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Abstract

This paper presents an enhanced direct-method-based approach for the real-time solution of optimal control problems to
handle path constraints, such as obstacles. The principal contributions of this work are twofold: first, the existing methods for
constructing reachability sets in the literature are extended to derive the envelope of these sets, which determines the region
swept by all feasible trajectories between adjacent sample points. Second, we propose a novel method to guarantee constraint
violation–free between discrete states in two dimensions through mesh refinement approach. To illustrate the effectiveness of
the proposed methodology, numerical simulations are conducted on real-time path planning for fixed–wing unmanned aerial
vehicles.
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1 Introduction

Over the past decade, the need for rapid and efficient
real–time algorithms to solve optimal control problems
has intensified, particularly for onboard guidance prob-
lems such as the powered descent landing problem in [2],
[27], and [25], the re–entry guidance problem in [15],
[32], [33], and [3], and planning of unmanned–aerial ve-
hicle(UAV) trajectories in [21] and [30].

Recent advancements in real–time optimal control in-
volve direct methods combined with sequential convex
programming (SCP) [2], [15], [28], [19], [29], and [3]. The
direct method partitions the domain into multiple inter-
vals separated by sample points, or nodes. Subsequently,
polynomial interpolation is employed to determine the
values of state and control variables between these nodes,
with the specific interpolation method chosen based on
the circumstances. In a typical optimal control prob-
lem(OCP) that involves path constraints, the forbidden
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regions, where the path constraint restrains the state
variables to enter, is a key focus of our study. Obstacles
from the UAV trajectory planning problems, dynamics
pressure bound from the re–entry guidance problem are
specific examples of such forbidden regions.

Direct method formulation applies path constraints at
each mesh points, preventing state variables from en-
tering forbidden regions. However, the generated trajec-
tory in between the mesh points may trespass the for-
bidden regions. This is commonly known as the inter–
sample collision problem [7]. Not only confined in the
SCP framework based approaches, it is seriously con-
sidered as one of the most critical difficulties in practi-
cal application of the general direct method based algo-
rithms [30]. Despite the term collision, path constraints
extend beyond collision avoidance, as seen in re-entry
guidance problem in [15] and [3]. In this context, we will
refer such an issue as the problem of obtaining a path
constraint violation–free trajectory.

To address this challenge, a method for implementing
path constraints involving cylindrical obstacles was
proposed in [7]. The core idea involved estimating the
shortest distance between an obstacle’s center and the
path connecting two adjacent nodes. By ensuring that
this minimum distance exceeds the obstacle’s radius, a
collision-free constraint was established. However, this
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method relies on linearization of the dynamics, which
introduces truncation errors. Moreover, the most signif-
icant drawback of this method is the loss of optimality.
When there are only a limited number of nodes in close
proximity to an obstacle, the resulting collision-free
constraints tend to enforce a trajectory that maintains
a significant distance from the obstacle in an overly
cautious manner. This can result in discrete trajectories
that are far from continuous time optimal trajectory,
the actual correct solution.

Motivated by these trends, our research offers improved
solutions for the general inter–sample collision problems,
guaranteeing path constraint violation–free. Consider-
ing the aforementioned issues, we recognized the im-
portance of incorporating additional nodes, or refining
mesh, to effectively apply collision-free constraints.

Previous studies have adopted additional nodes in direct
methods, primarily to reduce dynamics interpolation
errors during discretization. Several collocation meth-
ods have been explored, primarily centered around the
Pseudo-Spectral method [8]. Various frameworks have
been developed in [26], [13], [14], and [23] to adaptively
refine the mesh intervals between the nodes by strategi-
cally inserting additional nodes in suitable locations. It
is worth noting that the conventional mesh refinement
methods primarily focus on addressing interpolation er-
rors arising from specific attributes of the dynamics con-
straints, such as smoothness, but fail to consider the ar-
bitrary placement of forbidden regions during the mesh
refinement process [13]. Consequently, potential risk of
violation into the forbidden region cannot be detected
using these methods. Additionally, arbitrarily increasing
the number of nodes is not a viable solution as it leads
to a significant increase in computational costs.

Our proposed method targets path constraint violation–
free trajectories, while minimizing mesh insertion for
computational efficiency. The desired property is at-
tained by analytically determining the bounds within
which the continuous-time trajectory can exist between
two fixed adjacent nodes. Such concept is an expan-
sion the idea of reachability set, or attainability set, of
curvature bounded paths in [22], [5], and [9] into the
envelope of multiple reachability sets. Whenever a solu-
tion is obtained from the direct method, the violation of
the aforementioned trajectory bound into the forbidden
region indicates the potential risk of path constraint vi-
olation at such mesh interval. Our approach starts with
formulating and proving a method to construct such
trajectory bounds, followed by a technique to assess
any bound violations into forbidden regions. Further-
more, a proof of the convergence of the overall proposed
algorithm is provided, along with a numerical demon-
stration of its computational cost, particularly in light
of its intended use in onboard applications.

Let us first introduce some notations in the related litera-

tures regarding curvature bounded paths in plane. From
hereon, whenever a planar curve has an upper bound of
κm on its curvature, let us denote the part of the trajec-
tory with constant signed curvature of ±κm by C, as it
is part of a circular arc. The part of the trajectory with
zero curvature is denoted by S, as it is a straight seg-
ment. For instance, if a trajectory initially follows a cir-
cular arc and then subsequently follows a segment, then
such trajectory is denoted by CS. It was further proved
in [22] that the corresponding control input that brings
the endpoint of the trajectory to the boundary of the
reachability set in a sense of terminal location and di-
rection, contains at most two switchings in the control.
Moreover, it was also proved that if the trajectory con-
tains two switchings, then it is in the class of CSC or
CCC. For simpler case when dealing only terminal loca-
tion, it was proved that the boundary of the reachability
set can be reached by trajectories of class CC and CS [5].

Unlike the ingenious geometric arguments in [6] and [5],
the optimal control theory based approaches in [12] and
[22] further motivates us to formulate the considered
problem of obtaining the trajectory bound in a form of
optimal control problem. By solving the necessary con-
ditions of optimality given by the Pontryagin Maximum
Principle(PMP), it is proved that the boundary of the
trajectory bound can be constructed using trajectories
consist of at most five C and S segments. In addition
to the mathematical proof, further intuitive insight is
also provided. Consequently, we adopt the idea of cov-
ering the obtained trajectory bound by multiple rect-
angular patches, thereby developing a method to distin-
guish whether the constructed bounds encroach upon
the forbidden region. This analytical approach enables
efficient and precise assessment of whether additional
mesh insertion is required at a certain mesh interval,
thereby achieving path constraint violation–free trajec-
tories while minimizing the number of additional mesh
insertion. The proposed method can be easily integrated
into general direct formulation of optimal control prob-
lems, and the termination of the algorithm in a finite
number of iteration is proved. The performance and
computational efficiency of the algorithm is validated
through numerical simulations with 2D fixed–wing dy-
namics.

The remaining sections of this paper are organized as
follows. Section 2 presents the problem statement and
direct formulation of the Bolza optimal control problem.
In Section 3, the construction method of the reachabil-
ity set envelope of curvature bounded paths is derived.
Section 4 describes the methodology to detect intersec-
tion between the forbidden region and the obtained en-
velope. Section 5 provides numerical demonstration re-
sults to further validate the effectiveness of the proposed
approach. Finally, in Section 6, we conclude this work
by highlighting the key contributions of this paper.
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2 Direct Formulation of the Optimal Control
Problem

In this paper, the below form of Bolza optimal control
problem is considered:

minimize J = Φ(z (−1) , t0, z (+1) , tf )

+
tf−t0

2

∫ +1

−1
F (z (τ) ,u(τ), τ) dτ

subject to dz
dτ =

tf−t0
2 f (z (τ) ,u (τ) , τ) ,

h (z (τ)) ≥ 0, Ψ(z (−1) , t0, z (+1) , tf ) ≥ 0

(1)

where the state variables are denoted by z(τ) ∈ Rnz

and the control by u(τ) ∈ Rnu . The functions
f : Rnz+nu+1 7→ Rnz , F : Rnz+nu+1 7→ R, Φ :
R2nz+2 7→ R, h : Rnz 7→ Rnh , Ψ : R2nz+2 7→ RnΨ de-
notes the dynamics, cost integrand, boundary cost, path
inequality constraint, and boundary constraint func-
tions where nΨ and nh denotes the number of each con-
straints. If the final time tf is considered as a free vari-
able, it is also considered as one of the control variable.
Throughout the paper, the i–th component function of
any function g(·) is denoted by gi(·). An assumption on
the path constraints is that each component functions
are of bivariate form. (i.e. For each k ∈ {1, . . . , nh},
the function hk depends on two state variables and
remains constant with respect to the other remaining
state variables.) Such formulation includes numerous
practical examples such as the re-entry guidance prob-
lem in [15], problems with 2–dimensional dynamics
under holonomic constraints [7], and missile guidance
problems with no–fly–zones. Extension of the proposed
method to higher dimensions is left for the future work.
Suppose now the interval [−1,+1] is discretized by
mesh points(nodes) : −1 = τ1, τ2, . . . , τN−1, τN = +1
into total of N − 1 number of mesh intervals(meshes)
[τj , τj+1], j = 1, . . . , N −1. The lengths of the mesh in-
tervals are denoted as ∆τj = τj+1−τj , j = 1, . . . , N−1.
Let zj and uj denote the values at τj , z(τj) and u(τj),
respectively. Then the discretization step based on
numerical integration with trapezoidal rule yields the
below discretized problem Eq. (2).

minimize J = Φ(z1, t0, zN , tf )

+

[
∆τ1
2 F (z1,u1, τ1) +

(
N−1∑
j=2

∆τj−1+∆τj
2 F (zj ,uj , τj)

)

+∆τN−1

2 F (zN ,uN , τN )

]
× tf−t0

2

subject to zj+1 − zj =
tf−t0

2
∆τj
2 [f (zj ,uj , τj)

+f (zj+1,uj+1, τj+1)] ,

h (zj) ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , N − 1,

Ψ(z1, t0, zN , tf ) ≥ 0

(2)

Among the various interpolation methods available, we
opted for the standard collocation method instead of
the well-known Pseudo–Spectral method in this paper.
Such decision is based on two main reasons. Firstly, the
Pseudo–Spectral method tends to significantly improve
dynamics interpolation error at the cost of increase in
computational burden [25]. However, in the context of
our method, minimizing dynamics interpolation error is
not the primary objective. As a result, incorporating the
Pseudo-Spectral method would only add computational
overhead without the contribution of enhancing the ef-
ficiency of mesh refinement method by minimizing the
number of additional meshes. Secondly, the scope of ap-
plication of the proposed method in this paper need not
to be limited by the collocation methods. Therefore, we
aimed to keep the basic problem formulation as simple as
possible. By adopting the standard collocation method
within the SCP framework, we strike a balance between
computational efficiency and achieving path constraint
violation–free trajectories, while maintaining flexibility
to extend the method to Pseudo-Spectral formulations
if needed.

3 Reachability Set Envelope of Curvature
Bounded Paths

In this section, we develop a construction methodology
for the region in which a trajectory connecting two adja-
centmesh points can exist while the state variables at the
two mesh points are assumed to be given. This construc-
tion method is developed by introducing the concept of
the Reachability Set and its envelope. Let us commence
by presenting the problem settings and associated nota-
tions.

3.1 The Reachability Set of Curvature Bounded Paths

Let us denote zi(τj), the i–th state variable at τj , by
zi,j . Since the path inequality constraints are of bi-
variate form, we may further assume without loss of
generality that the path constraints are applied on the
first and second state variables, hk(z1,j , z2,j) ≥ 0 and
hk(z1,j+1, z2,j+1) ≥ 0, at two adjacent mesh points
τj and τj+1. Define a projection map π : Rnz 7→ R2,
π(z1, z2, . . . , znz ) = (z1, z2). Whenever the states,
zj and zj+1, and the controls, uj and uj+1, at
the mesh points, τj and τj+1, are determined re-
spectively, we can consider a two–dimensional curve
(π ◦ z)(τ) = (z1(τ), z2(τ)) : [τj , τj+1] 7→ R2 that
connects the two points (π ◦ z)(τj) = (z1,j , z2,j) and
(π ◦ z)(τj+1) = (z1,j+1, z2,j+1) ∈ R2, which is depicted
in Fig. 1. Let us denote the curvature of such curve by
κ(τ). We additionally assume that the curve is regular,
the function f is C1, and the control input is piecewise
C1, which guarantees that the curve is piecewise C2.
Furthermore, it is assumed that an upper bound on the
curvature exists, denoted by κm ≥ sup

τ∈[τj ,τj+1]

κ(τ). The
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Fig. 1. Example of a curve (z1(τ), z2(τ)) and a forbidden
region

ultimate goal of this section is to find the reachable
region by the curve (π ◦ z) under such curvature con-
straint. For further procedure, we normalize the curve
π ◦ z by its arc length L =

∫ τj+1

τj
∥(π ◦ z)′(τ)∥dτ for

sake of simplicity. Then the trajectory, or the image of
the normalized curve, 1

L (π ◦ z)([τj , τj+1]), of length one
can be parametrized by a regular, curvature bounded
curve parametrized by arc length. We further repre-
sent such curve as αu = (x, y) : [0, 1] 7→ R2, where
αu([0, 1]) = 1

L (π ◦ z)([τj , τj+1]). Then αu can be char-
acterized by the below dynamics:

χ̇ =


ẋ

ẏ

γ̇

 =


cos γ

sin γ

u

 ≡ fχ(χ, u) (3)

where γ is the direction of the curve αu, and the
state variables [x y γ]T are denoted by χ. u is re-
garded as the signed curvature of the planar curve αu,
and the upper bound on curvature |u| ≤ κ′

m = Lκm

is considered. Let Ω denote the admissible control
set, Ω = {u : [0, 1] 7→ [−κ′

m, κ′
m] | piecewise C1}.

Since ż1(τ) = f1(z,u, τ) and ż2(τ) = f2(z,u, τ), it
follows directly that the initial and final directions,
γ(0) and γ(1), of the trajectory depicted in Fig. 1
can be determined by appropriately applying inverse
tangent to the ratios f2(zj ,uj , τj)/f1(zj ,uj , τj) and
f2(zj+1,uj+1, τj+1)/f1(zj+1,uj+1, τj+1). Hence, the
values of χ(0) and χ(1) can be specified whenever
the state and controls at the both mesh points are
given. This dynamics is often referred as Dubin’s
Car dynamics [6]. For the projection π1 : R3 7→ R2,
π1(x, y, γ) = (x, y), it is evident that firstly, π1(χ) = αu

and secondly, the image π1(χ)([0, 1]) = αu([0, 1]) is the
image (π ◦ z)([τj , τj+1]) scaled to 1

L size. Hence, we aim
to first find the reachable region of the unit length curve
αu, and scale it back to find the reachable region of π◦z.
By applying an appropriate rigid motion, we may pre-

sume that the initial state χ0 = [x0, y0, γ0]
T
= 0. (i.e.

αu(0) = (0, 0) and α′
u(0) = (1, 0)). Consequently, we

can introduce the below definition of Reachability Set,
which was introduced and studied extensively in [12]

and [22].

Definition 1 Reachability Set [12] and [22]

G(T ) ≡ {z : ∃u ∈ Ω s.t. χ(T ) = z}

The set G(T ) represents the extent to which the state
variables can either deviate from or remain close to the
initial point over a given time T . It is worth noting that
the terminal state χ(1) is not considered in this defini-
tion; instead, the primary emphasis is placed on deter-
mining the region of feasible terminal states. It was fur-
ther stated and proved in [12] that any trajectory {χ̄, ū}
reaching the boundary point of G(T ) at time T satisfies
the below PMP:

ṗ(s) = −∂H
∂χ

H(p, χ̄, ū) = max
u∈Ω

H(p, χ̄, u) almost everywhere
(4)

where the Hamiltonian is defined as H = pT fχ. The
aforementioned statement is not restricted to the dy-
namics of Dubins’ car but is applicable to general dy-
namics of class C1 that have bounded response for a
measurable admissible control set [12]. For the Dubins’
car dynamics specifically, it was proved in [22] that any
trajectory reaching the boundary of G(T ) is of class CCC
or CSC.

An additional useful information about G(T ) is that it
is compact. Such conclusion is obtained from the devel-
opment in [12] and that V (χ) = {fχ(χ, u) : u ∈ Ω} is
obviously convex for each fixed χ.

When the focus of reachability is solely on the locations,
the following set, which is essentially the projection of
G(T ) onto the xy-plane, can be defined:

Definition 2

G′(T ) ≡ {π1(z) : ∃u ∈ Ω s.t. χ(T ) = z}

It was proved in [5] that any boundary point of G′(T )
can be reached by a trajectory of class CC or CS. With
such considerations, let us define the set below, which is
of our primary interest in this paper. Additionally, we
denote the tangent bundle of a regular surface S by TS.

Definition 3 Given X ∈ TR2 and κm ∈ R>0, define the
below sets where the curve χ is defined by αu as Eq. (3).

B(X, κm) ≡ ∪χ([0, 1]) s.t. u ∈ Ω,

(αu(0), α̇u(0)) = ((0, 0), (1, 0)), (αu(1), α̇u(1)) = X
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B′(X, κm) ≡ ∪αu([0, 1]) s.t. u ∈ Ω,

(αu(0), α̇u(0)) = ((0, 0), (1, 0)), (αu(1), α̇u(1)) = X

The set B(X, κm) is the collection of all points such that
there exists some curve passing through the point that
connects ((0, 0), (1, 0)) ∈ TR2 and X, with a curvature
bounded above κm. The boundary of B(X, κm) is the
envelope of those possible curves. The set B′(X, κm) is
the projection of B(X, κm) onto xy–plane, neglecting
the bound on the last component γ. By the aforemen-
tioned definitions, the task of identifying the bounded
region in which the state variables of interest can ex-
ist is transformed into the problem of determining the
set B′(X, κm). Therefore, the remaining subsections are
focused on developing a methodology to construct the
boundary of B′(X, κm).

3.2 The Original Optimal Control Problem

Consider the OCP [P0] below, where fχ(·) is as defined
in Eq. (3).

[P0] : maximize

J = Φ(χ (T )) (5)

subject to

χ̇ (τ) = fχ (χ (τ) , u (τ)) ,

χ (0) = χ0,

−κm ≤ u ≤ κm

(6)

In the above formulation, a terminal cost function Φ :
R3 7→ R with a nonzero constant gradient field in an ar-
bitrary direction is considered. The OCP [P0] is defined
per every such Φ. The below proposition provides some
intuition for Eq. (4).

Proposition 4 The collection of PMP sense solutions
of every [P0] is the set of solutions of Eq. (4).

Proof. The PMP condition of [P0] consists of the con-
ditions of Eq. (4), the transversality condition p(T ) =
p0∇χΦ, p0 ≥ 0, and the nontriviality condition applied
to {p, p0}. Hence for any solution of Eq. (4), nontrivial-
ity of p directly implies nontriviality of the pair {p, p0}.
The transversality condition p(T ) = p0∇χΦ can be met
by choosing appropriate p0 ≥ 0 and ∇χΦ ∈ R3 \ {0}.
Therefore, if {χ, u,p} is a solution of Eq. (4), then it is
also a PMP sense solution of some [P0]. Conversely, sup-
pose the pair {χ, u,p, p0} is a solution of some [P0]. If
p ≡ 0, then the transversality condition further implies
p0 = 0 since ∇χΦ ̸= 0. This violates the nontriviality
condition of [P0]. Therefore, the nontriviality condition
must hold for p alone, and hence the pair {χ, u,p} be-
comes a solution of Eq. (4). 2

The fact that any boundary point of G(T ) is a solution
of [P0] is intuitive in a sense that [P0] measures how
far or close the endpoint of the trajectory can be located
in a certain direction. To invoke the concept of ‘direc-
tion’, it should be noted that the nonvanishing gradient
of Φ must be presumed. Indeed, such condition played
an important role related to the nontriviality condition
in the above proof. It is important to note some specific
discriminations between the existing literatures [22], [9],
and [5], and our situation. The bound we aim to obtain
is not the reachability set itself at a certain moment,
but it is the envelope, or the collection, of the reachabil-
ity sets per each terminal times in [0, 1]. In other words,
the problem considered in the existing literatures uti-
lized the necessary conditions that optimize the termi-
nal state, while the considered problem in this paper
requires optimizing the state at a certain moment, T ,
during the trajectory. Then collecting all such optimized
state over T ∈ [0, 1] would form an envelope, which is
the desired bound for mesh refinement. The subsequent
subsection is devoted to handle such differences.

3.3 Augmentation of Two Optimal Control Problems

Let us denote the desired terminal state by χf =

[xf , yf , γf ]
T

where γf ∈ (−π, π]. Then consider-
ing potential cycles, any curve with terminal value

[xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T
where k ∈ Z satisfies the terminal

state constraint. Consider the below region where the
points on a trajectory can be located at a specific time
T ∈ [0, 1].

Definition 5

Rk(T ) ≡ {z : ∃u ∈ Ω s.t. χ(0) = χ0,

χ(T ) = z,χ(1) = [xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T }

Similar definition as B′(X, κm) is made as follows:
R′

k(T ) ≡ π1(Rk(T )). In relation to finding such regions,
we take into account the following OCP:

[P0T,k] : maximize

J = Φ(χ (T )) (7)

subject to

χ̇ (τ) = fχ (χ (τ) , u (τ)) ,

χ (0) = χ0,

χ (1) = [xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T
,

− κm ≤ u ≤ κm

(8)

It is evident that
⋃
k∈Z

⋃
T∈[0,1]

Rk(T ) = B(X, κm) and

hence we devote the remaining part of this subsection
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to identify the boundary of Rk(T ). It is noteworthy
that it is not yet trivial that any trajectory reaching the
boundary point of Rk(T ) is a PMP sense solution of
[P0T,k].

Whenever the time τ reaches T , the remaining time–to–
go must be 1− T , as the final time is set to be 1. Since
the conventional PMP only permits the consideration of
cost functions at the terminal time, and not at any point
along the trajectory, we will address two OCPs. One is
defined over the time domain [0, T ] and the other is de-
fined over [0, 1 − T ]. For the second part of the trajec-
tory on interval [0, 1− T ], we consider a trajectory with
orientation–reversing reparametrization, starting from

initial state [xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T
. By adding a terminal

state constraints that the two trajectories have same ter-
minal location and direction at T , we can define an aug-
mented OCP.

Now, let us define the two aforementioned OCPs
as follows. After appropriate reparametrization, the
both OCPs are parametrized by s ∈ [0, 1] instead
of τ , where T is some constant in (0, 1). χ1(s) =

[x1(s), y1(s), γ1(s)]
T
andχ2(s) = [x2(s), y2(s), γ2(s)]

T

represent the state variables of the two OCPs respec-
tively.

[P1] : maximize

J = Φ(χ1 (1)) (9)

subject to

d

ds
χ1 (s) = Tfχ (χ1 (s) , u1 (s)) ,

χ1 (0) = χ0,

− κm ≤ u ≤ κm

(10)

[P1] is the OCP for the time interval [0, T ]. We define
the OCP [P2] corresponding to the time interval [T, 1]
as below, with consideration of the terminal state con-
straints.

[P2k] : maximize

J = Φ(χ2 (1)) (11)

subject to

d

ds
χ2 (s) = −(1− T )fχ (χ2 (s) , u2 (s)) ,

χ2 (0) = [xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T
,

− κm ≤ u ≤ κm

(12)

It is noteworthy that the curvature constraint remains
the same in the normalized domain of s ∈ [0, 1] since

curvature is invariant under reparametrization. Conse-
quently, the augmented OCP below is considered.

[P3k] : maximize

J = Φ(χ1 (1) ,χ2 (1)) (13)

subject to

d

ds
χ (s) =

[
χ̇1 (s)

χ̇2 (s)

]
=

[
Tfχ (χ1 (s) , u1 (s))

−(1− T )fχ (χ2 (s) , u2 (s))

]
(14)

χ (0) =

[
χ1 (0)

χ2 (0)

]
= [x0, y0, γ0, xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]

T

(15)
−κm ≤ u1, u2 ≤ κm (16)

m(χ(1)) ≡ χ1 (1)− χ2 (1) = 0 (17)

where Φ(χ1,χ2) in Eq. (13) is the extension of the cost
function in Eq. (9) to the domain R6 and m : R6 7→ R3

is the terminal state constraint function. Similar to the
definition of [P0], Φ is assumed to have constant gradi-
ent in R6, nonzero on the manifold defined by Eq. (17).
The rationale behind such augmentation is to enable
the consideration of cost functions applied at an arbi-
trary time T , not only at the terminal time 1. Among
the concatenated components, the problem [P2k] part is
regarded as an orientation–reversed one of the original
curve. It is important to note that the invariance prop-
erty of curvature under reparametrization implies that
if any curve on [0, 1] is in the search space of [P3k] in
sense of concatenating χ1([0, 1]) and χ2([0, 1]), then it is
contained in the search space of [P0T,k] and vice versa.
Therefore, the search space of [P3k] is identical with the
original OCP, [P0T,k]. Such preservation of search space
may not hold if additional constraints besides curvature
bound that discriminates the orientation of the trajec-
tory are applied.

Now, consider the dynamical system defined by
Eqs. (14)∼(16). Let us denote the reachability set of
such dynamical system at final time 1 as Dk(1). The
boundary points of Dk(1) can be obtained by Eq. (4)
applied to the dynamics Eq. (14). Among the points in
Dk(1), the set of points that are on the plane defined
by Eq. (17) is Rk(T ). Then the below theorem and
corollary can be proved.

Theorem 6 The below sets are identical for each k ∈ Z.

• The set of solutions of Eq. (4) applied to obtain the
boundary points ofDk(1), such that the endpoint of the
trajectory is on the plane defined by Eq. (17)

• The set of PMP sense solutions of [P3k]

Proof. Let us begin by introducing the necessary con-
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ditions of optimality(PMP) of [P3k]. The costate vari-
ables are denoted by p = [px,1 py,1 pγ,1 px,2 py,2 pγ,2]

T .
Then the necessary conditions are as follows [10]:

(1) Costate Differential

ṗx,1(s) = 0

ṗy,1(s) = 0

ṗγ,1(s) = T [px,1(s) sin γ1(s)− py,1(s) cos γ1(s)]

ṗx,2(s) = 0

ṗy,2(s) = 0

ṗγ,2(s) = −(1− T )[px,2(s) sin γ2(s)− py,2(s) cos γ2(s)]
(18)

(2) Pointwise Maximum Condition

T [px,1(s) cos γ1(s) + py,1(s) sin γ1(s) + pγ,1(s)u
∗
1(s)]

− (1− T ) [px,2(s) cos γ2(s) + py,2(s) sin γ2(s)

+pγ,2(s)u
∗
2(s)]

= max
|u1|,|u2|≤κm

T [px,1(s) cos γ1(s) + py,1(s) sin γ1(s)

+pγ,1(s)u1(s)]− (1− T ) [px,2(s) cos γ2(s)

+py,2(s) sin γ2(s) + pγ,2(s)u2(s)]
(19)

almost everywhere on the interval [0, 1].

(3) Transversality Condition

p(1−) = λ0∇χΦ(1) + [I3; −I3]
T
β (20)

where λ0 ≥ 0, β ≡ [βx βy βγ ]
T ∈ R3, and In

denotes the n× n identity matrix.

The substitution ∇χm
T = [I3; −I3]

T
was made for the

transversality condition. The solution pair of the above
necessary conditions is denoted by {χ,u∗,p, λ0,β}.

It is evident that when the conditions of Eq. (4) are ap-
plied to obtainDk(1), it reduces to the analogous costate
differential and maximum condition as above. The only
difference is the transversality condition, expressed as:

p̃(1−) = λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1) (21)

where {χ̃, ũ, p̃, λ̃0} denotes the solution pair of the con-

ditions of Eq. (4). Φ̃ denotes the terminal cost function
as a counterpart of Φ, utilizing the idea of Proposition 4
interpreting Eq. (4) as [P0].

Now suppose a fixed vector λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1) is given, where

∇χΦ̃(1) is nonzero. First suppose that ∇χΦ̃(1) is in the

column space of [I3; −I3]
T
. If λ̃0 ̸= 0, then ∃β̃ ̸= 0 such

that λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1) = [I3; −I3]
T
β̃. Then choice of λ0 = 0,

β = β̃, p = p̃, χ = χ̃, u∗ = ũ, and arbitrary Φ having
nonvanishing gradient on the manifold Eq. (17) satisfies

the condition λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1) = λ0∇χΦ(1) + [I3; −I3]
T
β.

The nontriviality condition of the pair {p, λ0,β} is sat-

isfied by β. If λ̃0 = 0, then p̃ satisfies the nontriviality
condition alone. Consequently, we can set λ0 = 0, β = 0,
p = p̃, χ = χ̃, and u∗ = ũ to meet the transversality
and the nontriviality conditions. Again, Φ is considered
arbitrary with nonzero constant gradient on the mani-
fold Eq. (17). If ∇χΦ̃(1) is not in the column space of

[I3; −I3]
T
, then Φ̃(1) has nonvanishing gradient on the

manifold Eq. (17). Then the choice of λ0 = λ̃0, β = 0,

p = p̃, χ = χ̃, u∗ = ũ, and Φ = Φ̃ satisfies the transver-
sality condition. For this case, the nontriviality condi-
tion of {p̃, λ̃0} implies the nontriviality of such choice of
{p, λ0,β}. Hence, any PMP sense solution of Eq. (4) ap-
plied to obtainDk(1), with its endpoint of the trajectory
satisfying Eq. (17), is also a solution of some [P3k].

Conversely, for a fixed vector λ0∇χΦ(1)+[I3; −I3]
T
β ̸=

0, ∃{χ̃, ũ, p̃, λ̃0} and ∇χΦ̃ such that λ0∇χΦ(1) +

[I3; −I3]
T
β = λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1). This is directforward from

the fact that the choice of nonzero ∇χΦ̃ is arbitrary.
The nontriviality condition is also directly satisfied by
choosing nonzero λ̃0 arbitrarily. Hence, any PMP sense
solution of [P3k] is also a solution of Eq. (4) applied to
obtain Dk(1). 2

Corollary 7 Any trajectory that reaches the boundary
point of Rk(T ) is a PMP sense solution of [P3k].

In the subsection followed, we solve the necessary con-
ditions of optimality(PMP) of [P3k] to derive the sub-
sequent conclusions.

3.4 Necessary Conditions of the Augmented Problem

By dropping the constant terms from Eq. (19), the max-
imum condition reduces to

pγ,1(s)Tu
∗
1(s)− pγ,2(s)(1− T )u∗

2(s)

= max
|u1|,|u2|≤κm

pγ,1(s)Tu1(s)− pγ,2(s)(1− T )u2(s)

As the control variables are independent, it is evident
that

u∗
1(s) =


κm, (pγ,1(s) > 0)

(Indetermediate), (pγ,1(s) = 0)

−κm, (pγ,1(s) < 0)

u∗
2(s) =


−κm, (pγ,2(s) > 0)

(Indetermediate), (pγ,2(s) = 0)

κm, (pγ,2(s) < 0)

(22)
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Then by substituting Eq. (14) and integrating the
costate differential Eq. (18), it follows

pγ,1(s) = Tpx,1y1(s)− Tpy,1x1(s) + C1

pγ,2(s) = (1− T )px,2y2(s)− (1− T )py,2x2(s) + C2

Therefore, whenever pγ,1(s) or pγ,2(s) = 0, the below
equations hold respectively.

Tpx,1y − Tpy,1x+ C1 = 0

(1− T )px,2y − (1− T )py,2x+ C2 = 0
(23)

In other words, pγ,1(s) = 0(or pγ,2(s) = 0) if and only
if the location (x1(s), y1(s))(or (x2(s), y2(s))) is on the
line Eq. (23). Similar observation for the problem [P0]
was made in [22].

Remark 8 The costate differential condition of Eq. (18)
and the maximum condition of Eq. (22) are the same nec-
essary conditions (3.1) and (3.2) in [22]. Consequently,
the nontriviality condition of [P3k] indicates that ei-
ther one of the decomposed trajectories (x1, y1, γ1) or
(x2, y2, γ2) meet the switching condition outlined in the
theorem from [22]. Hence, any boundary point of the set
Rk(T ) can be reached by a trajectory which at least one
of the decomposed trajectory is of class CSC or CCC or
their subsegments. In the subsequent lemma, we utilize
such observation to construct the boundary of B′(X, κm).

As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, we are interested in the bounds
applied for x and y, or the set B′(X, κm). Hence, we can
set ∇Φ = [(·) (·) 0 (·) (·) 0]T where (·) are unspecified
values. The third and last components are zero as we
are not considering the cost dependency on γ1 and γ2.
It is important to note that when there are such restric-
tions on ∇Φ, the ‘converse’ part of the proof of Theo-
rem 6 does not hold trivially. However, the nontrivial
part of the transversality condition of Eq. (20) reduces

to pγ,1(1
−) + pγ,2(1

−) = βγ − βγ = 0. Then, for ∇χΦ̃

such that λ0∇χΦ(1) + [I3; −I3]
T
β = λ̃0∇χΦ̃(1), it is

evident that λ̃0∇χΦ̃ = [(·) (·) βγ (·) (·) − βγ ]
T . Con-

sequently, the constraint Eq. (17) ensures that λ̃0Φ̃ =
(·) + βγγ1 − βγγ2 = (·) + βγγ1 − βγγ1 = (·). Hence, the

cost dependency on γ is not present in Φ̃ as well and
Theorem 6 still holds. In light of such observations, we
first state and prove the below Lemma 9, followed by
derivation of the construction method of B′(X, κm) in
Theorem 10.

Lemma 9 Suppose both of the trajectories χ1 and χ2
satisfy the nontriviality condition with pγ,i(1) = 0, i =
1, 2. If the point π1(χ1(1)) = π1(χ2(1)) is on the bound-
ary ofR′

k(T ), it can be reached by curves belonging to the
following classes: CCCCC, CSCCC, CCCSC, CSCSC,
or their subsegments.

Proof. As stated in Remark 8, both of the trajectories
χ1 and χ2 are of classes CSC or CCC or their subseg-
ments. Among the possible classes, it suffices to show
only the cases where concatenation is done among CSC
or CCC, with the two C’s that are being concatenated
having opposite winding directions. Otherwise, the two
C’s can be reduced to a single arc, or a single C, and the
overall concatenation belongs to the classes stated. The
condition pγ,i(1) = 0 further implies that the points of
switching and the endpoints are on the line Eq. (23) for
both trajectories.

First, consider the case when the concatenation is done
with two CCC curves. If a CCC curve contains no cy-
cles, then assertion (a) of lemma 1 from [22] implies that
the second and last C have same length. Then lemma 2
from [22] implies that there exists an auxiliary trajec-
tory that has the same endpoint but cannot satisfy the
nontriviality condition. Consequently, if the concatena-
tion consists of two CCC curves without a cycle, then
both trajectories will have such auxiliary trajectories.
As a result, the endpoint must lie within the interior of
Dk(T ), and therefore also within the interiors of both
Rk(T ) and R′

k(T ). If a CCC curve has a cycle, asser-
tion (b) of lemma 1 from [22] implies that the geometric
coordinates of the endpoint and the switching points co-
incide. This implies that the second and last C are full
cycles. Then reversing the winding direction of the last
C component does not alter the endpoints, π1(χ1(1))
or π1(χ2(1)). Hence, the CCCCCC curve reaching the
endpoint can be reduced to a CCCCC curve.

For CSC curves, the endpoint must lie on the line con-
taining the S segment, because the line Eq. (23) sub-
sumes the S segment. Hence, assertion (d) of lemma 1
from [22] implies that the last C is a cycle. Therefore,
analogous steps by reversing the winding direction of the
last C component reduces the concatenation with any
CCC or CSC curve into the stated classes. 2

Theorem 10 Any boundary point of B′(X, κm) can be
reached by a curve belonging to one of the following
classes: CCCCC, CSCCC, CCCSC, CSCSC, or their
subsegments.

Proof. First, suppose that the nontriviality condition
is applied to both of the concatenated trajectories. Then
it suffices to show only the cases where concatenation is
done among CSC or CCC. By the argument in Lemma 9,
we may presume that pγ,1(1) > 0 and pγ,2(1) < 0 with-
out loss of generality. Then continuity of the adjoint
variables implies that ∃ε > 0 such that pγ,1(s) > 0 and
pγ,2(s) < 0 on (1 − ε, 1]. Therefore, pγ,1(s) and pγ,2(s)
have opposite signs on (1 − ε, 1]. This implies that the
substrings on the interval (1 − ε, 1] are both of class C,
with u1 and u2 same signs. Hence, the last C part of the
two plane curves are of a single arc. Therefore, the con-
catenated curves CCCCCC, CSCCCC, CCCCSC, and
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CSCCSC can be reduced to CCCCC, CSCCC, CCCSC,
and CSCSC respectively.

Before proving the remaining part when nontriviality
condition is applied to only one of the concatenated
trajectories, let us introduce some additional notations.
For a set S, let us denote the interior points of S by
int(S) and the boundary points by bd(S). For some
fixed T , let us denote the reachability set for the χ1
component of Eq. (14) by G1(T ), the forward reach-
ability set. Similarly, the reachability set for the χ2
component of Eq. (14), with its initial condition at

[xf , yf , γf + 2kπ]
T
, the backward reachability set, is

denoted as G2,k(1 − T ). Similar definitions are made
for G′

1(T ) and G′
2,k(1 − T ) as well, by applying the

projection map π1 to G1(T ) and G2,k(1 − T ). It fol-
lows trivially that Rk(T ) = G1(T ) ∩ G2,k(1 − T ) and
R′

k(T ) ⊂ G′
1(T ) ∩ G′

2,k(1− T ).

Without loss of generality, suppose some x ∈ bd(Rk(T ))
is in the interior of G2,k(1− T ) and boundary of G1(T ).
In other words, x is reached by a trajectory such that
the nontriviality condition is met for the χ1 part, but
not necessarily on the χ2 part.

The problem of identifying the boundary of G′
1(T ) was

first solved in [5] by geometric means, that any bound-
ary point can be reached by curves of class CS or CC,
or their subsegments. Analogous statement can be de-
rived by solving the PMP conditions of OCP [P0] by
neglecting the cost dependency of Φ on γ, or with an
additional condition, pγ(T ) = 0. Hence, if x cannot be
reached by curves of class CS or CC, or their subseg-
ments, there exists a neighborhood V of x in G1(T ) such
that the point π1(x) is in the interior of π1(V ). Then
if V is small enough that V ⊂ int(G2,k(1 − T )), it fol-
lows V ⊂ Rk(T ) and hence π1(V ) ⊂ R′

k(T ). There-
fore, π1(x) ∈ int(π1(V )) ⊂ int(R′

k(T )) and it follows
π1(x) ∈ int(B′(X, κm)). Hence, it suffices to consider
the case when x can be reached from the initial point
by curves of class CS or CC, or their subsegments. It
remains to show that if π1(x) ∈ bd(B′(X, κm)), then x
can be reached by trajectories belonging to one of the
classes of CCCCC, CSCCC, CCCSC, CSCSC, or their
subsegments.

Whenever x is reached by a curve of CS, CC or their
subsegments, we define an auxiliary trajectory, x+x̂(τ),
where τ ∈ [0, 1−T ]. x̂(τ) is assumed to be C or S, so that
the overall auxiliary trajectory is an elongation of the
original one that reaches x, without altering the class.
For instance, if x is reached by a CS curve, then x̂(τ)
is assumed to be S, and the overall trajectory is also a
CS curve but with a longer length of S. We will prove
that ∃τ ∈ [0, 1− T ] such that the point x+ x̂(τ) can be
reached by curves of CSC, CCC, or their subsegments
from the endpoint, X.

Assume the converse, that for ∀τ ∈ [0, 1− T ], x+ x̂(τ)
cannot be reached by curves of CSC, CCC or their sub-
segments with lengths 1− T − τ from X. Such assump-
tion implies that x + x̂(τ) does not touch the bound-
ary of the compact set G2,k(1 − T − τ). Otherwise, as
the boundary point can be reached by CSC, CCC or
their subsegments, the overall concatenated trajectory
reduces to the desired four classes.

Now, let us define the two sets, T1 ≡ {τ ∈ [0, 1 − T ] :
x+x̂(τ) ∈ int(G2,k(1−T−τ))} and T2 ≡ {τ ∈ [0, 1−T ] :
x + x̂(τ) ∈ G2,k(1 − T − τ)C}. It follows trivially that
T1 ∩ T2 = ∅ and T1 ∪ T2 = [0, 1− T ].

For each τ , the set of points reached from X by curves
of class CSC, CCC, or their subsegments, with lengths
equal to 1 − T − τ , are denoted as D(1 − T − τ). Now
we briefly show that D(1− T − τ) is compact. Once the
class of the curve and the lengths of the two components
in the front are determined, the endpoint is determined
uniquely. For instance, if it is given that the curve is
of CSC and the winding directions are given as well as
the lengths of the first C and S, then the endpoint of
the CSC curve is determined uniquely. Such relationship
between the two lengths and the endpoint is obviously
continuous. Moreover, the region of feasible lengths of
the two components in the front is compact, as it consists
of nonnegative pairs with sum≤ 1−T−τ . Hence,D(1−
T − τ) is an image of a compact set under a continuous
map, and it is therefore compact. In addition, it is trivial
that D(1− T − τ) varies in τ continuously with respect
to Hausdorff metric.

Now, we will show that T1 is closed. To begin with, it
follows from definition that D(1−T −τ) ⊂ G2,k(1−T −
τ). Since all boundary points of G2,k(1− T − τ) can be
reached by CSC, CCC, or their subsegments, we have
bd(G2,k(1 − T − τ)) ⊂ D(1 − T − τ). Compactness of
G2,k(1− T − τ) implies that if x+ x̂(τ) ∈ G2,k(1− T −
τ)C , then dist(x + x̂(τ),G2,k(1 − T − τ)) = dist(x +
x̂(τ), D(1− T − τ)) > 0. Let us further denote dist(x+
x̂(τ),G2,k(1−T−τ)) by d(τ). Since G2,k(1−T−τ) varies
continuously with respect to Hausdorff metric [12], d(τ)
is continuous as well. Then if τ ∈ T2 so that d(τ) > 0,
continuity of d implies that ∃ε > 0 such that d(t′) > 0
for ∀t′ ∈ (τ − ε, τ + ε) ∩ [0, 1 − T ]. Since d(t′) > 0,
x+x̂(t′) ∈ G2,k(1−T−t′)C and hence t′ ∈ T2. Therefore,
(τ − ε, τ + ε) ∩ [0, 1 − T ] ⊂ T2 and T2 is open. Then it
follows that its complement, T1 is closed.

Suppose t′′ be a boundary point of T1. Since T1 is closed,
t′′ ∈ T1 and d(t′′) = 0. Because t′′ is a boundary point,
for ∀ε′ > 0, ∃t′′′ ∈ (t′′ − ε′, t′′ + ε′)∩ [0, 1− T ] such that
t′′′ ∈ T2. Then it follows from definition that x+x̂(t′′′) ∈
G2,k(1 − T − t′′′)C . Therefore, there exists a sequence
tn → t′′ such that x+ x̂(tn) ∈ G2,k(1− T − tn)

C . Then
continuity of D(1 − T − τ) and d(τ) implies d(t′′) =
lim

n→∞
dist(x + x̂(tn),G2,k(1 − T − tn)) = lim

n→∞
dist(x +
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x̂(tn), D(1−T−tn)) = dist(x+x̂(t′′), D(1−T−t′′)) = 0.
Since D(1 − T − t′′) is compact, it follows x + x̂(t′′) ∈
D(1 − T − t′′). Therefore, x + x̂(t′′) can be reached by
curves of CSC, CCC, or their subsegments. This contra-
dicts the assumption.

If the closed set T1 has no boundary point, then it is
either empty or [0, 1− T ]. However, T1 is nonempty be-
cause x+ x̂(0) ∈ int(G2,k(1−T )). Moreover, 1−T /∈ T1

as G2,k(0) is a singleton set, which has no interior point.
Hence, T1 must have a boundary point. This completes
the proof. 2

It is noteworthy that any other combinations can be ob-
tained with some substrings dropped from one of the
classes {CCCCC,CSCCC,CCCSC,CSCSC}. Hence,
we treat these four classes as the fundamental classes of
curves that construct the boundary of B′(X, κm). Sim-
ilar to the characteristics of reachability sets and their
projections in [22] and [5], B′(X, κm) may contain ‘holes’
inside. To clarify, some of the boundaries derived from
the envelopes of the fundamental classes might refer
to the inner boundary rather than the outer boundary,
as B′(X, κm) is not necessarily simply connected. How-
ever, it is trivial from the definition that B(X, κm) and
B′(X, κm) are both path connected.

3.5 Schematic Examples

In this subsection, schematic examples of the curves of
fundamental classes are outlined. Examples of the curves
of class CSCSC and CCCCC are depicted in Fig. 2. The
red arrows indicate the initial and terminal locations and
directions while the black dotted circles indicate the tan-
gentially bounded region due to curvature bound. The
black solid line in Fig. 2 (a) represents a curve of class
CSCSC. The curve is generated by stretching the red
dotted circle to its maximum extent to reach the bound-
ary ofB′(X, κm). This curve bears a striking resemblance
to the construction of an ellipse. As the curvature bound
approaches infinity, it becomes clear that there are no
curvature constraints. Consequently, the set B′(X, κm)
would gradually converge into an ellipse with its foci
located at the initial and terminal points, and with a
major axis length equal to the prescribed length of the
curve. Consequently, the trajectory that reaches a cer-
tain boundary point of the ellipse becomes unique, con-
sist of two segments connecting each endpoints and the
boundary respectively, as the unique minimum–length
trajectory connecting any two points is a straight line
linking the two points. This trajectory exhibits infinite
curvature at both the initial and terminal points, as well
as at the boundary of the ellipse. Thus, we can incorpo-
rate circles of curvature κm at these specific points to
ensure the desired curvature constraints. These circles
are represented by the black and red dotted circles in

Fig. 2 (a). Following this, by maneuvering the red dot-
ted circle while maintaining the trajectory’s tension (i.e.,
stretching it to its maximum extent), an envelope can
be formed. This envelope is schematically illustrated in
Fig. 2 using blue dotted lines. On the contrary, the black
solid line shown in Fig. 2 (b) represents a curve of class
CCCCC. This curve is formed by compressing the curve
to its maximum extent. In a similar manner, by maneu-
vering the red dotted circles, an envelope will be gener-
ated. Depending on the relative length of the curve, it
may establish the inner boundary of B′(X, κm).

(a) Class CSCSC (b) Class CCCCC

Fig. 2. Schematic examples of the curves of fundamental
classes

4 Rectangular Patch Cover and the Mesh Re-
finement Algorithm

Although we have revealed the four fundamental
classes of curves necessary to construct the bound-
ary of B′(X, κm), the challenge remains in establishing
whether this boundary actually intersects the forbidden
region. In this section, we present a technique for identi-
fying the existence of such intersections by introducing
the concept of rectangular patches. The fundamental
concept is outlined as follows.

Given the challenge of analytically determining the
boundary of B′(X, κm), our approach involves identi-
fying a set of rectangles that collectively encompass
the entire region B′(X, κm). An illustrative represen-
tation of this covering concept is depicted in Fig. 3.
The blue dotted line represents the boundary of the set

Fig. 3. Example of rectangular patches covering B′(X, κm)

B′(X, κm), or the envelopes of the curves of fundamen-
tal classes. Consequently, the set B′(X, κm) is entirely
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covered by the yellow rectangular patches. Individually,
each patch does not encompass the entire B′(X, κm);
however, when considered collectively, the entire set
of patches covers the entirety of B′(X, κm). The ratio-
nale behind the choice of the geometric shapes of such
patches by rectangle is as follows. Firstly, whenever the
path inequality constraint function h(z) is concave, we
recognize that the feasible region is convex. Leverag-
ing such prior understanding, we can readily ascertain
whether a rectangular patch intersects the forbidden
region by evaluating the constraint h(x) ≥ 0 at its ver-
tices. Secondly, even in scenarios where the concavity
of h(z) is not confirmed, it is generally more manage-
able to ascertain whether a segment or a line intersects
the boundary of the forbidden region, compared to
other geometric shapes. Nevertheless, making a blanket
statement about tractability is challenging due to the
versatility of the function h(z), which varies depending
on the specific problem. Therefore, it is highly advisable
to explore other shapes in addition to rectangles when
applying the methodology presented in this paper to
specific situations.

At the boundary points of the curve, among the black
dotted circles depicted in Fig. 2, we label the circle with
a signed curvature of κs = κm as the left circle, and the
circle with κs = −κm as the right circle. Throughout this
paper, the x and y coordinates in the figures are arranged
such that the x–axis is parallel to the common tangent
of the two left circles. The origin is positioned so that
both left circles have y–coordinates equal to r = 1

κm
.

The below Fig. 4 depicts the four possible scenarios that
may reach the upmost boundary of B′(X, κm). Scenar-
ios that reach the bottommost boundary can be easily
understood by flipping Fig. 4. If a curve initiates from
its starting point by following the left (right) circle and
proceeds to its terminal point via the left (right) circle,
it is denoted as ‘left (right) - left (right)’. The fundamen-
tal strategy for obtaining rectangular patches is to iden-
tify bounding rectangles for each left(right)–left(right)
scenarios. In this section, for sake of brevity, we outline
a technique for identifying patches in the left–left sce-
nario for illustrative purposes. Nevertheless, the same
approach is applicable to the other three cases as well.
Additionally, it should be noted that the feasibility of
each scenarios varies with the length of the curve, po-
tentially resulting in the absence of corresponding rect-
angular patches.

4.1 Upmost Bound of CSCSC Curves

We begin by obtaining the patch that includes the high-
est point(largest y–coordinate) in B′(X, κm). There are
two possible scenarios in which a curve of class CSCSC
may attain the maximum y–coordinate. The first sce-
nario is when the winding direction of the middle C is op-
posite to that of the remaining two C’s. The second sce-
nario is when the winding directions of all three C’s are

(a) Left–Left (b) Left–Right

(c) Right–Left (d) Right–Right

Fig. 4. Four scenarios of reaching the upmost boundary of
B′(X, κm)

the same. The winding directions of all C’s are predeter-
mined in the remaining CCCCC, CSCCC, and CCCSC
curves and hence there is no need for such case study.
For sake of brevity, we defer the discussion of such non–
CSCSC curves until Subsection 4.3.

4.1.1 Winding direction of the middle C is opposite

The Fig. 5 below illustrates an instance of the CSCSC
curve that attains the maximum y–coordinate where the
winding direction of the middle C is opposite to that of
the remaining two C’s. Where r = 1

κm
, the center of the

left circle at departure is positioned at (0, r). Here, ϕ1

and ϕ2 denote the departure and arrival angles of the
curve measured counterclockwise from the x–axis, re-
spectively. At the local maximum case in Fig. 5 (a), sym-

(a) Local maximum case (b) Boundary case

Fig. 5. Illustration of the CSCSC curves that attain the
maximum y coordinate

metry indicates that the maximum height is achieved at
x
2 . As a result, we can derive the following length equa-
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tion as follows:

f(h) = 2

√
x2

4
+ (h− r)2 − 4r2

+ r [2λ+ (λ− ϕ1(mod 2π)) + (λ+ ϕ2(mod 2π))]

− ℓ = 0
(24)

where ℓ denotes the length of the curve and λ =

sin−1

(
2r√

x2

4 +(h−r)2

)
+tan−1

(
2(h−r)

x

)
. The terms pre-

ceding ℓ represent the total length of the curve. While
the previous sections focused on curves of unit length,
this section considers curves of arbitrary length, ℓ, for
convenience. The only distinction lies in the normal-
ization with respect to the scale of ℓ. The modular
operation is used to exclude the possibility of cycles
that wrap around the circles. The square root term
measures the length of the S part, while the latter term
measures the C part. The length equation can be effi-
ciently solved using numerical methods(e.g., Newton–
Raphson), typically requiring only a few iterations. For
the boundary case scenario depicted in Fig. 5 (b), the
length equation is derived by assuming that the red
dotted circle is tangent to the line containing the de-
parture angle and the initial point. Then the solution
h obtained by solving the Eq. (24) must be compared
to the value at the boundary cases, such as the one
illustrated in Fig. 5 (b). This comparison leads to the
determination of the maximum y–coordinate, given by
hmax = max(h + r, r(1 − cosϕ1), r(1 − cosϕ2)). The
max operation is to consider the cases when the con-
catenation point is on the first or last C, as outlined in
the proof of Theorem 10. Similar comparisons need to
be conducted when establishing the horizontal and bot-
tommost bounds as well, following the determination of
the location of the middle C.

4.1.2 Winding directions of all three C’s are the same

The Fig. 6 below illustrates an instance of the CSCSC
curve which attains the maximum y–coordinate where
the winding directions of all three C’s are the same. The
length equation in this case becomes as below:

f(h) = 2

√
x2

4
+ (h− r)2

+ r [(2π − 2λ) + (λ− ϕ1(mod 2π))

+ (λ+ ϕ2(mod 2π))]− ℓ = 0

(25)

where ℓ denotes the length of the curve and λ =

tan−1
(

2(h−r)
x

)
. The length equation can be solved by

similar means with Eq. (24), followed by routine com-
parison with the boundary cases as those depicted in
Fig. 6 (b) and Fig. 8 (b). However, this scenario usu-
ally does not contribute to the bound, as the height

of the red dotted circles depicted in Fig. 5 are higher
compared to the ones depicted in Fig. 6. The scenarios
where such a curve can achieve the maximum height
are limited to two cases. First is where x < 4r, and
the length of the curve falls between the black and blue
lines as depicted in Fig. 7. Such situation is known
as the closed region [4]. Within this range of x value
and length, the CSCSC curve in the previous scenario
becomes infeasible. Detailed conditions regarding such
length and terminal position is described in [4]. As a
result, the CSCSC curve shown in Fig. 6 (a) may attain
the highest y–coordinate instead. In such scenarios, the
CSCSC curves depicted in Fig. 5, with possible cycles,
should also be taken into consideration and compared.
Second is when the x–coordinate of the endpoint is
small enough; so that it is close enough to the initial
point, or even behind the initial point. Such scenario
is depicted in Fig. 8. In the subsequent subsection, we

(a) Local maximum case (b) Boundary case

Fig. 6. Illustration of the CSCSC curves that attain the
maximum y–coordinate.

Fig. 7. Illustration of a scenario where there exists infeasible
lengths.

introduce a method for determining horizontal bounds,
the maximum and minimum x–coordinates.

4.2 Horizontal Bound of CSCSC Curves

Illustrative examples CSCSC curves that achieve the
minimum x–coordinate in the left–left scenario are de-
picted in Fig. 9. Similar to the previous subsection, such
scenario is when the three C’s have same winding di-
rections. For sufficient lengths that such case is feasible,
symmetry implies that the curve attains its minimum
x–coordinate where the two S’s have same slopes of dif-
ferent signs, denoted by β, as depicted in Fig. 9 (a). Such
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(a) Local maximum case

(b) Boundary case

Fig. 8. Illustration of a scenario where the initial point is on
the right side of the endpoint.

condition simplifies to β = 0. It is important to note
that the location of the terminal left circle in Fig. 9 (a) is
adjusted for illustrative purposes; in reality, the two left
circles and the red dotted circle must be aligned with the
x–axis. The remaining case is when the middle C has op-
posite winding direction. For shorter lengths where the
previous shape is not feasible, the minimum x coordinate
is achieved by the curves shown in Fig. 9 (b) and (c).
Therefore, we can formulate a similar length equation
as Eq. (24) and compare the local and boundary cases
to determine the minimum x–coordinate on the middle
C. It should be noted that for the curves consist of four
or lesser components as in Fig. 9 (c), the location of the
middle C is uniquely determined only by the length equa-
tion, irrelevant to the optimal condition. Hence, only a
finite number of scenarios need to be obtained and com-
pared. In practical applications, the scenario depicted in
Fig. 9 (c) is highly desirable than others. This is because
a large distance between adjacent mesh points implies
a significant time (or any other parametrization vari-
able depending on the problem) difference between these
points. Consequently, this can lead to potential errors in
dynamics interpolation, irrespective of any violation of
path constraints. As a result, the obtained mesh points
themselves might be inaccurate in terms of fulfilling the
dynamics constraint.

4.3 Bottommost Bound and the Non–CSCSC Curves

In this subsection, we present a method for determin-
ing the minimum y–coordinate, or the bottommost
bound. Upmost and horizontal bounds constructed by
non–CSCSC curves are discussed as well. Illustrative
examples of curves of class CSCSC that achieve mini-
mum y–coordinate in the left–left scenario is depicted

(a) Local minimum case,
large ℓ, β = 0

(b) Small ℓ

(c) Small ℓ, CCSC (d) Boundary case

Fig. 9. Illustration of the CSCSC curves that attain the
optimal x–coordinates

in Fig. 10. A similar case study as the upmost bound
scenario is possible. Scenario where the winding direc-
tions of all three C’s are the same is depicted in Fig. 10
(a) and (b). The other scenario is depicted in Fig. 10
(c) and (d). For the first scenario, the length equation
is given as Eq. (25), and Eq. (24) for the second sce-
nario. Then the lower bound obtained by solving the
Eqs. (24) and (25) must be compared to the value at
the boundary cases depicted in Fig. 10 (b) and (d).

(a) Local minimum case (b) Boundary case

(c) Local minimum case (d) Boundary case

Fig. 10. Illustration of the CSCSC curves that attain mini-
mum y–coordinate

For non–CSCSC curves, let us denote the i–th C com-
ponent by Ci. The concatenation point of the two
trajectories from problem [P3] must exist within the
first, middle, or last C. Because the locations of the
first and last C are fixed, it suffices to determine the
location of the middle C. For the CCCCC curves, sup-
pose the angles θ1 and θ2 in Fig. 11 are given. Then the
centers of C2 and C4, denoted as (x2, y2) and (x4, y4)
respectively, are determined and hence the two pos-
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sible locations of C3 as well. Two such C’s are indi-
cated as C3 and C ′

3 in Fig. 11. Let us denote its center
by (x3(θ1, θ2), y3(θ1, θ2)) and the boundary points by
(x′

3(θ1, θ2), y
′
3(θ1, θ2)) and (x′′

3(θ1, θ2), y
′′
3 (θ1, θ2)). Then

(x3(θ1, θ2), y3(θ1, θ2)) =
(
x2+x4

2 , y2+y4

2

)
± h where

d = (x4, y4) − (x2, y2), h =

√
4r2 −

(
|d|
2

)2
R90(d̂), and

R90 represents the counterclockwise 90◦ rotation in R2.
The length of the curve can also be obtained explic-
itly by similar means in the previous subsections. Then
numerical techniques(e.g., Newton–Raphson) can be
applied to find the bounds of x3, x

′
3, x

′′
3 , y3, y

′
3, and y′′3 ,

and hence the bound of the envelope of the middle C.
Analogous approach is available for the CSCCC and
CCCSC curves as well.

Building on the previous discussions, a schematic illus-
tration of a rectangular patch in a left–left scenario is
shown in Fig. 12. The boundary of the rectangular patch
is depicted by a yellow solid line.

Fig. 11. Illustration of CCCCC curve given θ1 and θ2

Fig. 12. Schematic illustration of a rectangular patch in a
left–left scenario

4.4 Mesh Refinement Algorithm and the Definiteness
Theorem

Based on the previous discussions, the comprehensive
mesh refinement algorithm integrated with NLP solvers
is outlined as below Algorithm 1. The process continues
until a sufficient number and locations of mesh points
are obtained to ensure that the rectangular patches do
not intersect the forbidden regions. Importantly, this al-
gorithm does not introduce a significant computational

Algorithm 1Mesh Refinement Algorithm(NLP Solver)

Require: Initial mesh points {tj}1:N(0) , tolerance ε > 0
1: for k = 1:MaxIteration do
2: Solve the discretized problem, Eq. (2), with mesh

points {tj}1:N(k−1)

3: for i = 1:N-1 do
4: Obtain rectangular patches at the i–th mesh

interval.
5: if Any rectangular patch intrudes the forbid-

den region more than ε then
6: Divide the mesh interval [ti, ti+1] into two

equi-sized subintervals.
7: end if
8: end for
9: Update N (k)

10: Update mesh points, {tj}1:N(k)

11: if No mesh interval is refined in current loop
then

12: break
13: end if
14: end for

burden that could impact real-time feasibility. The fol-
lowing theorem proves that the process of mesh refine-
ment does not continue indefinitely for any given toler-
ance ε > 0. It is important to highlight that the assump-
tion that the mesh points remain outside the forbidden
region is essentially a restatement of the path constraint
applied to the discretized problem, as shown in Eq. (2).
In practical applications, the forbidden region that is
imposed as a path constraint should be expanded by an
amount of ε compared to the original forbidden region
that is intended.

Theorem 11 Suppose that the dynamics function f in
Eq. (1) is bounded within the mesh intervals [τj , τj+1]. If
the state variables at the mesh points remain outside of
the forbidden region, then for any ε > 0, it is possible to
achieve mesh points that ensure a violation of the forbid-
den region between adjacent mesh points by an amount
less than ε. Moreover, such mesh points can be obtained
through a finite number of refinements.

Proof. Boundedness of f implies Lipschitz continuity of
the state variables. Hence, there exists an upper bound,
VM , for the speed that the trajectory can travel within
the mesh interval. Consequently, for an arbitrary mesh
interval, if ∆τ < ε

VM
, then the amount of violation into

the forbidden region cannot exceed VM ·∆τ < ε. Hence,
the interval [τj , τj+1] can be refined into multiple mesh
intervals such that the maximum interval size is less than
ε

VM
. Such condition can be achieved by at most N =⌈

log2
VM∆τj

ε

⌉
number of refinements. 2

Furthermore, integration of the mesh refinement algo-
rithm into iterative methods such as SCP framework
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in [18] and [34] is presented in the below Algorithm 2.
The refinement process can be incorporated during the
iterations while the solution is progressively converging
to optimal. The convexified discrete problem in Algo-

Algorithm 2Mesh Refinement Algorithm(SCP Frame-
work)

Require: Initial mesh points {tj}1:N(0) , initial guess

z(0), tolerances ε, εTRC > 0
1: for k = 1:MaxIteration do
2: Solve the convexified discrete problem using

mesh points {tj}1:N(k−1) and initial guess z(k−1)

3: for i = 1:N (k−1) − 1 do
4: Obtain rectangular patches at the i–th mesh

interval.
5: if Any rectangular patch intrudes the forbid-

den region more than ε then
6: Divide the mesh interval [ti, ti+1] into two

equi-sized subintervals.
7: end if
8: end for
9: Update N (k)

10: Update mesh points, {tj}1:N(k)

11: Update initial guess, z(k)

12: if
∣∣z(k) − z(k−1)

∣∣ < εTRC and No mesh interval
is refined in current loop then

13: break
14: end if
15: end for

rithm 2 refers to the problem Eq. (2) with its component
functions convexified, typically through linearization
around the initial guess. Detailed convexification pro-
cess in a practical example is outlined in Appendix. A.

Upon updating the initial guess with the expanded
mesh points, suitable interpolation is necessary due to
the newly appended meshes. While more sophisticated
methods may exist for general hp-adaptive mesh re-
finement, we utilize straightforward linear interpolation
for our purposes in trapezoidal method. In fact, any
interpolation methods are acceptable for obtaining the
updated initial guess. This is because the interpolation
step is merely reconstruction step of the initial guess,
not the actual solution process.

5 Numerical Demonstration

Throughout this section, the numerical demonstration
of the proposed mesh refinement algorithm is presented.
For an illustrative example, the dynamics of the fixed
wing unmanned aerial vehicles(UAVs) is considered,
which is a typical example of curvature bounded dy-
namics applied under presence of holonomic constraints.
Other practical examples include missile guidance prob-
lems [11] and autonomous underwater vehicles [16].

5.1 Path Planning for Fixed–Wing UAVs with No-Fly
Zones

The problem is formulated with path constraints com-
posed of multiple bounded regions, known as No–Fly
Zones (NFZs). These regions represent areas that the
vehicle is prohibited from traversing. Similar problems
have been extensively explored in various studies, such
as [31]. In the context of this problem, the objective func-
tion is to minimize energy consumption, while circular
NFZs are considered as forbidden regions. The problem
can be formulated in the structure of Eq. (1) as follows:

minimize

J =

∫ tf

0

∥u(t)∥2 dt (26)

subject to 
ẋ = V cos γ

ẏ = V sin γ

γ̇ = u
V

(27)

[x(0), y(0), γ(0), x(tf ), y(tf ), γ(tf ) ]

= [x0, y0, γ0, xf , yf , γf ]
(28)

−umax ≤ u ≤ umax (29)

(x− xc,i)
2 + (y − yc,i)

2 ≥ r2i , i = 1, . . . , NNFZ (30)

where tf is considered as a free variable. The total num-
ber of NFZs is represented as NNFZ , and the center and
the radius of the i–th NFZ are denoted as xc,i, yc,i, and
ri, respectively. To further validate the real–time effec-
tiveness of the proposed algorithm, we utilize the SCP
framework for the direct formulation of this problem.
As the convex formulation of this problem falls outside
the scope of this paper, the direct formulation of this
problem within the SCP framework is provided in Ap-
pendix A.

The numerical demonstration is conducted using Mat-
lab 2019b on an Apple Macbook Air with an Apple M2
processor. A state–of–the–art dual–primal interior point
algorithm is employed by calling the MOSEK solver [1]
within Matlab. The maximum number of iterations for
the SCP framework is set to 100. The initial guess for the
state variables were obtained through linear interpola-
tion between the initial and terminal values. The initial
guess for the flight time was set at 300 seconds. Detailed
information about the model parameters is summarized
in Table 1.

5.2 Results

A comparison result between the solutions obtained
through the SCP framework with and without the pro-
posed mesh refinement algorithm is presented through-
out this subsection. The initial mesh is given by 10
equi–spaced mesh points. It is essential to recognize that
the prevailing literature on mesh refinement algorithms,
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Table 1
Model Parameters

Parameter Value

umax 100 [m/s2]

V 300 [m/s]

x0 0 [km]

xf 50 [km]

y0 0 [km]

yf 50 [km]

γ0
π
4

γf
π
2

tf Free

NFZ Tolerance 50 [m]

[NFZ 1 Location, Radius] [(8, 30), 10] [km]

[NFZ 2 Location, Radius] [(33, 30), 12] [km]

[NFZ 3 Location, Radius] [(18, 7), 10] [km]

[NFZ 4 Location, Radius] [(41, 41), 6] [km]

[NFZ 5 Location, Radius] [(3, 8), 2.5] [km]

[NFZ 6 Location, Radius] [(35, 15), 18] [km]

exemplified by studies such as [13] and [17], intimates
that a mere 10 mesh points may not suffice to attain
precise solutions. Nonetheless, for illustrative purposes,
this analysis employs an initial mesh of 10 equi–spaced
mesh points to accentuate the significance of the pro-
posed algorithm. The converged trajectories obtained
from the SCP framework are depicted in Figs. 13 and
14. The rectangular patches are depicted in Fig. 15.
In the absence of the proposed mesh refinement algo-
rithm, it required 6 iterations for the SCP framework
to converge. It is evident that the mesh points depicted
in Fig. 13 exhibits potential collision with the NFZs.
Conversely, using the proposed method, the entire SCP
framework converged within 8 iterations. Notably, a
convergent mesh consisting of 29 mesh points is attained
after the 5–th iteration. The following points necessitate
more detailed explanations:

(1) At the vicinity of the NFZ boundaries, high mesh
point density is often observed, but not consistently.

(2) There are typically two rectangular patches at each
mesh intervals that contribute to forming the over-
all bound.

The first aspect can be attributed as follows. The pro-
posed algorithm does not eliminate mesh points, even
when the mesh density appears sufficient to prevent vi-
olations into forbidden regions. This cautious approach
is adopted because the removal of a mesh point requires
careful consideration; it could exacerbate interpolation
errors and lead to inaccuracies in the solution. Inadver-
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Fig. 13. Results Without the Proposed Mesh Refinement
Algorithm

tent elimination might even result in unintended viola-
tions into forbidden regions. On the other hand, these
concerns do not apply when adding a mesh point, as this
typically enhances the solution’s accuracy without intro-
ducing such risks. Therefore, as the refinement process
is incorporated during the iterations when the solution
is converging to the optimum, those points that were
previously in close proximity to the boundary of the for-
bidden region could exhibit high mesh densities, even
when it is not near the forbidden region in the convergent
solution. In this regards, the development of more so-
phisticated algorithms for eliminating unnecessary mesh
points warrants further investigation in future works.

The second aspect concerns the ratio between the pre-
scribed lengths and the distance between the mesh in-
tervals. The lengths of the curves were relatively short
compared to the spacing between the mesh points, typi-
cally falling within a ratio scale of 1.00xx. Consequently,
the initial and terminal points establish the horizontal
boundaries as depicted in Fig. 9 (c), whereas the CSCSC
curves define the vertical boundaries. This leads to a sit-
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Fig. 14. Results With the Proposed Mesh Refinement Algo-
rithm

uation where two CSCSC curves which determine the
vertical boundaries originate from two of the four possi-
ble scenarios of left and right combination. As a result,
only the two scenarios out of the four typically contribute
to the formation of the overall boundary.

5.3 Analysis on Computational Time

To evaluate the viability of onboard implementation of
the entire algorithm for real–time applications, examina-
tion of computational load imposed by the proposed al-
gorithm is imperative. The average computational time
over iterations is detailed in Table. 2. In the table, the
mesh refinement component, corresponding to lines 3 ∼
11 in Algorithm 2, is referred to as MR, an abbreviation
formesh refinement. The outcomes demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm does not introduce significant com-
putational overhead that might hinder real–time feasi-
bility. Moreover, the inclusion of additional mesh points
did not significantly elevate the computational burden,
resulting in similar CPU times for the SCP subprob-
lems, both with and without the mesh refinement. Given
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Fig. 15. Rectangular Patches

that traditional NLP algorithms [24] require consider-
ably more computational cost than SCP algorithms, the
proposed algorithm can be seamlessly integrated with
a range of direct method algorithms without incurring
substantial computational expenses.

Table 2
Average Computational Time Over Iterations

Average Time [sec] MR SCP Subproblem

Without MR – 0.0011

With MR 0.0040 0.0019

6 Conclusion

This paper introduces a novel strategy to resolve inter–
sample collision problem of 2–dimensional state con-
straints by dint of mesh refinement. Compliance of the
path constraint in between the mesh points is proved,
as well as the convergence of the mesh refinement pro-
cess. The proposed method can be applied to general
trajectory optimization problems formulated in direct
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method, independent of the solver types: NLP or con-
vex. Through numerical demonstration on fixed wing dy-
namics problem, the potential of real–time application
is confirmed as well. Throughout this development, we
propose and prove a method for constructing the reach-
able region by curves with a prescribed length, curva-
ture bound, and specified initial and terminal locations
and directions. This result expands the upon concept of
the reachability set as covered in the literature, includ-
ing [22], [6], [5], and [4], extending these concepts into
their envelope.
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A Convex Formulation of the Fixed–WingUAV
Problem

The non–convex constraints in the fixed–wing UAV
problem are Eqs. (27) and (30). These constraints
are casted into suitable constraints of a convex op-
timization problem through linearization. Following
the standard linearization process in [20], we first lin-
earize the nonlinear dynamics function. The dynam-
ics function in Eq. (27) is in control affine form of

f(z, u) = f̃(z)+Buwhere f̃(z) = [V cos γ, V sin γ, 0]T

and B =
[
0, 0, 1

V

]T
for state variable z = [x, y, γ]T .

Then for the solution pair,
{
z(k), u(k)

}
, obtained from

the previous k–th iteration, define

A
(
z(k)

)
≡ ∂f̃

∂z

∣∣∣∣∣
z=z(k)

=


0 0 −V sin γ(k)

0 0 V cos γ(k)

0 0 0

 (A.1)

b
(
z(k)

)
= f̃

(
z(k)

)
−A

(
z(k)

)
z(k) (A.2)

Then the nonlinear dynamics is linearized as below:

f(z, u) ≈ A
(
z(k)

)
z +Bu+ b

(
z(k)

)
(A.3)

The nonconvex path inequality constriant, Eq. (29), is
linearized as below:

2
(
x(k) − xc,i

)(
x− x(k)

)
+ 2

(
y(k) − yc,i

)(
y − y(k)

)
− r2i ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , NNFZ

(A.4)

After such linearization, the trust region constraint(TRC)
is added to prevent unboundedness of the convexified

problem as below [20] :

|z − z(k)| ≤ εTRC (A.5)

where εTRC ∈ R3 is a constant representing termination
criterion. The inequality is applied componentwise.

To summarize, the optimal control problem described by
Eqs. (26) ∼ (30) is linearized through two steps. Firstly,
the nonlinear functions given by Eqs. (27) and (30) are
replaced with their linearized counterparts, as shown in
Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4). Secondly, the trust region con-
straint, as represented by Eq. (A.5), is introduced. Then
the subsequent discretization process is as described in
Sec. 2.
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