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Abstract— For quadrotors, achieving safe and autonomous
flight in complex environments with wind disturbances and
dynamic obstacles still faces significant challenges. Most ex-
isting methods address wind disturbances in either trajectory
planning or control, which may lead to hazardous situations
during flight. The emergence of dynamic obstacles would
further worsen the situation. Therefore, we propose an efficient
and reliable framework for quadrotors that incorporates wind
disturbance estimations during both the planning and control
phases via a generalized proportional integral observer. First,
we develop a real-time adaptive spatial-temporal trajectory
planner that utilizes Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) reachability anal-
ysis for error dynamics resulting from wind disturbances.
By considering the forward reachability sets propagation on
an Euclidean Signed Distance Field (ESDF) map, safety is
guaranteed. Additionally, a Nonlinear Model Predictive Control
(NMPC) controller considering wind disturbance compensation
is implemented for robust trajectory tracking. Simulation and
real-world experiments verify the effectiveness of our frame-
work. The video and supplementary material will be available
at https://github.com/Ma29-HIT/SEAL/.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, autonomous quadrotors have been deployed in
various tasks, such as exploration [1], target tracking [2],
and aerial delivery [3]. In such situations, quadrotors will
inevitably encounter wind disturbances, which pose critical
risks to safe flight. The emergence of dynamic obstacles
further exacerbates the challenges.

Quadrotor planning methods [4], [5] have demonstrated
impressive performance in autonomous flight. However, wind
disturbances can induce trajectory tracking errors, which
present significant challenges for these planning methods.
Hence, it is necessary to plan a safe and feasible trajectory
and ensure accurate tracking in environments affected by
wind disturbances. Recent advances in safety-aware planning
[6], [7], [8] and robust control [9], [3] have improved
anti-disturbance capabilities of quadrotors. However, treating
planning and control as distinct entities could pose potential
risks when confronted with challenges in complex environ-
ments.

For the planner, our primary requirement is the ability to
ensure safe flight in windy conditions and dynamic environ-
ments. Additionally, the planner must be lightweight enough
for real-time operation. Current methods [6], [8] demand the
utilization of flight corridors to guarantee safety during the
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Fig. 1. Snapshot of an indoor real flight test. (a) The dynamic
obstacle (in red dashed line) is moving towards the quadrotor,
while the quadrotor enters the wind zone that pushes it
towards the obstacles. Our planner replans a safe and feasible
trajectory (in red line). (b) The visualization of the flight.

flight. Consequently, the quadrotor’s movement is confined
within the corridor, which is restrictive and unsuitable for
avoiding dynamic obstacles. Even though a specific approach
[7] manages to avoid dynamic obstacles while considering
the corridors, the quadrotor must navigate within the cramped
space of the corridor to avoid the obstacles, leading to a
compromise in flight flexibility.

As for robust trajectory tracking control, advanced con-
trollers such as [9], [10], [11] have shown remarkable results.
However, relying solely on controller design can be detri-
mental to ensuring the safe flight of quadrotors since they
cannot proactively replan the trajectory when persistent dis-
turbances exceed their local compensation capacities. These
limitations highlight the necessity for a systematic planning-
control framework that addresses disturbances holistically.

In this work, we aim to propose SEAL, a Safety-Enhanced
co-design trajectory plAnning and controL framework to
handle those challenges systematically. In the planning
pipeline, a kinodynamic A* algorithm is first employed
to generate an initial collision-free path. We deploy the
forward reachable set (FRS) to propagate the uncertainty of
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wind disturbances. To facilitate the computation, we extend
the FRS ellipsoidal approximation method [12] into a real-
time spatial-temporal trajectory planner, which incorporates
penalty terms for both static and dynamic obstacles as
well as dynamic feasibility jointly. Moreover, a generalized
proportional integral observer is developed to perform online
estimation of wind disturbances. An NMPC controller is then
implemented, and wind disturbance estimation is used to
compensate for the NMPC prediction model. The contribu-
tion of this work is summarized as follows

1) We propose a disturbance-aware trajectory planning
and control framework that enhances the safety of
quadrotors during autonomous flight in environments
with wind disturbances and dynamic obstacles.

2) We employ a real-time spatial-temporal planning
method in a dynamic obstacle environment that con-
siders the influence of wind disturbances through the
FRS propagation. A disturbance observer-based NMPC
controller is then implemented to enhance the system’s
robustness.

3) Simulations and real-world experiments are both per-
formed to validate our method. We plan to release our
code to the robotics society.

II. RELATED WORKS

Various planning and control methods have been pro-
posed to ensure the safe and autonomous flight of quadro-
tors in environments characterized by wind disturbances
and dynamic obstacles. For adaptive trajectory generation,
Hamilton-Jacobi reachability analysis is used to predict the
reachable set of the quadrotors facing unknown but bounded
disturbances. Seo et al. [12] approximate the error state FRS
using ellipsoid approximation, which facilitates real-time
computations. In [13], a trajectory generation method utilizes
B-splines and considers the control error bound imposed by
ego airflow disturbances. However, constructing the airflow
disturbance field model depends on the pre-collection of
flight data.

Model predictive control (MPC) methods have been ex-
tensively studied as a planning approach, where the incor-
poration of flight corridors enables MPC to achieve robust
trajectory planning and safe flight [6], [7], [8]. PE-Planner
[14] constructs control barrier functions for both static and
dynamic obstacles, imposing these constraints to model pre-
dictive contouring control and achieving average speeds of
up to 6.98m/s. Simultaneously, the disturbance observer is
utilized to compensate for the dynamics model of quadrotors.
IPC [15] is an MPC-based integrated planning and control
framework that operates at a high frequency of 100 Hz in
the presence of suddenly appearing objects and disturbances.
Most of the referenced works require the construction of
flight corridors, which leads to more conservative operation
of quadrotors and hinders the full utilization of obstacle-
free flight areas. Additionally, methods that do not rely on
flight corridors necessitate obstacle avoidance constraints
in the MPC constraint set, which limits the computation

frequency and prevents quadrotors from flying autonomously
in complex environments.

In terms of robust trajectory tracking controllers, geomet-
ric control [16] is considered effective due to its simple
and intuitive design process. Additionally, nonlinear tracking
controllers such as sliding mode [17] and backstepping
[18] have been proposed to attain improved performance.
However, these methods cannot explicitly address constraints
such as control input limitations. NMPC is widely used for
trajectory tracking due to its ability to effectively manage the
complex constraints and generate optimal control outputs. Li
et al. [3] developed an external force estimator by formulat-
ing a nonlinear least squares problem; the estimated force is
then used to correct the dynamics model within the NMPC.
Xu et al. [9] developed a fixed-time disturbance observer to
update the dynamic model of NMPC, leading to nearly a 70%
reduction in trajectory tracking error compared to standard
NMPC.

III. PRELIMINARIES

A. Quadrotor Dynamic Model

We consider the six-degrees-of-freedom dynamic model
of the quadrotor with Euler angles for attitude control. The
quadrotor’s state is x = [pT,vT, ϕ, θ, ψ]T ∈ R9, where
p ∈ R3 and v ∈ R3 represent the position and velocity,
while ϕ, θ, ψ ∈ R denote the roll, pitch, and yaw angles.
The quadrotor’s control input is u = [Tc, ϕ̇c, θ̇c, ψ̇c]

T ∈ R4,
where Tc ∈ R denotes the collective thrust along the body
frame, and ϕ̇c, θ̇c, ψ̇c ∈ R are the command rates of the Euler
angles.

The nonlinear dynamic model of the quadrotor is given as

ṗ = v, (1a)

v̇ =
1

m

R

 0
0
Tc

− F drag + F dist

− g, (1b)

ϕ̇ = ϕ̇c, (1c)

θ̇ = θ̇c, (1d)

ψ̇ = ψ̇c, (1e)

where m ∈ R is the mass of the quadrotor, g = [0, 0, 9.81]
T

is the gravitational acceleration, R ∈ R3×3 is the rotation
matrix from the body frame to the world frame, F drag ∈
R3 is the drag force, and F dist ∈ R3 is the disturbance.
The nonlinear dynamic model (1) is abbreviated as ẋ =
f(x,u,F dist). To simplify the dynamics, the drag force is
formulated as the following first-order drag model [19]

F drag = RDdragR
Tv, (2)

where Ddrag ∈ R3×3 denotes the drag coefficient matrix.

B. Parameterization and Propagation of FRSs

The forward reachable set (FRS) refers to the collection of
states that a system can attain under all possible disturbances
and control inputs [12]. By leveraging FRSs, the possible
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Fig. 2. The system overview diagram of SEAL. The disturbance observer provides an online estimation of wind forces
while the planner and controller handle the disturbance jointly to generate a safe, smooth, and feasible trajectory and track
it accurately.

flight region that a quadrotor may reach under the distur-
bances is evaluated. Keeping this region outside the obstacles
enables the generation of safer flight trajectories.

To simplify the calculation, a linearized system is first
constructed, and the error dynamics are derived. Denote the
nominal states, inputs, and external force as x(t), u(t),
F dist, respectively. Then, the error state is e(t) ≜ x(t) −
x(t). The linearization error is assumed to be negligible and
the feedback control policy is adopted as u(t) = K(t)e(t)+
u(t), where K(t) is the feedback gain. The error dynamics
can thus be expressed as

ė(t) = Φ(t)e(t) +D(t)F dist(t), (3)

where Φ(t) = A(t)+B(t)K(t), A(t) ≜ ∂f/∂x|(x,u,F dist)
,

B(t) ≜ ∂f/∂u|(x,u,F dist)
, D(t) ≜ ∂f/∂F dist|(x,u,F dist)

.
According to [12], with Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) reachabil-

ity analysis, the analytic solution of error state FRS can
be derived, which is further approximated and propagated
as ellipsoidal bounds. Specifically, the system equation is
discretized with a sampling time δ over N time steps.
Define Φk = Φ(kδ), Dk = D(kδ), and denote the shape
matrix of ellipsoidal approximation as Qk

e , where time stamp
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N−1}. The initial error state set is defined as
an ellipsoidal set whose shape matrix is Q0

0. To propagate
the disturbances along the trajectory, Qk

d is introduced to
denote the shape matrix of FRS caused by the disturbances,
which is given by

Qk
d =

(
3∑

i=1

√
tr(Qk

i )

) 3∑
i=1

Qk
i√

tr(Qk
i )

 , (4)

where Qk
i represents the ellipsoidal approximation of the

FRS resulting from the ith channel of the disturbance, and it
is the solution of the following Lyapunov equation:

−Φk
(
Qk

i − εδ2I
)
−
(
Qk

i − εδ2I
)
Φk,T

= exp(−Φkδ)Nk
i exp(−Φk,Tδ)−Nk

i ,
(5)

where Nk
i ≜ δb̄2iD

k
iD

k,T
i , ε is a positive scalar indicating

the conservativeness, b̄i denotes the upper bound of the ith

channel of the disturbance, and Dk
i denotes the ith column

of Dk.
With (4), the propagation law for the initial shape matrix

can be derived as

Qk
0 = Qk−1

0 ⊕Qk−1
d , (6)

where the Minkowski sum ⊕ for shape matrices of two
ellipsoids centered on the same point is defined as

Q1 ⊕Q2 =
(
1 + b

a

)
Q1 +

(
1 + a

b

)
Q2, (7)

where Q1,Q2 are positive definite matrices, a =
√
tr(Q1)

and b =
√
tr(Q2).

By combining (4) and (6), the expression of Qk
e is shown

as

Qk
e = exp(Φkδ)(Qk

0 ⊕Qk
d) exp(Φ

k,Tδ). (8)

In our trajectory planning method, we consider only the
uncertainty associated with the quadrotor’s position. There-
fore, we extract the first three rows and columns from
Qk

e , forming a 3 × 3 matrix Qk
dist for subsequent collision

avoidance constraints design.



C. System Overview

The overall framework is depicted in Fig. 2. A disturbance
observer is introduced to estimate the wind force. Then, the
forward reachable sets (FRSs) are established, and a spatial-
temporal trajectory optimization method that considers the
propagated error bounds is employed to generate a smooth,
safe, and dynamically feasible trajectory. Finally, a nonlin-
ear model predictive controller (NMPC) is implemented to
track the planning trajectory, and disturbance estimation is
incorporated to update the prediction model.

IV. REAL-TIME TRAJECTORY PLANNING WITH WIND
DISTURBANCES AND DYNAMIC ENVIRONMENTS

A. Trajectory Definition and Optimization Problem Formu-
lation

The differential flatness [20] of the quadrotor enables us
to define its motion as a piecewise polynomial trajectory.
Specifically, for a 3-dimensional M -piece trajectory, the ith

piece pi(t) is denoted by

pi(t) = cTi β(t), ∀t ∈ [0, Ti], (9)

where ci ∈ R6×3 is the polynomial coefficient, β(t) =
[t0, t1, ..., t5]T is the natural basis, and Ti is the duration
of this piece. Thus, the whole trajectory is expressed as
p(t) = pi(t − ti−1), where i ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, t ∈ [ti−1, ti],
and ti−1 is the end time of pi−1(t).

The minimum control (MINCO) class [21] is subse-
quently adopted, which allows for the spatial-temporal pa-
rameter decoupling through the following linear-complexity
mapping

c = M(q,T ), (10)

where c = [cT1 , . . . , c
T
M ]T ∈ R6M×3 is the polynomial

coefficients, q = (q1, · · · , qM−1) ∈ R3×(M−1) is the inter-
mediate points between pieces, T = (T1, · · · , TM ) ∈ RM

>0

denotes the duration of each piece. By (10), any second-order
continuous cost function F(c,T) with available gradient can
apply to MINCO. Thus, we can conduct the optimization
over objective J with the gradients ∂J /∂q and ∂J /∂T,
which are propagated from ∂F/∂c and ∂F/∂T.

For MINCO, we can formulate a nonlinear optimization
problem that can be solved in real-time:

min
q,T

∑
∗
λ∗J ∗ +

∫ TΣ

0

∥p(3)(t)∥2dt+ ρ · TΣ. (11)

The first term includes the penalty cost J ∗ and the corre-
sponding weights λ∗ for the quadrotor’s constraints. Super-
scripts ∗ = {s, d, f}, where s denotes the static obstacle
avoidance, d denotes the dynamic obstacle avoidance, and f
denotes the dynamic feasibility. The second term is designed
for improving smoothness of the trajectory, while the total
time TΣ in the last term is utilized to exploit the trajectory’s
aggressiveness. An open source library L-BFGS1 [22] is
adopted to solve the optimization problem.

1https://github.com/ZJU-FAST-Lab/LBFGS-Lite

B. Quadrotor’s Constraints

To ensure the effective computation of the constraint
violations, we use constraint transcription, converting the
continuous constraints into the ones sampling at finite points
[23]. Since the propagation of error bounds is carried out
at a fixed step size δ, the sampling points are set at a
fixed-time-interval fashion along the whole trajectory. The
sampling number κ of the constraint points is determined by
κ = ⌊TΣ/δ⌋. Given the kth (k = 0, 1, . . . , κ) constraint point
◦
pk, it can be located in the unique piece pj(t) by

◦
pk = pj (kδ − Tl) , Tl ≤ kδ < Tl + Tj , (12)

where Tl =
∑j−1

i=1 Ti is the total duration of the first j − 1
pieces, kδ refers to the time relative to the start time of the
entire polynomial trajectory, while t = kδ − Tl refers to
the time relative to the start time of the jth piece. Then, the
penalty cost is expressed as

J ∗ = δ

κ∑
k=0

ωkP∗(kδ) +
1

2
(TΣ − κδ)[P∗(κδ) + P∗(TΣ)],

(13)

where (ω0, ω1, . . . , ωκ−1, ωκ) = (1/2, 1, . . . , 1, 1/2) is the
coeffient following the trapezoidal rule, P∗ is the penalty
of the constraints. We define the set of all constraint points
located within the jth piece as O, then, the gradient of J ∗

with respect to cj and Ti(i ≤ j) can be expressed with the
chain rule:

∂J ∗

∂cj
=
∑
k∈O

(
∂J ∗

∂P∗
∂P∗

∂ψ∗
∂ψ∗

∂
◦
pk

∂
◦
pk

∂cj

)

=
∑
k∈O

(
∂J ∗

∂P∗
∂P∗

∂ψ∗
∂ψ∗

∂pj(t)

∂pj(t)

∂cj

)∣∣∣∣
t=kδ−Tl

, (14)

∂J ∗

∂Ti
=
∑
k∈O

(
∂J ∗

∂P∗
∂P∗

∂ψ∗
∂ψ∗

∂
◦
pk

∂
◦
pk

∂t

∂t

∂Ti

)

=
∑
k∈O

(
∂J ∗

∂P∗
∂P∗

∂ψ∗
∂ψ∗

∂pj(t)

∂pj(t)

∂t

∂t

∂Ti

)∣∣∣∣
t=kδ−Tl

,

(15)

∂pj(t)

∂cj
= β(t),

∂pj(t)

∂t
= ṗj(t),

∂t

∂Ti
=

{
0, i = j

−1, i < j.

(16)

The penalty cost functions are expressed as follows.
1) Static Obstacle Avoidance Penalty Cost Ps: We main-

tain an Euclidean signed distance field (ESDF) map and
query the distance and gradient from constraint points to
obstacles, where the distance is denoted as d(

◦
pk). The

constraint points whose distance from obstacles is within a
threshold will be penalized, and the gradients from the ESDF
map will push them away from obstacles.

To enhance flight safety, an adaptive threshold dka con-
sidering FRS propagation is adopted. Define dkq as the long
semi-major axis of the following error bound ellipse Qk:

Qk = Qk
dist ⊕Qego, (17)



where Qego denotes the ellipsoid of the quadrotor’s outer
envelope. The disturbance estimation obtained from the
observer is taken into account during the calculation of
state variables, which is derived from the trajectory at the
constraint points. The state variable is then involved in the
update of Qk

dist in (8). With dkq being computed, the threshold
is given by dka = dkq+ds, where ds denotes the static obstacle
clearance.

Finally, the penalty of the kth constraint point is formulated
as

P s(
◦
pk) = max

{
ψs(

◦
pk), 0

}3

, (18)

where ψs is expressed as

ψs(
◦
pk) = dka − d(

◦
pk). (19)

2) Dynamic Obstacle Avoidance Penalty Cost Pd: We
adopt a constant-velocity model for dynamic obstacle motion
prediction. Given a finite prediction horizon τ , the predicted
trajectory ppre(t) of the µth moving obstacle at the world
time tµ can be represented as

pµ
pre(t) = pµ

o + ṗµ
o (t− tµ), t ∈ [tµ, tµ + τ ], (20)

where pµ
o and ṗµ

o are the position and velocity of the µth

obstacle acquired at tµ.
Then, we build the dynamic obstacle constraint ψd using

(20):

ψd
(◦
pk, p

µ,k
pre

)
= (dkr )

2 −
∥∥∥◦
pk − pµ,k

pre

∥∥∥2 , (21)

where dkr = dkq + dc is the adaptive threshold with dc
representing the dynamic obstacle clearance, and pµ,k

pre ≜
pµ
pre(kδ+ tof + tµ) denotes the position of the µth dynamic

obstacle at the time corresponding to the kth constraint point,
with tof as an offset used to align the world time of the
predicted trajectory with that of the quadrotor’s trajectory.
The dynamic obstacle avoidance mechanism is illustrated
in Fig. 3. Since the time stamp of any constraint point is
constant, pµ,k

pre will not generate a gradient with respect to T
[23]. The penalty term for dynamic obstacle avoidance can
be expressed as

Pd
(◦
pk

)
=
∑
µ

max
{
ψd
(◦
pk, p

µ,k
pre

)
, 0
}3

. (22)

Check potential collision at time 

Error bound Original Trajectory

Replanned Trajectory

Constraint point

Predicted position

Fig. 3. Collision-check and replanning mechanism.

Furthermore, to address dynamic obstacles effectively,
we employ a re-planning mechanism triggered by collision
checking. Firstly, we use the planning trajectory with error
bound spheres and the predicted position of dynamic obsta-
cles to check the relative distance between them at the same
time stamp. When the relative distance is less than the trigger
threshold, the trajectory replan is activated.

3) Dynamic Feasibility Penalty Cost Pf : We limit the
maximum velocity and acceleration. The penalty is given
by

Pf (
◦
pk) = Pf,v(

◦
pk) + Pf,a(

◦
pk), (23a)

Pf,v(
◦
pk) = max{∥ ◦

p′
k ∥2 −v2m, 0}3, (23b)

Pf,a(
◦
pk) = max{∥ ◦

p′′
k ∥2 −a2m, 0}3, (23c)

where vm and am are the maximum velocity and accelera-
tion.

V. NMPC WITH DISTURBANCE COMPENSATION

To ensure that the quadrotor can accurately track the
planning trajectory, we utilize a generalized proportional
integral observer [24] to compensate for the prediction model
of NMPC:

˙̂v = 1
m (R(q)Tc − F drag + ẑ1)− g +G1

(
ṽ − v̂

)
,

˙̂z1 = ẑ2 +G2

(
ṽ − v̂

)
,

˙̂z2 = G3

(
ṽ − v̂

)
,

(24)
where G1,G2,G3 ∈ R3×3 are the observer gains, z1 =
F dist, z2 = Ḟ dist, ṽ denotes the velocity measurement, and
v̂, ẑ1, ẑ2 denote the estimation of v, z1, z2, respectively.

To facilitate NMPC design, we discretize the dynamic
model of the quadrotor into xk+1 = fd(x

k,uk,F dist) by
forward Euler method with the time step ∆t. Then, we
define the cost function including trajectory tracking error∥∥xk − xk

ref

∥∥ and control effort
∥∥uk − uk

ref

∥∥:

Jk
x =

1

2

∥∥xk − xk
ref

∥∥
Gp
, (25a)

JN
x =

1

2

∥∥xN − xN
ref

∥∥
GN

, (25b)

Jk
u =

1

2

∥∥uk − uk
ref

∥∥
Gu
, (25c)

where xk
ref and uk

ref are the reference state and control input
derived from planning trajectory, Gp,GN ,Gu ∈ R3×3 are
the weighted matrices.

Next, we incorporate disturbance estimation into the pre-
diction model of NMPC, and the nonlinear optimization
problem of NMPC is expressed as follows.

min
x,u

JN
x +

N−1∑
k=0

(
Jk
x + Jk

u

)
, (26a)

s.t. xk+1 = fd
(
xk,uk, F̂ dist

)
, (26b)

x0 = x0, (26c)

xk ∈ X,uk ∈ U,xN ∈ XN , (26d)



where x0 is the initial state, and X,U,XN are the constraint
sets of state, control input, and terminal state, respectively.

VI. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENT

The motion planning and control framework proposed in
this paper is implemented in C++. We use ACADO[25] to
solve the NMPC problem. The average computation time is 3
ms, and the control frequency is 100 Hz. For both simulation
and real flight, an ESDF of the voxel grid map is maintained
to get distance and gradient to obstacles for optimization.

A. Simulation Tests

1) NMPC Ablation Experiment: We first evaluate NMPC
with and without the disturbance observer on tracking the
same reference eight trajectory in Fig. 4 against the wind.
The maximum velocity The average wind speed ranges from
1.5m/s to 5m/s, and the variance is 1m2/s2.

(a) NMPC w/ the disturbance observer.

(b) NMPC w/o the disturbance observer.

Fig. 4. Quadrotor trajectory in X-Y plane under wind with
average speed of 5m/s.

The performance is measured as Min/Max/Avg in Fig.
5. The green box is NMPC with the disturbance observer,
and the purple box is the baseline NMPC. These illustrate
that NMPC with the disturbance observer has better tracking
performance due to further disturbance compensation. On
average, the use of the disturbance observer can reduce
nearly 22.9% of the tracking error.

2) Comparison of the planning methods. We compare our
method with a state-of-the-art local planner, EGO-Planner

Fig. 5. The tracking error of NMPC w/ and w/o disturbance
observer.

V2 [26], which is also based on MINCO. We use Gazebo as
the simulator and PX4 as the low-level controller to achieve
relatively realistic simulations. The simulation environment
is shown in Fig. 6. As a wind zone fully covers the whole
map, the quadrotor is under continuous disturbances along
the positive y-axis with changing wind speed. 30 trials are
conducted per condition.

start pos

goal pos

Y

X

wind

Fig. 6. The simulation environment in Gazebo.

TABLE I: Comparison of the Planning Method

Wind Field Parameters
Avg. Speed (m/s) σ2 (m2/s2)

Method Succ. Rate

3.5

1

Ours 1.00
Zhou[26] 1.00

5
Ours 1.00

Zhou[26] 0.27

6.5
Ours 0.86

Zhou[26] 0.00

During the simulation tests, the NMPC controller inte-
grated with a disturbance observer was employed for both
planning methods. The success rate, defined as the proportion
of flights conducted without any collisions, demonstrates
distinct performance characteristics under varying wind con-
ditions. As shown in Table I, Zhou’s method [26] exhibits



a precipitous decline in success rate with increasing wind
speed. Particularly noteworthy is that at the critical wind
speed of 6.5 m/s, the proposed method maintains a success
rate of 0.86, whereas the comparative baseline fails catas-
trophically across all test cases.

Mild disturbance (3.5 m/s wind) can be compensated
by the controller. However, as the wind speed is up to
6.5 m/s, the disturbance mitigation ability of the controller
is reduced, and safety can not be ensured in Zhou’s method
[26]. Furthermore, even if the wind disturbance is estimated
by the disturbance observer and compensated for within
the NMPC controller, the quadrotor still cannot fly safely
due to the lack of proactive consideration in the planning
phase. In contrast, our planner considers the wind disturbance
FRS, allowing the quadrotor to execute a safer trajectory, as
demonstrated in Fig. 7.

Odom trajectory of our method 

Planned trajectory of our method 

Collision!

Odom trajectory of Zhou’s method 

Planned trajectory of Zhou’s method 

wind

Fig. 7. The trajectory of one simulation test under a wind
speed of 6.5 m/s. The orange rectangle and the gray circle
are the obstacles after inflation by the radius of the quadrotor.
The wind field covers the entire map along the positive y-
axis.

B. Real-World Flight

The quadrotor platform that we use is shown in Fig.
8. All the perception, planning, and control algorithms are
run on an onboard Intel NUC 12 computer with CPU i7-
1260P and 16GB RAM. Localization and mapping are from
VINS-Fusion [27]. The velocity of the dynamic obstacle is
measured by the NOKOV motion capture system.

We present an indoor flight experiment with wind and
a dynamic obstacle to validate our framework, and the
snapshot is shown in Fig. 1 (a). The dynamic obstacle moves
back and forth with an average speed of 0.8 m/s. A fan
near the area that the drone will pass is to provide wind
disturbance, and the wind speed ranges from 3.2 m/s to
4.5 m/s. For safety considerations, the maximum speed and
acceleration of planning are 2 m/s and 6 m/s2, respectively.

In Fig. 9, we illustrate the replanning process during
the real flight. As the dynamic obstacle moves towards
the quadrotor, our framework detects the potential collision.
Therefore, the replanning is triggered for a new trajectory

RealSense D455 Camera

Intel NUC 12

CUAV Nora Autopilot

Fig. 8. Quadrotor platform for real flight.

(the red line), and the initial one (the blue line) will be
discarded. Even under wind disturbances, the new trajectory
is pushed away from the dynamic obstacle.

(a) The scene of the real-world flight.

Fan

Initial Trajectory

Replanned Trajectory

Guidance Path

Moving Direction

Wind 
Disturbance

FRS Propagation

Dynamic
Obstacle

(b) Visualization of the real-world flight.

Fig. 9. Trajectory replanning and tracking in consideration
of dynamic obstacle and wind disturbance. The dynamic
obstacle is simulated using an AGILEX UGV with a column-
shaped obstacle mounted on it, and the wind disturbance is
generated by a fan.

Subsequently, a safe and smooth trajectory is generated as
a reference to the disturbance-aware tracking controller. The
tracking error during the flight is in Tab. II.



TABLE II: Trajectory Tracking Error

Avg (m) Min (m) Max (m) RMSE (m)
0.1378 0.0019 0.1902 0.0211

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present a systematic safety-enhanced
trajectory planning and control framework for quadrotors
under the dynamic obstacles environment with wind distur-
bances. By handling wind disturbances in both planning and
control using the information obtained from the disturbance
observer, the proposed method ensures collision avoidance
for autonomous flight. Simulation tests and real-world flights
have validated the robustness to wind disturbances and the
dynamic obstacles. Our future work will focus on extending
this method to a large-scale distributed quadrotor swarm
system.

REFERENCES

[1] B. Tang, Y. Ren, F. Zhu, R. He, S. Liang, F. Kong, and F. Zhang,
“Bubble explorer: Fast uav exploration in large-scale and cluttered 3d-
environments using occlusion-free spheres,” in Proc. of the IEEE/RSJ
Intl. Conf. on Intell. Robots and Syst., 2023, pp. 1118–1125.

[2] J. Ji, N. Pan, C. Xu, and F. Gao, “Elastic tracker: A spatio-temporal
trajectory planner for flexible aerial tracking,” in Proc. of the IEEE
Intl. Conf. on Robot. and Autom., 2022, pp. 47–53.

[3] H. Li, H. Wang, C. Feng, F. Gao, B. Zhou, and S. Shen, “Autotrans: A
complete planning and control framework for autonomous uav payload
transportation,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, vol. 8, no. 10,
pp. 6859–6866, 2023.

[4] F. Yang, C. Cao, H. Zhu, J. Oh, and J. Zhang, “Far planner: Fast,
attemptable route planner using dynamic visibility update,” in Proc.
of the IEEE/RSJ Intl. Conf. on Intell. Robots and Syst., 2022, pp. 9–16.

[5] M. Lu, X. Fan, H. Chen, and P. Lu, “Fapp: Fast and adaptive perception
and planning for uavs in dynamic cluttered environments,” IEEE
Transactions on Robotics, vol. 41, pp. 871–886, 2024.

[6] Y. Wu, Z. Ding, C. Xu, and F. Gao, “External forces resilient
safe motion planning for quadrotor,” IEEE Robotics and Automation
Letters, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 8506–8513, 2021.

[7] T. Liu, F. Zhang, F. Gao, and J. Pan, “Tight collision probability for uav
motion planning in uncertain environment,” in Proc. of the IEEE/RSJ
Intl. Conf. on Intell. Robots and Syst., 2023, pp. 1055–1062.

[8] D. Fan, Q. Liu, C. Zhao, K. Guo, Z. Yang, X. Yu, and L. Guo, “Flying
in narrow spaces: Prioritizing safety with disturbance-aware control,”
IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, vol. 9, no. 7, pp. 6328–6335,
2024.

[9] L. Xu, B. Tian, C. Wang, J. Lu, D. Wang, Z. Li, and Q. Zong, “Fixed-
time disturbance observer-based mpc robust trajectory tracking control
of quadrotor,” IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mechatronics, pp. 1–11,
2024.

[10] G. Torrente, E. Kaufmann, P. Föhn, and D. Scaramuzza, “Data-driven
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