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Safe Navigation in Dynamic Environments using
Density Functions

Sriram S. K. S. Narayanan, Joseph Moyalan, and Umesh Vaidya

Abstract— This work uses density functions for safe
navigation in dynamic environments. The dynamic environ-
ment consists of time-varying obstacles as well as time-
varying target sets. We propose an analytical construction
of time-varying density functions to solve these navigation
problems. The proposed approach leads to a time-varying
feedback controller obtained as a positive gradient of the
density function. This paper’s main contribution is provid-
ing convergence proof using the analytically constructed
density function for safe navigation in the presence of
a dynamic obstacle set and time-varying target set. The
results are the first of this kind developed for a system
with integrator dynamics and open up the possibility for
application to systems with more complex dynamics using
methods based on control density function and inverse
kinematic-based control design. We present the application
of the developed approach for collision avoidance in multi-
agent systems and robotic systems. While the theoretical
results are produced for first-order integrator systems, we
demonstrate how the framework can be applied for systems
with non-trivial dynamics, such as Dubin’s car model and
fully actuated Euler-Lagrange system with robotics appli-
cations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Safe navigation in dynamic environments is a fundamental
challenge in robotics and autonomous systems [1], [2]. The
objective is to find a safe trajectory that the system must follow
to reach a target (or track a target trajectory) while avoiding
dynamic obstacles. Over the years, several methodologies have
been developed to address these challenges effectively, such as
sample-based methods, gradient-based methods, optimization-
based methods, and reachable set computations [3].

Sample-based algorithms like Rapidly-exploring Random
Trees (RRT) and Probabilistic Roadmaps (PRM) are widely
used in navigation problems due to their flexibility and effi-
ciency in high-dimensional spaces. RRT* introduced optimal-
ity by ensuring asymptotic convergence to the best possible
path, while extensions like RRT-Connect improve speed and
scalability. The effectiveness of these methods for dynamic
environments has been studied in [4]–[6]. However, they do
not provide any safety guarantees.

Gradient-based methods are praised for their computational
speed and suitability for real-time applications. Still, they may
require careful tuning of parameters and cost functions to
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ensure effectiveness and safety in complex, dynamic scenarios.
These methods often use potential fields where attractive
forces guide the robot toward the goal and repulsive forces
push it away from obstacles. The Artificial Potential Field
(APF) approach introduced in [7] is a seminal work in this
domain, enabling real-time obstacle avoidance through the
computation of artificial forces. Despite their simplicity and
computational efficiency, APF methods are prone to issues
such as local minima and oscillations in dynamic environ-
ments. To address these shortcomings, subsequent works have
proposed enhancements like the Virtual Force Field (VFF)
[8] and the Navigation Function approach [9]. Navigation
functions are topologically constructed to provide safety and
convergence guarantees, but limitations exist on the possible
construction of navigation functions through the limited dif-
feomorphic mapping to a sphere world. Under dynamic envi-
ronmental constraints, [10], [11] formally extended navigation
functions to time-varying targets. Next, the social force model
(SFM) [12] was originally developed to simulate pedestrian
dynamics. This model treats pedestrians as particles influenced
by social forces, including attraction to the goal and repulsion
from obstacles and other pedestrians. The Social Force Model
has been extended to various robotic applications, particularly
in environments where human-robot interactions are prominent
[13].

In recent years, Control Barrier Function (CBF) methods
have emerged as a powerful approach for ensuring safety
in dynamic environments [14]–[16]. In [17], CBFs combined
with Control Lyapunov Functions (CLFs) in quadratic pro-
grams were used to manage nonholonomic mobile robots
navigating through dynamic obstacles. Their work highlights
how CBFs can enforce safety constraints in real-time, en-
suring collision avoidance while maintaining desirable robot
performance. Similarly, [18]–[20] explores multiagent systems
where CBF-based controllers are employed to address the
collision avoidance problem. They provide insights into how
CBFs can be adapted for complex multiagent scenarios, ensur-
ing safety guarantees even under challenging conditions. These
studies underscore the versatility and robustness of CBFs
for safe navigation, demonstrating their potential for real-
world applications involving dynamic obstacles and multiple
interacting agents. While CBFs ensure safety, they do not
guarantee convergence, making it necessary to augment them
with CLFs to achieve both safety and stability. Finding suitable
Lyapunov functions can be challenging. Further, constructing
CBFs is not trivial, as it requires careful design to account for
system dynamics and safety constraints [21].
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Fig. 1. (a) Density function defined on an environment with a circular
unsafe set and a point target, (b) Corresponding occupancy measure
obtained using trajectories from 100 initial conditions sampled within the
initial set. (color bar is in log scale)

Reachability-based methods play a crucial role in ensuring
safe navigation in dynamic environments by precomputing the
set of all states a system can reach within a given time frame.
Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) reachability analysis is a verification
method that computes the reach-avoid set, which encompasses
the states from which a system can safely reach a target while
adhering to time-varying constraints [22]. This approach has
been effectively applied in various contexts. For instance, [23]
demonstrated its utility in stochastic environments, combining
HJ reachability with potential fields for dynamic obstacle
avoidance. Moreover, [24] and [25] refined these methods
for efficient path planning and provably safe navigation in
uncertain environments. Recent advancements, such as multi-
time reachability by [26], further enhance its applicability in
complex scenarios with time-varying obstacles and constraints.
These studies underscore the versatility and efficiency of HJ
reachability in addressing safety and navigation challenges in
dynamic environments. However, computing reachable sets
can be computationally expensive for large-dimension sys-
tems. Although HJ-reachability is optimal, providing safety
guarantees is nontrivial. In contrast, the density-based ap-
proach proposed in this work leads to a feedback controller
that prioritizes safety over optimality and can be scaled easily
for high-dimensional systems.

Alternatively, the navigation problem can be formulated in
the dual space of density. It has been shown that density
functions can be jointly viewed as both a safety certificate
and a weaker notion of convergence, enabling the synthesis
of safe controllers for navigation. [27]–[30]. [31] introduced a
convex formulation using the navigation measure to synthesize
safe controllers for the navigation problem. These works were
extended to data-driven methods using linear transfer opera-
tors for navigation under safety constraints [32]–[34]. More
recently, [35] proposed an analytically constructed density
function to synthesize a controller that jointly solves the
obstacle avoidance and convergence problem [35]. By having
a physically intuitive interpretation of occupation through
density and, therefore, navigation, [35] was able to exploit
this to design an analytical feedback controller that solves the
almost everywhere navigation (a.e.) problem.

The main contributions of this work are outlined below.
We provide an analytical construction of density functions for
time-varying obstacles (with static targets) and time-varying
target trajectories (with static obstacles). We provide a feed-
back controller with theoretical safety guarantees and almost
everywhere convergence for both cases using the analytically
constructed density function. To the best of the author’s
knowledge, this is the first rigorous convergence proof for the
time-varying unsafe case. We demonstrate the application of
the developed framework on density-based safe control design
for multi-agent collision avoidance and safe trajectory tracking
for robotic systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the preliminaries and illustrate the use of density
functions for a.e. navigation in static environments. In Section
III, we introduce the problem statements and provide the
main results for a.e. safe navigation in dynamic environments.
Specifically, we provide theorems to guarantee safety under
dynamic obstacles (with static targets) and dynamic targets
(with static obstacles). In Section IV, we show applications
of the proposed approach with a single integrator system in
dynamic environments, multi-agent collision avoidance (with
comparisons to the social force model), and safe trajectory
tracking for a two-link planar robotic arm. Finally, in Section
V, we provide concluding remarks for this work.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Notations: We use Rn to denote the n dimensional Euclidean
space. x ∈ Rn denotes a vector of system states, u ∈ Rm is
a vector of control inputs. Let X ⊂ Rn be a bounded subset
that denotes the workspace for the robot. X0, XT , Xuk

⊂ X,
for k = 1, . . . , L denote the initial, target, and unsafe sets,
respectively. Next, we use xT ∈ XT to denote a static target
point and xT (t) to denote the trajectory of a time-varying
target. For simplicity, we assume xT = 0 for static target
scenarios. Xu = ∪Lk=1Xuk

defines the unsafe set and Xs :=
X\Xu defines the safe set. We use Ck(X) to denote the space
of all k-times differentiable functions of x. We define the set
X1 := X \ Bδ , where Bδ is the δ neighborhood of the origin
for arbitrary small δ. We use M(X) to denote the space of
all measures on X and m(·) to denote the Lebesgue measure.
1A(x) denotes the indicator function for set A ⊂ X. Further,
let ∥x∥ denote the 2-norm of a vector x.

Density functions are a physically intuitive way to solve
almost everywhere (a.e.) safe navigation (with respect to the
Lebesgue measure) presented in Problem 1. In this paper, we
define safe trajectories for a system as the ones that have
zero occupancy in the unsafe set Xu. The formal definition of
occupancy used in this paper is defined below.

Definition 1: (Occupancy of a set) Let A ⊂ X be a
measurable set. The occupancy of the system trajectories x(t)
with intial condition x, in the set A while traversing from the
initial set X0 ∋ x to the target set XT is defined as

µ(A) :=

∫ ∞

0

∫
X

1A(x(t))1X0
(x)dx dt (1)

The occupancy measure as defined in (1) was introduced
in [31] as a navigation measure for solving a.e. navigation



SRIRAM et al.: SAFE NAVIGATION IN DYNAMIC ENVIRONMENTS USING DENSITY FUNCTIONS 3

problem for a discrete-time dynamical system. Using the
physical interpretation of occupancy, it follows that if the
measure is zero on a particular set, then that set will not be
occupied and hence traversed by the system trajectories. Under
the assumption, that the measure is continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue,
then following the Radon–Nikodym theorem, one can define a
density function. The construction of such a density function
for safe navigation in a dynamic environment is the focus of
this paper.

In Fig 1a. we show a plot of such a density function and
the associated dynamics induced by the density function. We
see that the system trajectories have zero occupancy on the
unsafe set Xu and a maximum occupancy in the target set
XT . So, by ensuring that the navigation density is zero on
the unsafe set and maximum at the target set, it is possible to
induce dynamics whereby the system trajectories will reach
the desired target set while avoiding the unsafe set. We
exploit this occupancy-based interpretation in the construction
of analytical density functions for navigation in a dynamic
environment consisting of time-varying obstacles and targets
set in Section III-A.

Definition 2: [Almost everywhere (a.e.) stability] The target
set XT of the system is said to be a.e. stable w.r.t. measure
µ0 ∈ M(X) if

µ0{x ∈ X : lim
t→∞

x(t) /∈ XT } = 0. (2)

A. Safe Navigation with Static Obstacles and Static
Target

In [35], an analytical construction of density function, ρ(x),
was provided for safe navigation in an environment consisting
of static obstacle sets. Specifically, the density function pro-
posed in [35] can be used for obstacle avoidance while also
satisfying the convergence to the target set properties. For a
2D single integrator system defined by ẋ = u, the control
law given by the positive gradient of the density function,
i.e., u = ∇ρ(x) will guarantee almost everywhere (a.e.) safe
navigation, i.e., the system trajectories will converge to the
target set XT while avoiding the unsafe set Xu. We provide
an example to demonstrate the convergence and avoidance
properties of such a controller.

Example 1 (Static Unsafe Set and Target): Consider the
integrator dynamics ẋ = u with control law u = ∇ρ(x)
(i.e., positive gradient of density function). The environment
is defined with the target set at xT = [10, 0] with three
circular unsafe sets Xu1

, Xu2
and Xu3

each with radius
r = 1. The radius of the sensing region for each obstacle is
given by sk as shown in Fig. 2a. Note that we show two
solution trajectories obtained with sk1 = 2 and sk2 = 2.5
respectively. It can be seen that both trajectories to the target
while avoiding unsafe sets.

Fig. 2b shows the value of the density function ρ(x) along
the solution trajectory. Note that ρ(x) > θ > 0 ∀ t, i.e., the
trajectories never enter the unsafe set as ρ(x) = 0 on the
unsafe set. Further, ρ(x) is the maximum near the target. This
matches with the occupancy-based interpretation of density
functions provided in [35]. The main contribution of this work
is to provide the solution to a.e. safe navigation problem in

Fig. 2. Static Unsafe Set and Target: (a) Solution trajectory (red)
obtained using the density-based controller and (b) the corresponding
value of ρ(x).

a dynamic environment consisting of time-varying obstacles
and target sets. Furthermore, we demonstrate the application of
the developed framework for multi-agent a.e. safe navigation
problems.

III. DYNAMIC ALMOST EVERYWHERE SAFE NAVIGATION

In this section, we define the safe navigation problem with
time-varying unsafe and target set.

Problem 1 (Dynamic Almost Everywhere Safe Navigation):
Consider the first-order integrator dynamics of the form

ẋ = u. (3)

The objective is to design a feedback control input u =
k(t,x), possibly time-varying, to drive the trajectories of (3)
from a.e. 1 (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure) initial condition from the
initial set X0 to a time-varying target set xT while avoiding
time-varying unsafe set Xuk

for k = 1, . . . , L. We assume
that either the unsafe sets Xuk

(t) or xT (t) are time-varying.
Remark 1: While the results are developed for first-order

integrator dynamics, in our simulation section, we demonstrate
how the results can be generalized to important classes of
dynamics that arise in robotics applications such as Dubin’s
car model and for systems for which controller can be designed
using inverse kinematics.

Assumption 1: In the construction of the density function
for a.e. navigation in a dynamic environment, it is assumed that
the controller has information about the time-varying unsafe
and target set.

Remark 2: While the theoretical results are developed for
the case where the complete information of the dynamic en-
vironment is available in the construction of density function,
we will demonstrate through the simulation example how

1In the rest of the paper it is implicitly assumed that a.e. is w.r.t. Lebesgue
measure unless stated otherwise.
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the theory can be applied for the cases where only local
information is available.

A. Construction of Time-varying Density Functions

We exploit the occupancy-based interpretation of density
in constructing analytical expressions for time-varying density
functions. For each time-varying obstacle k, we start with
constructing the unsafe set Xuk

(t), where the boundary of
the unsafe set is described in terms of the zero-level set
of a function. Let hk(t,x) : Rn −→ R be a continuous
scalar-valued function for k = 1, . . . , L such that the set
{x ∈ X : hk(t,x) = 0} defines the boundary of each unsafe
set Xuk

. Thus, the unsafe set Xuk
(t) is defined as follows

Xuk
(t) := {x ∈ X : hk(t,x) ≤ 0}. (4)

For a well-defined obstacle set, we assume that the level set
of hk(t,x) is connected. For example, a circular obstacle with
center at ck and radius rk, the unsafe set Xuk

(t) is defined as

Xuk
(t) = {x ∈ X : ∥x− ck(t)∥≤ rk}. (5)

Next, for each obstacle, we define a sensing region Xsk(t)
with radius sk that encloses the unsafe set Xuk

(t). Inside
this region, the robot starts to react to the unsafe set. Let
sk(t,x) : Rn −→ R be a continuous scalar-valued function for
k = 1, . . . , L such that the set {x ∈ X : sk(t,x) = 0} defines
the boundary of this sensing region. Then, the sensing region
can be defined as

Xsk(t) := {x ∈ X : sk(t,x) ≤ 0} \Xuk
(t). (6)

Again we assume that the level set of the function sk(t,x) is
connected. A circular sensing region for circular unsafe sets
can be defined as

Xsk(t) = {x ∈ X : ∥x− ck(t)∥≤ sk} \Xuk
(t). (7)

This sensing region plays a crucial role in extending the pro-
posed framework where global information about the unsafe
is assumed to be available in the case when only local infor-
mation inside the sensing region is used for safe navigation.

Next, we define an inverse bump function Ψk(t,x), which
is a smooth C∞ function that captures the geometry of the
unsafe set Xuk

(t) and can be constructed using the following
sequence of functions. We first define an elementary C∞

function f as follows [36]

f(τ) =

{
exp (−1

τ ), τ > 0

0, τ ≤ 0

where τ ∈ R. Next, we construct a smooth version of a step
function f̄ from f as follows

f̄(τ) =
(1− θ)f(τ)

f(τ) + f(1− τ)
+ θ (8)

To incorporate the geometry of Xuk
(t) and Xsk(t), we define

a change of variables such that

ϕk(x− ck(t)) = f̄
(∥x− ck(t)∥2−r2k

s2k − r2k

)
. (9)

The resulting function Φk(t,x) take the following form,

Ψk(x− ck(t)) :=


θ, x ∈ Xuk

(t)

ϕk(x− ck(t)), x ∈ Xsk(t)

1, otherwise

. (10)

Remark 3: For notation convenience, we will simply write
Ψk(x−ck(t)) as Ψk(t,x), however later in the proof of one of
the main results, we will use this specific form of the inverse
bump function Ψk(t,x). When x is outside the sensing region,
i.e., x /∈ Xsk , we have Ψ = 1 and hence both the first and
second derivatives of Ψ w.r.t. x are zero. Further, Ψk(x, t)
makes a smooth transition from 0 < θ << 1 to 1 inside the
sensing region. α, θ, and sk are scalar tuning parameters that
can be used to obtain trajectories with the desired behavior.

The above construction of function Ψk is used to ensure
that the system trajectory will have zero occupancy on the
unsafe set. To ensure that the system dynamics are attracted
to the target set, we introduce a distance function, V (x). The
distance function can be chosen to adapt to the geometry of the
underlying configuration space of the system. For a Euclidean
space with x ∈ Rn, we pick V (x) = ∥x∥2 (since the target
is assumed to be at the origin). Note that in Euclidean space,
the simple distance function will work as the dynamics are
assumed to be integrators. The construction of an appropriate
distance function for the system with drift remains a challenge
but is not the focus of this paper. We define a density function
for safe navigation with time-varying unsafe sets as follows.

Definition 3 (Dynamic unsafe set and static target set):
The navigation density function for the case of dynamic
unsafe set and static target set is defined as

ρo(t,x) =

∏L
k=1 Ψk(t,x)

(V (x) + κ)α
=

Ψ(t,x)

V1(x)α
. (11)

where V1(x) = V (x) + κ for some constant κ > 0 to ensure
that the denominator is bounded away from zero.

For representing dynamic target sets, we next introduce
a distance function, V (t,x), which measures the distance
from x to the target set. The explicit time dependence of the
distance function V reflects the fact that the target set could
be dynamic. For a Euclidean space with x ∈ Rn, we pick
V (t,x) = ∥x−xT (t)∥2, where xT (t) is the known dynamics
of the target set.

Definition 4 (Dynamic target set and static unsafe set):
The navigation density function for this case is defined as

ρT (t,x) =

∏L
k=1 Ψk(x)

(V (t,x) + κ)α
=

Ψ(x)

V1(t,x)α
. (12)

where V1(t,x) = V (t,x) + κ for some constant κ > 0. Here,
Ψk(x) is as given in 10 with ck(t) replaced with ck a constant
independent of time.

The construction of this density function consists of two
parts. The Ψ(t,x) or Ψ(x) captures the information of the
unsafe set, and V (x) encodes the information of the target
set. The function Ψ(t,x) is essentially a zero one function,
taking small value θ inside the unsafe set and making a smooth
transition from θ to one within the sensing region. This is
crucial as this means that the information about the unsafe
set is not known globally but only inside the sensing region
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Fig. 3. Inverse bump function Ψ(x) (a) top view showing contours and
(b) 3D view.

(6). This observation is crucial when we demonstrate the
application of the developed framework for collision avoidance
in multi-agent systems with local information of the other
agents (see Section IV-B).

Remark 4: Static unsafe set and static target set will be the
special case of the construction procedure outlined above. In
particular, for the case when the unsafe set is static, ck(t) can
be replaced with ck (i.e., independent of time), signifying the
center of the unsafe set. Similarly, the static target set will be
the special case of the time-varying target case.

Next, we make the following assumptions.
Assumption 2:
1. We assume that the distance between the initial set, the

unsafe sets, and the target set are all bounded away from
zero by some positive constant.

2. We assume that the obstacle sets Xuk
for k = 1, . . . , L

are inside the bounded subset of X1.
3. For time-varying obstacle case, we assume that for

all k = 1, . . . , L, ck(t) and ċk(t) are continuous and
bounded functions for all t ≥ 0.

4. In the sensing region, i.e., x ∈ Xsk , we assume the
following uniform bounds independent of x and for all
t ≥ 0. ∣∣∣∣∂Ψ∂t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ cΨt∣∣∣∣ ∂Ψ∂xj
∣∣∣∣ ≤ c̄Ψx

,

∣∣∣∣∣∂2Ψ

∂x2
j

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c̄Ψx2 , j = 1, . . . , n.

5. For all x ∈ X1, and for all t ≥ 0, we assume

∂2V

∂x2
j

≤ d̄Vx2 , dV ∥x∥2≤ V ≤ d̄V ∥x∥2,

dVx
∥x∥≤

∣∣∣∣ ∂V∂xj
∣∣∣∣ ≤ d̄Vx

∥x∥, j = 1, . . . , n.

6. For time-varying target case, we assume that xT (t) and
ẋT (t) are continuous and bounded functions for all t ≥
0.

Remark 5: The uniform bounds on the function Ψ in the
sensing region can be assumed as all the obstacle sets and
hence the sensing region is bounded. Furthermore, the function
Ψ makes a smooth transition from θ to one. Similarly, the

bounds on the distance function V assume that the distance
function is bounded from above and below by a quadratic
function of x.

B. Dynamic Almost Everywhere Safe Navigation using
Time-varying Density Functions

In this section, we prove the main results of this paper on
the convergence proof for the dynamic unsafe and target set
with the proposed construction of density functions in Eqs.
(11) and (12) respectively.

1) Dynamic Unsafe Set: Given the construction of ρo(t,x)
in (11) for dynamic unsafe set, we design a controller u =
k(t,x) as the positive gradient of ρo(t,x), i.e.,

ẋ = k(t,x) = β∇ρo(t,x)

= β

(
− α

V α+1
1

∂V

∂x

L∏
k=1

Ψk(t,x) +
1

V α
1

∂

∂x

L∏
k=1

Ψk(t,x)

)⊤

.

(13)

where β is a positive constant and ρo is as given in Eq. (11).
The role of the positive constants β and α will be clarified in
the proof of the main theorems of this paper.

Remark 6: The system dynamics for the dynamic unsafe
set given by (13) is locally asymptotically stable. Following
Assumption 2.1, the system dynamics in the small neighbor-
hood of the origin for a time-varying unsafe set is reduced
to

ẋ = β

(
− α

V1(x)α+1

∂V

∂x

)⊤

.

Let V (x), the distance function be the Lyapunov function, we
have

V̇ =
∂V

∂x
β

(
− α

V α+1
1

∂V

∂x

)⊤

< 0

The local stability then follows using results from [37]. With
no loss of generality, we can assume that the Bδ is a neigh-
borhood of the origin where the system is locally stable.
The following theorem shows the results for safe navigation
with a dynamic unsafe set.

Theorem 1 (Dynamic Unsafe Set): Under Assumption 2,
there exists α, β and θ such that the dynamical system given
in (13) with the density function defined in equation (11) will
solve the a.e. navigation problem as stated in Problem 1 with
time-varying unsafe sets and static target sets.

Proof: The proof of this theorem is included in the
Appendix.

2) Dynamic Target Set: Similarly, for tracking the time-
varying target in the presence of static unsafe sets we proposed
the following dynamics.

ẋ = k(x, t) = β∇ρT (t,x) + ẋT (t) (14)

where again ρT is as defined in Eq. (12) and β is a positive
constant. Notice that for the time-varying target case, we have
system dynamics forced by ẋT (t).

Remark 7: The closed-loop system in (14) will asymptoti-
cally track the target trajectory, xT (t) for all initial condition
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x in the small neighborhood of xT (t). Again following As-
sumption 2.1, the system dynamics in the small neighborhood
of xT (t) for a time-varying target case is reduced to

ẋ = β

(
− α

V1(x)α+1

∂V

∂x

)
+ ẋT

= − 2αβ

(∥x− xT ∥2+κ)α+1
(x− xT ) + ẋT (15)

substituting e = x− xT and ė = ẋ− ẋT in (15), we get

ė = −Kpe (16)

where

Kp =
2αβ

(∥e∥2+κ)α+1
·

Since Kp is uniformly bounded away from zero, we can
conclude from (16) that e → 0 as t → ∞. Therefore, the
solution of the closed-loop system in (14) will track the desired
trajectory xT for all initial conditions starting inside the small
neighborhood of xT .

The following theorem shows the results for safe navigation
with a dynamic target set.

Theorem 2 (Dynamic Target Set): Under Assumption 2,
there exists α, β and θ such that the dynamical system given
in (14) with the density function defined in equation (12) will
solve the a.e. navigation problem as stated in Problem 1 with
static unsafe sets and time-varying target sets.

Proof: Consider the change of coordinates given by
y(t) = x − xT (t) for the time-varying target case system
in (14). Therefore,

ẏ = β∇ρT (t,y + xT (t)) (17)

Now recalling the definition of ρT (t,x) and using the fact that
V (x, t) = ∥x− xT (t)∥2, it follows that

ρT (t,y + xT (t)) =
Ψ(y + xT (t))

V (y)α
(18)

Now, recalling Remark 3, we can rewrite (18) as follows:

ρT (t,y + xT (t)) =
Ψ(y − (−xT (t)))

V (y)α

= ρo(t,y)

Therefore, we can rewrite (17) as follows:

ẏ = β∇ρo(t,y) (19)

Now, using Theorem 1 for (19), we can show that the solution
of (19) will converge to the target at the origin in the y-
coordinates while avoiding unsafe sets. This ensures that the
solution of (14) will converge to xT (t) in the x-coordinates
while avoiding unsafe sets. Similarly, since y ∈ X1 for all
t ≥ 0 (Assumption 2.5), the appropriate range of α and β are
given by (54) and (59) respectively.

IV. SIMULATIONS RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to verify
the theoretical framework developed in this paper. All the
simulations are conducted on an Intel Core i9-12900K CPU
and 32 GB of RAM with a simulation timestep of 0.1 s. Im-
plementation details can be found at https://github.com/sriram-
2502/time˙varying˙density

A. Dynamic Unsafe Set

The first example is for time-varying obstacle sets. Given the
initial condition X0 = [0, 0] and a static target xT = [10, 0],
the objective is to converge to the target while avoiding time-
varying unsafe sets (Xuk

for k = 1, . . . , 4). The trajectory of
the center ck(t) of each obstacle is defined as follows

c1(t) = [2, 0.25t], c2(t) = [4, 7− 0.2t]

c3(t) = [6 + 0.1 sin(t), 0.15t− 6], c4(t) = [8, 5− 0.12t].

Each obstacle is modeled as a circular disk with a radius
rk = 0.75 with the sensing radius of sk = 1.5 as defined in (5)
and (7) respectively. We use Theorem 1 to define the density-
based controller for this system. For this example we add input
constraints, u ∈ [−umax,umax] where umax is the bound
on control. Without formality, we constrain the control when
||u||∞> umax by normalizing the control as

(
u

||u||∞

)
umax.

Fig. 4a shows snapshots of the system trajectories avoiding
each obstacle and converging to the target. The trajectories
avoid each obstacle Xuk

(labeled 1, . . . , 4) at t = 17 s, 20 s,
34 s, and 37 s, respectively.

Fig. 4b shows the distance between the system trajectory
and obstacles dk = ∥x−Xuk

∥ over time. It can be seen that
this distance is always greater than zero for all time, indicating
that the system trajectories never enter the unsafe set. The
corresponding control inputs are shown in 4c. Note that the
control inputs stay within the bounds defined by umax = 2.

B. Collision Avoidance in Multi-agent Systems

In this section, we demonstrate the application of the
proposed density-based controller to a multi-agent collision
avoidance problem. Let xj for j = 1, . . . , N be the state of
the N agents. Let Xuk

be the region around the agent xk
where no other agent can enter. Xuk

can be the physical space
that the agent occupies, in which case xk is the center of the
Xuk

or a safe bubble around the agent xk. We assume this
region to be circular as defined in (5). Similarly, we define
the sensing region around Xuk

(t) denoted by Xsk(t) where
other agents, xi̸=k(t) can sense the presence of agent xk(t)
for i, k = 1, . . . , N using (7).

In the following, we provide the construction of density
functions for multi-agent systems. Let ρj(t,xj) be the density
function of jth agent. We have the following construction of
the density function.

ρj(t,xj) =
Φj(t,xj)

V j
1 (xj)

(20)

https://github.com/sriram-2502/time_varying_density
https://github.com/sriram-2502/time_varying_density
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Fig. 4. Dynamic Unsafe Set: Snapshots of the system trajectory (red)
converging to the target (green) while avoiding time-varying obstacles
(gray).

where Φj(t,xj) is of the form

Φj(t,xj) =

N∏
k ̸=j

Ψjk(t,xk) (21)

where Ψjk(t,xk) is defined as follows

Ψjk(t,xk) :=


θ, xj ∈ Xuk

(t)

ϕk(xj − xk(t)), xj ∈ Xsk(t)

1, otherwise

. (22)

The function ϕk(xj−xk(t)) is as defined in (9). The function
V j
1 (xj) encodes the target information zj for the agent xj and

can be defined as follows

V j
1 (xj) =

1

∥xj − zj∥α+κ
(23)

for some constant κ > 0. The function ϕk(xj − xk(t)) is as
defined in (9).

The regions, Xuk
(t) and Xsk(t) play a role similar to

the regions defined in (4) and (6) as the dynamic agent
xk(t) for acts as a time-varying obstacle to jth agent for
k = 1, . . . , N ̸= j. The dynamics of the jth agent is then
given by

ẋj = β∇ρj(t,xj) (24)

for j = 1, . . . , N .

Remark 8: It is important to emphasize that while the
construction of the density function ρj(t,xj) in Eq. (20)
involves the knowledge of all the agents, the construction of
function, Ψjk and ϕk in Eqs. (21) and (22) is such that the
individual agents do not need to know the states of other agents
until the sensing regions of the two agents collide. Hence, the
collision avoidance dynamics can be executed in a distributed
manner without having access to the global information of all
the agents.

Next, we set up an example to simulate an intersection
where the agents have to avoid collision with each other
while reaching their target. Consider six agents whose internal
dynamics are given by

ẋj = vj cos δj , ẏj = vj cos δj , δ̇j = ωj

for j = 1, . . . , 6. Here, the control inputs are vj and ωj , which
are the linear and angular velocities of agent j, respectively.

We use the integrator dynamics defined in (24) where xj =
[xj , yj ] and uj = [ujx , ujy ]. The density function for each
agent is defined using (11), where every other agent is modeled
as a disk. Then, vj and ωj can be obtained as follows

vj =
√
u2
jx

+ u2
jy
, ωj =

˙̃
δj −K(δj − δ̃j),

where K > 0 is a positive gain and δ̃ = tan−1
(
ujy

ujx

)
. The

control ω is designed such that the error
(
δ − δ̃

)
tends to zero

asymptotically. This can be shown using a Lyapunov function

as V = 1
2

(
δ − δ̃

)2
.

Fig. 5 presents snapshots of six agents navigating an inter-
section and reaching their targets. Each agent is depicted as a
solid circle, with a larger, transparent circle representing their
sensing region. For clarity, we show the sensing region of each
agent only in the first timestamp. Each agent’s start and target
positions are marked by a solid point and a hollow circle (with
corresponding colors), respectively. The trajectories are shown
as dashed lines, and the heading angles are indicated by solid
lines extending from the agents.

In scenario 1 (top row), all agents are modeled as disks
with a radius rj = 0.5 and a circular sensing radius of sj = 2.
Around t = 3 s, agents 5 and 6 resolve a conflict by executing
circular maneuvers. The other agents initially slow down and
resolve their conflict by performing circular maneuvers around
t = 7 s before converging on their targets after t = 9s. In
scenario 2 (bottom row), agents 5 and 6 have a radius of r5 = 1
and r6 = 1, respectively. The corresponding sensing radius is
set to s5 = 3 and s6 = 3, respectively. Agents 1 and 2 slow
down initially and resolve conflicts around t = 7 s. The larger
agents (agents 5 and 6) push the smaller agents (agents 2
and 4) away from their shortest path trajectory (see timestamp
t = 4 s) before converging to the target. Eventually, agents 2
and 3 perform a course correction maneuver around t = 7 s
and resolve their conflicts around t = 10 s before converging
to their respective targets.

Remark 9: Since the convergence of each agent is with
respect to almost everywhere sense, as defined by Definiton
2, there is still a possibility of gridlock. This arises when
the initial condition of agent j lies in its zero-measure set.
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Fig. 5. Multi-agent Collision Avoidance: Snapshots of interactions between six agents navigating an intersection while avoiding gridlock. Scenario
1 (top row) shows six identical agents, and Scenario 2 (bottom row) shows agents 5 and 6 having twice the radius as the other agents.

Obtaining theoretical guarantees for avoiding gridlock is left
for future work.

1) Comparison with Social Force Model: This section com-
pares the simulation results for multi-agent collision avoid-
ance obtained using our proposed approach with the social
force model (SFM), which is a popular model for simulating
collective human behavior [12].

For this comparison, we set up a scenario with four agents
where each agent has to swap positions with the opposite
agent. The agents are modeled as a disk of radius rj = 0.75
using double integrator dynamic given by

ẋj = vj , v̇j = uj .

where xj ∈ R2 and vj ∈ R2. First, we use the SFM to
define the control for this system. This force-based method is
used to represent human motion as a sum of desired forces,
fdj and repulsive forces, frj (as described in [13]).

uj = uSFMj := fdj + frj (25)

Next, we design a density-based controller for double inte-
grator dynamics as follows

uρj (t,xj) =
d

dt
(β∇ρj(t,xj))−K (vj − β∇ρj(t,xj)) (26)

where K > 0. The stability of this controller can be verified
using the Lyapunov function V = 1

2 (vj − β∇ρ(t,xj))
2.

Fig. 6 shows snapshots of the interaction between the four
agents (with unit mass and radius of 0.75) as they avoid
conflict and converge to the target. In the top row, each agent

uses the density-based controller uρj . We construct the density
function ρj(t,xj) as defined in (20). For each agent, we use
rj = 0.75, sj = 2 in the construction of Φj(t,xj)) and define
V j
1 = ∥xj−zj∥2. Further, we use α = 0.2 and β = 20, K = 1.

The agents approach the conflict region at around t = 3 s and
execute a circular maneuver to resolve the conflict at t = 4.5
s before converging to the target at t = 5.5 s. The bottom row
shows the multi-agent interaction when each agent executes
the SFM-based controller uSFMj . We model each agent as
identical circular disks with rj = 0.75, rk = 0.75, and a
sensing distance of dH = 2. Further, we use Aj = 2000,
Bj = 0.08, κ1 = 1.2× 105 and κ2 = 2.4× 105.

While resolving conflicts, the SFM-based controller leads to
oscillations (see timestamp t = 2.5 s, bottom row) since the
agents behave like particles, while the density-based controller
results in smooth trajectories (see timestamp t = 4.5 s, top
row). Further, to the best of our knowledge, the SFM model
does not provide any theoretical guarantees for ensuring safety
and convergence.

C. Robotic Arm Trajectory Tracking

In this section, we extend the density-based controller
proposed in Theorem 2 to fully actuated robotic systems
whose dynamics can be expressed using the Euler-Lagrange
equations. Consider an unconstrained system with q and q̇
being the position and velocity states respectively. Let Q be the
configuration manifold of the robot and q ∈ Q. For a two-link
planar robotic arm, q ∈ S1 ×S1 represents the angle position
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Fig. 6. Comparison with social force model: The agents using the density-based controller resolve conflicts and converge to the target smoothly
(top row), while the SFM-based controller can lead to oscillations (bottom row).

of each link. Let M(q) be the inertia matrix and H(q, q̇)
represent the Coriolis and gravity effects on the system. The
dynamics of the system can defined as follows

M(q)q̈+H(q, q̇) = uρ(t,q, q̇) (27)

The typical approach involves a hierarchical structure that
separates navigation into two stages: motion planning and con-
trol. In motion planning, the task is to determine a collision-
free path or trajectory through the feasible configuration space,
starting from an initial state and ending at a desired goal.
This trajectory serves as the input for the control stage, where
several existing methods, such as model predictive control,
can be used to design appropriate control actions to follow
the planned path, ensuring dynamic feasibility.

In the following, we outline how the proposed density-based
approach can be used as a motion plan for such systems.
We first construct a time-varying density function in the
configuration space ρq as follows

ρq(t,q) =
ΠLk=1Ψ(q)

(Vq(t,q))
α (28)

ρ0q (t,q) =
ΠLk=1Ψ(q)

(Vq(t,q) + κ)
α (29)

where Vq(t,q) is a distance function that encodes the tar-
get trajectory (defined based on the underlying configuration
space), Ψk(q) are inverse bump functions used to represent the
obstacles in the configuration space. Next, we generate a safe
path that avoids static obstacles while tracking a time-varying

target as a solution to the following system

q̇ = ∇ρ0q (t,q) (30)

The solution q(t) can serve as the safe motion plan in
designing safe navigation frameworks. This approach has been
successfully employed for the safe navigation of quadruped
robots and ground vehicles in [34], [38], [39].

Next, we use a two-link robotic arm to track a time-varying
target while avoiding static unsafe sets. The system’s dynamics
can be given by (27). The mass and length of each link are
set to unity. We assume that the system is fully actuated (i.e.,
there is a torque input at both joints), and the obstacles are
present only in the position states.

To construct the density functions, the task space obstacles
(circular with a radius of 0.2) are mapped to configuration
space and approximated using inverse bump functions. Further,
we use the following storage function

Vq(t,q) =
(
1− cos(q̄1)

)2
+
(
1− cos(q̄2)

)2
,

where q̄i = qi−qiT (t), and construct the density function using
(28). Here [q1T (t), q2T (t)] represents the target trajectory. The
objective is to track the trajectory of a time-varying target (in
task space) given by xT (t) = [0.5 + sin(t), −0.6− cos(t)].

First, a safe path for this system should be designed that
avoids all the unsafe sets while tracking a time-varying target.
Specifically, the motion plan is obtained as a solution to the
system ˙̂q = β∇ρ0q (t, q̂). Next, we define a density-based
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Fig. 7. Robotic Arm Trajectory Tracking with safety: Snapshots
of the robot (red) tracking a time-varying target xT (t) (green) while
avoiding the unsafe set Xu.

inverse dynamics controller given by

uρ = M(q)

(
q̈d(t)−Kpe(t)−Kvė(t)

)
+H(q, q̇) (31)

where e(t) := q(t) − qd(t) and ė(t) := q̇(t) − q̇d(t), qd(t)
is the desired reference trajectory which is obtained from the
motion plan. Kp and Kv are constant gain matrices.

Using the controller defined in (31), the system dynamics
defined in (27) reduces to

ë+Kvė+Kpe = 0. (32)

Hence, by choosing Kp > 0 and Kv > 0, it can be easily
verified that the above system is asymptotically stable, i.e.,
the tracking errors e and ė go to zero asymptotically.

Remark 10: Note that the system’s safety is not guaranteed
if the system is only asymptotically stable. However, with
large enough gains and a suitable Lyapunov function, it can
be shown that the system is exponentially stable, i.e., the error
goes to zero in a finite time.

Fig. 7 shows snapshots of the system tracking a circular
target trajectory while avoiding obstacles. We use β = 10
to obtain the motion plan and set Kp = 1 and Kv = 10 for
the inverse dynamics controller. The system starts tracking the
target at t = 1 s while avoiding the obstacle between t = 2 s
and t = 3 s before converging to the target again at t = 4 s.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presented a novel approach to addressing the
challenges of safe navigation in dynamic environments. We

introduced an analytical method for constructing density
functions for two key scenarios: time-varying obstacles with
static targets and time-varying target trajectories with static
obstacles. Central to our approach is the development of a
density-based feedback controller that guarantees safety while
ensuring almost everywhere convergence in both cases. The
proposed framework was further validated through its appli-
cation to multi-agent systems and robotics, demonstrating its
effectiveness in collision avoidance and safe trajectory track-
ing for robotic arms. These results underscore the practical
utility of our method in real-world robotic control scenarios,
particularly in environments requiring dynamic adaptability.

VI. APPENDIX

The proof of Theorem 1 is presented in this Appendix. This
proof relies on Theorem 2.2 from [40] and Proposition 2.1
from [41], which are stated below as Lemma 1 and Theorem 3
respectively for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 1 ( [40] Theorem 2.2): Given time-varying system
dynamics ẋ(t) = f(t,x), if there exists a non-negative
integrable function ρ(t,x) ∈ C1(R×X1,R) such that

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (f(t,x)ρ(t,x)) > 0, a.e. (t,x) ∈ R×X1,

(33a)∫
R×X1

1 + ∥f(t,x)∥
1 + ∥x∥

ρ(t,x)dxdt < ∞ (33b)

then the system trajectories will converge to XT for almost
all initial condition (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure) inside X1.

The results of Theorem 1 provide the condition of a.e.
convergence of time-varying systems and can be viewed as
an extension of results from [42] to time-varying setting. We
state the results from [41][Proposition 2.1] for the purpose of
completion.

Theorem 3 ( [41] Proposition 2.1): Consider the time-
varying system dynamics ẋ(t) = f(t,x), and a non-negative
integrable function ρ(t,x) ∈ C1(R × X1,R). Let st(t0,x)
be the solution of the system ẋ = f(t,x). If Z ⊂ X1 be a
Borelian set, then for all t0 ≤ τ ≤ t, we can show that∫

st(t0,Z)

ρ(t,x)dx−
∫
Z

ρ(t0,x)dx =∫ t

t0

∫
sτ (t0,Z)

[
∂ρ(τ,x)

∂τ
+ [∇ · (fρ)] (τ,x)

]
dxdτ (34)

The results of Theorem 3 can be viewed as an extension of
classical Liouville results for an autonomous system with a
time-invariant density function [43].

Proof: [Proof of Theorem 1]
We will first utilize Lemma 1 to show that the dynamical
system given in (13) will converge to the target set XT in an
almost everywhere sense by finding the appropriate range of
α and β.

Convergence: We consider the closed loop dynamics given
by (13) and the density function given by

ρ(t,x) =
Ψ(t,x)

V (x)α
(35)
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To show that the trajectories of this system converge to the
target XT from almost all initial conditions, we will utilize
Lemma 1 and prove that the following inequality is satisfied.

∇ · (k(t,x)ρ(t,x)) + ∂ρ

∂t
> 0, a.e. (t,x) ∈ R×X1,

(36a)∫
R×X1

1 + ∥k(t,x)∥
1 + ∥x∥

ρ(t,x)dxdt < ∞ (36b)

Validity of (36a): We will show that each term on the left-
hand side of (36a) is greater than zero. We will first expand the
divergence term, ∇ · (kρ), and find the range of α for which
this term is greater than zero. Similarly, we will find the range
of β for which the time derivative term, ∂ρ

∂t , is greater than
zero. The steps are given below.

Range of α: We will find the range of α by expanding the
divergence term given by

∇ · (k(t,x)ρ(t,x)) = β

ρ(t,x)

n∑
j=1

∂2ρo
∂x2

j

+
∂ρo
∂x

∂ρ

∂x

⊤
 .

(37)

Now we know that ρ(t,x) > 0. Also,

∂ρo
∂x

∂ρ

∂x

⊤
=

n∑
j=1

∂ρo
∂xj

∂ρ

∂xj

=

n∑
j=1

(
α2

V α+1V α+1
1

Ψ2

[
∂V

∂xj

]2)

+

(
1

V αV α
1

[
∂Ψ

∂xj

]2)
−
(

α

V αV α+1
1

Ψ
∂V

∂xj

∂Ψ

∂xj

)
−
(

α

V α+1V α
1

Ψ
∂V

∂xj

∂Ψ

∂xj

)
(38)

and

(39)

ρ
∂2ρo
∂x2

j

=
αΨ

V αV α
1

[
α+ 1

V 2
1

Ψ

(
∂V

∂xj

)2

− 1

V1
Ψ
∂2V

∂x2
j

− 2

V1

∂Ψ

∂xj

∂V

∂xj
+

∂2Ψ

∂x2
j

1

α

]
Therefore, using (38) and (39), we can write (37) as follows:

∇ · (kρ) = αβ

V αV α
1

n∑
j=1

[(
α

V V1
+

α+ 1

V 2
1

)
Ψ2

(
∂V

∂xj

)2

−
(

3

V1
+

1

V

)
Ψ
∂V

∂xj

∂Ψ

∂xj
− Ψ2

V1

∂2V

∂x2
j

+
1

α

(
Ψ
∂2Ψ

∂x2
j

+

(
∂Ψ

∂xj

)2
)]

(40)

Therefore, when x ∈ Xsk , using Assumption 2.4 and 2.5, we
get the following bounds.(

α

V V1
+

α+ 1

V 2
1

)
Ψ2

(
∂V

∂xj

)2

≥

(2α+ 1)(d̄V ∥x∥2+κ)−2θ2(dVx
)2∥x∥2 (41)

(
3

V1
+

1

V

)
Ψ
∂V

∂xj

∂Ψ

∂xj
≤ 4(dV )

−1d̄Vx
c̄Ψx

∥x∥−1 (42)

Ψ2

V1

∂2V

∂x2
j

≤ κ−1d̄Vx2 (43)

1

α

(
Ψ
∂2Ψ

∂x2
j

+

(
∂Ψ

∂xj

)2
)

≥ −1

α

(
c̄Ψx2

)
(44)

Now, using Assumption 2.2, we can assume that cx ≤ ∥x∥≤
c̄x for some cx, c̄x > 0. Therefore, we can rewrite (41)-(42)
as follows:(

α

V V1
+

α+ 1

V 2
1

)
Ψ2

(
∂V

∂xj

)2

≥

(2α+ 1)(d̄V (c̄x)
2 + κ)−2θ2(dVx

)2(c̄x)
2 (45)(

3

V1
+

1

V

)
Ψ
∂V

∂xj

∂Ψ

∂xj
≤ 4(dV )

−1d̄Vx
c̄Ψx

(cx)
−1 (46)

Therefore, utilizing (43)-(46), we get the following lower
bound for all x ∈ Xsk

∇ · (kρ) ≥ αβn

V αV α
1

(
(2α+ 1)(d̄V (c̄x)

2 + κ)−2θ2(dVx
)2(c̄x)

2

−4(dV )
−1d̄Vx

c̄Ψx
(cx)

−1−κ−1d̄Vx2 −
1

α

(
c̄Ψx2

))
(47)

Similarly, when x /∈ Xsk , using Assumption 2.4 and 2.5, and
the fact that both ∂Ψ

∂xj
= 0 and ∂2Ψ

∂x2
j
= 0, we get the following

bounds.

∇ · (kρ) ≥ αβn

V αV α
1

((2α+ 1)(d̄V ∥x∥2+κ)−2

θ2(dVx
)2∥x∥2−(dV )

−1d̄Vx2 ∥x∥−2) (48)

As x ∈ X1 : X \Bδ , we have

d̄V ∥x∥2+κ ≤ d̄V1
∥x∥2 (49)

where we choose

d̄V1
≥ d̄V +

κ

δ
(50)

Therefore, using (49), we can rewrite (48) as follows:

∇ · (kρ) ≥ αβn∥x∥−2

V αV α
1

((2α+ 1)(d̄V1
)−2θ2(dVx

)2

−(dV )
−1d̄Vx2 ) (51)

Next, we will show that for any θ > 0, there exists a value of
α for which the lower bounds in (47) and (51) are positive.
To ensure that the lower bound in (51) is positive, we require
that

α >
0.5(dV )

−1d̄Vx2

(d̄V1
)−2θ2(dVx

)2
− 0.5 (52)

Next, we can write the right hand side of (47) compactly as
follows:

βn

V αV α
1

(
p1α

2 + p2α+ p3
)
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where,

p1 =2((d̄V )
−1(c̄x)

−2 + κ)−2θ2(dVx
)2(c̄x)

2θ

p2 =((d̄V )
−1(c̄x)

−2 + κ)−2θ2(dVx
)2(c̄x)

2θ

− 4(dV )
−1d̄Vx c̄Ψx(c̄x)

−1 − κ−1d̄Vx2

p3 =− c̄Ψx2

We observe that for θ > 0, the term inside the brackets in (47)
is a convex quadratic function since its Hessian is given by
2p1 > 0. Also, we infer that one of the roots of this quadratic
function is positive since p22−4p1p3 > 0. Therefore the range
of α which makes the lower bound in (47) positive is given
by

α >
−p2 +

√
p22 − 4p1p3
2p1

> 0 (53)

Therefore, from (52) and (53), we obtain the following con-
dition on the choice of α to make the lower bounds in (51)
and (47) positive.

α > max

{
0.5(dV )

−1d̄Vx2

(d̄V1
)−2θ2(dVx

)2
− 0.5,

−p2 +
√
p22 − 4p1p3
2p1

}
(54)

In summary, using the above choice of α, we have

∇ · (kρ) ≥ αβn∥x∥−2

V αV α
1

((2α+ 1)(d̄V1)
−2θ2(dVx

)2

−(dV )
−1d̄Vx2 ) > 0 ∀x /∈ Xsk (55)

∇ · (kρ) ≥ αβn

V αV α
1

(
(2α+ 1)(d̄V (c̄x)

2 + κ)−2θ2(dVx
)2(c̄x)

2
)

− αβn

V αV α
1

(
4(dV )

−1d̄Vx
c̄Ψx

(c̄x)
−1 + κ−1d̄Vx2

)
− αβn

V αV α
1

(
1

α

(
c̄Ψx2

))
> 0 ∀x ∈ Xsk (56)

Range of β: Next, we will select the positive constant β
such that the time derivative term, ∂ρ∂t , in (36a) is greater than
zero. When x /∈ Xsk , from the construction of ρ as given in
(10) and (35), we conclude that

∂ρ

∂t
= 0 =⇒ (36a) > 0, ∀β > 0

Next, when x ∈ Xsk , utilizing Assumption 2.4, we have∣∣∣∣∂ρo∂t

∣∣∣∣ = 1

V α
1

∣∣∣∣∂Ψ∂t
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂ρo∂t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

V α
1

cψt (57)

Similarly, rewriting (56), we get

∇ · (k(x, t)ρ) ≥ βL1

V α
1

> 0 (58)

where L1 is obtained from the right hand side of (56) and
given by

L1 = αn(d̄V )
−1(c̄x)

−2
(
(2α+ 1)(d̄V (c̄x)

2 + κ)−2θ2d2Vx
c̄2x
)

− αn(d̄V )
−1(c̄x)

−2
(
4(dV )

−1d̄Vx
c̄Ψx

(c̄x)
−1 + κ−1d̄Vx2

)
− αn(d̄V )

−1(c̄x)
−2

(
1

α

(
c̄Ψx2

))

Therefore, the lower bound on β such that (36a) is satisfied
for a.e. (t,x) ∈ R×X1 can be calculated utilizing (57) and
(58) as:

1

V α
1

(−cΨt + βL1) > 0

Therefore,

β >
cΨt

L1
(59)

Validity of (36b): Based on Assumptions 2.4 and 2.5, for
all x ∈ X1, we can have the following bounds on kj(t,x) for
j = 1, . . . , n.

− βα(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx
∥x∥≤ kj(t,x) ≤

βα(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx
∥x∥ ∀ x /∈ Xsk (60a)

− β
(
(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx∥x∥+(κ)−αc̄Ψx

)
≤ kj(t,x) ≤

β
(
(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx

∥x∥+(κ)−αc̄Ψx

)
∀ x ∈ Xsk (60b)

We know that ∥x∥≤ c̄x for all x ∈ Xsk . Therefore, using
this fact and by using the bounds in (60b), we can infer that
(36b) is satisfied when x ∈ Xsk .

Using (60a), we get the bounds on ∥k(t,x)∥ when x /∈ Xsk

as follows:

∥k(t,x)∥≤
√
nαβ(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx∥x∥

Also, when x /∈ Xsk , ρ(t,x) = V (x)−α and V (x) ≤ d̄V ∥x∥2.
Therefore,

1 + ∥k(t,x)∥
1 + ∥x∥

ρ(t,x) ≤
√
nαβ(κ)−(α+1)d̄Vx

∥x∥
(1 + ∥x∥)(d̄V ∥x∥2)α

(61)

We observe that when x /∈ Xsk , as ∥x∥→ ∞, the numerator
in (61) goes to infinity linearly whereas denominator goes to
infinity at a rate of (2α+1). Therefore, we can conclude that
(61) < ∞ for all x /∈ Xsk and hence (36b) is satisfied. This
concludes the convergence proof.
Next, We will first utilize Theorem 3 to show that the
dynamical system given in (13) will avoid the unsafe set Xu

for some θ > 0.
Avoidance: In the second part of the proof, we show that

the system trajectories with respect to k(t,x) obtained from
(13) avoids the unsafe set Xu. For the system ẋ = k(t,x),
utilizing Theorem 3, we can write the evolution of the densities
of the states along system trajectories as follows:∫

st(t0,Z)

ρ(t,x)dx−
∫
Z

ρ(t0,x)dx =∫ t

t0

∫
sτ (t0,Z)

[
∂ρ(τ,x)

∂τ
+ [∇ · (kρ)] (τ,x)

]
dxdτ > 0 (62)

This proof is done through the method of contradiction.
First, we notice that the above quantity is greater than zero,
following the previous convergence proof, where we showed
that (36a) is positive. For a given t0 ≥ 0, let there exists an
initial condition x0 ∈ X0 such that sT (t0,x0) ∈ Xu for some
T > t0 and st(t0,x0) ∈ X1 for t ∈ [t0, T ]. Let Z ⊂ X0

be a positive Lebesgue measure set such that sT (t0,Z) ∈ Xu

for some T > t0 and st(t0,Z) ∈ X1 for t ∈ [t0, T ]. Since
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Z ⊂ X0, utilizing Assumption 2.1 and from the construction
of ρ, we have∫

sT (t0,Z)

ρ(T,x)dx = θ

∫
sT (t0,Z)

1

V1(x)α
dx , (63)∫

Z

ρ(t0,x)dx =

∫
Z

1

V1(x)α
dx. (64)

As Z is assumed to be positive Lebesgue measure set, we
have (64) greater than zero and since θ can be chosen to be
arbitrary small but positive constant, we have (63)-(64)< 0
contradicting (62). This concludes the proof for avoidance and
thus completes the proof of Theorem 2.
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