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Abstract

This paper proposes a finite-time input-to-
state stable (FTISS) bearing-only formation
control law that rejects unknown constant dis-
turbances. Unlike existing finite-time bearing-
based formation control laws, which typically
rely on the availability of a global coordinate
frame and some information about the distur-
bances, our approach requires only local bear-
ing vector measurements and does not necessi-
tate the alignment of agent coordinate frames.
The proposed control law guarantees that for-
mation control errors converge to a neighbor-
hood of zero in finite time, and subsequently
converge to zero asymptotically. We first ad-
dress the scenario where leaders are stationary
and then extend the results to leaders moving
with a constant velocity. Simulation and ex-
perimental results are presented to validate the
effectiveness of the proposed control law.

1 Introduction

The existing multi-agent formation control techniques
can be categorized into three main methods: position-
based, distance-based, and bearing-based. Among these
techniques, bearing-based formation control has recently
attracted significant attention from the control commu-
nity. This is due to the easily obtainable relative bear-
ing measurements using sensor arrays [Mao et al., 2007]

or lightweight cameras [Tron et al., 2016], compared to
distance-based formation control, where relative position
measurements are usually required. The objective of
bearing-based formation control is to control a group
of agents to achieve a desired formation configuration,
defined by relative bearing vectors or bearing angles.

Bearing rigidity theory, proposed in [Zhao and Ze-
lazo, 2016a], characterizes unique formation shapes from
bearing vector constraints. Building upon this, bearing-
based leader-follower formation control was studied in

Figure 1: Formation control of three drones arranged in a
triangular configuration.

[Zhao and Zelazo, 2016b; Zhao and Zelazo, 2015; Dung
and Trinh, 2021]. However, these control laws require
agents to share a common coordinate frame as the de-
sired formation is defined by coordinate-dependent bear-
ing vectors. In the absence of a common coordinate
frame among agents, orientation synchronization or es-
timation techniques are often employed to achieve con-
sensus on the coordinate frame [Zhao and Zelazo, 2016a;
Van Tran et al., 2019; Xu et al., 2023]. However, these
methods require agents to communicate with their neigh-
bors to exchange bearing angle measurements [Ahn,
2020].

Communication in formation control is often unde-
sirable because of the potential for delays and packet
losses. As a result, formation control using bearing an-
gles has been explored in, for example, [Chen et al., 2021;
Jing et al., 2019; Bishop et al., 2015]. Since the desired
formation is defined by scalar bearing angles, a global
coordinate frame is not required. However, such forma-
tion control laws are only applicable to planar forma-
tions. Although 3D angle-based formation control was
studied in [Chen and Cao, 2023; Chen et al., 2024], it
requires communication between agents to exchange an-
gle measurements. An alternative approach, elevation
angle-based formation control, was explored in [Chen
and Sun, 2022], demonstrating its applicability to 2D
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and 3D formations while eliminating the need for com-
munication between neighboring agents. In our previ-
ous work [Cheah and Deghat, 2024], we studied leader-
follower elevation angle-based formation tracking con-
trol for single-integrator, double-integrator, and non-
holonomic robots. However, these elevation angle-based
methods do not account for unknown disturbances.

Disturbances, such as wind, can affect the perfor-
mance of formation control laws. Several studies have
been dedicated to address disturbances in bearing-based
formation control, see e.g., [Bae et al., 2022; Wu et al.,
2023; Wang et al., 2022; Ding et al., 2023]. However,
these results only establish input-to-state stability, indi-
cating that while bearing errors remain bounded, they
do not necessarily converge to zero. Thus, to eliminate
the effect of disturbances, several control laws have been
proposed, and bearing errors successfully converged to
zero. Specifically, to reject constant disturbances, a PI
control law and an adaptive control law that guarantee
asymptotic convergence were introduced in [Zhao and
Zelazo, 2017] and [Chen et al., 2022]. Robust bearing-
based formation control laws have also been proposed in
[Trinh et al., 2021; Wu et al., 2024; Van Tran et al., 2023;
Song et al., 2024] to reject time-varying disturbances,
assuming that agents know an upper bound of dis-
turbances. Furthermore, finite-time robust formation
control with disturbance rejection has been studied for
bearing-based formations in [Xu et al., 2023]. Compared
to controllers that only ensure asymptotic convergence,
finite-time controllers deliver better transient responses
[Bhat and Bernstein, 2000]. However, this control law
works under the assumption that an upper bound on the
disturbance is known and velocity measurements are re-
quired. Moreover, to address time-varying disturbances
with an unknown upper bound, bearing-based robust-
adaptive controllers were proposed in [Wang and Liu,
2023; Cheng and Huang, 2024; Nguyen et al., 2024], al-
though these control laws only ensure asymptotic sta-
bility. An alternative robust-adaptive formation control
law was proposed by [Su et al., 2024], but it requires
communication between neighboring agents. Neverthe-
less, the use of the discontinuous signum function in
both robust or robust-adaptive formation control laws
may induce chattering in control systems. Addition-
ally, the aforementioned strategies require a global co-
ordinate frame, since the desired formation is defined by
coordinate-dependent bearing vectors. As a result, we
aim to develop a novel finite-time control law that im-
proves on the existing literature by rejecting unknown
constant disturbances in agents’ local coordinate frames.

When a global coordinate frame is not available, a
leaderless elevation angle-based robust adaptive control
law was adopted in [Garanayak and Mukherjee, 2023].
However, the desired formation achieved will shift due

to the presence of disturbances. This paper extends be-
yond the results presented in [Garanayak and Mukherjee,
2023] and includes agents with a leader-follower struc-
ture. By incorporating leaders into the multi-agent sys-
tem, the agents maintain the desired formation shape
and do not move in the direction of the disturbance.

This paper develops a control law with finite-time con-
vergence properties and unknown constant disturbance
rejection. This ensures that the formation error con-
verges to a neighborhood of the equilibrium in finite time
and then asymptotically converges to the equilibrium.
The contributions of this work are summarized as fol-
lows:
(i) We propose a novel FTISS bearing-only formation
tracking control law that effectively rejects unknown con-
stant disturbances without necessitating a global coordi-
nate frame. Compared to the existing finite-time robust
disturbance rejection formation control laws [Xu et al.,
2023; Van Vu et al., 2021; Cheah and Deghat, 2024], the
proposed method ensures that formation errors converge
to a neighborhood of zero within a finite time, while han-
dling unknown constant disturbances without requiring
prior knowledge of their upper bound. In contrast to the
adaptive distance-based formation control law in [Trinh
et al., 2022], the proposed control law ensures finite-time
convergence to a neighborhood of zero and requires only
local bearing measurements.
(ii) Unlike [Garanayak and Mukherjee, 2023; Bae et al.,
2022; Wu et al., 2023; Wu et al., 2024], where only static
formation is studied, we demonstrate that the proposed
FTISS formation control law is also applicable to mov-
ing leaders with an unknown constant velocity. Further-
more, the proposed control law does not require com-
munication between neighboring agents and relies exclu-
sively on local bearing measurements.
(iii) In contrast to many existing studies that solely
present simulation results, we also provide experimen-
tal tests to demonstrate the feasibility of the proposed
control law in real-world environments as shown in Fig-
ure 1.

Notations:
Denote R+ as the set of non-negative real numbers. Let
0d = [0, ..., 0]⊤ ∈ Rd and 1d = [1, ..., 1]⊤ ∈ Rd. Denote
the d×d zero matrix as 0d×d. Let ∥ · ∥ represent the Eu-
clidean norm of a vector or the spectral norm of a matrix,
and let ∥ · ∥∞ be the infinity norm. The d-dimensional
identity matrix is denoted by Id, and ⊗ represents the
Kronecker product. Let x = [x1, ..., xd]

⊤ denote a col-
umn vector in Rd. Consider two functions ψ(·) and ψ̄(·):
ψ̄(x) ∼ ψ(x) means c1ψ(x) ≤ ψ̄(x) ≤ c2ψ(x) for some
positive constants c1 and c2. For β > 0, |x|β represents∑d

i=1 |xi|β , where xi is the ith element of x. The func-



tion sig(·)β : Rd → Rd is defined as

sig(x)β = [sign(x1)|x1|β , ..., sign(xd)|xd|β ]⊤. (1)

Note that the function sig(·)β is continuous, odd, and

x⊤sig(x)β = |x|1+β . (2)

Moreover, the following inequality holds

|x|1+ℓ =

d∑
i=1

|xi|1+ℓ ≥

(
d∑

i=1

|xi|2
) 1+ℓ

2

= ∥x∥1+ℓ (3)

for ℓ ∈ (0, 1), (see [Zuo and Tie, 2014, Lemma 3.3]).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Graph Theory and Elevation Angle
Rigidity

Consider a group of n agents in Rd (n ≥ 2 and d = 2
or 3). Let pi(t) ∈ Rd represent the position of agent
i ∈ 1, . . . , n, and let p(t) = [p1(t)

⊤, . . . ,pn(t)
⊤]⊤ ∈ Rdn

denote the configuration of the agents. The interaction
among the agents is modeled by a fixed undirected graph
G = (V, E), where V = {1, . . . , n} is the vertex set and
E ⊆ V × V is the edge set. The edge set E contains m
edges. An edge (i, j) ∈ E implies that agents i and j
are neighbors, which means that they can measure the
relative bearing of each other. The set of neighbors of
agent i is denoted by Ni = {j ∈ V : (i, j) ∈ E}. A
framework is defined as a pair (G,p), where each vertex
i in G is mapped to pi(t) for all i ∈ V.

Let Qi ∈ SO(d) be the rotation matrix that rotates
the local coordinate frame of agent i, which is a fixed
frame known only to agent i, to the global coordinate
frame, and let Ti ∈ Rd represent the translation from
the local frame of agent i to the global coordinate frame.
Note that both Qi and Ti are time-invariant, and that
Q−1

i = Q⊤
i and QiQ

⊤
i = Id. Let the position of agent i

measured in its local coordinate frame be

ipi(t) = Q⊤
i (pi(t) + Ti). (4)

The edge vector ieij and bearing vector igij measured
in the local frame of agent i are denoted as

ieij(t) :=
ipj(t)− ipi(t),

igij(t) :=
ieij(t)

∥ieij(t)∥
, (5)

where ipj(t) is the position of neighbor j measured in

the coordinate frame of agent i. Note that ieij(t) =
−ieji(t) and

igij(t) = −igji(t). In the global coordinate

frame, we have the edge vector eij(t) = Qi
ieij(t), and

the bearing vector gij(t) = Qi
igij(t). From now on,

when no confusion arises, time dependencies in variables
are omitted for ease of notation.

Consider an arbitrary orientation of graph G. The
incidence matrix H ∈ Rm×n is a {0,±1}-matrix with
rows indexed by edges and columns by vertices. The
entries are defined as follows: [H]ki = 1 if vertex i is the
head of edge k, [H]ki = −1 if vertex i is the tail of edge
k, and [H]ki = 0 otherwise. For a connected graph, it
holds that H1n = 0m and rank(H) = n − 1 [Mesbahi
and Egerstedt, 2010].

The idea of elevation angle rigidity was introduced in
[Chen and Sun, 2022]. In the 2D scenario, each agent
is attached to a vertical rod of height hi > 0, as illus-
trated in Figure 2. This makes the position of the rod’s
endpoint pi′ = pi + [0, 0, hi]

⊤, thus extending the 2D
framework to 3D. The elevation angle θij ∈ (0, π2 ) from
agent i to agent j is defined as follows

θij := ∠jij′ = arccos(g⊤
ijgij′) = arctan(hj/lij), (6)

where lij = ∥ieij∥ = ∥eij∥ is the distance between agent
i and agent j. In this paper, it is assumed that the
agent rods have the same height hi = hc > 0, ∀i ∈ V.
Consequently, θij = θji = arctan(hc/lij). Figure 2 shows
three elevation angles θ12, θ13, θ14 measured from agent
1. We define the elevation angle function fE(p) : R3n →
Rm as fE(p) := [f1, ..., fk, ..., fm]⊤, where

fk := fij = cot(θk) =
cos(θij)

sin(θij)
=
lij
hc
, k = 1, ...,m. (7)

Note that θk = θij = θji is a scalar representing the ele-
vation angle associated with the kth edge. To compute
fij using local bearing vectors, we have

fij=
ig

⊤
ij

igij′√
1− (ig

⊤
ij

igij′)
2

=
g⊤
ijgij′√

1− (g⊤
ijgij′)

2
, (8)

where the last equality is due to ig
⊤
ij

igij′ =

(Q⊤
i gij)

⊤Q⊤
i gij′ = g⊤

ijI3gij′ = g⊤
ijgij′ .

𝜃13

𝜃12

𝜃14
1

4

3

21′

4′

3′

2′

Figure 2: Elevation angles in 2D.



For the 3D case, each agent is equipped with a ball of
radius rc. The elevation angle θij ∈ (0, π3 ) from agent i
to agent j is defined as

θij = ∠j′ij′′ = arccos(g⊤
ij′gij′′) = 2∠j′ij = 2arcsin(rc/lij),

(9)
where j′ and j′′ are two distinct points on the surface
of agent j’s ball such that j, j′, j′′, i are coplanar and
g⊤
ij′gjj′ = 0, g⊤

ij′′gjj′′ = 0 as shown in Figure 3. Note

that g⊤
ij′gjj′ = 0 and g⊤

ij′′gjj′′ = 0 as they are perpen-
dicular vectors. The range of θij is between 0 and π

3
because when the agent i’ s ball touches the agent j’
s ball, then lij = 2rc, and the elevation angle becomes
θij = 2arcsin( rc

2rc
) = π

3 . Figure 3 depicts three elevation
angles θ12, θ13, θ14 measured from agent 1 in 3D. We
define the elevation angle function fE(p) : R3n → Rm

in 3D as fE(p) := [f1, ..., fk, ..., fm]⊤, where

fk = fij = cosec

(
θij
2

)
=

1

sin (θij/2)
=

lij
rc

, k = 1, ...,m.

(10)

We can rewrite (10) using local bearing vectors as

fij=
1√

(1− ig
⊤
ij′

igij′′)/2
=

1√
(1− g⊤

ij′gij′′)/2
. (11)

1

4
3

2 

4’ 4’’
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2’
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𝜃14
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𝑙12

Figure 3: Elevation angles in 3D.

The desired formation is represented by f∗
E =

[f∗1 , ..., f
∗
k , ..., f

∗
m]⊤, indicating f∗ij =

l∗ij
ρ , for all (i, j) ∈ E .

Here, l∗ij denotes the desired distance, and ρ := hc for 2D
and ρ = rc for 3D. The time derivative of the elevation
angle function is

dfE

dt
=
∂fE

∂p
ṗ = RE(p)ṗ, (12)

where RE(p) ∈ Rm×3n is the elevation angle rigidity
matrix [Chen and Sun, 2022]. The rigidity matrix RE

can be expressed as

RE =
∂fE

∂p
= diag(ρ−1g⊤

1 , ..., ρ
−1g⊤

m)(H̄). (13)

where H̄ = H⊗Id. Note that the rigidity matrix RE can
be used in both 2D and 3D scenarios. We refer readers
to [Chen and Sun, 2022] for further details about RE .

Lemma 1 [Chen and Sun, 2022]. A framework (G,p)
is infinitesimally elevation angle rigid if and only if the
desired formation satisfies rank(RE) = dn− d(d+ 1)/2.

2.2 Finite-time Input-to-State Stability

The benchmark work in [Hong et al., 2010] presents a
FTISS analysis for autonomous systems. Consider the
following system

ż = f(z,v), f(0,0) = 0, (14)

where z(t) ∈ Rp is the state and v(t) ∈ Rq is the input.
A function φ : R+ → R+ is called a K-function if it is
continuous, strictly increasing, and satisfies φ(0) = 0. If
φ(s) is a K-function and φ(s) → ∞ as s→ ∞, then it is
a K∞-function. Moreover, a function ϑ : R+×R+ → R+

is called a generalized KL-function (GKL-function) if
the mapping s 7→ ϑ(s, 0) is a K-function, and for each
fixed s ≥ 0 the mapping t 7→ ϑ(s, t) is continuous and
decreases to zero as t → T (s) for T (s) ∈ [0,∞). The
definition of FTISS is provided below.

Definition 1 [Hong et al., 2010]. System (14) is
FTISS if there exists some neighborhoods U ∈ Rp of zero
and Uv ∈ Rq of zero such that, for all z0 = z(0) ∈ U
and input v ∈ Uv that is measurable and bounded, each
solution Z(z0,v, t) is defined for t ≥ 0 and satisfies

∥Z(z0,v, t)∥ ≤ ϑ(∥z0∥, t) + φ(∥v∥∞), (15)

where φ is a K-function and ϑ is a GKL-function with
ϑ(s, t) = 0 when t ≥ T (s) with T (s) continuous with
respect to s and T (0) = 0.

Suppose that there exist K∞-functions ϕ1 and ϕ2 such
that

ϕ1(z) ≤ V (z) ≤ ϕ2(z), ∀z ∈ Rd. (16)

Furthermore, there exists K-functions ϕ3 and ϕ4 such
that for any solution z(t) and input v(t) of system (14),
it holds

∥z(t)∥ ≥ ϕ4(∥v(t)∥) ⇒ V̇ (z(t))|(14) ≤ −ϕ3(∥z∥), (17)

for t ≥ 0. Then, the following result is obtained.

Lemma 2 [Hong et al., 2010]. A continuous func-
tion V (z) is called a FTISS-Lyapunov function for sys-
tem (14) if conditions (16) and (17) are satisfied, and
ϕ3(∥z∥) ∼ V (z)α for α ∈ (0, 1). The system (14) is
FTISS with v as input if it has a FTISS-Lyapunov func-
tion.

Note that FTISS implies input-to-state stability.
Moreover, FTISS implies finite-time stability when v =
0q.



3 FTISS Formation Control with
Unknown Constant Disturbance
Rejection

In this section, we first state the problem and then pro-
pose a FTISS bearing-only formation control law to ad-
dress it.

3.1 Problem Formulation

Let Vl and Vf denote the sets of leader and follower ver-
tices, respectively. Without loss of generality, assume
that the multi-agent system has at least two leaders,
with the first nl vertices in V being leaders and the re-
maining nf = n − nl vertices are followers, such that
Vl = {1, . . . , nl} and Vf = {nl + 1, . . . , n}. We assume
that the leaders are stationary, and this assumption will
be relaxed in the next section. The dynamics of the
agents is modeled as

iṗi = 03, i ∈ Vl,
iṗi =

iui +
iωi, i ∈ Vf ,

(18)

where iui ∈ R3 and iωi ∈ R3 are the control input
and the unknown constant disturbance in follower i’s lo-
cal coordinate frame. The disturbance measured in the
global coordinate frame is given by ωi = Qi

iωi, i ∈ Vf .
We assume that the following assumptions hold:

Assumption 1: The sensing topology among agents is
expressed by an undirected graph G(V, E). Each follower
i ∈ Vf can measure the local bearing vectors igij to its
neighboring agents.

Assumption 2: The target formation is infinitesimally
elevation angle rigid.

Assumption 3: Collision avoidance of agents is not con-
sidered, and the initial positions of agents are selected to
ensure that no collision will occur.

We consider the formation control with constant distur-
bance problem as follows.

Problem 1. Consider the leader-follower dynamics with
constant disturbance modeled by (18) and suppose As-
sumptions 1-3 hold. Design the control law iui such that
fE − f∗

E → 0m as t→ ∞. Moreover, it should be guar-
anteed that the system under the proposed control law is
FTISS.

3.2 FTISS Bearing-only Formation
Control Law

For each follower i, we propose the following control law
that rejects constant disturbance

iui = kpsig
(∑
j∈Ni

igij(fij − f∗ij)
)α

−iω̂i,

i ˙̂ωi = −ke
∑
j∈Ni

igij(fij − f∗ij),
(19)

where iω̂i ∈ R3 is the estimate of the constant distur-
bance, α ∈ (0, 1), and kp, ke > 0 are positive control
gains. We set the initial condition of iω̂i to 03. Obvi-
ously, the control input (19) can be obtained using only
local bearing measurement, as explained in (8) for 2D
and (11) for 3D. The follower dynamics in (18) steered
by the control law (19) can be expressed in the global
coordinate frame as

ṗi = kpQisig
(∑
j∈Ni

Q⊤
i gij(fij − f∗ij)

)α
−ω̂i + ωi,

˙̂ωi = −ke
∑
j∈Ni

gij(fij − f∗ij), i ∈ Vf ,
(20)

where ω̂i = Qi
iω̂i. The compact form of the follower

dynamics (20) and the leader dynamics can be written
as

ṗ
(13)
= −kpQM̄sig

(
ρM̄Q⊤R⊤

E(fE − f∗
E)
)α

−M̄ ω̂ + M̄ω,

˙̂ω
(13)
= keρM̄R⊤

E(fE − f∗
E),

(21)

where ω̂ = [0, ..., 0, ω̂⊤
nl+1, ..., ω̂

⊤
n ]

⊤ ∈ R3n,

ω = [0, ..., 0,ω⊤
nl+1, ...,ω

⊤
n ]

⊤ ∈ R3n, Q =
diag(I3nl

, Qnl+1, ..., Qn), M̄ = M ⊗ Id ∈ R3n×3n

with M =

[
0nl×nl

0
0 Inf

]
.

3.3 Stability Analysis

We define the formation error as ze := fE − f∗
E . Then,

the error dynamics is given as

że
(12)
= REṗ

(21)
= −kpREQM̄sig

(
ρM̄Q⊤R⊤

Eze

)α
−REM̄(ω̂ − ω).

(22)

We first show the asymptotic stability of the system
in Theorem 1 and then show the FTISS of the system in
Theorem 2.

Theorem 1. Consider the system (18) driven by the
control law (19). Under Assumptions 1-3, follower
agents will achieve the desired formation shape, that is
ze → 0m, as t→ ∞.
Proof. Let ω̃ := ω̂ − ω and consider the following Lya-
punov function

V (ze, ω̃) = V1 +
1

2ke
∥ω̃∥2, (23)

where V1(ze) = ρ
2∥ze∥

2. Taking the time derivative of



(23), we have

V̇ = ρz⊤
e że +

1

ke
ω̃⊤ ˙̂ω

(21),(22)
= −kpρz⊤

e REQM̄sig
(
ρM̄Q⊤R⊤

Eze

)α
− ρz⊤

e REM̄ ω̃ + ρω̃⊤M̄R⊤
Eze

(2)
= −kpρ1+α

∣∣M̄Q⊤R⊤
Eze

∣∣1+α

(3)

≤ −kpρ1+α
∥∥M̄Q⊤R⊤

Eze
∥∥1+α

. (24)

Since M̄ = M̄⊤ = M̄2, M̄Q⊤ = Q⊤M̄ and ∥Q⊤x∥ =√
x⊤QQ⊤x = ∥x∥, for x ∈ R3n, (24) can be further

derived as

V̇ ≤ −kpρ1+α
∥∥M̄R⊤

Eze
∥∥1+α

≤ −kpρ1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2 ∥ze∥1+α, (25)

where λ+min(REM̄R⊤
E) is the smallest positive eigenvalue

of REM̄R⊤
E . The last inequality is derived using Lemma

3 (provided in the Appendix). Hence, V̇ is negative
semidefinite. Using LaSalle’s invariance principle, ev-
ery solution of the system starting from a compact and
positive invariant set containing ze = 0m converges to
the largest invariant set where V̇ = 0. From (25), we
obtain ze → 0m as t→ ∞. ■

Theorem 1 shows that ze = 0m is asymptotically sta-
ble. Now, we will show that the system (22) is FTISS.

Theorem 2. Considering the same assumptions as in
Theorem 1, the error dynamics (22) is FTISS.
Proof. The time derivative of the scalar function V1 is

V̇1
(22)
= −kpρz⊤

e REQM̄sig
(
ρM̄Q⊤R⊤

Eze

)α
− ρz⊤

e REM̄ ω̃

(25)

≤ −kpρ1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2 ∥ze∥1+α

+ ∥ze∥∥ρREM̄∥∥ω̃∥, (26)

where the last inequality is obtained using Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality. We can further derive (26) as

V̇1
(13)

≤ −kpρ1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2 ∥ze∥1+α

+ ∥ze∥∥diag(g⊤
1 , ..., g

⊤
m)∥∥H̄M̄∥∥ω̃∥

= −kpρ1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2 ∥ze∥1+α

+ ∥ze∥∥H̄M̄∥∥ω̃∥, (27)

where the last equality is due to ∥diag(g⊤
1 , ..., g

⊤
m)∥ = 1.

For

∥ω̃∥ ≤
kpρ

1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2

2∥H̄M̄∥
∥ze∥α, (28)

we obtain

V̇1 ≤ −1

2
kpρ

1+α
(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2 ∥ze∥1+α

= −2
α−1
2 kpρ

1+α
2

(
λ+min(REM̄R⊤

E)
) 1+α

2

V
1+α
2

1 . (29)

Since V1 is radially unbounded, condition (16) is sat-
isfied. Note that 1+α

2 ∈ (0, 1). By combining (28)
and (29), we conclude that V1 serves as a FTISS Lya-
punov function. Consequently, the error dynamics (22)
is FTISS according to Lemma 2. ■
By combining the results of Theorem 1 and Theorem

2, we conclude that the formation errors will converge to
the neighborhood of the equilibrium in finite time and
subsequently converge to the equilibrium.

4 FTISS Formation Tracking Control
with Unknown Constant Moving
Leaders

In this section, we extend the findings of the previous
section to account for leaders moving at a common con-
stant velocity.

4.1 Problem Formulation

Assuming the leaders are moving at a common constant
velocity, the leader-follower dynamics with moving lead-
ers can be expressed as

iṗi = Q⊤
i v

∗, i ∈ Vl,
iṗi =

iui +
iωi, i ∈ Vf ,

(30)

where v∗ ∈ R3 is the velocity of the leaders. For the
leaders dynamics in global coordinate frame, we have
ṗi = v∗, i ∈ Vl. Equation (30) in the global coordinate
frame can be written in the following compact form

ṗ =

[
03nl

ṗf − 1nf
⊗ v∗

]
+ 1n ⊗ v∗, (31)

where ṗf denotes the overall dynamics of followers. Let
p̃ := p − p∗, where ṗ∗ = 1n ⊗ v∗. The time derivative
of p̃ is

˙̃p =

[
0dnl

ṗf − 1nf
⊗ v∗

]
(21)
= −kpQM̄sig

(
ρM̄Q⊤R⊤

E(fE − f∗
E)
)α

−M̄ ω̂

+ M̄ω − M̄(1n ⊗ v∗). (32)

Compared to the previous problem, we now have an ad-
ditional constant term, −M̄(1n ⊗ v∗). Under Assump-
tions 1-3, the following problem is introduced.

Problem 2. Given that the vector of exogenous distur-
bances and the common velocity of the leaders are un-
known, design a control law for the followers such that
ze → 0m as t → ∞. Furthermore, ensure that ze con-
verges to the neighborhood of ze = 0m in finite time.



4.2 Stability Analysis

The following theorem is presented to solve Problem 2.

Theorem 3. Consider the dynamics (30) and the con-
trol law (19). The elevation angle errors ze → 0m as
t → ∞ under Assumptions 1-3. Moreover, the system
under the proposed control law is FTISS.
Proof. The term M̄(ω − 1n ⊗ v∗) in (30) can be
treated as a total constant disturbance by redefining
ω̃ := ω̂−ω+1n⊗v∗. Using the proof outlined in Theo-
rem 1, we can demonstrate that ze converges to zero as
t → ∞. Similarly, we can use Theorem 2 to show that
ze converges to the neighborhood of ze = 0m in finite
time. Once the desired formation shape is achieved, the
followers will track the common velocity of the leaders
to maintain the formation. ■

5 Simulation and Experimental Results

This section illustrates the effectiveness of the control
law (19). Figure 4 shows simulation results for a multi-
agent leader-follower system with two stationary lead-
ers. The control parameters kp, ke and α are set to
0.5, 0.1, and 0.5, respectively. The initial positions of the
leaders and followers are p1(0) = [−0.5, 0, 0]⊤, p2(0) =
[0.5, 0, 0]⊤, p3(0) = [−0.1,−0.1, 0.8]⊤, and p4(0) =
[−0.2, 0.9, 0.5]⊤. The artificially generated disturbance
experienced by each follower is set to ωi = [2, 2, 2]⊤.
Note that the value of this disturbance is unknown to
agents. The desired formation is a tetrahedron. As
shown in Figure 3, the elevation angle errors converge
to zero, indicating that the desired formation is achieved
even in the presence of unknown constant disturbance.

Figure 5 shows simulation results of the leader-
follower dynamics with moving leaders (30) steered by
the same control law (19) in 2D. The control param-
eters are set to kp = 1, ke = 0.5, and α = 0.5.
The initial positions of the leaders and followers are
p1(0) = [0.5, 0.5, 0]⊤, p2(0) = [−0.5, 0.5, 0]⊤, p3(0) =
[−1.5, 0, 0]⊤, p4(0) = [−0.8,−0.9, 0]⊤, p5(0) =
[0.7,−0.8, 0]⊤, and p6(0) = [1.7, 0, 0]⊤. The exogenous
disturbance for each follower is set to ωi = [−1,−1, 0]⊤.
The desired formation is a hexagon and the desired veloc-
ity of the leaders is set to v∗ = [0.1, 0.1, 0]⊤. As observed
in Figure 5, followers achieve the desired formation and
track the moving leaders.

In addition to the simulation results, we have also
implemented the control law (19) on real quadcopters.
The experiments were carried out using an Optitrack
motion capture system including 10 Primex 13 cameras
and Crazyflie 2.1 drones, as shown in Figure 6. The
positions of the drones were sent to a computer in real
time, which then calculated the elevation angles and re-
layed this information to the drones. We assume that
drones are attached to virtual rods with hc = 0.15m.
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(a) Agents trajectories.
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(b) Elevation angle errors.

Figure 4: FTISS bearing-only formation control with station-
ary leaders in 3D.

The control parameters are set to kp = 0.2, ke = 0.1 and
α = 0.5. The desired formation is an equilateral trian-
gle. During the experiment, the leaders are controlled
to move at a constant, identical velocity, changing di-
rection at t = 9s and t = 19s. As shown in Figure 7,
the follower agent successfully tracks the velocity of the
leaders after achieving the desired formation, even when
the leaders change their moving direction. It should be
noted that the steady-state errors in Figure 7(b) are
attributable to several practical problems. Firstly, de-
spite the leaders’ velocity being programmed to remain
constant, Figure 7(a) indicates that it is not constant,
probably due to unavoidable and varying disturbances
in the experimental environment. Moreover, time delays
resulting from vision processing and data transmission
also contributed to these errors. Nevertheless, the overall
trend in Figure 7(b) indicates a successful convergence
of the formation. The experiment video is available at:
https://youtu.be/68p3OsggEOE.

6 Conclusion

This paper proposes a FTISS bearing-only formation
tracking control law, that effectively rejects unknown
constant disturbances without the need for a global coor-
dinate frame. The proposed control law ensures that the
formation error converges to the neighborhood of zero in

https://youtu.be/68p3OsggEOE
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(a) Agents trajectories. Red dots: initial positions of the leaders. Blue
dots: initial positions of the followers. Red circles: positions of the leaders
at t = 30s. Blue circles: positions of the followers at t = 30s.
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(b) Elevation angle errors.

Figure 5: FTISS bearing-only formation tracking control
with moving leaders in 2D.

Motion capture systemCrazyflie drones

Figure 6: Experiment setup.

a finite time and subsequently to zero asymptotically.
Furthermore, we demonstrate that the same control law
can be applied to leaders moving at a constant veloc-
ity. Future work could explore formation control of more
complex agent dynamics in the presence of disturbances.

Appendix

Lemma 3 [Cheah and Deghat, 2024]. Consider
a vector x = [0, ..., 0, xk, ..., xm]⊤ ∈ Rm, with the
number of the first zero rows depending on the num-
ber of edges connecting the leaders. Under Assump-
tion 2, x⊤REM̄R⊤

Ex ≥ λ+min(REM̄R⊤
E)∥x∥2, where

λ+min(REM̄R⊤
E) is the smallest positive eigenvalue of

REM̄R⊤
E .
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(a) Agents trajectories. Magenta dash-dotted line: trajectory of the first
leader. Red dashed line: trajectory of the second leader. Blue dotted
line: trajectory of the follower.
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(b) Elevation angle errors.

Figure 7: Experiment of FTISS bearing-only formation con-
trol with moving leaders.
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