computing the optimal trajectories. Since this is a theoretical work, we have
not included numerical solutions of the equations obtained. The numerical
considerations will be carried out in our upcoming works.

Let us note that since the coefficients are simpler, solving these equations
by numerical methods would be an easier task than solving the geodesic
equations in the general case; Also solving these equations numerically would
be simpler than solving the optimal control problem (which has the same
complexity as solving the geodesic problem in the general case).

When the domain of these equations are assumed to be very small, one
can further simplify the equations at hand by assuming F' only depends on
y's. This makes sense since the tangent space at a point in a Finslerian
manifold is a Minkowski space in which the norm does not depend on the

base point.
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