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An Efficient Trajectory Generation for Bi-copter
Flight in Tight Space

Xin Dong, Yangjie Cui, Jingwu Xiang, Daochun Li∗, and Zhan Tu∗

Fig. 1: Real-world experiment of bi-copter motion planning in narrow environments. (a) Real-world flight of bicopter. (b)
Trajectory planning in point cloud map.

Abstract—Unlike squared (or alike) quadrotors, elongated bi-
copters leverage natural superiority in crossing tight spaces. To
date, extensive works have focused on the design, modeling,
and control of bi-copters. Besides, a proper motion planner
utilizing bi-copters’ shape characteristics is essential to efficiently
and safely traverse tight spaces, yet it has rarely been studied.
Current motion planning methods will significantly compromise
their ability to traverse narrow spaces if the map is inflated
based on the long dimension of the bi-copter. In this paper, we
propose an efficient motion planning method that enables the safe
navigation of bi-copters through narrow spaces. We first adapt
a dynamic, feasible path-finding algorithm with whole-body
collision checks to generate a collision-free path. Subsequently,
we jointly optimize the position and rotation of the bi-copter
to produce a trajectory that is safe, dynamically feasible, and
smooth. Extensive simulations and real-world experiments have
been conducted to verify the reliability and robustness of the
proposed method.

Index Terms—bi-copter, narrow space, path planning, trajec-
tory optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent years, due to their high agility and maneuverabil-
ity, micro UAVs have demonstrated remarkable proficiency

in rescue operations, exploration, indoor mapping, and many
other fields [1]–[4]. Quadcopters have been widely adopted
among various micro UAV prototypes due to their mechanical
simplicity and differential flatness properties [5]. However, the
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traversability of quadrotors is severely limited by their four-
propeller design, and aggressive maneuvers or active deforma-
tion must be considered to cross the narrow gaps. To overcome
this limitation, numerous strategies have been proposed for
quadrotors. Han et al. [6] enabled quadrotors to traverse
narrow gaps by generating aggressive trajectories, allowing
them to pass through at steep angles. However, such extreme
attack angles can only be maintained briefly, rendering the
approach impractical for long, narrow corridor environments.
Alternatively, Fabris et al. [7] adapted a morphing mechanism
to dynamically adjust the quadrotor’s body size for narrow
space navigation. Yet, the additional morphing mechanism
may further compromise the reliability and payload capacity
of such quadrotors.

To further extend the ability to navigate narrow spaces, a
more compact prototype of multi-rotor UAVs, known as the
bi-copter, has been proposed [8]–[10]. Equipped with only two
rotors driven by two motors, the bi-copter has demonstrated
significant advantages in terms of load capacity and endurance
[8]. Crucially, with only two propellers, the width of the
bi-copter can be limited to the diameter of the propellers,
thereby enhancing its traversability in complex environments.
To date, the related research of the bi-copter UAVs is mainly
focused on design, modeling, and flight control. In contrast,
the motion planning method of bi-copter UAVs that focuses on
their unique traversability properties has rarely been studied
systematically.

Traditional motion planning algorithms inflate the environ-
mental grid map and model the UAV as a mass-point model
[11]–[15], which is suitable for conventional symmetrical
multi-rotor UAVs in simple environments. However, treating
them as mere mass points is inadequate for rectangular-shaped
robots like bi-copter UAVs navigating complex, narrow spaces.
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Setting the inflation size to the longer dimension of the bi-
copter eliminates many navigable gaps while setting it to the
shorter dimension risks collisions in narrow environments.
Therefore, the robot’s shape must be factored into collision
evaluation strategies to utilize the bi-copter’s traversability
fully. As for whole-body motion planning, aside from strate-
gies that adopt highly aggressive trajectories requiring UAVs to
perform maneuvers with large flip angles [6], [16], approaches
are primarily categorized into ESDF-based [17], [18] and
corridor-based methods [19]–[22]. ESDF-based methods need
to maintain an Euclidean Signed Distance Field within a
certain range, which can be computationally expensive. For
corridor-based methods, the non-collision space is divided by
a series of polyhedrons to form a flight corridor, constraining
the robot from moving within these polyhedrons. However, in
narrow environments, the generation of a flight corridor may
fail. Moreover, the intersection of polyhedrons in these corri-
dors often cannot contain an entire robot in such constricted
spaces, as shown in Fig. 2, presenting a significant challenge
to their application in narrow environments.

In summary, while bi-copters show exceptional traversabil-
ity in narrow environments, most of current research has
focused on platform design, modeling, and control algo-
rithms [8]–[10], [23]–[25]. However, adapting mass-point-
based motion planning algorithms demonstrates infeasible for
narrow environments to rectangular platforms. To address this
open challenge, we propose a whole-body bi-copter trajectory
planning algorithm to achieve fast and robust collision-free
trajectory planning in a complex, narrow corridor environ-
ment. Initially, we adopt a whole-body dynamic feasible path-
finding algorithm to identify collision-free paths in narrow
environments. Building upon this path, we jointly optimize
the bi-copter’s position and orientation regarding whole-body
collision-free, trajectory smoothness, and dynamic feasibil-
ity. To verify the reliability and robustness of the proposed
method, extensive experiments of both simulated and real-
world were conducted. The main contributions of our papers
are as follows:

• We proposed a whole-body collision-free dynamic feasi-
ble path search algorithm for a rectangle-shaped bi-copter
with planni position and yaw.

• Based on the initial path, we jointly optimize the posi-
tion and yaw trajectory in narrow environments simul-
taneously to generate a smooth, dynamic, feasible, and
collision-free trajectory.

• Extensive simulation and real-world experiments were
applied to validate the reliability of the proposed method
in different narrow environments.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
II introduces the bi-copter platform and the differential flatness
property of the bi-copter. Section III addresses the whole-
body collision-free dynamic feasible path planning algorithm.
Section V presents the simulation and real-world experiments
based ons the proposed method. Finally, Section VI concludes
the remarks of our work.

Fig. 2: Flight corridor generation in narrow environments.
(a): The intersection of two adjacent polyhedrons is too
slim, failing to accommodate the bi-copter’s body width. (b):
The intersection of two adjacent polyhedrons is insufficiently
small.

Fig. 3: Test platform of proposed bi-copter. (a): System of the
bi-copter platform. (b) Bi-copter platform with extended size.

II. SYSTEM OVERVIEW

A. Test Bi-copter Vehicle

Bi-copter is known as a type of micro UAV composed of
two rotors mounted on a rotation axis with their tilt-angle
controlled by two servos. Take the short side as the forward-
moving direction gives great traversability due to its elongated
shape. In this work, the proposed test platform is an elongated
bi-copter sized 40cm×15cm as shown in Fig. 3. The lift and
toque were generated by a pair of 5-inch propellers, and the
px4 flight controller [26] was adapted to maintain the attitude
stabilization. The bi-copter also carried an RK3588 onboard
computer for real-time motion planning and trajectory tracking
control algorithm deployment.
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B. Differential Flatness of Bi-copter UAV
Differential flatness is a property of using a group of flat

variables and their derivatives to express the UAV state x and
its input u. For a differential flat system, there exists a group
of variables y, the state x and input u can be modeled as the
function of the flat variable and its derivatives [27]. For the
proposed bi-copter platform, the differential flatness property
is similar to [10]. With the assumption of ignoring the servo
reaction torque, the system state and the input can be present
by the flat variables composed of position and orientation
y = [x,y,z,ψ] and its derivatives, by planning the position and
orientation trajectory, the collision-free motion of bi-copter can
be achieved.

III. WHOLE-BODY COLLISION FREE PATH SEARCHING

The kinodynamic path search module inspires our whole-
body collision-free path-searching method in [14]. We ex-
tended it for orientation planning and whole-body collision
check. For a narrow corridor environment, we set the fly height
as constant, according to the differential flatness property, and
the planning is performed in (x,y,ψ) ∈ SE(2). As shown in
Algorithm 1, x0 denote the initial state, x f is the terminal state,
O and C refer to the open and closed set, respectively.

Algorithm 1: Dynamic feasible whole-body collision
free Path Searching

1 Input: x0,x f ;
2 Initialize();
3 getInput();
4 while ¬ O.empty() do
5 nc←O.pop(), C.insert(nc) ;
6 if ReachGoal(nc)∨AnalyticExpand(nc) then
7 return RetrievePath();

8 primitives← Expand(nc);
9 nodes← CheckCollision(primitives);

10 for ni in nodes do
11 if ¬ C.contain(ni)∧CheckFeasible(ni) then
12 gtemp← nc.gc +EdgeCost(ni) ;
13 if ¬ O.contain(ni) then
14 O.add(ni);

15 else if gtemp ≥ ni.gc then
16 continue;

17 ni.parent← nc, ni.gc← gtemp;
18 ni. fc← ni.gc + Heuristic(ni);

A. Dynamic Feasible Whole-Body Path Generation
In Algorithm 1, the vehicle state is uniquely defined by the

position, orientation, and velocity:
Wxk+1 = AWxk +Buk,

A =


1 0 0 τ 0
0 1 0 0 τ

0 0 1 τ 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

 ,B =


1
2 τ2 0 0
0 1

2 τ2 0
0 0 τ

τ 0 0
0 τ 0

 .
(1)

Here, τ is the sampling time, Wx = [x,y,ψ,vx,vy]
T is the

position, orientation, and velocity in the world frame. The
input u = [ax,ay,ωz]

T is the acceleration and head rotation
velocity. Given an initial state x(0) and control input u, the
state x(t), t ∈ [0,τ] can be obtained. The vehicle kinematics
constraints limit the state and control variables: −amax

−vmax
−wzmax

≤
 a(t)

v(t)
wz(t)

≤
 amax

vmax
wzmax

 , t ∈ [0,T ]. (2)

In getInput(), a set of discretized inputs uD ⊂ U and
a set of discretized sampling time τD ⊂ τ is sampled
for node expansion in Expand(). Each input dimension is
sampled uniformly in [−umax,umax] to get the input units
[−umax,− r−1

r umax, . . . ,
r−1

r umax,umax], and the sampling time
[ 1

p τ, . . . , p−1
p τ,τ]. Finally, this results in (2r+ 1)3 input units

and p pieces of time units.
In Expand(), given the current state, applying all the

input and time primitives, we obtain the p(2r+1)3 trajectory
primitives and their terminal node ni. Then, the whole-body
collision checks described in III-B are applied to exclude the
primitives that will occur in a collision. Then, the terminal
nodes of valid primitives are collected for the following
computation.

In EdgeCost(), like the traditional hybrid A* algorithm, we
aim to find the initial path with optimal time and control
cost. In addition, for a trajectory piece in open space, the
heading of bi-copter is not constrained strictly by collision,
so the heading of the bi-copter is preferred to be aligned with
the tangent direction of the trajectory. So we define the cost
of the trajectory primitives with input u and duration τ as

ec =
(
∥ud∥2 +ρ

)
τ + λt

(
atan( vy

vx
)−ψ

)2
So the search cost

gc of the path node nc consisting of K primitives is:

gc =
∑K

k=1

((
∥udk∥2 +ρ

)
τk +λt

(
atan( vyk

vxk
)−ψk

)2
)
. (3)

After obtaining the search cost, we calculate the heuristic
function hc with the same method in [14]. Finally, each node’s
cost function fc can be defined as fc = gc +hc.

B. Whole-Body Collision Check
As described in Section III-A, during the expansion, the

path searching method needs to check if the bi-copter will
collide in each path primitive between two path nodes. For
each primitive, given the start state xs, input u and duration
τ , we will check the collision state of the expand primitive at
N discrete times 1

N τ, . . . ,τ , the state at each time is given by
(1). After giving the state x of the bi-copter with known width
lw and length ll , the vertex of the orientated bounding box of
the bi-copter can be acquired by (4).

Wv =

[
cos(ψ) −sin(ψ)
sin(ψ) cos(ψ)

]
Bv+

[
x
y

]
. (4)

After obtaining the vertex coordinate in world frame Wv, the
collision can be determined by checking the occupancy status
of the grids the box boundary edge laid in, as shown in Fig. 4.
If a grid collision is found in any checkpoint of the primitives,
the CheckCollision() of the primitives is returned as false, and
the expanded node is marked invalid for the expansion.
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Fig. 4: Whole-body collision check of bi-copter, the blue
rectangle is the orientated bounding box of the whole-body
of bi-copter, black grids are the obstacle, and gray ones are
grids that need to be checked for collision.

C. Safe Flight Corridor Generation

Traditional flight corridor generation methods inflate the
free space to generate the polygon corridor based on the initial
path, while most methods generate corridors too sparse and for
the narrow environment, the intersection of neighbor polygons
is not guaranteed to contain full vehicle as shown in Fig. 2,
which lead to failing of the trajectory optimization. In our
method, to benefit the whole-body collision-free path, we first
discretize the path and get the sample point as the constrained
point used in Section IV. For each sample point, we have the
oriented bounding box of the bi-copter as the initial convex
flight corridor. Then, the corridor is generated by expanding
and aligning the perpendicular direction of each edge of the
bounding box. As a result, the trajectory is guaranteed whole-
body collision-free by confining the full vehicle shape or the
full edge of the vehicle inside the flight corridor. For each
corridor, the H-representation [28] is used to represent each
polygon:

P = {q ∈ R : Aq≤ b} , (5)

where A = (A1, . . . ,An)
T ∈ Rn×2, b = (b1, . . . ,bn) ∈ Rn×2,

Ai refers to the normal vector of each edge of one specific
polygon, bi refers to the point of the edge. For the trajectory
at time t, the position and the orientation can be specified as
σ and ψ . Then, the coordinate of the point on the bi-copter’s
bounding box is given by (4). For whole body collision
constraint, meaning for each control point, all edge vertices
must be inside the flight corridor. Therefore, we have:

AT (Wv
)
−b, ∀Bv ∈ ε, (6)

here, ε refers to the vertex set of the edge of the bi-copter
bounding box.

IV. SPATIAL-TEMPORAL TRAJECTORY PLANNING

This section presents the spatial-temporal joint optimization
formulation for a whole-body trajectory planning algorithm.
We formulate the trajectory optimization objective function
with whole-body collision-free, smoothness, and dynamic fea-
sibility. To achieve the whole-body collision-free, we sampled

points on the edge of the bi-copter-oriented bounding box
and formulated the collision penalty function as the sum
of the collision states of these sampled checkpoints. As the
coordinate of the checkpoint is associated with the position and
orientation of the UAVs, a joint optimization on position and
orientation is applied to obtain the optimized trajectory. The
lightweight quasi-Newton optimizer L-BFGS [29] is adopted
to solve the numerical optimization.

A. Problem Formulation

After sampling the trajectory nodes obtained through the
search process, we utilize the Minimum Control Effort Poly-
nomial Trajectory, known as MINCO [30], as the foundational
representation for the trajectories. The trajectory is defined as:

TMINCO = {p(t) : [0,T ] 7→ Rm | c =Mq,T),

q ∈ Rm(M−1),T ∈ RM
>0

}
,

(7)

where q = {q1,q2, . . . ,qM−1} is the intermediate waypoint set,
and T = {T1,T2, . . . ,TM} is the duration of the i-th segment.
Define the 3-dimensional segmented polynomial trajectory
class p(t) = [x(t),y(t),ψ(t)]T ∈ SE(2) as consisting of M
segments of N = 2s−1 order polynomials. The trajectory for
the i− th segment is defined as:

pi(t) = cT
i β (t), t ∈ [0,Ti] , (8)

where c =
(
cT

1 , . . . ,c
T
M,

)
∈ R2Ms×m,ci ∈ R2s×m is the coef-

ficient of each segment of the polynomial trajectory. Given
s = 3, we have a five-order of polynomials, which minimizes
the integration of jerk. The objection function of the bi-copter
motion planning problem in a narrow corridor environment is
formulated as follows:

min
p(t),T

J0 =

∫ T

0

∥∥∥x(3)(t)
∥∥∥2

dt +ρT (9a)

s.t. Gd

(
x(t), . . . ,x(s)(t)

)
⪯ 0 ∀t ∈ [0,T ], (9b)

ε(t) ∈ P ∀t ∈ [0,T ], (9c)

p[s−1](0) = x̄o, p[s−1](T ) = x̄ f , (9d)

where
∫ T

0

∥∥∥x(3)(t)
∥∥∥2

dt is the minimum jerk term, which is
used to penalize trajectory smoothness, and ρT is the term to
penalize the total time. Gd in (9b) is the violation function,
indicating the constraint term set. In our formulation the
set D = {d : d = v,a,wz} includes the whole-body collision
avoidance x and dynamic feasibility (v,a,wz). (9c) is the
whole-body collision constraint term as described in Section
III-C. x̄o, x̄ f ∈ R2×s in (9d) is the boundary condition.

As proved in [30], the inequality constraints in (9b) can be
formulated by a penalty term PΣ and transformed the objection
function (9a) with inequality constraints to an unconstrained
nonlinear optimization problem:

min
p(t),T

J=

∫ T

0

∥∥∥x(3)(t)
∥∥∥2

dt +ρT +SΣ(c,T ). (10)

To calculate the violation penalty, we discretized each
segment of the trajectory by a fixed time-step δT , the total
number of the control point of the given segment with duration
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T is given by K = T
δT , then we penalize all the control point

violate the constraints in G⌈ to get the penalty term. The whole
penalty term of the trajectory with M pieces is:

PΣ =
∑
d∈D

wd

M∑
i=1

K∑
j=1

Vd,i, j (ci, T) ,

Vd,i, j (ci, T) = δ t L1
(
Gd,i, j

)
,

(11)

where wd is the penalty weight of each violation term, and L1
is the L1-norm relaxation function.

B. Optimization Formulation

To solve the unconstrained nonlinear optimization problem
formulated by equation (10), the gradient of the cost function
with variable c,T needs to be modeled, the gradient of the
smoothness terms can be acquired as:

∂Jo

∂ci
= 2

(∫ Ti

0
β
(3)(t)β (3)(t)Tdt

)
ci,

∂Jo

∂Ti
= cT

i β
(3) (Ti)β

(3) (Ti)
T ci +ρ.

(12)

By the chain rule, the gradients of the violation penalize
term SΣ w.r.t ci and T are converted to the gradient of Gd w.r.t
ci and T

1) Dynamic Feasibility Penalty: Dynamic feasibility con-
straints penalty is:

Gw = ∥wzi(t)∥2−w2
zm ≤ 0, ∀t ∈ [0,Ti] ,

Gv = ∥vi(t)∥2− v2
m ≤ 0, ∀t ∈ [0,Ti] ,

Ga = ∥ai(t)∥2−a2
m ≤ 0, ∀t ∈ [0,Ti] .

(13)

Then the violation penalty function Vd is

V∗ = δ tL1(max [G∗,0]),∗= {v,a,wz} . (14)

2) Whole-body Collision Avoidance Penalty: For mass-
point motion planning methods such as [30], the collision
avoidance is modeled to constrain the intermediate point inside
the flight corridor, according to Section III-C Gpm(p(t)) =
Aip(t)−bi. The whole-body collision avoidance violation is
formulated as the sum of the collision avoidance penalty at
the sample point on the bounding box edge of the bi-copter.

Gp =
∑
v∈E

Gpm
(Wv

)
, (15)

Here, v is the sample checkpoint of the bounding box edge
E in the body frame of the bi-copter. As can be seen from
(15), the collision penalty is associated with the position and
orientation of the bi-copter, and the coordinate of the sample
checkpoint in the body frame is constant with the given size.
So we have the gradient of the collision avoidance penalty
violation:

∂Gp

∂p
=

∂Gpm

∂Wv
,

∂Gp

∂ψ
=

∂Gpm

∂Wv
∂Wv
∂ψ

=
∂Gpm

∂Wv

([
−sin(ψ) −cos(ψ)
cos(ψ) −sin(ψ)

]
Bv

)
.

(16)

V. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

To validate the efficiency of the proposed method, we per-
formed comparison experiments with other motion planning
methods in narrow environments. What’s more, a simulation
with a different-scale bi-copter was conducted to illustrate
the robustness of the proposed method. Finally, real-world
experiments were performed in narrow environments with
different-size bi-copters.

Fig. 5: Evaluating the proposed method against WBFP. (a):
Proposed method. (b): WBFP

Fig. 6: Comparative analysis of varying sizes bi-copters. (a):
0.2m×1.2m. (b): 0.3m×1.2m. (c): 0.4m×1.0m

A. Benchmark for Whole-Body Planning

Inspired by [31], for whole-body planning condition, we
modify the fast-planner [14], the optimized cost of the collision
term was obtained by summing the Euler distance of the
sampling point of the whole-body and optimize the position

TABLE I: Methods Comparison for Non-convex shape robot

Methods OptimizeTime(s) JerkCost(m2/s5) Length(m)
Proposed 0.26 153.60 19.43
WBFP 0.87 602.92 19.44
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Fig. 7: Velocity and yaw velocity profiles of the bi-copter in
the extended size experiment case.

and yaw trajectory jointly, which is called whole-body fast-
planner(WBFP). To compare our results more fairly, we im-
plemented the same front-end path generation method and
changed the optimizer of the WBFP from NLopt to L-BFGS.
We implement both methods in a 8m×16m environment with
the same start and end state. Considering the slimmest site
was nearly 0.8m, the size of the robot was set to 0.6m×1.2m.
The optimized trajectory was shown in Fig. 5. As can be
seen from the result, both methods can generate collision-free
trajectories. However, the trajectory of the WBFP in such a
narrow environment is more curved, while the trajectory by the
proposed method has more smoothness. Due to the different
trajectory representation forms (polynomial with proposed and
B-spline with WBFP). To compare the smoothness fairly, we
evaluate the smoothness with the dispersed jerk of the whole
trajectory:

Js =

T/δ t∑
i=0

(∥∥∥p(3)(iδ t)
∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥ψ

(3)(iδ t)
∥∥∥2
)

δ t. (17)

The result of the optimized time and jerk cost is shown
in Table. I. As can be seen, the trajectory generated by the
proposed method has a lower jerk cost. What’s more, the
optimized time of the WBFP is longer than our method.

B. Whole-Body Planning with Different Scale

To compare the robustness of the method, we implement the
proposed method in a 15m×8m environment, and the size of
the bi-copter is set to different sizes: 0.2m×1.2m, 0.3m×1.2m
and 0.4m×1.0m, with the narrowest part of the environments
is about 0.6m. All these cases are planned with the same start
and end state. The results shown in Fig. 6 demonstrate that the
proposed method can generate a smooth trajectory even when
the gap is almost as wide as the bi-copter. As the width of
the bi-copter increases, the trajectory becomes more curved,
necessitating more rotation to cross the gap.

C. Real-world Experiments Setup
To validate the performance in the real world, we implement

the proposed method on a real bi-copter UAV and conduct real-
world experiments in several narrow environments. The test
platform is shown in Fig. 3. The size of the test platform is
0.15m×0.4m. To ensure safety, we set the planning width and
length in the proposed method as 0.2m and 0.5m. The max
velocity, max acceleration, and max yaw velocity are set to
1m/s,2m/s2 and 1.0rad/s. In real-world experiments, the Op-
titrack motion capture system provided the position estimation,
and the point cloud map of the environment was prebuilt and
stored in the RK3588 onboard computers. All computations
of the planning and tracking control were performed onboard.
We implement the trajectory tracking method refer to [5]. To
validate the robustness of the proposed method, a bi-copter
with extended size was developed for experiments by attaching
a framework to the original one. The size of the extended bi-
copter is 0.2m×0.5m, and the size in the planning method is
set as 0.3m×0.6m for safety margin. The velocity limit is set
to 1m/s and the max yaw velocity is set to 0.9rad/s.

D. Real-world Experiments Result
In real-world experiments, the bi-copter successfully gen-

erates a trajectory of approximately 4m in length to navigate
through narrow environments with gaps less than 0.5m, as
demonstrated in Fig. 8. It is capable of generating a safe
trajectory in both cases to cross narrow environments, and
it adjusts its orientation to avoid collisions. Fig. 7 displays
the velocity and yaw velocity data that will be analyzed.
The proposed method satisfies the velocity and yaw velocity
constraints while maintaining high speed and rotation speed.
Real-world experiments demonstrate the performance and ro-
bustness of the proposed method for bi-copters flying through
narrow environments.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a motion planning method for a rectangle-
shaped bi-copter flying through complicated and narrow envi-
ronments is proposed. Firstly, the proposed method generates
a dynamically feasible and collision-free path. Taking this
path as the initial reference, the flight corridor is expanded
based on the expansion of the whole-body bi-copter-oriented
bounding box at the constrained points sampled in the initial
path. Then, a method for optimizing collision-free trajectories
by jointly optimizing position and orientation is proposed to
achieve faster and better trajectories for bi-copter UAVs with
a rectangular shape. Simulation and real-world experiments
were conducted on bi-copters of different sizes in narrow
environments to validate the reliability and robustness of the
proposed method. In the future, we plan to extend the proposed
method to more complicated height variant tight spaces in
R(3)×SO(2).
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Fig. 8: Real-world experiments of the proposed method with different sized bi-copter. (a): Bi-copter with size of 0.15m×0.4m.
(b): Bi-copter with size of 0.2m×0.5m.
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