
Distributed Localization and Tracking Control for Nonholonomic
Agents with Time-varying Bearing Formation

Huiming Li1, Hao Chen1,2, Xiangke Wang1, Mengge Zhang1 and Lincheng Shen1

Abstract— This paper studies the bearing-based time-varying
formation control problem for unicycle-type agents without
bearing rigidity conditions. In the considered problem, only a
small set of agents, named as anchors, can obtain their global
positions, and the other agents only have access to the bearing
information relative to their neighbors. To address the problem,
we propose a novel scheme integrating the distributed local-
ization algorithm and the observer-based formation tracking
controller. The designed localization algorithm estimates the
global position by using inter-agent bearing measurements, and
the observer-based controller tracks the desired formation with
the estimated positions. A key distinction of our approach is
extending the localization-and-tracking control scheme to the
bearing-based coordination of nonholonomic systems, where the
desired inter-agent bearings can be time-varying, instead of the
constant ones assumed in most of the existing researches. The
asymptotic stability of the coupled localization-and-tracking
control system is proved, and simulations are carried out to
validate the theoretical analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-agent systems have broad applications in agricul-
ture, industry, and military. The robotics and control commu-
nity enthusiastically explores cooperative control approaches
for multi-agent systems. Based on different types of available
measurements, most of the existing researches can be divided
into four categories: (1) position-based [1]; (2) displacement-
based [2]; (3) distance-based [3] and (4) bearing-based [4].
Among these measurements to achieve formation control,
bearing measurements have the lowest acquisition cost,
which can be obtained by a variety of sensors, such as laser
radars [5], millimeter-wave radars [6], passive radars [7],
[8], cameras [9], etc. Especially with the wide application of
vision sensors in robotics, formation control based on bearing
measurements has attracted the attention of many scholars
due to the natural connection between the vision-based
control problem and the bearing-based control strategies.

The primary foundation of researches on bearing-based
formation control is the so-called bearing rigidity theory
[4], which analyzes the conditions on multi-agent systems’
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topologies and physical configurations to ensure the unique-
ness of the formation shape with inter-agent bearings. To
further analyze the algebraic properties of bearing rigid
formations, a matrix-weighted graph Laplacian, the bearing
Laplacian matrix, was proposed in [10]. With this powerful
tool, a series of bearing-based, even bearing-only methods
on formation generation and tracking of single or double in-
tegrators were presented in [11]–[15]. In [16], bearing-based
control laws for unicycles were constructed to track moving
leaders. In [17], an almost global stable distributed bearing-
only formation controller was designed for Euler–Lagrange-
like agents. However, to ensure the uniqueness, desired
formations are always recurrently assumed to be infinites-
imally bearing rigid. To make this assumption hold, only
trivial infinitesimal bearing motions, namely translational
and scaling motions are the allowed formation maneuvers.
Consequently, all the work mentioned above shares a com-
mon basic assumption: the desired inter-agent bearings are
constant.

A few studies have focused on generating and tracking
time-varying inter-agent bearings in multi-agent systems.
Tang et al. investigated a new type of formation based
on the persistence of excitation (PE) to relax the classi-
cal bearing rigidity conditions on the graph topology and
achieve the generation and tracking for time-varying inter-
agent bearings, which is called bearing persistently exciting
(BPE) formation [18]–[21]. Distributed control laws based
on time-varying bearing measurements were designed under
the assumption that the desired formation is BPE. However,
these researches on time-varying inter-neighbor bearings
concentrate on linear systems, especially single-integrator
and double-integrator models.

Although many bearing-based formation control problems
have been studied in the literature, few researches have
addressed the formation tracking problem for time-varying
inter-agent bearings in nonholonomic multi-agent systems,
as we do in this paper. Our approach to tackle this problem
relies on the integration of bearing-based localization and
tracking control. The bearing-based localization problem is
also widely discussed because of the duality between local-
ization and control problems, such as [22]–[24]. However,
bearing-based localization and formation control are not
considered simultaneously as a whole in most of the existing
works due to the coupling between localization and control.
The work in [25] considered the self-localization and forma-
tion control task for single-integrator agents with bearing-
only measurements, but theoretical analysis on the stability of
the coupled system was not provided. In [21], bearing-based
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localization and formation tracking methods were proposed
under the assumption that the desired formation is BPE, but
the agents in this study are single integrators.

In this paper, we propose a bearing-based distributed
localization algorithm to estimate global positions, which is
utilized to devise control inputs for unicycle-type agents to
track the desired time-varying formation, different from [21],
[25], where single-integrator dynamics were considered, also
from [14]–[16], where the desired inter-agent bearings are
constant. The main contributions of this paper are summa-
rized as follows:

i) We propose an integrated bearing-based localization
and tracking control method for nonholonomic agents
moving in a formation, the stability of the coupled
system is theoretically proved without the assumption
of bearing rigidity.

ii) The bearing-based localization-and-tracking control
strategy not only localizes the unicycle-type agents in
the inertial coordinate, but also allows the agents to
track time-varying inter-agent bearings, instead of the
constant ones in most of the existing researches.

This paper unfolds as follows: in Section II, we provide
some mathematical preliminaries on graph theory and estab-
lish the bearing-based localization-and-tracking control prob-
lem studied in this paper. Theoretical results are proposed in
Section III, and simulations are carried out in Section IV.
We finally make concluding remarks in Section V.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

A. Preliminaries On Graph Theory

The interaction topology of a nonholonomic n-agent sys-
tem in this paper is represented by an undirected graph
G = (V, E), where V = {1, 2 · · · , n} is the set of vertices,
E ⊂ V × V is the set of edges, and |E| = m. An edge
(i, j) ∈ E means there is a bidirectional interaction between
agent i and j. The neighbor set of agent i is denoted by
Ni := {j ∈ V |(i, j) ∈ E}. Let pi ∈ Rd be the position of
agent i, and p =

[
pT1 , · · · , pTn

]T ∈ Rdn. A formation can be
expressed by (G, p) if the vertex i in G is mapped to pi for
all i ∈ V .

An oriented graph is constructed when assigning a direc-
tion to each edge in the undirected graph. The incidence
matrix H ∈ Rm×n is a matrix composed of 1, 0 and
−1 that describes the edge direction of the oriented graph,
whose rows are indexed by edges and columns are labeled
by vertices, [H]ki = 1 if vertex i is the head of edge k,
[H]ki = −1 if i is the tail, and [H]ki = 0 otherwise. For a
connected graph, rank(H) = n − 1 and H1n = 0, where
1n = [1, · · · , 1]T ∈ Rn.

B. Problem Formulation

Consider a group of n agents modeled by the unicycle
dynamics in inertial coordinate system:

ẋi = vi cos θi
ẏi = vi sin θi
θ̇i = ωi

(1)

where pi := [xi, yi]
T denotes the position of the agent

i, and θi denotes its orientation with respect to the x-
axis. The variables vi and ωi are the control inputs. Let
hi := [cos θi, sin θi]

T and h⊥
i := [− sin θi, cos θi]

T as the
heading vectors.

Remark 1: The mathematic model equation (1) performs
well in describing the movement of underactuated robots,
like fixed-wing UAVs [26] and wheeled mobile robots [27].
Compared to the integrator models discussed in [21], the
nonlinearity of equation (1) increases the difficulty in de-
signing the bearing-based control law.

The edge and the bearing vectors between agent i and j
can be defined as

eij := pj − pi, gij :=
eij
∥eij∥

(2)

If edge k in the underlying graph G connects vertex i and j,
we can write ek := eij . The corresponding bearing vector is
then denoted by gk := ek

∥ek∥ . Let πgk := Id−gkg
T
k and Π :=

diag(πgk) ∈ Rdm×dm, then the bearing Laplacian matrix is
introduced as follows:

LB = H̄TΠH̄ ∈ Rdn×dn (3)

where H̄ := H ⊗ Id, and the operator ⊗ denotes the
Kronecker product. The symbol Id represents an identity
matrix and the subscript d is the spatial dimension. It is easy
to obtain that LB is positive semi-definite [10].

Assumption 1: The sensing topology of the multi-agent
system is described by a connected undirected graph G (V, E)
and each agent i ∈ V can measure the relative bearing vectors
gij to its neighbors j ∈ Ni.

Assumption 1 implies that agents can get their orientations
relative to the inertial coordinate system through sensors such
as gyroscopes, so the relative bearing measurements can be
regarded as the global ones.

In our problem, only na agents, known as anchors, in
the formation, have access to their global positions, and the
set of anchors is denoted by Va. This scenario is typical
in a GPS-denied environment, or an indoor environment
where the global positions are not provided by the external
systems, e.g., the motion capture systems. The anchors are
carrying high-precision inertial measurement unit to obtain
its global position, and the remaining agent can only measure
the relative bearing vectors with respect to their neighbors
by using cameras or other similar sensors.

Remark 2: Considering the ambiguity of bearing informa-
tion, anchors are necessary for the bearing-based localization
algorithms. In [28], it is highlighted that at least one anchor
with the global position information is required to pin down
the entire formation shape. Furthermore, at least one distance
information is required to remove the scale uncertainty, as
used in [29]. In [10], [23], [24], at least two anchors are
required for network localization relying on bearing-only
measurements. A distributed iterative method using local
bearing information is proposed to localize nodes with at
least d+ 1 anchors in [22].



The agents as a whole are expected to form a desired
formation (G, p∗), where p∗ =

[
p∗T1 , · · · , p∗Tn

]T ∈ Rdn, and
p∗i is the desired position of agent i. Let θ∗i , v

∗
i and ω∗

i denote
the desired heading angle, linear velocity and angular speed
for agent i, respectively. We make the following assumption
regarding the desired formation.

Assumption 2: The desired position p∗i (i ∈ V) is chosen
to meet the following conditions:
(1) p∗i (t) is twice differentiable with respect to t;
(2) p∗i (t) and ṗ∗i (t) are bounded for all t, and the desired

relative distance ∥e∗ij(t)∥j∈Ni
> 0 so that the desired

bearing g∗ij(t) is well-defined;
(3) v∗i (t) > 0 for all t.

Remark 3: To make the agents effectively track the de-
sired trajectory, the desired position for agent i should satisfy
equation (1), i.e., ṗ∗i (t) = v∗i h

∗
i where h∗

i := [cos θ∗i , sin θ
∗
i ]

T

and v∗i is bounded.
Our problem can be summarized as follows:
Problem 1: Consider a team of nonholonomic agents

modeled by (1) under Assmption 1, and only the agents
i ∈ Va have available global positions. Design control laws
for each agent i ∈ V , to track a time-varying target formation
(G, p∗) satisfying Assumption 2, by using inter-neighbor
bearing information gij(t), such that pi(t) → p∗i (t) and
gij(t) → g∗ij(t) when t → ∞.

III. BEARING-BASED LOCALIZATION AND
FORMATION TRACKING CONTROL

In this section, we propose a localization-and-tracking
control scheme for unicycle-type agents to track the desired
inter-agent bearings without the assumption of bearing rigid-
ity. A distributed bearing-based estimator and an observer-
based controller are designed as an integration. Theoretical
analysis is then presented to illustrate the properties of the
coupled nonholonomic system.

First of all, we design a bearing-based position estimator
p̂i to localize agent i. By assuming that agents can com-
municate their position estimations with their neighbors, the
position estimators are designed as follows:

˙̂pi =− kp

n∑
j∈Ni

πgij (p̂i − p̂j)− kpf(pi) + vihi, (4)

where kp is a positive coefficient. The function f(pi) is
defined as f(pi) := p̂i − pi if i ∈ Va; and f(pi) := 0
otherwise.

Then, we design an observer-based formation tracking
control law with the estimated positions shown in equation
(4) as below:

vi =hT
i

(
p∗i − p̂i + v∗i h

∗
i + ω∗

i h
⊥
i

)
(5)

ωi =h⊥T
i

(
p∗i − p̂i + v∗i h

∗
i + ω∗

i h
⊥
i

)
. (6)

For agent i, we define the localization error as δi = p̂i−pi,
and the formation tracking error as p̃i = pi − p∗i . To solve
Problem 1, it is equal to make δi → 0, p̃i → 0 and gij → g∗ij
as t → ∞. The following theorem analyzes stability of the

system with the integration of the position estimator (4) and
the tracking control law (5)-(6).

Theorem 1: Consider a n-agent nonholonomic system de-
fined in Rd under Assumption 1 and 2. If the following initial
conditions are met

∥p̂i(0)− pi(0)∥ <min(i,j)∈E
1

2
∥e∗ij∥ − v∗i ,

∥pi(0)− p∗i (0)∥ <min(i,j)∈E
1

2
∥e∗ij∥,

the position estimator (4) and the formation tracking con-
troller (5)-(6) proposed for (1) can drive the localization and
tracking errors to zero, that is, δi → 0, p̃i → 0 and gij → g∗ij
when t → ∞.

Proof: First of all, we analyze the convergence of
the postion estimator. According to equation (4), the time
derivative of the estimation error δi can be derived as

δ̇i = ˙̂pi − ṗi = −kp

n∑
j∈Ni

πgij (p̂i − p̂j)− kpf(pi). (7)

Let p̂ =
[
p̂T1 , · · · , p̂Tn

]T ∈ Rdn and δ =
[
δT1 , · · · , δTn

]T ∈
Rdn. Since span (1⊗ Id, p) ⊆ Null (LB) (see [10]), equa-
tion (7) and (4) can be rewritten in a matrix form as

δ̇ =− kpLB p̂− kpAδ = −kp (LB +A) δ (8)

The matrix A in (8) is defined as A := diag(A1, · · · , An) ∈
Rdn×dn, where Ai := Id for i ∈ Va and Ai := 0d otherwise.
Since kp is a positive constant, LB is positive semi-definite,
we have LB + A ≥ 0, and thus the eigenvalues of the
matrix −kp (LB +A) have non-positive real parts, meaning
the error system (8) is Lyapunov stable. Consequently, there
exist a positive constant ϵ1, satisfying ∥δi (t) ∥ < ϵ1 for
t ≥ 0.

Then, we show the bearing information gij , ∀(i, j) ∈ E
is well-defined for t > 0, meaning ∥eij∥ > 0. Since eij :=
pj − pi = p̃j + p∗j − p̃i − p∗i = p̃j − p̃i + e∗ij , one gets

∥eij∥ ≥ ∥e∗ij∥−∥p̃i∥−∥p̃j∥ ≥ ∥e∗ij∥−2maxj∈Ni (∥p̃i∥, ∥p̃j∥) ,

where the function max (a, b) =

{
a, if a ≥ b
b, else . Thus, if

maxj∈Ni
(∥p̃i∥, ∥p̃j∥) < 1

2∥e
∗
ij∥, we can conclude ∥eij∥ >

0. Let V i
1 = 1

2∥p̃i∥
2, the following equation holds combining

with equation (5):

V̇ i
1 =p̃Ti ˙̃pi = p̃Ti (vihi − ṗ∗i )

=− p̃Ti hih
T
i p̃i − p̃Ti hih

T
i δi + p̃Ti hih

T
i v

∗
i h

∗
i − p̃Ti v

∗
i h

∗
i

≤− ∥p̃Ti hi∥2 + ∥p̃Ti hi∥∥δi∥+ v∗i ∥p̃Ti hi∥+ v∗i ∥p̃i∥
≤ − ∥p̃Ti hi∥

(
∥p̃Ti hi∥ − ∥δi∥ − v∗i

)
.

We see that V̇ i
1 ≤ 0 if ∥p̃Ti hi∥ − ∥δi∥ − v∗i ≥ 0, which

means the equilibrium point p̃i = 0 is Lyapunov stable when
∥p̃Ti hi∥ ≥ ∥δi∥+v∗i , then there is a constant ϵ2 that satisfies
∥p̃Ti hi∥ ≤ ∥p̃i(t)∥ ≤ ϵ2. If ϵ2 < min(i,j)∈E

1
2∥e

∗
ij∥, we

can get ∥p̃i(t)∥ < min(i,j)∈E
1
2∥e

∗
ij∥ to ensure gij is well-

defined. To be consistent with ∥δi∥+ v∗i ≤ ∥p̃Ti hi∥ ≤ ϵ2, ϵ2
should be carefully selected to meet ϵ2 ≥ ϵ1+v∗i combining



with ∥δi(t)∥ < ϵ1. What we need to do next is analyzing
the convergence of the closed-loop system to find proper ϵ1
and ϵ2. This can be done after we show the convergence of
δ and p̃.

Now we continue to analyze the convergence of δ and p̃i.
Let L̄B = LB + A and W1 := 1

2∥δ∥
2. Obviously, W1 is

bounded. The time derivative of W1 is

Ẇ1 = δT δ̇ = δT [−kp (LB +A) δ] = −kpδ
T L̄Bδ.

The second derivative of W1 yields

Ẅ1 =− 2kpδ̇
T L̄Bδ − kpδ

T H̄T Π̇H̄δ.

Since the bearing gk is well-defined as proved above, πgk

can be derived as

π̇gk = − 1

∥pk∥
(
πgk ṗkg

T
k + gkṗ

T
k πgk

)
,

where ṗk = vjhj − vihi, j ∈ Ni. Thus, Π̇ is bounded.
Combining ∥δi (t) ∥ < ϵ1 with equation (8), it is believed
δ̇ is also bounded. Therefore, Ẅ1 is bounded so that Ẇ1 is
uniformly continuous. It follows that Ẇ1 → 0 according to
Barbalat’s lemma, so that one gets δ → 0 and δ̇ → 0, which
means p̂i → pi for i ∈ V .

Next, we analyze the convergence of the formation track-
ing controller (5)-(6). Let p̃i = pi − p∗i and h̃i = hi − h∗

i ,
resulting p∗i − p̂i = −p̃i − δi. The tracking error system can
be written as follows:

˙̃pi =ṗi − ṗ∗i = vihi − v∗i h
∗
i

=hih
T
i

(
p∗i − p̂i + v∗i h

∗
i + ω∗

i h
⊥
i

)
− v∗i h

∗
i (9)

=− hih
T
i p̃i − hih

T
i δi − h⊥

i h
⊥T
i v∗i h

∗
i

˙̃
hi =− h⊥

i h
⊥T
i p̃i − h⊥

i h
⊥T
i δi+

h⊥
i h

⊥T
i v∗i h

∗
i + ω∗

i h
⊥
i − ω∗

i h
∗⊥
i , (10)

We choose the Lyapunov function for agent i as V i := V i
1 +

V i
2 , where V i

2 = 1
2v

∗
i ∥h̃i∥2. We can obtain that

V̇ i
1 =p̃Ti ˙̃pi = −p̃Ti hih

T
i p̃i − p̃Ti hih

T
i δi − p̃Ti h

⊥
i h

⊥T
i v∗i h

∗
i

V̇ i
2 =v∗i h̃

T
i
˙̃
hi = v∗i (hi − h∗

i )
T ˙̃
hi

=− v∗i ω
∗
i h

T
i h

∗⊥
i − v∗i hi

T
(
−h⊥

i h
⊥T
i p̃i − h⊥

i h
⊥T
i δi+

h⊥
i h

⊥T
i v∗i h

∗
i + ω∗

i h
⊥
i − ω∗

i h
∗⊥
i

)
=v∗i h

∗T
i h⊥

i h
⊥T
i p̃i + v∗i h

∗T
i h⊥

i h
⊥T
i δi − v∗2i h∗T

i h⊥
i h

⊥T
i h∗

i .

Therefore, the derivative of V̇ i is shown as below.

V̇ i =V̇ i
1 + V̇ i

2

=− ∥p̃Ti hi∥2 − ∥v∗i h∗T
i h⊥

i ∥2

−
(
p̃Ti hih

T
i − v∗i h

∗T
i h⊥

i h
⊥T
i

)
δi.

Let g1(t) := −∥p̃Ti hi∥2 − ∥v∗i h∗T
i h⊥

i ∥2 and g2(t) :=
−
(
p̃Ti hih

T
i − v∗i h

∗T
i h⊥

i h
⊥T
i

)
δi. One gets g1 is bounded and

lim
t→∞

g2(t) = 0 since lim
t→∞

δi = 0 as proved above. According
to the Limiting Equation Theorem in [30], the invariant set
Ω =

{(
p̃i, h̃i

)
| p̃Ti hi = 0, h∗T

i h⊥
i = 0

}
is approached by

all bounded solutions of V̇ i. Combined it with equation (9),

we have ˙̃pi → 0 and ˙̃
hi →

[
ω∗
i

(
h⊥
i − h∗⊥

i

)
− p̃i

]
when

t → ∞. Meanwhile, ˙̃pi+ δ̇i → 0 holds since δ̇ → 0. Besides,

˙̃pi+δ̇i = −hih
T
i (p̃i + δi)−h⊥

i h
⊥T
i v∗i h

∗
i → −hih

T
i (p̃i + δi) ,

where hih
T
i =

[
cos2 θi cos θi sin θi

cos θi sin θi sin2 θi

]
> 0. Since hi

is time-varying, and there is no θi ∈ R to make cos2 θi = 0
and sin2 θi = 0 hold simultaneously. Thus, p̃i + δi → 0
is obtained, that is, p̃i → 0 and p̂i → p∗i hold. Further,

gij =
(pj−pi)(pj−pi)

T

∥pj−pi∥ → (p∗
j−p∗

i )(p
∗
j−p∗

i )
T

∥p∗
j−p∗

i ∥
= g∗ij as t → ∞.

Based on the above analysis, the localization error δi and
formation tracking error p̃i are asymptotic stable. Therefore,
it is reasonable to choose ϵ1 = ∥δi(0)∥ and ϵ2 = ∥p̃i(0)∥ so
that initial values of the system should meet the following
conditions:

∥δi(0)∥ = ∥p̂i(0)− pi(0)∥ <min(i,j)∈E
1

2
∥e∗ij∥ − v∗i (11)

∥p̃i(0)∥ = ∥pi(0)− p∗i (0)∥ <min(i,j)∈E
1

2
∥e∗ij∥. (12)

In summary, under the estimator (4) and the formation
tracking controller (5)-(6), the localization and tracking er-
rors, δi and p̃i, converge to zero. Namely, agents can track the
desired positions p∗i and maintain the desired time-varying
bearings g∗ij(t), (i, j) ∈ E . Hence, Theorem 1 is proven and
Problem 1 is solved.

Theorem 1 illustrates the stability of the coupled system
with the integrated bearing-based localization-and-tracking
control scheme. Besides, since ∥eij∥ > 0, collisions between
neighbors can be avoided. We note that we do not assume
bearing rigidity conditions, and the desired inter-agent bear-
ings can either be constant or time-varying.

Remark 4: In this paper, we consider the bearing-based
localization and formation tracking problem at the same
time, different from [10], [24], where only the localiza-
tion is addressed, also from [13], [14], where formation
control problems are focused. Besides, both constant and
time-varying inter-neighbor bearings are feasible with the
proposed integrated control scheme. Another key outcome of
our work is extending the localization-and-tracking scheme
to the nonholonomic systems, while the most frequently
used model in the relevant literature is the linear integrator
dynamics as in [21], [31].

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulations are carried out to verify
the effectiveness of the proposed control strategy. The
underlying graph is set as the one shown in Fig.1,
where Agent 1 and Agent 7 are chosen to be an-
chors. The initial desired positions are set as p∗(0) =
[7, 0, 3, 3, 3,−3, 0, 0,−3, 3,−3,−3,−7, 0]

T . Two simula-
tions are conducted to demonstrate the formation control
effect under the designed localization-and-tracking scheme
without the assumption of infinitesimal bearing rigidity con-
ditions.

In the first simulation scenario, agents are designed to
translate along a sinusoidal curve, where the inter-agent
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Fig. 1. The interaction topology in the simulations. Agent 1 and Agent 7
are chosen to be anchors.

Fig. 2. Trajectories of agents translating along a sinusoidal curve. The solid
circles represent the initial positions of the agents. The void circles illustrate
the positions of the agents at t = 30s, 53s, 95s and 130s, respectively.
The stars represent the desired positions per time. The solid lines represent
the actual trajectories of the anchors, and the dashed lines are the desired
trajectory of anchors. The dashed cyan lines among the agents represent the
information connections.

bearings are constant. Fig.2 shows the trajectories of the
agents. As we can see from Fig.3, the estimation and tracking
errors converge to zero asymptotically, which means the
inter-agent bearing gij converge to g∗ij at the same time.

To demonstrate the tracking ability of the proposed control
strategy for time-varying inter-agent bearings, the formation
is set to rotate around a fixed point in the second simulation,
as shown in Fig. 4. Fig. 5 shows the evolution of the
localization and tracking errors, respectively. It is obvious
that errors converge to zero. That is, the desired formation
(G, p∗) and time-varying inter-neighbor bearings g∗ij are
tracked. The simulation results provide strong evidence for
the effectiveness of the proposed control scheme. Note that
the initial values in this simulation are set as p̂2(0) = [−1; 0],
p2(0) = [3; 3] and v∗2 = 1.73, so that ∥p̂2(0)−p2(0)∥ = 5 >
∥p∗24∥−v∗2 = 3

√
2−1.73, meaning equation (11) in Theorem

1 are only sufficient conditions to guarantee the stability of
the control system.
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(a) The time evolution of the norm of the estimation error ∥δ∥.
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(b) The time evolution of the norm of the tracking error ∥p̃∥.

Fig. 3. Time evolution of the norm of errors.
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Fig. 4. Trajectories of agents rotating around a fixed point. The solid circles
represent the initial positions of the agents. The void circles illustrate the
positions of the agents at t = 20s, 50s and 100s, respectively. The stars
represent the desired positions per time. The solid lines represent the actual
trajectories of the anchors, and the dashed lines are the desired trajectory of
anchors. The dashed cyan lines among the agents represent the information
connections.
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Fig. 5. Time evolution of the norm of errors.

V. CONCLUSIONS
This paper presents a novel bearing-based localization-

and-tracking control scheme to handle the time-varying for-
mation tracking problem for nonholonomic agents. Based on
bearing measurements among agents, a distributed localiza-
tion method is designed and an observer-based controller is
proposed to track target formations with desired bearings.
By adopting the integrated localization-and-tracking control
method, both the localization and tracking errors converge
to zero, which is demonstrated by the theoretical analyses of
the coupled system as well as two simulation examples. The
approach also relaxes the conditions imposed on the graph
topology to ensure stability. One future research direction is
to consider more complicated maneuvering forms, such as
scaling, shearing and their combinations, for nonholonomic
agents.
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