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Abstract— In this work, we address the design of tracking
controllers that drive a mechanical system’s state asymptotically
towards a reference trajectory. Motivated by aerospace and
robotics applications, we consider fully-actuated systems evolv-
ing on the broad class of homogeneous spaces (encompassing all
vector spaces, Lie groups, and spheres of any dimension). In this
setting, the transitive action of a Lie group on the configuration
manifold enables an intrinsic description of the tracking error
as an element of the state space, even in the absence of a group
structure on the configuration manifold itself (e.g., for S2). Such
an error state facilitates the design of a generalized control
policy depending smoothly on state and time that drives this
geometric tracking error to a designated origin from almost
every initial condition, thereby guaranteeing almost global
convergence to the reference trajectory. Moreover, the proposed
controller simplifies naturally when specialized to a Lie group
or the n-sphere. In summary, we propose a unified, intrinsic
controller guaranteeing almost global asymptotic trajectory
tracking for fully-actuated mechanical systems evolving on
a broader class of manifolds. We apply the method to an
axisymmetric satellite and an omnidirectional aerial robot.

I. INTRODUCTION

An efficient and effective architecture for the control of
mechanical systems synthesizes the overall controller as the
composition of a low-rate “open-loop” planner (to select a
reference trajectory) with a high-rate “closed-loop” tracking
controller (to drive the system towards the reference trajec-
tory). Such layered control architectures are found across
an extremely diverse array of engineered and biological
systems, demonstrating the effectiveness of the paradigm [2].

For some mechanical systems, it is possible to reduce
the “tracking problem” to the easier “regulation problem”
(i.e., asymptotically stabilizing an equilibrium) for the same
system, using a state-valued “tracking error” between the
reference and actual states that “vanishes” only when the two
are equal (e.g., (q − qd, q̇ − q̇d) for a mechanical system on
Rn). Then, feedback is designed to drive the error towards
the origin, i.e., a constant (equilibrium) trajectory. Such
a reduction is substantially easier for fully-actuated (vs.
underactuated) systems, since arbitrary forces can be exerted
to compensate for time variation in the reference and also
inject suitable artificial potential and dissipation terms to
almost globally asymptotically stabilize the error [3].

Clearly, a smooth tracking controller that is well-defined
on the entire state space (in general, the tangent bundle of a
non-Euclidean manifold) cannot rely on a local, coordinate-
based tracking error. When the configuration manifold is a
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Fig. 1. The proposed method, applied to almost global reduced-attitude
tracking for the axisymmetric satellite, modeled as a mechanical system
on S2 (with state in TS2). As the configuration error (blue) converges to
the designated origin (black circle), the actual configuration trajectory (red)
converges to the reference (black) . Initial conditions in TS2 for the state
and tracking error are shown. The particular gains kP = 4, kD = 4 used
here render the linearization of the error dynamics slightly underdamped.

Lie group, [4] shows that the group structure furnishes an
intrinsic, globally-defined tracking error on the state space,
via the action of the group on itself. For this reason, [4]
remarks that “the tracking problem on a Lie group is more
closely related to tracking on Rn than it is to the general
Riemannian case, for which the group operation is lacking.”

Tracking via error regulation on manifolds that may not be
Lie groups is proposed in [1]. The authors present a theorem
ensuring almost global tracking for fully-actuated systems on
compact Riemannian manifolds, assuming the control inputs
can be chosen to solve a “rank one” underdetermined linear
system at each state and time. Solutions exist in some special
cases (e.g., on S2 with carefully chosen potential, dissipation,
and kinetic energy), although they are non-unique. In other
cases, no solutions exist, and the question of when solutions
exist in general is left open. Also, the control inputs may not
depend continuously on state and time, a desirable property
that justifies seeking only almost global stability [5].

In view of these observations, and in pursuit of a system-
atic approach to tracking control for fully-actuated mechan-
ical systems in yet a broader setting, a question emerges:

On which class of manifolds can the tracking
problem be reduced to the regulation problem?

We pose this question in a global or almost global sense; if
purely local convergence suffices, the answer is trivial (i.e.,
“all of them”), since smooth manifolds are locally Euclidean.

In this work, we consider mechanical systems evolving
on homogeneous spaces, a class of manifolds that includes
all Lie groups but is more general. In this regime, we obtain
globally valid “error dynamics” by extending a tracking error
proposed for kinematic systems in [6] to the mechanical
setting, exploiting the transitive action of a Lie group on the
configuration manifold even when it lacks a group structure
of its own. Ultimately, we contribute a systematic approach to
tracking control with formal guarantees for a broad class of
systems including many space, aerial, and underwater robots.
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II. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND

For any map (x, y) 7→ f(x, y), we define the map
fx : y 7→ f(x, y) (resp. fy : x 7→ f(x, y)) by holding the
first (resp. second) argument constant. For a smooth
map f : M → N between manifolds, its derivative
is denoted df : TM → TN , while the dual of its
derivative is the unique map df∗ : T ∗M → T ∗N such
that

〈
ω ; df(X)

〉
=

〈
df∗(ω) ;X

〉
for any covector field

ω ∈ Γ(T ∗N) and any vector field X ∈ Γ(TM). The
derivative of any function V : M → R induces a covector
field dV : M → T ∗M . We assume all curves to be smooth.

A. Homogeneous Riemannian Manifolds

Definition 1 (see [7, Ch. 3]). A homogeneous Riemannian
manifold (Q,Φ, κ) is a smooth manifold Q equipped with:

i. a transitive action Φ : G × Q → Q of a Lie group G,
i.e., ∀ q1, q2 ∈ Q, ∃ g ∈ G s.t. Φ(g, q1) = q2, and

ii. a Φ-invariant Riemannian metric κ, i.e., ∀ g ∈ G and
vq, wq ∈ TQ, κ

(
vq, wq

)
= κ

(
dΦg(vq),dΦg(ωq)

)
.

For each q ∈ Q, its stabilizer is the maximal subgroup Gq of
G such that ∀ g ∈ Gq, Φ(g, q) = q. 1 ∈ G is the identity.
Example 1 (The n-Sphere). For any n ∈ N, consider the
sphere Sn and the rotation group SO(n+1). For no-
tational convenience, we model these manifolds as an
embedded submanifolds of Euclidean spaces, i.e., we
let Sn = {s ∈ Rn+1 : sTs = 1} and we let SO(n+1) =
{R ∈ Rn+1×n+1 : RTR = RRT = 1, detR = 1}. Let ρ
and Ψ be the respective restriction to Sn ⊂ Rn+1 of the
Euclidean metric and the usual action of SO(n+1), i.e.,

Ψ : SO(n+1)× Sn → Sn, (R, q) 7→ Rq. (1)

Then, it can be shown that (Sn,Ψ, ρ) is an SO(n+1)-
homogeneous Riemannian manifold. Moreover, ρ induces the
canonical isomorphisms ρ♭ : TSn → T ∗Sn, vq → vq

T and
ρ♯ : T ∗Sn → TSn, fq → fq

T, and Gq
∼= SO(n) ∀ q ∈ Sn.

Example 2 (A Lie Group). Consider any Lie group G, the
left action of G on itself (i.e., L : (h, g) 7→ hg), and any L-
invariant metric κI. Then by [8, Thm. 5.38] there exists an
inner product I on g ∼= T1G such that ∀ vg, wg ∈ TG,

κI(vg, wg) = I
(
dLg−1(vg),dLg−1(wg)

)
. (2)

Moreover, (G,L, κI) is a G-homogeneous Riemannian man-
ifold. The action L is free, i.e., for g ̸= 1, the map Lg

has no fixed points. Thus, the stabilizer of g ∈ G is just
Gg = {1}. It is clear that for all ξ ∈ g and τ ∈ g∗, we have
κ♭
I(ξ) = I♭(ξ) and κ♯

I(τ) = I♯(τ) (see, e.g., [8, Sec. 2.3.4]).

B. Navigation Functions

The following functions are described in [3] (in the more
general setting of manifolds with boundary). They are useful
in generating artificial potential forces for stabilization.
Definition 2. On a boundaryless manifold Q with origin
0Q ∈ Q, a 0Q-navigation function is a proper Morse function
P : Q → R with 0Q as its unique local minimizer. A given
navigation function is perfect if its domain admits no other
navigation function with fewer critical points.

For example, for any 0Sn ∈ Sn and kP > 0, the map

PSn : Sn → R, q 7→ −kP (0Sn)
T q (3)

is a 0Sn -navigation function. Following [3], a perfect
1-navigation function on SE(3) ⊂ GL4(R) can be given by

PSE(3) :

(
R x

01×3 1

)
7→ tr

(
KR(1−R)

)
+ xTKx x, (4)

where R ∈ SO(3), x ∈ R3, and KR,Kx are 3×3 symmetric
positive-definite matrices and KR has distinct eigenvalues.
The restriction of PSE(3) to any closed subgroup of SE(3)
is a navigation function on that subgroup, and a navigation
function on the product of boundaryless manifolds can be
given by the sum of navigation functions on each factor [9].
Thus, we have an explicit navigation function on the product
of any number of n-spheres and closed subgroups of SE(3),
capturing most configuration manifolds of particular interest.

C. Almost Global Asymptotic Tracking

Definition 3. For a control system ẋ = f(x, u) evolving
on a metric space (X,distX), a control policy u = u(t, x)
achieves almost global asymptotic tracking of a refer-
ence trajectory xd : R → X if, for each t0 ∈ R, there ex-
ists a residual set St0 ⊆ X of full measure such that
x(t0) ∈ St0 =⇒ distX(x(t), xd(t)) → 0 as t → ∞.

III. AN INTRINSIC, STATE-VALUED TRACKING ERROR

In this section, we extend a contribution made in [6]
(which dealt with kinematic systems) to describe an intrinsic
state-valued tracking error suitable for mechanical systems.

A. Tracking Error in Homogeneous Spaces

Definition 4. For an origin 0Q in (Q,Φ, κ) and a smooth
curve qd : R → Q, a 0Q-lift of qd is any smooth curve
gd : R → G such that Φ

(
gd(t), 0Q

)
= qd(t) for all t ∈ R.

Definition 5. For any actual and reference configuration
trajectories q, qd : R → Q and a given 0Q-lift gd of qd, the
configuration error trajectory is the smooth curve given by

e : R → Q, t 7→ Φ
(
gd(t)

−1, q(t)
)
, (5)

while the state error trajectory is its derivative, ė : R → TQ.
In [6], the authors define a tracking error of the form (5)

for kinematic (i.e., first-order) systems evolving on homoge-
neous spaces, which is used to synthesize optimal tracking
controllers with local convergence. We lift this definition to
the tangent bundle to obtain a state-valued tracking error
for mechanical (i.e., second-order) systems. The following
proposition extends [6, Prop 4.1] to the second-order setting
and justifies the use of the term “tracking error”.

Proposition 1. Consider any actual and reference trajecto-
ries q, qd : R → Q. Let gd : R → G be a 0Q-lift of qd, and
let 0TQ ∈ TQ be the zero tangent vector at 0Q. Then, for
any time t ∈ R, q̇(t) = q̇d(t) if and only if ė(t) = 0TQ.

Proof. Suppressing the t-dependence, we note that

q = Φ(gd,Φ(g
−1
d , q)) = Φ(gd, e), qd = Φ(gd, 0Q), (6)



since by assumption, gd is a 0Q-lift of qd. Thus, we have

q̇ = dΦe(ġd) + dΦgd(ė), (7a)

q̇d = dΦ0Q(ġd) + dΦgd(0TQ). (7b)

Assuming for sufficiency that ė = 0TQ (and therefore
e = 0Q), (7a)-(7b) immediately implies that q̇ = q̇d. Assum-
ing for necessity that q̇ = q̇d (and therefore q = qd), we recall
that Φg and dΦg are automorphisms of Q and TQ respec-
tively for each g ∈ G. Then, (6) and the invertibility of Φgd

implies that e = 0Q, while in view of that conclusion and
(7a)-(7b), the invertibility of dΦgd implies that ė = 0TQ. ■

In summary, the intrinsic tracking error smoothly trans-
forms the state space (in a manner depending smoothly
on time) in such a way that only the current reference
state is mapped to the zero tangent vector over the ori-
gin of the lift. Also, for any Φ-invariant distance metric
distQ : Q×Q → R (e.g., the Riemannian distance distκ),
(6) implies that distQ

(
q(t), qd(t)

)
= distQ

(
e(t), 0Q

)
. In

this sense, the configuration error (5) captures the disparity
between the actual and reference configurations “accurately”.

B. Computing Horizontal Lifts of Curves

The following notions will aid in computing a lift of a
given reference trajectory (and ultimately, the tracking error).
Definition 6 (see [10, Sec. 23.4]). For a homogeneous Rie-
mannian manifold (Q,Φ, κ) with designated origin 0Q ∈ Q,
a reductive decomposition is a splitting g = f⊕ q, where
F = exp f ∼= G0Q (the stabilizer at 0Q) and q ⊆ g is an AdF -
invariant subspace (which need not be closed under [· ,·]).

Lemma 1 (see [11, Sec. 7]). A reductive decomposition
g = f⊕ q always exists whenever F := G0Q is compact.

Proposition 2 (Horizontal Lifts in Reductive Homogeneous
Spaces). Consider a G-homogeneous Riemannian manifold
(Q,Φ, κ) with origin origin 0Q ∈ Q and reductive decom-
position g = f⊕ q. For each smooth curve qd : R → Q and
initial point g0 ∈ G such that Φ(g0, 0Q) = qd(0), there exists
a unique smooth curve gd : R → G (called the horizontal lift
of qd through g0) with the following properties:

i. Lifting: gd is a 0Q-lift of qd,
ii. Initial Condition: gd(0) = g0, and

iii. Horizontality: dL−1
gd(t)

(
ġd(t)

)
∈ q ∀ t ∈ R.

Proof. By [12, Prop 9.33], G is a (left) principal F -bundle
over Q = G/F . In particular, the projection map is given
by π : G → Q, g 7→ Φ(g, 0Q), while the free and proper
action is given by Υ : F ×G → G, (f, g) 7→ Rf−1(g). Us-
ing the AdF -invariance of q, it can be shown that HG =
{dLg(q) : g ∈ G} is a principal connection on π : G → Q.
Then, the claim follows from the existence and uniqueness of
horizontal lifts in principal bundles (see [13, Sec. 2.9]). ■

Remark 1 (Sections, Lifts, and Nontrivial Bundles). The
proof of Proposition 2 describes a sense in which a lift
projects “down” to the original curve via π. If the princi-
pal bundle π : G → Q is trivial (i.e., G ∼= Q× F globally
and not merely locally), then there exist global sections

σ : Q → G, i.e., smooth maps satisfying π ◦ σ = id. In fact,
any such section furnishes a (perhaps non-horizontal) lift
gd : t 7→ σ ◦ qd(t). However, when π : G → Q is a nontrivial
bundle (e.g., the bundle corresponding to (S2,Ψ, ρ), namely
π : SO(3) → S2), the nonexistence of global sections makes
it impossible generate global lifts using a section, nor can
the initial value g0 of a horizontal lift be chosen in a manner
depending continuously on qd(0) alone. Thus, when using
horizontal lifts to compute the tracking error, continuous
deformation of the reference trajectory can result in dis-
continuous changes in the tracking error. However, such a
discontinuity is with respect to the choice of reference tra-
jectory (i.e., the planning layer); once a reference trajectory
has been selected, the configuration error depends smoothly
on both time and state. It also should be noted that even for
a horizontal lift gd of some qd, when qd(t1) = qd(t2) it may
still be the case that gd(t1) ̸= gd(t2) (see [13, Fig. 3.14.2]),
due to the nontrivial holonomy induced by the curvature of a
generic principal connection. Since flat principal connections
do not exist on nontrivial bundles, this cannot be avoided in
general; see [13, Ch. 3] for broader discussion of holonomy.

Remark 2 (Computing Horizontal Lifts Numerically). Let
(π × φi) : π−1(Ui) ⊆ G → (Ui ⊆ Q)× F, i ∈ {1, . . . , k}
be a collection of local trivializations covering π : G → Q.
Let Ai : TUi → f be the local connection forms for HG (see
[13, Prop. 2.9.12]). Suppose qd(t) ∈ Uj for t ∈ [t1, t2] and
let f j : [t1, t2] → F solve the initial value problem (IVP)

f j(t1) = φj
(
g(t1)

)
, ḟ j(t) = dLfj(t) ◦ Aj

(
q̇d(t)

)
. (8)

Then the horizontal lift gd through g0 of the curve qd satisfies

gd(t) = (π × φj)−1
(
qd(t), f

j(t)
)

for all t ∈ [t1, t2]. (9)

Moreover, the restriction of the reference trajectory to any
finite interval may be subdivided into finitely many segments
with each contained within a single trivialization. We may
repeatedly solve the IVP (8) numerically for each segment,
ultimately reconstructing a smooth lift in G via (9). Numeri-
cally, this is preferable to solving an IVP in G directly, since
it ensures that integration error will accumulate only along
the fibers (vs. horizontally). With this approach, numerical
integration accuracy is not paramount, since the solution
will be an exact lift, even if it is not perfectly horizontal.
Such approximate integration is computationally inexpensive
and can be performed “just in time” to compute the lifted
reference (and ultimately, the tracking error) at each time t.

Example 1 (The n-Sphere, continued). On the homoge-
neous Riemannian manifold (Sn,Ψ, ρ), we choose the origin
0Sn = (0, . . . , 1) := en and identify so(n) with the n× n
skew-symmetric matrices. Following [10, Sec. 23.5], we have
the reductive decomposition so(n+1) = f⊕ q, where

f =

{(
ξ 0
0 0

)
: ξ ∈ so(n)

}
, q =

{(
0 υ

−υT 0

)
: υ ∈ Rn

}
.

We horizontally lift a given a reference configuration trajec-
tory qd : R → Sn in the sense of Proposition 2 to obtain the
lifted reference Rd : R → SO(n+1), performing numerical



computations in the manner of Remark 2 for accuracy. Then,
the configuration error in the form (5) is simply given by

e : R → Sn, t 7→ Rd(t)
T q(t). (10)

Example 2 (A Lie Group, continued). Since the stabilizer
of any point g on a homogeneous Riemannian manifold
(G,L, κI) is Gg = {1}, 0G-lifts (of any kind) are unique
for each 0G ∈ G. Making the usual choice 0G = 1, the lift
is the original curve itself, and the configuration error is

e : R → G, t 7→ gd
−1(t) g(t), (11)

showing that in the special case of Lie groups, the config-
uration error reduces elegantly to a familiar, intuitive form,
called the “right group error function” [8, p. 548]. In the
additive group G = (Rn,+) (i.e., a vector space), the con-
figuration error is (unsurprisingly) the map t 7→ g(t)− gd(t).

IV. TRACKING CONTROL FOR MECHANICAL SYSTEMS

This section presents the main result, i.e., a controller guar-
anteeing almost global asymptotic tracking for fully-actuated
mechanical systems on arbitrary homogeneous spaces.
Definition 7. A fully-actuated mechanical system on a ho-
mogeneous Riemannian manifold (Q,Φ, κ) has dynamics

∇q̇ q̇ = κ♯(fq), (12)

where the state q̇ ∈ TQ encompasses both the configuration
and velocity, the force fq ∈ T ∗

q Q is the control input, and ∇
is the Riemannian (or Levi-Civita) connection induced by κ.
Remark 3 (Generality). Even if the system were subject to
additional state-dependent forces F : TQ → T ∗Q, or it were
governed by the Riemannian connection ∇̃ of a different
metric κ̃ that fails to be Φ-invariant, the system can be
rendered in the form (12) by the static state feedback

fq(q̇) = κ̃♭
((
∇̃ − ∇

)
(q̇, q̇)− F (q̇) + κ̃♯(f ′

q)
)
, (13)

where
(
∇̃ − ∇

)
is the “difference tensor” (see [7, Prop.

4.13]) between the Riemannian connection of κ̃ and of
an invariant metric κ, while f ′

q is a “virtual” input. Since
any homogeneous space with compact stabilizer admits an
invariant metric [7, Cor. 3.18], a tracking controller for a
Φ-invariant unforced system will typically yield a tracking
controller for the more general system via (13). Also, the
invariant case is common, and it simplifies the computations.

Theorem 1 (Almost Global Asymptotic Tracking on Homo-
geneous Spaces). Consider a fully-actuated mechanical sys-
tem on (Q,Φ, κ) and any 0Q-lift gd : R → G of a reference
trajectory qd : R → Q. Let P be a 0Q-navigation function
and ν be a Riemannian metric on Q. For each (fixed) state
q̇ ∈ TQ, let eq : r 7→ Φ−1

gd(r)

(
q
)

be a curve in Q and X q̇ :

r 7→ dΦ−1
gd(r)

(q̇) be a vector field along eq . Then, the control

fq(t, q̇) = −dΦ∗
g−1
d

(
dP (e) + ν♭(ė)+

κ♭ ◦
(
∇ėq (ė

q + 2X q̇)
)
(t)

) (14)

achieves almost global asymptotic tracking of the reference
and local exponential convergence of the tracking error.

Remark 4. We use the “dummy variable” r in eq and X q̇

to emphasize that q and q̇ are held fixed as r varies (despite
their dependence on t). This allows us to rigorously and
intrinsically express (14) using only the standard formalism
for covariant differentiation along curves. It follows from [7,
Prop. 4.26] that (14) depends only on t ∈ R and q̇ ∈ TQ.
Additionally, although the control (14) requires choosing a
certain lift gd, we will show that the qualitative closed-loop
stability properties will be independent of this choice.

Proof of Theorem 1. The configuration error (5) is the “di-
agonal” curve of the smooth “family of curves” given by

E : R2 → Q, (r, s) 7→ Φ
(
gd(r)

−1, q(s)
)

(15)

in the sense that e(t) = E(t, t). We will use this observation
to express the covariant derivative ∇ėė in terms of the re-
spective contributions of the reference and actual trajectories.

Following [7, Ch. 6], the family of curves E has transverse
and main curves at each s and r, given respectively by
Es : r 7→ E(r, s) and Er : s 7→ E(r, s). Let X(E) be the
set of vector fields over E, i.e., maps (r, s) 7→ V (r, s) such
that V (r, s) ∈ TE(r,s)Q. For example, two such vector fields
are the transverse and main velocity, ∂rE : (r, s) 7→ Ės(r)
and ∂sE : (r, s) 7→ Ėr(s). For any V ∈ X(E), we may
compute its “partial” covariant derivative along the trans-
verse or main direction, operations denoted respectively
by Dr, Ds : X(E) → X(E). This operation is defined by
restricting the vector field over the family of curves to a
vector field along each transverse (resp. main) curve and
computing the usual covariant derivative along that curve.

Covariant differentiation is a purely local operation [7,
Lemma 4.1], and thus a local coordinate calculation can be
used to show that because e is the diagonal curve of E,(

∇ėė
)
(t) =

(
Dr ∂rE + 2Dr ∂sE +Ds ∂sE

)
(t, t). (16)

We now aim to compute the terms on the right-hand side of
(16). Observing that Es(r) = eq(s)(r) and also that

∂sE(r, s) = dΦgd(r)−1

(
q̇(s)

)
= X q̇(s)(r), (17)

we may verify that(
Dr ∂rE

)
(t, t) =

(
∇ĖtĖ

t
)
(t) =

(
∇ėq ė

q
)
(t), (18)(

Dr ∂sE
)
(t, t) = (∇ėqX

q̇)(t). (19)

By [8, Thm. 5.70], the Φ-invariance of κ implies that ∇ sat-
isfies ∇dΦg(X)dΦg(Y ) = dΦg

(
∇XY

)
for all X,Y ∈ X(Q)

and g ∈ G. From this fact, (12), and (17), it follows that

(Ds ∂sE)(t, t) =
(
∇Ėt

Ėt

)
(t) = dΦ−1

gd(t)
◦ κ♯

(
fq(t)

)
, (20)

where t 7→ fq(t) is the input force signal corresponding to
t 7→ q(t). Substituting these results into (16), we obtain

(∇ėė)(t) = ∇ėq (ė
q + 2X q̇)(t) + dΦ−1

gd(t)
◦ κ♯

(
fq(t)

)
. (21)

Substituting (14) into (21) and using the Φ-invariance of
κ to verify that (dΦg ◦ κ♯)−1 = dΦ∗

g ◦ κ♭ for any g ∈ G
ultimately yields the autonomous tracking error dynamics

∇ėė = −κ♯
(
dP (e) + ν♭(ė)

)
, (22)



which is a mechanical system with strict dissipation and
a navigation function potential. Thus, it follows from
[3, Thm. 2] that there exists a residual set S ⊆ TQ of
full measure, such that for any t0 ∈ R (since (22) is
autonomous), if ė(t0) ∈ S, then ė(t) → 0TQ as t → ∞.
In particular, such convergence implies that e(t) → 0Q
and thus distκ

(
e(t), 0Q

)
→ 0. Since distκ is Φ-invariant

and dΦgd is an automorphism of TQ, the previous
and (7a) imply, for each t0 ∈ R, the existence of an
almost global set St0 ⊆ TQ such that if q̇(t0) ∈ St0 ,
then as t → ∞, distκ

(
q(t), qd(t)

)
→ 0 and moreover

distTQ

(
q̇(t), q̇d(t)

)
→ 0. Local exponential convergence of

ė(t) → 0TQ follows directly from [8, Thm. 6.45] ■

V. SPECIALIZATION TO n-SPHERES AND LIE GROUPS

We now specialize the controller proposed in Theorem 1
to the n-sphere and Lie group settings, in each case obtaining
a concise and explicit expression for the control policy (14).

Corollary 1 (Almost Global Asymptotic Tracking
on the n-Sphere). For any n ∈ N, consider a fully-
actuated mechanical system on (Sn,Ψ, ρ) and any lift
Rd : R → SO(n+1) of a reference trajectory qd : R → Sn.
Then for any kP , kD > 0, the control

fq(t, q̇) = −kP qd
T(q qT − 1

)
− kD

(
q̇T + qTṘd Rd

T)
+
(
qTR̈d + 2 q̇TṘd

)
Rd

T(q qT − 1
) (23)

achieves almost global asymptotic tracking of the reference
and local exponential convergence of the tracking error.

Proof. It will suffice to apply Theorem 1 with the con-
figuration error (10), the navigation function (3), and the
dissipation metric ν = kD κ. To show this, we compute

dP (e) = (−kP 0Sn)
T(1− e eT ), (24)

ν♭(ė) = kD(qT Ṙd + q̇T Rd). (25)

Moreover, the covariant derivative along γ of X ∈ X(γ) is

∇γ̇X : r 7→
(
1− γ(r) γ(r)T) Ẋ(r), (26)

and we have eq(r) = Rd(r)
T q and X q̇(r) = Rd(r)

T q̇. Thus,

∇ėq (ė
q + 2X q̇)(t) =

(
1− e eT )(R̈d

T q + 2 Ṙd
T q̇

)
. (27)

Finally, noting that dΦ∗
R(ω) = κ♭ ◦ dΦ−1

R ◦ κ♯(ω) = ωRT

due to the Φ-invariance of κ, and also verifying that(
1− e eT

)
= Rd

T(1− q qT
)
Rd, we may compute (14) us-

ing all the previous calculations, simplifying to yield exactly
(23). Thus, the claim follows immediately by Theorem 1. ■

For any function P : G → R on a Lie group G, we define
a map ζP : G → g∗, g 7→ dL∗

g ◦ dP (g). Also, we define the
body velocity of any curve γ : R → G to be the curve in
g given by t 7→ dL−1

γ(t)

(
γ̇(t)

)
. Finally, we denote the body

velocities of trajectories g, gd, and e by by ξ, ξd, and ξe
respectively. The control policy we now recover uses the
same configuration error as in [8, Thm. 11.29], although our
different feedforward terms lead to almost global tracking.
In that sense, our result is qualitatively more similar to [4],
but they use a different configuration error (i.e., e = gd g

−1).

Corollary 2 (Almost Global Asymptotic Tracking on a Lie
Group). For any Lie group G, consider a fully-actuated
mechanical system on (G,L, κI) and a reference trajectory
gd : R → G. Let fg = dL∗

g−1(τ) where τ ∈ g∗ is a virtual
control input, let P be a 1-navigation function on G, and
let D be an inner product on g. Then, the control

τ(t, g, ξ) =−ζP (e)− D♭(ξe) +

I♭(Ad−1
e ξ̇d + [ξ, ξe]) + ad∗ξe I

♭ξe − ad∗ξ I♭ξ
(28)

achieves almost global asymptotic tracking of the reference
and local exponential convergence of the tracking error.

Proof. It will suffice to apply Theorem 1 with the configura-
tion error (11), the given navigation function, and the metric
ν induced by D as in (2). Since eg(r) = L−1

gd(r)
(g), we have

ėg(r) = dLeg(r)

(
−Ad−1

eg(r)

(
ξd(r)

))
, (29)

X ġ(r) = dL−1
gd(r)

(ġ) = dLeg(r)

(
ξ
)
, (30)

so that altogether, we have

(ėg + 2X ġ)(r) = dLeg(r)

(
2 ξ −Ad−1

eg(r)

(
ξd(r)

))
. (31)

The result [8, Thm. 5.40] implies that that for a curve γ in
G, a vector field X ∈ X(γ), and curves υ, η in g for which
γ̇(r) = dLγ(r)

(
υ(r)

)
and X(r) = dLγ(r)

(
η(r)

)
, we have(

∇γ̇X
)
(r) = dLγ(r)

(
η̇(r) +∇I

(
υ(r), η(r)

))
, (32)

where ∇I : g× g → g is the bilinear map given by

(υ, η) 7→ 1
2 [υ, η]−

1
2 I

♯
(
ad∗υ I♭ η + ad∗η I♭ υ

)
. (33)

Thus, after verifying that ξe = ξ −Ad−1
e ξd and computing

d
dr

(
2 ξ −Ad−1

eg(r) ξd(r)
)
= −Ad−1

eg(r) ξ̇d(r), (34)

we use (32) and the bilinearity of (33) to conclude that

∇ėg (ė
g + 2X ġ)(t)

=−dLe

(
Ad−1

e ξ̇d+[ξ, ξe] + I♯(ad∗ξe I
♭ξe − ad∗ξ I♭ξ)

)
.

(35)

Finally, we define fg as in (14) and use (35) to
compute τ = dL∗

g(fg), simplifying using the identities
dL∗

g ◦ dL∗
gd−1 = dL∗

e and dL∗
e ◦ ν♭ = ν♭ ◦ dL−1

e to yield
(28). Thus, the claim follows immediately by Theorem 1. ■

VI. APPLICATIONS OF THE METHOD

Example 3 (The Axisymmetric Satellite). Consider a free-
floating satellite, modeled as an (underactuated) mechanical
system on (SO(3), L, κJ) consisting of a rigid body with
inertia tensor J = diag(J1, J2, J3) with J1 = J2 and con-
trol torques lying in a two-dimensional left-invariant codis-
tribution corresponding to span{ê1, ê2} ⊂ so(3)∗, where
·̂ : R3 → so(3)∗ ∼= so(3) is the usual isomorphism satisfying
âb = a×b. The satellite is equipped with a directional appa-
ratus (e.g., a camera or communication antenna) aligned with
the e3 axis, whose bearing is thus described by the output
y : Ṙ 7→ Re3. This system is invariant under the (left) action
of SO(2) on SO(3) corresponding to a body-fixed rotation
around e3. Thus, Lagrangian reduction (see [13, Ch. 5]) will
yield a fully-actuated mechanical system on (S2,Ψ, ρ) since



S2 = SO(3)/SO(2). By Noether’s theorem, the evolution
around the symmetry axis is governed by conservation of
momentum, i.e., d

dt (J3R
TṘê3) = 0 and thus Ω3 = const.

It is clear that the task of output tracking for the
original (underactuated) system on SO(3) to amounts to
asymptotically tracking a state trajectory for the reduced
(fully-actuated) system on S2. We apply Corollary 1 to
synthesize the tracking controller, using the reductive de-
composition so(3) = f⊕ q with f = span{ê3} ∼= so(2) and
q = span{ê1, ê2} to compute a horizontally lifted reference
in the manner of Proposition 2 (in fact, the principal connec-
tion is the “mechanical connection” [13, Sec. 3.10]), using
local trivializations (see Remark 2) obtained from [14, Eqn.
(29)-(30)]. Fig. 1 shows the trajectory tracking performance.
Example 4 (The Omnidirectional Aerial Robot). Consider
an aerial robot consisting of a single rigid body equipped
with actuators capable of applying arbitrary wrenches, i.e., a
fully-actuated mechanical system on (SE(3), L, κI) where
I = diag(m13×3, J3×3). We apply Corollary 2 using the
navigation function (4) to synthesize a tracking controller.
The trajectory tracking performance is shown in Fig. 2.

VII. DISCUSSION

Of the n-spheres, only S1 and S3 admit a Lie group
structure, and thus methods like [4] are not applicable
to tracking on, e.g., S2. As pointed out in [1], methods
which do not rely on reduction to regulation often fail to
achieve or certify almost global convergence, in large part
because they cannot benefit from [3, Thm. 2]. Other smooth
tracking controllers on S2 (e.g. [15] or [16, Sec. III]) do
not guarantee convergence from almost every initial state in
TQ, rather ensuring convergence from a smaller region that,
e.g., contains the zero tangent vector over almost every point
in Q (not TQ), sometimes leading to an abuse of the term
“almost global” in regards to asymptotic stability. We also
note that the differential properties of a state-valued tracking
error are important, since it was the surjectivity of the partial
derivative of the tracking error appearing in (21) that enabled
the feedforward cancelation of other terms and the injection
of arbitrary dissipation and potential, regardless of the system
considered (a difficulty of the approach proposed in [1]).

Although our results pertain to fully-actuated systems,
Example 3 demonstrates applicability to output tracking
for certain underactuated systems. Moreover, hierarchical
controllers for underactuated systems (e.g., [17]) often rely
on the control of subsystems that “look” fully-actuated, and
the identification of a “geometric flat output” [14] can often
yield such a decomposition wherein the subsystems evolve
on homogeneous spaces that may not be Lie groups. Also,
the almost global asymptotic stability of a hierarchical con-
troller with subsystems of the form proposed in Theorem 1
can be certified compositionally using only the properties of
the subsystems and the “interconnection term” [18], in part
thanks to the dissipative mechanical form of the error dynam-
ics (22). For these reasons, we believe the proposed method
has substantial implications in the systematic synthesis of
controllers for a broad class of underactuated systems.

Fig. 2. Asymptotic tracking on SE(3) for the omnidirectional aerial robot.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose a systematic, unified tracking
controller for fully-actuated mechanical systems on homo-
geneous Riemannian manifolds, guaranteeing precisely zero
chance of non-convergence from a random initial state. We
apply the method to systems with two different configuration
manifolds. Conceptually, our results illustrate that it is the
transitivity of a Lie group’s action on the configuration
manifold, not the absence of fixed points, that is useful for
tracking control via error regulation in mechanical systems.
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