
1

cc-DRL: a Convex Combined Deep Reinforcement
Learning Flight Control Design for a Morphing

Quadrotor
Tao Yang, Huai-Ning Wu, and Jun-Wei Wang

Abstract—In comparison to common quadrotors, the shape
change of morphing quadrotors endows it with a more better
flight performance but also results in more complex flight
dynamics. Generally, it is extremely difficult or even impossible
for morphing quadrotors to establish an accurate mathematical
model describing their complex flight dynamics. To figure out
the issue of flight control design for morphing quadrotors, this
paper resorts to a combination of model-free control techniques
(e.g., deep reinforcement learning, DRL) and convex combination
(CC) technique, and proposes a convex-combined-DRL (cc-DRL)
flight control algorithm for position and attitude of a class
of morphing quadrotors, where the shape change is realized
by the length variation of four arm rods. In the proposed
cc-DRL flight control algorithm, proximal policy optimization
algorithm that is a model-free DRL algorithm is utilized to off-
line train the corresponding optimal flight control laws for some
selected representative arm length modes and hereby a cc-DRL
flight control scheme is constructed by the convex combination
technique. Finally, simulation results are presented to show the
effectiveness and merit of the proposed flight control algorithm.

Index Terms—Morphing quadrotor, Flight control, Deep rein-
forcement learning, Convex combination, Optimal control

I. INTRODUCTION

AS a class of well-mature platforms, quadrotor unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAVs) provide mobilities in cluttered or

dangerous environments where the human being is at risk
and are helpful for many civilian and military applications
such as surveillance of forest fire detection, high building
inspection, battlefield monitor, and battlefield weapon delivery,
etc. Over the past few decades, the robotics community has
experienced a very active and prolific topic in quadrotors
and breakthroughs have been made for the issues of control
algorithms, architectural design and applications [1]–[3]. In
above issues, flight control algorithms implicitly determine
the performance of the quadrotors. Hence, the issue of flight
control scheme design for quadrotors is very significant. This
issue is extremely difficult since a fact that quadrotors present
highly nonlinear and coupled dynamics that can be stabilized
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using four control inputs. This fact has also promoted the
attention of many control practitioners and theoretical specifics
[2]–[4].

After years of developments, common quadrotors have been
commercialized and their technologies have become more
and more mature. Yet quadrotors must sometime fly through
narrow gaps in disaster scenes in geographical investigations
and even on battlefields. Hence it is very useful for quadro-
tors that can change their shapes. At the same time, the
shape change endows quadrotors with stronger environmental
adaptability and more complex task completion [5]. Three
types of morphing quadrotors have been reported in the
existing works: tiltrotor quadrotor, multimodal quadrotor, and
foldable quadrotor [6]. For the tiltrotor quadrotor [7], the
input dimension of the control forces is extended to enhance
its maneuverability by changing the direction of the rotor
axis. The rotor lift force direction is thereby changed for
quadrotors and additional design of the tilt controller is thus
required. Both a MIMO PID flight controller [8] and an ADRC
(active disturbance rejection control) flight controller [9] are
reported for a tiltrotor quadrotor with a better robustness
performance. For the multimodal quadrotor [10], the quadrotor
can perform different tasks by presetting several variation
modes, and switching among them during flight to meet the
multitasking requirements. To this end, for each variation
mode, a corresponding control law is predesigned [11], [12].
For the foldable quadrotor [13], the quadrotor modifies its size
by actively changing the mechanical structure to enhance its
passability (e.g., passing narrow channels). To ensure the flight
safety of the foldable quadrotor, the change of mechanical
structure is considered as a model perturbation and then a
robust control law is designed [14]–[16]. Despite the above
progresses, the aforementioned flight control algorithms are
developed by the matured model-based control theory and thus
lack of learning ability.

With the rapid development of artificial intelligence (AI),
deep reinforcement learning (DRL) combines the represen-
tation ability of deep learning (DL) and the decision abil-
ity of reinforcement learning (RL) [17], [18], which has a
strong exploratory ability to solve complex dynamic planning
problems, and its performance in solving optimal control
problems is becoming more and more significant [19]. In
the last ten years, RL/DRL has been successfully used to
solve the optimal control problem of quadrotor dynamics [20]–
[27], where the strong learning and exploration ability of
DRL solves the challenges posed by the strong nonlinearity in
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quadrotor dynamics. In [20], [21], [28], RL-based approximate
optimal flight control schemes were proposed for position
and attitude of a quadrotor. DRL-based approximated optimal
flight control laws were proposed for position and attitude
of quadrotors [22]–[27]. Note that the aforementioned results
only focus on flight control design of common quadrotors. To
the best of authors’ knowledge, the research on DRL-based
flight control design of for morphing quadrotors is quite few.
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Fig. 1. The structure of the proposed cc-DRL flight control algorithm for
an arm-rod-length-varying quadrotor. Algorithm 1 shows the elaborate DRL
algorithm for off-line training the optimal flight control laws for some selected
representative length modes of four arm rods. Algorithm 2 proposes a convex
combination method for arbitrary length of four arm rods, which can be used
online or substituted by an offline pretrained neural network. Algorithm 3
provides a cc-DRL flight control scheme that receives external length variation
commands (query set) for four arm rods and online updates the combination
weight values of the trained optimal flight control laws (support set) to achieve
a near optimal flight performance.

In this study, the issue of optimal flight control design is
addressed for position and attitude of a class of morphing
quadrotors, where the shape change is carried out via the
length variation of four arms. With the aid of a combination of
DRL and convex combination (CC), a convex-combined-DRL
(cc-DRL) flight control algorithm is proposed by taking full
account of the transition process in length variation for four
arms to endow the morphing quadrotor with a better flight
performance. In the proposed cc-DRL flight control algorithm,
some representative arm length modes are first chosen for
length variation of four arm rods. For each specific arm length
mode of four arm rods, a corresponding optimal flight control
scheme is then off-line trained by a proximal policy optimiza-
tion (PPO) algorithm that is a model-free DRL algorithm. By
interpolation of these off-line trained optimal flight control
laws in the CC framework, an online overall flight control
scheme is proposed and thus named as a cc-DRL one, where
the ideal combination weight values are the solution to the
non-convex quadratic programming problem that is iteratively
solved by the sequential least square programming algorithm.
Fig. 1 shows the structure of the proposed cc-DRL flight
control algorithm.

The main contribution and key novelty of this study lie in
that a cc-DRL flight control scheme for position and attitude of
an arm-rod-length-varying quadrotor assisted by a combination
of DRL and CC technique. Essentially, the proposed cc-
DRL flight control algorithm is a model-free one due to the

introduction of PPO algorithm. That is to say, different from
the existing works [8]–[16], this study develops a pure data-
driven flight control algorithm for the arm-rod-length-varying
quadrotor without any model knowledge of flight dynamics.
On the other hand, the morphing quadrotor addressed in this
study is completely different from the common one discussed
in [22]–[27]. Furthermore, the shape change of the morphing
quadrotor introduces more complex flight dynamics in com-
parison to the common one.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II introduces some background of morphing quadrotor dy-
namics, control objective, and PPO algorithm. In Section III, a
PPO-based off-line optimal flight control design is introduced
for some selected representative arm length modes. Then,
a cc-DRL flight control scheme is presented in Section IV
by the off-line trained optimal flight control laws and the
CC technique. Performance evaluation results are presented
in Section V to support the proposed cc-DRL flight control
algorithm, and conclusions follow in Section VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Morphing quadrotor dynamics

A morphing quadrotor addressed in this paper has four
variable-length arm rods and its sketch map is shown in Fig.
2. In the addressed morphing quadrotor, each arm rod can
independently change its length in response to the change
of flight environment and missions. Hence, four variable-
length arm rods endow the morphing quadrotor with a better
adaptability of flight environments and unplanned multipoint
missions. But the independent length change of four arm rods
changes the mass distribution of the morphing quadrotor and
disrupts the symmetric structure of the conventional quadrotor.
Flight dynamics of the morphing quadrotor are more complex
than the one of the common quadrotor. Essentially, morphing
quadrotors are a class of reconfigurable systems.

𝑜
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𝑋𝑊

𝑌𝑊

Fig. 2. Sketch map of a morphing quadrotor with four variable-length arm
rods.

To capture such complex flight dynamics, two frames are
introduced: a world internal frame FW : {OW , XW , YW , ZW }
and a moving frame FB : {o, x, y, z} attached to the quadrotor
body at its mass center (see Fig. 2). The rotational matrix
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between the moving frame FB and the world internal one FW
is chosen as follows

RWB =

cθcψ sϕsθcψ − cϕsψ cϕsθcψ + sϕsψ
cθsψ sϕsθsψ + cϕcψ cϕsθsψ − sϕcψ
−sθ sϕcθ cϕcθ

 (1)

where s(·) = sin(·) and c(·) = cos(·) are the respective sine
and cosine, and ϕ, θ, and ψ are the quadrotor’s attitude angles.

In the morphing quadrotor, four rotors are respectively fixed
at the end of four arm rods. Angular velocities of these four
rotors are denoted by ni, i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and chosen as
manipulated control inputs, i.e., u ≜ [n1 n2 n3 n4]

T . Both
mass center position vector x ≜ [x y z]T ∈ R3 and attitude
angle vector ϖ ≜ [ϕ θ ψ]T ∈ R3 are chosen as state variables
of the morphing quadrotor. The evolution dynamics of these
state variables is governed by the following nonlinear system
model 

ẍ
ÿ
z̈

ϕ̈

θ̈

ψ̈

 =



f1(·)
f2(·)
f3(·)
f4(·)
f5(·)
f6(·)


(2)

where fi(·), i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 6} are functions of the parameters
x, ẋ, ϖ, ϖ̇, u, m, Ix(t), Iy(t), Iz(t), l1(t), l2(t), l3(t), and
l4(t), in which m is the quadrotor mass, Ix(t), Iy(t), and Iz(t)
are inertia moments of the quadrotor, and the time-varying
parameters lj(t), j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} are used to describe the
dynamic changes in the length of four arm rods.

B. Control objective

Let xr be a preset flight path of the morphing quadrotor.
The corresponding position tracking error vector x̃ is defined
by x̃ ≜ x− xr. To fully describe the quadrotor’s dynamics, a
new 12-dimensional state vector s is introduced and defined
as

s ≜
[
x̃T ϖT ˙̃xT ϖ̇T

]T ∈ S (3)

where S is the state space, i.e., the set of all possible 12-
dimensional state vectors of the quadrotor. These 12 states
include the position tracking error vector x̃, the attitude angle
vector ϖ, the linear velocity error vector ˙̃x, and the attitude
angular velocity vector ϖ̇.

The control objective of this paper is to find an approximate
solution to the optimal flight control problem (4) for the
morphing quadrotor such that the quadrotor flies along the
preset flight path xr with a minimal energy consumption.

u∗(s) = argmin
u

J (4)

where u∗(s) is the optimal flight control law and J is the
performance metric of the above optimal flight control problem
and defined by

J = Φ [s (tf ) , tf ] +

∫ tf

t0

F [s (t) ,u (t) , t] dt (5)

in which t0 is the initial time, tf is the terminal time,∫ tf
t0
F [s (t) ,u (t) , t] dt is an integral performance metric, and

Φ [s (tf ) , tf ] is a terminal performance metric, respectively. A
detailed design process of the performance metric (5) will be
discussed in Section III-C.

Due to a fact that physical mechanisms of the morphing
quadrotor with four variable-length arm rods are still unclear
and lack domain knowledge, it is difficult or even impossible
to obtain an accurate mathematical model of the form (2).
The existing mature model-based RL algorithms are unable to
solve the optimal flight control problem (4). In this situation,
this paper will resort to a DRL algorithm, which is a type
of model-free RL algorithm. The DRL algorithm will be
used to train a policy function and get a nonlinear state-
feedback optimal controller from the real-time flight state
data [29]. The obtained optimal flight controller guides the
morphing quadrotor to fly along the preset path with a better
performance. Note that both state space and action space of the
optimal quadrotor flight control are continuous, PPO algorithm
will be utilized to train the DRL-based optimal flight control
scheme.

C. Proximal policy optimization (PPO) algorithm

PPO algorithm is a model-free DRL algorithm [30]. A state
value function is introduced to describe the value of state s,
which is computed as follows

V π (s) = Eπ [Gt|st = s]

= Eπ [rt+1 + γV π (st+1) |st = s]
(6)

where Gt ∈ R is the accumulated rewards of a trajectory
generated from state st = s guided by the policy π, γ ∈ (0, 1)
is the discount factor of the reward, rt+1 ∈ R is the reward
of the next state st+1, and Eπ represents the expectation of
policy π. The goal of DRL is to find a policy function such
that the sequential decisions of the agent have the maximum
accumulated rewards, i.e., maximum of the expectation of the
initial state value function Js1

by choosing an appropriate
policy π:

Js1
= Es1∼p(s1) [V

π (s)] (7)

where s1 ∈ R12 is the initial state, p : R12 7→ R is the
distribution function of initial state in state space S, and
V π (s1) is the state value function of s1 guided by the policy
π.

An action value function of state-action pair is adopted to
describe the value of a policy a, i.e., the value of action a at
state s, which can be computed as follows:

Qπ (s,a) = Eπ [Gt|st = s,at = a] (8)

The relationship between the state value function and the
action value function is represented as follows

V π (s) = Ea∼π(a|s) [Q
π (s,a)]

=
∑
a∈A

π (a|s)Qπ (s,a) (9)

where π (a|s) represents the probability distribution of the
action a at state s guided by the policy π. To facilitate the
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policy optimization, advantage function of action is introduced
and is calculated as follows

Aπ (s,a) = Qπ (s,a)− V π (s) (10)

which describes the advantage of action a at state s over the
average based on policy π.

For the agent with a better decision, it is desired that the
action with a larger advantage has a higher probability to be
selected and the one with a smaller advantage has a lower
probability to be selected. Following this idea to optimize
the policy function, the optimization goal that needs to be
maximized is defined as follows

L (ϑ) = Êt
[
πϑ (a|s)
πϑold (a|s)

Ât

]
= Êt

[
rt(ϑ)Ât

]
(11)

where ϑ is the NN parameter, rt(ϑ) = πϑ(a|s)
πϑold (a|s)

is the

importance weight, Ât is the estimation of advantage function,
and Êt presents the estimation of expectation. During the
parameter update process, a batch of data is generated based
on an existing policy πϑold interacting with the environment,
which is used to optimize the target policy πϑ. Batch sampling
and batch processing of data are achieved by importance
sampling and make agent easy to train. Excessive policy op-
timization leads to difficulty in convergence of the algorithm.
In this paper, the PPO algorithm employs clipped surrogate
objective to prevent excessive policy optimization

LCLIP (ϑ) =

Êt
[
min

(
rt(ϑ)Ât, clip (rt(ϑ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ) Ât

)] (12)

where ϵ is a hyperparameter and clip (rt(ϑ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ) is
the clipping function restricting the value of rt(ϑ) to the range
[1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ].

To solve the optimal flight control problem (4) in the
DRL framework, two steps are involved in this paper: offline
optimal flight control training and online adaptive weighting
parameter tuning. More specifically, optimal state-feedback
flight controllers represented as NNs for some representative
arm length modes are first trained offline based on the PPO
algorithm to get a set of optimal flight control laws. Then,
an online weighting parameter tuning algorithm is proposed
to obtain an overall flight control law by interpolation of the
off-line trained optimal flight control laws for the morphing
quadrotor with four variable-length arm rods.

III. DEEP REINFORCEMENT LEARNING FOR OFFLINE
OPTIMAL FLIGHT CONTROL DESIGN

A. Agent design

Four rotors of the morphing quadrotor are chosen as actions
of agent that is a 4-dimensional action vector a. The environ-
ment with which the agent interacts is quadrotor dynamics and
is modeled by a 12-dimensional state vector s that is defined
by (3). The agent makes a decision based on the observed
state vector s and interacts with the environment through the
action vector a:

a =
[
n1 n2 n3 n4

]T ∈ A (13)

where A is the action space, i.e., the set of all possible actions.
The actions are angular velocities n1, n2, n3, n4 ∈ [0, nmax]
of four rotors, and nmax is the maximum rotor speed.

In order to enable the agent to extensively explore the
action space with stable performance, we respectively adopt
a stochastic policy in the train process and a deterministic
policy in the test one. This policy is described by a probability
density function, under which we will sample action vector
randomly during training, and choose action vector with the
largest probability in the course of testing. For the probability
density function with the property that the action space is
a finite domain, we resort to the Beta distribution with the
definition domain (0, 1) for each action dimension [31]. A
finite domain action vector is obtained by sampling under the
Beta distribution and multiplying by nmax. The corresponding
probability density function of the Beta distribution is of the
following form:

f (x;α, β) =
1

B (α, β)
xα−1 (1− x)β−1 (14)

where B (α, β) =
∫ 1

0
xα−1 (1− x)β−1

dx is the Beta function
with α > 0 and β > 0 that are two parameters control the
Beta distribution shape. To facilitate the optimization of the
agent policy, the probability density function has a bell curve
with the value of 0 at the boundary of the domain (0, 1)
similar to a normal distribution by choosing parameters α, β
to be more than 1. The best policy for testing is to choose an
action with the largest probability. An expectation of action
nmean = α

α+βnmax is taken as a proxy for action with the
largest probability to reduce the computational demand.

For a 4-dimensional action vector a, each component is
described by an independent Beta distribution. So the policy
π(a|s) can be written as a joint probability density function
of the following form

π(a|s) = π(n1, n2, n3, n4|s)

=

4∏
i=1

f (ni;αi(s), βi(s))
(15)

B. Neural network structure

The agent includes an action network and a critic network,
where an action network approximates the policy function and
a critic network evaluates the policy. The inputs of these two
NNs are states of the morphing quadrotor. According to dis-
cussions in the previous subsection, we have a 12-dimensional
state vector s and a 4-dimensional action vector a. Thus, the
outputs of the policy function are probability density functions
of Beta distribution describing the 4-dimensional action vector,
which can be fully described by two parameters α and β. As
a result, the output layer of the action network has two terms:
the parameter α and the one β. The output of the critic network
is a scalar that describes the value of state vector in a given
reward function.

The structure of both action and critic networks is shown
in Fig. 3. For these two networks, we use fully connected
NN including two hidden layers, each with 64 nodes, and
the activation function is ‘tanh’, respectively [32]. We choose
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(a) Actor Network

position error attitude velocity error angle velocity
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value
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hidden layer 2

output layer

(b) Critic Network

Fig. 3. The structure of networks.

‘softplus’ as the activation function in the output layer of
the action network and plus 1 to ensure that the parameters
α and β of Beta distribution are more than 1. The critic
network’s output is a scalar without any particular constraints,
therefore we do not use any activation function for its output
layer. The above-mentioned activation function expressions are
respectively given by

tanh (x) =
ex − e−x

ex + e−x
(16)

softplus (x) = ln (1 + ex) (17)

C. Reward function
To get the simulation environment Env (a), we utilize the

finite difference method to discrete the differential equation
(2), where the sampling period is set to be ∆T = 0.1s.
Correspondingly, the performance metric (5) is rewritten as
a discrete form:

J =

Tf∑
k=0

F [s (k) ,u (k) , k] (18)

where Tf is the maximum number in the episode, and
F [s (k) ,u (k) , k] is the terminal metric when k = Tf . The
optimization objective in the optimal control problem (4) is
to minimize the performance metric J , while the aim of the
DRL algorithm it to maximize the accumulated reward G

G =

Tf∑
k=0

γkr [s (k) ,u (k) , k] (19)

where 0 < γ < 1 is the discount factor and r [s (k) ,u (k) , k]
is the reward at time k. In this situation, we choose
F [s (k) ,u (k) , k] = −γkr [s (k) ,u (k) , k] in the perfor-
mance metric J .

Rewards are added at each interaction step of transition
process and at the end of each episode for terminal state.
Standard Euclid norms of the position tracking error vector x̃,
the attitude angle vector ϖ, the tracking error velocity vector
˙̃x, the attitude angular velocity vector ϖ̇, and control input
vector u are involved in the reward function r with different
weights. To make the exploration of agent more efficient,
penalty terms including the velocity error, attitude angle and
attitude angular velocity are added into the reward function.
At the beginning of the policy exploration, the quadrotor’s
position may deviate from the reference trajectory quickly.
If the quadrotor’s position deviation exceeds a certain value,
this situation is regarded as the ‘crash’ state. In this situation,
the episode of training is immediately terminated with a high
penalty and proceed into the next one directly for the sake
of saving computation overhead and blocking bad data for
training. A survival reward is added for policy optimization
when the quadrotor is unable to successfully complete an
episode. After the quadrotor is able to survive in an episode,
the accumulated survival rewards are constant and no longer
impact policy optimization. For the agent exploring different
policies, we set a maximum time limit for each episode, and
when the training reaches it, we end the episode and give an
additional reward value based on terminal state.

According to above analysis, a reward function is designed
as follows

r = −(cx̃∥x̃∥+ cϖ∥ϖ∥+ c ˙̃x∥ ˙̃x∥+ cϖ̇∥ϖ̇∥+
cu∥u∥+ dece∥x̃∥) + dcrc + rt

(20)

where x̃ ∈ R3 is the position tracking error vector, ϖ ∈
[−π, π]3 is the attitude angle vector, ˙̃x ∈ R3 is the tracking
error velocity vector, ϖ̇ ∈ R3 is the attitude angular velocity
vector, u ∈ [0, nmax]

4 is the control input vector, rc ∈ R is
a crash penalty, cx̃, cϖ, c ˙̃x, cϖ̇, cu, ce ∈ R are the coefficients
that adjust the importance among the various rewards, rt ∈ R
is a reward for survival of quadrotor, and dc, de ∈ {0, 1} are
the flags of ending and defined by

dc =

{
1, if ∥x̃∥ > D;

0, otherwise.
(21)

de =

{
1, if t = Te;

0, otherwise.
(22)

in which D is the crash distance (when the tracking tracking
error exceeds D, the episode ends as a crash), t is the flight
time, and Te is the set maximum time limit of the episode
(when the maximum time limit is reached, the episode ends
normally). Let rs,u = (cx̃∥x̃∥+cϖ∥ϖ∥+c ˙̃x∥ ˙̃x∥+cϖ̇∥ϖ̇∥+
cu∥u∥), a specific form of the reward function (20) is chosen
as follows

r =


−rs,u + rt, k < Tf ;

−rs,u + rc + rt, k = Tf < Te;

−(rs,u + ce∥x̃∥) + rt, k = Tf = Te.

(23)
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Remark 1: In fact, the deep NN training is divided into two
stages. In the first stage, the agent learns from scratch to allow
the quadrotor to successfully survive within an episode. This
policy optimization is guided primarily by the survival reward
rt and the crash penalty rc. In the second stage, the agent
optimizes the flight policy for a better flight performance. Dur-
ing this stage, the accumulated survival rewards are constant
and the crash penalty is zero. This stage is mainly guided by
the trajectory tracking error and the control inputs for policy
optimization.

D. Loss Function

The critic network is updated based on the temporal differ-
ence (TD) error [33], of which the loss function is defined as
the mean square error (MSE) of V

′

s and Vs:

LCritic(φ) =
1

N

(
V

′

s − Vs(φ)
)

(24)

where N is number of data in a batch, V
′

s = Vs+A
γ
t is the TD-

objective and Vs is the value of state s. For a better tradeoff
between bias and variance in the value function estimation, the
TD(λ) algorithm is used, and Aγt is the generalized advantage
estimation (GAE) [34]:

Aγt = (1− λ)
[
A

(1)
t + λA

(2)
t + λ2A

(3)
t + · · ·

]
=

∞∑
n=0

(γλ)
n
δt+n

(25)

where A(n)
t =

∑n
i=0 γ

iδt+i is the sum of n-step TD errors
and δt = rt + γVs,t+1 − Vs,t is the TD-error.

As the maximum number in the episode is Tf , we know
δt+n = 0, ∀(t+n) > Tf and the expression (25) is simplified
as

Aγt =

Tf−t∑
n=0

(γλ)
n
δt+n (26)

The action network is updated with the clipped surrogate
objective, in which the loss function is defined as follows:

LActor = −Êt[
min (rt(ϑ)Ât, clip(rt(ϑ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ)Ât) + cH [πϑ(at|st)]

]
(27)

where c > 0 is the coefficient of policy entropy and
H [πϑ(at|st)] is the policy entropy. For the collected discrete
data, the policy entropy can be expressed as

H [πϑ(at|st)] = −
∑
at

πϑ(at|st) log πϑ(at|st) (28)

The introduction of policy entropy regularization allows the
policy to be optimized in a much more random way and
enhances the agent’s explore ability of the action space.
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Fig. 4. The PPO algorithm. There are three parts: Environment, Agent, and
ReplayBuffer. Environment is quadrotor dynamics and is used for interaction
to generate states; Agent includes an action network and an evaluation network
and is used for state evaluation and policy learning; and ReplayBuffer is used
to store interaction data.

E. Updating Process
The agent collects data and updates the network via the

PPO algorithm while interacting with the environment. A
ReplayBuffer is set to store the data of interaction, including
state s, action a0, probability pπ (a0), reward r, next state s′,
and flag d. Whenever the data in the ReplayBuffer is full,
the agent performs a task of networks update including k
epochs, and empties ReplayBuffer to restart storing the data.
For each epoch, the data is divided into a number of mini-
batchsizes randomly and the Adam optimizer is used to update
networks’ weights. During training, the following tricks are
used to improve the performance of the proposed optimal flight
control scheme:

• Orthogonal initialization is used for the networks’
weights to prevent problems such as gradient vanishing
and gradient explosion at the beginning of training.

• Advantage normalization is used in each batchsize [35].
• Reward scaling is used for each reward [32].
• Linear decay learning rate is used in the Adam optimizer

[36], [37].
• Excessively large gradients are clipped before optimiza-

tion [38].
The algorithm details are shown in Algorithm 1 and Fig. 4. By
repeatedly applying Algorithm 1 for the selected representa-
tive length modes of arm rods, the corresponding DRL-based
offline optimal flight control scheme can be obtained.

IV. COMBINED DEEP REINFORCEMENT LEARNING
FLIGHT CONTROL VIA WEIGHTING COMBINATION

For arbitrary lengths of four quadrotor arm rods, via convex
combination, they can be represented as a linear combination
of some selected representative arm length modes. In the light
of this fact, a cc-DRL flight control scheme can be obtained
by interpolation of the optimal flight control schemes that are
trained offline for the representative arm length modes. In this
way, a cc-DRL flight control law ucc-DRL is directly obtained
from a set of trained optimal flight control laws U = {ui|ui =
πϑ,i (a|s)}, i.e.,

ucc-DRL =

n∑
i=1

χiui (29)
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Algorithm 1 PPO-based optimal flight control in a specific
arm length mode
Input: The reference trajectory xr
Hyperparameter: Entropy coefficient c, clip parameter ϵ,
motor maximum velocity nmax, discount factor γ, parameter
of λ-return λ, learning rate of actor network ηa and critic
network ηc
Require: Quadrotor dynamics environment Env (a):a 7→
s′, r, d
Initialize: iteration = 0, count = 0, ReplayBuffer, environ-
ment Env (a), actor network πϑ (a|s), critic network Vφ (s),
optimizer Adam, and arm lengths l = lset
Result: Trained πϑ (a|s) and Vφ (s)

1: while iter < T do ▷ Training T steps
2: Reset Env (a) with xr and get return s, d
3: while d = 0 do ▷ interacting in an episode
4: Sample a0 under πϑ (a|s) and get pπ (a0)
5: Compute action a = a0 × nmax
6: Interact with Env (a) by a and get returns s′, r, d
7: store {s,a0, pπ (a0) , r, s

′, d} in ReplayBuffer
8: s← s′, count ← count +1, iter ← iter +1
9: if count = N then ▷ Updating

10: Compute Vs and V
′

s of s and s′ by Vφ (s)
11: Compute GAE by Eq.(25)
12: for i = 1, 2, · · · ,K do
13: Randomly split data into M minibatches
14: for j = 1, 2, · · · ,M do
15: Compute L(ϑ) by Eq.(11)
16: Updating πϑ (a|s) using Eq.(27)
17: Updating Vφ (s) using Eq.(24)
18: end for
19: end for
20: Empty ReplayBuffer, count ← 0
21: end if
22: end while
23: end while

where ui ∈ R4, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} are the offline trained op-
timal flight control laws for the n selected representative arm
lengths li ∈ R4, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} and χi, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}
are the combination weight values satisfying

l(t) =

n∑
i=1

χili, (30)

in which l(t) ∈ R4 is the arbitrary current length vector of
four quadrotor arm rods.

Assume that the length range of each arm is set to
be [lmin, lmax], and an arbitrary arm length vector l =
[l1 l2 l3 l4] ∈ R4 is chosen from the set [lmin, lmax]

4, i.e.,
l ∈ C ≜ {l|l ∈ [lmin, lmax]

4} ⊂ R4. Obviously, C is a convex
set, which is a hypercube with 16 vertices. At these 16 vertices,
arm length vectors are selected as representative modes. That
is, the positive integer n in (29) and (30) is 16, i.e., n = 16.

The minimum norm solution to Eq. (30) can be easily
solved by right pseudo-reverse, but we want to obtain its
the maximum norm solution. To do this, by Caratheodory’s

Algorithm 2 NCQP for Combination Coefficients
Input: The target arm lengths ltar
Require: SLSQP: {NCQP, χ0} → χ = [χ1, χ2, · · · , χ16]
Initialize: num = 16
Ensure: The NCQP problem Eq.(31)
Result: Solution of programming χ

1: while num > 5 do
2: Randomly generated χ0 with normalization
3: Solving Eq.(31) using SLSQP with χ0 as initial value
4: num ← Number of nonzero elements of χ
5: end while

theorem [39], any element in a convex set C in R4 can be
represented by a convex combination of 5 or fewer vertices.
The maximum norm solution to Eq.(30) can be formulated
as the following non-convex quadratic programming (NCQP)
problem:

min−
n∑
i=1

χ2
i ,

s.t.


∑n
i=1 χi = 1,∑n
i=1 χili = ltar,

χi ⩾ 0, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}.
(31)

Generally, it is difficult to obtain an analytical solution
directly to the problem (31). The Sequential Least Squares
Programming (SLSQP) algorithm will be used to solve iter-
atively [40]. In order to obtain a linear combination with as
few representative arm length modes as possible, during the
iterations, if the solution contains more than 5 nonzero values,
we will resolve the problem until the nonzero values are less
than or equal to 5 and normalize the solution. The details of
the algorithm is shown in Algorithm 2. Although the proposed
algorithm may fall into a local optimum, the subsequent use
of the solution for a linear combination of control laws only
results in a small difference in performance compared to the
global optimum. This issue is far less significant than the effect
of randomness in the DRL algorithm.

Remark 2: Algorithm 2 can compute online. To further
improve the online computation speed and save resource
overhead, a little computational accuracy can be discarded
and a NN can be trained offline to describe the relationship
between arm lengths and coefficients.

The arm length variation of morphing quadrotor is ruled by
an external command according to the environment change or
the task execution requirement. In this paper, we only consider
the control effect of quadrotor flight dynamics of the morphing
quadrotor. When the arm length variation command is active,
the variation of arm lengths is a slow process compared to
the quadrotor dynamics. The arm length variation command
is simulated by a ramp input instead of a step input. Hence,
we assume that the arm lengths are available in real time
and neglects the error between the actual lengths and their
reference signals. A cc-DRL flight control law is obtained via
Algorithm 3 from the offline trained optimal flight control
laws.



8

V. SIMULATION STUDY

A. Simulation environment settings

A small morphing quadrotor is discussed in this section,
whose parameters and their chosen values are shown in
TABLE I. Due to the inertia moments are influenced by
the arm length changing, TABLE I only gives the value of
inertia moments of the morphing quadrotor with a shortest
arm length. The length range of each am rod is [0.15, 0.25]m
and the upper limit of rotor speed is set to be 1000 r/min, i.e.,
lmin = 0.15m, lmax = 0.25m, and nmax = 1000r/min. The
reference flight trajectory is ruled by

x (t) = cos πt5 ,

y (t) = 0,

z (t) = 1
2 sin

2πt
5 ,

t ∈ [0, 20] . (32)

which is a figure-8 flight trajectory in the xOz plane as shown
in Fig. 5 and is a commonly used control benchmark [41]1. At
each episode for a total of 20 second, the quadrotor completes
the flight task for two circles.

The parameters of reward function for DRL are shown in
TABLE II. The trained DRL control law should improve the
trajectory tracking performance and save energy consumption
while maintaining the given tracking accuracy. Hence, both
trajectory error and control inputs are the two items occupying
a larger proportion in the reward function. Penalty terms

1Of course, the other reference flight trajectories can also be used to test
the performance of the proposed online flight control scheme

Algorithm 3 cc-DRL Flight Control Law via Online Weight-
ing Combination
Input: The reference trajectory xr
Require: A trained set U = {ui|ui = πϑ,i (a|s)}, and
quadrotor dynamics environment Env (a):a 7→ s′, r, d
Initialize: Environment Env (a), and arm lengths l =
[0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15]
Output: The state sequence {s}

1: Reset Env (a) and get return s, d
2: while d = 0 do
3: Get lnew from external command
4: if l ̸= lnew then
5: l← lnew
6: Compute χ by Algorithm 2 with input l
7: end if
8: for i = 1, 2, · · · , 16 do
9: if χi ̸= 0 then

10: Compute expectation of πϑ,i (a|s) as amean,i
11: Compute ai = amean,i × nmax
12: else
13: ai = 0
14: end if
15: end for
16: Compute action a =

∑16
i=1 χiai

17: Interact with Env (a) by a and get returns s′, r, d
18: s← s′

19: end while

TABLE I
PARAMETERS OF QUADROTOR

Notation Description Value

m Mass of quadrotor 1.732kg
Ix Moment of inertia about X-axis 0.0375kg·m2

Iy Moment of inertia about Y -axis 0.0375kg·m2

Iz Moment of inertia about Z-axis 0.0749kg·m2

kf Coefficient of rotor lifting force 3.03× 10−5N/rad2

km Coefficient of motor anti-torque 5.5× 10−5N·m/rad2
nmax Maximum speed of motor 1000rpm
∆T Sampling interval 0.1s

x/m

1.0
0.5

0.0
0.5

1.0

y/m

1.0
0.5

0.0
0.5

1.0

z/m

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Fig. 5. Figure-8 flight trajectory.

TABLE II
PARAMETERS OF REWARD FUNCTION

Notation Description Value

cx̃ Coefficient of trajectory error 4× 10−1

cθ Coefficient of attitude angle 2× 10−2

c ˙̃x Coefficient of trajectory velocity error 3× 10−2

cθ̇ Coefficient of attitude angular velocity 5× 10−2

cu Coefficient of control input 1× 10−4

ce Coefficient of terminal trajectory error 10
rc Penalty of crash −150
rt Reward of survival 1
D Boundary of crash 5m
Te Maximum number of steps per episode 200

for linear velocity error, attitude angle, and attitude angular
velocity are added with a smaller proportion to ensure and
accelerate the training convergence. Without considering the
additional rewards, the term of control inputs in the reward
function is second only to the trajectory error one. Otherwise,
to achieve excellent convergence performance, the model is
trained for 5×107 steps and updated via Adam optimizer with
parameter ϵAdam = 1 × 10−5. The details of the algorithm
parameter values are shown in TABLE III.

B. DRL-based offline optimal flight control design

For any length vector l = [l1 l2 l3 l4] ∈ R4 of four arm
rods in the morphing quadrotor, they changes in the convex
set C that is a hypercube with 16 vertices, i.e., l ∈ C = {l|l ∈
[lmin, lmax]

4} ⊂ R4. Hence, 16 length modes for four arm
rods are selected in TABLE IV, where “1” is used to represent
an arm length of 0.25m and “0” represents an arm length of
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TABLE III
PARAMETERS OF PPO ALGORITHM

Notation Description Value

T Maximum training steps 5× 107

N Maximum capacity of ReplayBuffer 2048
K Number of epochs for each update 10
c Coefficient of policy entropy 0.01
ϵ Parameter of clip 0.2
γ Discount factor 0.99
λ Parameter of λ-return 0.95
ηa Learning rate of actor network 3× 10−5

ηc Learning rate of critic network 3× 10−5

ϵAdam Parameter of Adam 1× 10−5

0.15m. By Algorithm 1, the final training rewards of each
mode are also shown in TABLE IV and the reward-curve of the
16 selected length modes is shown in Fig. 6 for four arm rods.
As shown in Fig. 6, the reward is negative at the beginning of
the training. This is because the agent is unable to successfully
complete trajectory tracking task within an episode and thus
receives a negative cumulative reward. With the increment of
training steps, the agent gradually explores an action policy
that can guide the quadrotor to complete trajectory tracking
task within an episode. On the basis of this action policy,
the agent further explores the optimal action policy and the
accumulated reward gradually raises. Over a long period, the
accumulated reward rises slowly within a gradual weakening
of its oscillation, and the agent is fine-tuning its policy.

TABLE IV
REWARDS OF 16 SELECTED LENGTH MODES FOR FOUR ARM RODS

Mode Arm length/m Rewards
L1 L2 L3 L4

1 0 0 0 0 182.22
2 0 0 0 1 182.18
3 0 0 1 0 181.27
4 0 0 1 1 181.53
5 0 1 0 0 182.50
6 0 1 0 1 182.12
7 0 1 1 0 181.27
8 0 1 1 1 181.38
9 1 0 0 0 183.33
10 1 0 0 1 183.32
11 1 0 1 0 182.15
12 1 0 1 1 182.14
13 1 1 0 0 183.49
14 1 1 0 1 183.40
15 1 1 1 0 182.34
16 1 1 1 1 182.42

C. cc-DRL flight control via online weighting combination
The morphing quadrotor is assumed to take off with the

shortest length of four arm rods. For the sake of a better flight
performance, the quadrotor will expand its arm rods to the
largest length. While the quadrotor must retract its arm rods
to the shortest length for safely passing through two narrow
channels placed at the low point of the figure-8 trajectory (see
Fig. 5). After passing through them, the quadrotor expands its
arm rods to the largest length again.

Here, we assume that lengths of four arm rods can change
asymmetrically as shown in Fig. 7. Considering the hardware
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× 106

Fig. 6. The averaged reward-curve for 16 selected length modes for four arm
rods

conditions, the maximum changing rate of arm length is set
to be 0.1m/s. A cc-DRL flight control scheme is obtained
by Algorithm 3. Trajectories of mass center position x and
the attitude angles ϖ for a morphing quadrotor driven by the
proposed cc-DRL flight control scheme are shown in Fig. 8
and Fig. 9, respectively. Fig. 10 shows the velocity of four
rotors and Fig. 11 gives the figure-8 flight trajectory tracking
in the xOz plane. The corresponding accumulated reward is
180.69 for the cc-DRL flight control scheme.
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Fig. 7. Trajectories of asymmetrical length changes of four arm rods

To show the advantage of the proposed cc-DRL flight
control scheme, simulation results of figure-8 flight trajectory
tracking are also shown in Figs. 8-11, where the morphing
quadrotor is steered by the RL scheme that is trained for the
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Fig. 8. Position errors of figure-8 trajectory tracking for a morphing quadrotor
with asymmetric length changes.
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Fig. 9. Attitude angle errors of figure-8 trajectory tracking for a morphing
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mode with four arm rod lengths of 0.15 m. The corresponding
accumulated reward is 176.68. It is clear that compared to the
RL one, the proposed cc-DRL flight control scheme endows
the morphing quadrotor with a better flight performance.

VI. CONCLUSION

The investigation of this study has revealed that as a
model-free DRL algorithm, PPO algorithm assisted by the
CC technique can effectively solve the issue of approximate
optimal flight control for position and attitude of morphing
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Fig. 10. Motorspeeds of figure-8 trajectory tracking for a morphing
quadrotor with asymmetric length changes (The power compute by P =
1
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Fig. 11. 2D trajectories with narrow channels by asymmetric variation. The
accumulated reward is 176.68 for RL, and 180.69 for CCRL, respectively.

quadrotors without any model knowledge of complex flight
dynamics. The flight control performance of the proposed
cc-DRL-based flight control algorithm is demonstrated by
simulation results for an arm-rod-length-varying quadrotor.
Although the proposed cc-DRL flight control algorithm is
developed for a class of morphing quadrotors whose shape
change is realized by the length variation of four arm rods, it is
easily modified and implemented for other types of morphing
quadrotors, such as tiltrotor quadrotor, multimodal quadrotor,
and foldable quadrotor [6].
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J. L. S. de Magalhães Lima, P. Mercorelli, and M. J. do Carmo, “Cascade
mimo p-pid controllers applied in an over-actuated quadrotor tilt-rotor,”
in 2023 24th International Carpathian Control Conference. IEEE,
2023, pp. 135–140.

[9] S. Shen, J. Xu, P. Chen, and Q. Xia, “Adaptive neural network extended
state observer-based finite-time convergent sliding mode control for a
quad tiltrotor uav,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic
Systems, vol. 59, no. 5, pp. 6360–6373, 2023.

[10] Y. H. Tan and B. M. Chen, “Survey on the development of aerial–aquatic
hybrid vehicles,” Unmanned Systems, vol. 9, no. 03, pp. 263–282, 2021.

[11] J. Gao, H. Jin, L. Gao, J. Zhao, Y. Zhu, and H. Cai, “A multimode
two-wheel-legged land-air locomotion robot and its cooperative con-
trol,” IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mechatronics, early access, doi:
10.1109/TMECH.2023.3332174.

[12] H. Rao, L. Xie, J. Yang, Y. Xu, W. Lv, Z. Zheng, Y. Deng, and H. Guo,
“Puffin platform: A morphable unmanned aerial/underwater vehicle with
eight propellers,” IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics, vol. 71,
no. 7, pp. 7621–7630, 2023.

[13] D. Yang, S. Mishra, D. M. Aukes, and W. Zhang, “Design, planning,
and control of an origami-inspired foldable quadrotor,” in 2019 American
Control Conference. IEEE, 2019, pp. 2551–2556.

[14] K. Patnaik and W. Zhang, “Adaptive attitude control for foldable
quadrotors,” IEEE Control Systems Letters, vol. 7, pp. 1291–1296, 2023.

[15] H. Jia, S. Bai, and P. Chirarattananon, “Aerial manipulation via modular
quadrotors with passively foldable airframes,” IEEE/ASME Transactions
on Mechatronics, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 1930–1938, 2023.

[16] Y. Wu, F. Yang, Z. Wang, K. Wang, Y. Cao, C. Xu, and F. Gao, “Ring-
rotor: A novel retractable ring-shaped quadrotor with aerial grasping
and transportation capability,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters,
vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 2126–2133, 2023.

[17] K. Arulkumaran, M. P. Deisenroth, M. Brundage, and A. A. Bharath,
“Deep reinforcement learning: A brief survey,” IEEE Signal Processing
Magazine, vol. 34, no. 6, pp. 26–38, 2017.

[18] N. C. Luong, D. T. Hoang, S. Gong, D. Niyato, P. Wang, Y.-C.
Liang, and D. I. Kim, “Applications of deep reinforcement learning
in communications and networking: A survey,” IEEE Communications
Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 21, no. 4, pp. 3133–3174, 2019.

[19] B. R. Kiran, I. Sobh, V. Talpaert, P. Mannion, A. A. Al Sallab, S. Yo-
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