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Abstract—The unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) are efficient
tools for diverse tasks such as electronic reconnaissance, agri-
cultural operations and disaster relief. In the complex three-
dimensional (3D) environments, the path planning with obstacle
avoidance for UAVs is a significant issue for security assurance.
In this paper, we construct a comprehensive 3D scenario with
obstacles and no-fly zones for dynamic UAV trajectory. More-
over, a novel artificial potential field algorithm coupled with
simulated annealing (APF-SA) is proposed to tackle the robust
path planning problem. APF-SA modifies the attractive and
repulsive potential functions and leverages simulated annealing to
escape local minimum and converge to globally optimal solutions.
Simulation results demonstrate that the effectiveness of APF-
SA, enabling efficient autonomous path planning for UAVs with
obstacle avoidance.

Index Terms—UAV path planning, obstacle avoidance, en-
hanced artificial potential field method.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent years, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) play in-
creasingly important roles in applications of military mis-

sion, natural exploration, disaster relief, etc [1]. However, when
the UAV flies autonomously in complex and changeable envi-
ronments, how to effectively avoid obstacles and ensure flight
safety becomes an urgent problem. Besides, in the process
of searching unknown and complex environments, the finite
energy capacity of UAVs imposes constraints on their service
capabilities. To optimize mission execution, the autonomous
path planning mechanisms are essential. Meanwhile, in order
to accomplish multifarious monitoring, mapping, rescuing and
searching tasks efficiently and safely, it is necessary for the
UAV to have comprehensive obstacle avoidance abilities [2]
[3]. Therefore, it is significant to study the autonomous path
planning algorithm for UAVs with obstacle avoidance abilities.
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Most existed researches on autonomous path planning and
obstacle avoidance for UAVs are based on known envi-
ronments. Traditional methods are classified as classic and
heuristic approaches such as vector field histogram method
and various geometry search algorithms (e.g. rapidly-exploring
random tree star algorithm [4], Dijkstra’s algorithm, Floyd’s
algorithm, A* algorithm, ant colony algorithm (ACO) [5],
etc.). For example, authors in [6] proposed an improved ACO
algorithm using a three-dimensional (3D) grid and a new
weight-climbing parameter, which solved the problems of pre-
mature convergence and low efficiency of the traditional ACO
algorithm. In [7], the authors used an improved A* algorithm
to shorten the search cost and reduce the amount of search
and inflection points successfully, making the path smoother
and safer. Nevertheless, most algorithms suffer from overlong
runtimes, excessive iterations, and low real-time processing
capability. Therefore, it is essential to design a better algorithm
to solve the obstacle avoidance and path planning problems for
these complex environments.

The traditional artificial potential field (APF) method is
widely used in UAV trajectory planning due to its advantages
of simple calculations, outstanding real-time control, smooth
path, laconic implementation, and convenient debugging [8].
However, UAVs are apt to be trapped into a local minimum and
oscillations problem with traditional APF [9]. Besides, most
researches on APF focused on two-dimensional environments,
ignoring the shape and distribution of the obstacles in 3D
terrain environments, especially when dealing with dynamic
obstacles. In this regard, authors in [10] presented a UAV
trajectory planning method utilizing a goal-biased APF in
combination with the Rapidly exploring Random Tree star
(RRT*) algorithm to improve the convergence speed and
minimize the number of iterations. In [11], authors presented
a rotating potential field methodology that enabled UAVs
to avoid common local minima and oscillations effectively.
However, these works fail to achieve smooth path planning
and ignore the 3D dynamic environment.

Hence, in this work, we consider an unknown, complex
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Fig. 1. Obstacle avoidance trajectory scenario for UAV in 3D environment.

forest firefighting environment with both dynamic and static
obstacles. In particular, we model the ground obstacles, over-
head obstacles, and dynamic obstacles that UAVs may en-
counter during its flight in the forest as cylinders, static spheres,
and moving spheres, respectively. Then, we propose a novel
artificial potential field algorithm based on simulated annealing
(APF-SA), which significantly improves the conventional APF.
Specifically, it amplifies the gravity function around the target
point and introduces a repulsion correction factor to optimize
the path towards the firefighting destination. Furthermore, the
integration of simulated annealing (SA) techniques addresses
the local minimum issue, enabling the algorithm to converge
towards global optimal solutions. APF-SA aims to achieve
fast firefighting safely and effectively through path planning
autonomously with obstacle avoidance. Finally, we conduct
simulations to verify the effectiveness of the proposed method.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The system
model and problem formulation are presented in Section II.
Then, the APF-SA algorithm is proposed in Section III. Sim-
ulations are conducted in Section IV, and finally conclusions
are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. 3D Forest Scenario

As shown in Fig. 1, the UAV needs to perform the task
of detecting fire in the mountains. We denote the 3D coor-
dinate of target point, initiation point and UAV position as
Xg(x, y, z), Xq(x, y, z) and Xu(x, y, z), respectively. Consid-
ering the complex conditions in mountainous areas during the
flight, the UAV may encounter a series of different obstacles
O = (Xo1, Xo2, . . . , Xoi, . . . , Xol), including trees, no-fly
zones, and other objects, where Xoi(x, y, z) represents the
barycenter of the i-th obstacle, and l denotes the total number
of obstacles. In order to characterize the obstacles and perform
3D obstacle avoidance, different obstacles should be modeled
independently. As for the obstacles of trees, we conceive them
as cylinders with base radius r1 and height h. The no-fly
zone and other flying objects, are represented by spheres with
radius r2 and r3, respectively. Moreover, the positions of the
flying objects’ centers change over time, as shown in Fig. 2.
In addition, the speed of the UAV during the flight changes
with the variation of the resultant force. However, there exist

Fig. 2. Path planning model for UAV.

upper limitation to the power of UAV, so the speed range is
[vmin, vmax]. In order to simplify the motion model of the
UAV, the basic motion unit is set as a fixed step size ∆s. If
the driving direction of the UAV is δ(γx, γy, γz), the position
update formula of the UAV is

x′ = x+∆s ∗ γx,
y′ = y +∆s ∗ γy,
z′ = z +∆s ∗ γz,

(1)

wherein, γx represents the angle between the projection on
the ground of the UAV’s flight direction and the X-axis, while
γy and γz indicate the angle with the Y-axis and the Z-axis,
respectively.

Therefore, a series of track points can be obtained according
to the preset step size and moving direction of the UAV.
Moreover, we adopt the grid method to describe the 3D
scenario, denoted as P , which is a cuboid region of size
lx×ly×lz , consisting of several small cuboids with side length
∆l. Hence, the number of small cubes is

Nx =
lx
∆l

, Ny =
ly
∆l

, and Nz =
lz
∆l

. (2)

It is obvious that the hyperparameter ∆l plays an important
role in the whole grid construction, since the decrement of ∆l
results in an increment of Nx, Ny and Nz , and the whole
3D scenario can be more refined [12]. However, once the
whole scenario reaches a certain scale, slightly reducing ∆l
can cause significant increment in the calculation cost, which
is unacceptable. Therefore, it is significant to balance the size
of the scenario with ∆l to achieve detailed scene construction
and acceptable calculation amplitude. Moreover, the position
of the UAV should always be perceived for collision detection.
In detail, ρ(Xu, Xoi) represents the distance between the UAV
Xu and obstacle Xoi, i.e.,

ρ(Xu, Xoi) =
√
(Xu −Xoi)2. (3)

Further, flag Ci represents collisions, i.e,

Ci =

{
1, ρ(Xu, Xoi) ≤ ri,

0, ρ(Xu, Xoi) > ri,
(4)

where ri is the radius of obstacles. Ci = 1 indicates there
is a collision between the UAV and an obstacle, and Ci = 0
otherwise.



B. Energy Cost Model

The finite maximum energy capacity Wmax of the UAV
during a mission imposes constraints on its payload and service
capabilities [13]. Therefore, to ensure that the UAV can return
smoothly during the execution of the task, we have:

Xn∑
Xu=Xq

∆s ·∆w ≤ Wmax, (5)

where ∆w represents the energy consumed per unit length of
the UAV trajectory and Xn is the coordinate position of the
last point in the flight path of the UAV.

C. Problem Formulation

Since the purpose of the forest fire fighting problem is to
reach the target as soon as possible by rationally planning the
path of the UAV, the goal is to minimize the length of the
route. Therefore, the optimization problem is formulated as:

min
Xu

Xn∑
Xu=Xq

∆s (6)

s.t. S ∈ P, (7)
Xn∑

Xu=Xq

Ci = 0. (8)

Xn, Xq and Xu represent the final location, start point, and the
latest location of the UAV respectively. Therefore, we need to
design a series of points that meet the requirements and obtain
a short trajectory.

III. ALGORITHM DESIGN

A. Basic of APF

APF was first proposed by Khatib in 1986, and its basic
principle is to simulate the motion of particles in a virtual
potential field [14]. In this mechanism, the UAV is regarded
as a particle, and then a gravitational field is set up around
the target point from the UAV to the target. Generally, the
gravity becomes stronger as the distance increases, attracting
the UAV to move towards the target point. Meanwhile, a
suitable repulsive force field is established around obstacles.
The direction of repulsive force is from obstacles to the UAV,
and its strength is usually inversely proportional to the distance
of the UAV from the obstacle, allowing the UAV to avoid
collisions with obstacles or no-fly zones. As shown in Fig. 3,
the potential field function of APF can be expressed as the sum
of the gravitational potential field and the repulsion potential
field, i.e.,

U(Xu) = Uatt (Xu) + Urep (Xu), (9)

where Uatt (Xu) is the gravitational potential field, and
Urep (Xu) is the repulsive potential field. The corresponding
gravitational or repulsive function can be obtained by finding
the negative gradient of the potential field function. Since the

Fig. 3. APF principle.

motion of the UAV is constrained by the gravitational and
repulsive forces, the resultant force can be expressed as:

Fs(Xu) = Fatt (Xu) + Frep (Xu), (10)

where Fatt (Xu) denotes the gravitational force, directed by the
UAV towards the target point, so that the UAV can approach
the target. Frep (Xu) represents the repulsive force, and the
direction is the reverse direction of the connection between
the UAV and obstacles, enabling the UAV to avoid obstacles.

In order to further analyze the force on the UAV, the repul-
sive force and the attractive force can be calculated separately.
The gravitational potential field is expressed as Uatt (Xu),
whose size is determined by the relative distance between the
UAV and the target point, and it always pulls the UAV to move
towards the target point, i.e.,

Uatt(Xu) =
1

2
η(Xu −Xg)

2, (11)

in which η represents the attractive force gain coefficient. On
this basis, the negative gradient of the gravitational potential
field function can be obtained as:

Fatt(Xu) = −η(Xu −Xg). (12)

Similarly, the repulsive force potential field of obstacles to
the UAV is Urep (Xu). The repulsive force increases when
the UAV gets close to the obstacles. As such, the obstacle
avoidance can be realized, and the repulsive field function is

Urep (Xu) =

{
1
2β(

1
ρ(Xu,Xoi)

− 1
ρ0
)2, ρ(Xu, Xoi) < ρ0,

0, ρ(Xu, Xoi) ≥ ρ0,
(13)

in which β is the repulsion gain constant, and ρ0 indicates the
maximum impact distance of a single obstacle.

B. Modified Potential Field Function

The main contributing factor for the unreachable target is
that when approaching the target point, the gravitational force
exerting on the UAV is too small, and the repulsive force
received is too large, causing the UAV to yaw. Therefore, based



on the improved methods in [15], [16], APF-SA is decided
to modify the gravitational function and repulsion function.
Under the action of the original gravity function, although the
UAV is close to the target point, the gravity also reduced.
Therefore, when there are obstacles near the target point, the
repulsive force received by the UAV may be greater than the
gravitational force, resulting in the unreachable target point.
Hence, it is necessary to increase the gravity appropriately
near the target point without affecting other regions, and the
corrected attractive function is

Fatt(Xu) = −η[ρ(Xu, Xg) + e−(ρ(Xu,Xg)−ε×∆s)], (14)

wherein, η is the attractive force gain, ε is the step size impact
factor and ρ(Xu, Xg) represents the relative distance between
UAV Xu and goal point Xg .

As shown in Fig. 4, the attractive force intensifies as the UAV
gets close to the target, enabling a successful arrival. When
the UAV is located far from the target, its gravity remains
largely consistent with the original gravity function. These
observations validate the effectiveness of the revised gravity
function. Meanwhile, the repulsion function is optimized and
ρ(Xu, Xg) is introduced, so that the repulsion force is not
only related to the distance between the UAV and the obstacle,
but also related to the distance between the UAV and target
point. When the UAV gets close to the target point after
the correction, the repulsive force of the obstacle gradually
approaches zero. Hence, the target point becomes the lowest
potential energy point, and the revised repulsion function is:

Urep(Xu)=

{
1
2β(

1
ρ(Xu,Xoi)

− 1
ρ0
)2ρ(Xu, Xg)

µ
,ρ(Xu, Xoi)<ρ0,

0, ρ(Xu, Xoi)≥ρ0,
(15)

where Urep (Xu) is the revised repulsion field function. ρ0
indicates the repulsion influence radius of the obstacle, and µ
represents a positive real number, indicating the repulsive force
near the target point is small enough, while the attractive force
can still pull the UAV, thus solving the unreachable problem
of the target point. As the negative gradient of the improved
repulsion function, the repulsive force function is

Frepg (Xu) =

{
Frepg1 + Frepg2, ρ(Xu, Xoi) ≤ ρ0,

0, ρ(Xu, Xoi) > ρ0,
(16)

wherein,

Frepg1 = β(
1

ρ(Xu, Xoi)
− 1

ρ0
)
ρ(Xu, Xg)

µ

ρ(Xu, Xoi)
2

∂ρ(Xu, Xoi)

∂x
,

(17)
and

Frepg2=
µ

2
β(

1

ρ(Xu, Xoi)
− 1

ρ0
)2
∂ρ(Xu, Xg)

∂x
ρ(Xu, Xg)

µ−1
.

(18)
The original repulsive force Frepg1 points to the UAV from the
obstacle. In order to avoid excessive repulsion, which causes
the resultant force to deviate from the target point, a new
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Fig. 4. Comparison of attractive force function original v.s. modified.

repulsion force Frepg2 is added, which points toward the target
point.

C. APF-SA Design

As mentioned in section III-A, the UAV is apt to fall into
a local minimum area in the process of path planning. During
the flight, there is a point where the gravitational force and
the repulsive force are equal in magnitude but opposite in
direction. This results in a zero resultant force on the UAV,
causing it to lose directional information for its next movement.
Consequently, the navigation algorithm fails, preventing the
UAV from reaching its target. For this reason, the simulated
annealing (SA) algorithm is adopted to randomly generate a
new reachable trajectory point near the current position of the
UAV, and make the UAV fly to this trajectory point. In this
circumstance, the original force balance is broken, so that the
UAV can break the local minimum dilemma and continue to
move towards the target point.

SA is a generic probabilistic metaheuristics, initially intro-
duced by Kirkpatrick et al. [17]. The algorithm is divided into
an external cycle and an internal cycle, where the external
cycle represents a drop in temperature, and the internal cycle
is a different state at this temperature due to multiple random
disturbances. The inner loop accepts the new state according
to the Metropolis criterion [18], and the probability that the
particle tends to equilibrium at temperature T is p = e(−

∆E
kT ),

where E is the internal energy at temperature T , ∆E denotes
the internal energy of change, and k represents the Boltzmann
constant [19]. In detail, the Metropolis criterion is

p =

{
e−

E(tn)−E(t0)
T , E(tn) > E(t0),

1, E(tn) ≤ E(t0),
(19)

where tn is the last time slot, and t0 indicates the previous time
slot. E(t0) is the internal energy at t0, E(tn) is the internal
energy at tn, and T stands for the current temperature. In the
SA algorithm, the temperature T decreases as,

T (t) = αT (t− 1), (20)



Algorithm 1 APF-SA.
Input: Starting point and target point.
Output: Planned path and time consumption t.

1: Initialization: t = 0, start point Xq , target point Xg , UAV
position Xu, target point produces Fatt, and obstacles
produce Frep.

2: repeat
3: Calculate resultant force: Fs = Fatt + Frep.
4: if Fs = 0 then
5: Jump into SA (lines 7-8).
6: repeat
7: Add a random action point.
8: Test whether the new point meets the requirements.
9: until the new point is successful.

10: Target the new point to escape local minima.
11: else
12: Calculate total force.
13: Obtain new action point by step size.
14: end if
15: Move to the next point.
16: Update Xu.
17: until Xu = Xg .

wherein, α is a positive real number slightly less than 1,
whose value is usually within (0.85, 1), and t is the number
of iterations.

The specific process APF-SA is shown in Algorithm 1. The
target point provides the attractive force for the UAV to fly
close to the target, while the obstacles along the way provide
a certain repulsive force to help the UAV successfully avoid
obstacles (line 1). When the UAV is near the obstacle, it
determines whether it enters the local minimum value (line
3). If it is not trapped, it flies through smoothly (lines 12-13).
If it is trapped, it jumps into the simulated annealing process
(lines 4-5). A new locus point X

′
is randomly generated at the

current local minimum point Xu (line 7), and then it is judged
whether the random point is located in the obstacle region.
If not, the potential field at points Xu and X

′
is calculated

respectively according to the potential field function (line 8).
If the potential field of the random point is lower than that of
the local minimum point, point X

′
is accepted as the next point

(line 8). Otherwise, the point is accepted as the next point with
probability p. This process keeps running until the end of the
flight (line 17).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

Simulations are conducted in the following scenario: the
UAV is treated as a particle and a 200m × 200m × 20m
space is established in MATLAB R2021a. In order to verify
the effectiveness of the proposed method, the local minimum
problem, target unreachable problem and complex obstacle
environment are tested.

To evaluate the performance of the proposed improved APF-
SA, we compare the paths generated by the traditional APF
algorithm with those generated by APF-SA in the same fixed

Fig. 5. Performance of local minimum with different methods.

Fig. 6. Performance of unreachable target with different methods.

space. The flying environment in the forest is simulated by
setting up spherical and cylindrical obstacles. As shown in Fig.
5, oscillation points are generated in the path of the traditional
algorithm, and it is explained that the UAV is trapped in a local
minimum. Meanwhile, APF-SA generates random track points
in the path, and finally successfully breaks away from the local
minimum dilemma and reaches the target point. Thus, Fig. 5
demonstrates the efficiency and effectiveness of APF-SA, when
facing the local minimum problem.

Additionally, in Fig. 6, the path generated by APF-SA is
more robust by modifying and optimizing the attractive and
repulsive field functions. It is observed that in the complex
obstacle avoidance environment, the traditional algorithm can
not reach the target point, while APF-SA can achieve obstacle
avoidance and reach the target well. Such target reachability
demonstrates the robustness of APF-SA. Moreover, in Fig.
7, when dynamic obstacles are added to the scene, APF-SA
also has excellent obstacle avoidance capacity, so it has good
generalization performance and can handle static and dynamic
obstacles well.

As shown in Fig. 8, we compare the traditional APF, RRT,
RRT* and APF-SA algorithms. Simulation results show that
the optimal path and average path of APF-SA are the shortest,
and the worst path is slightly longer than that of RRT* when
each algorithm runs 100 times. Therefore, APF-SA shows
advantages in path length, time complexity, as well as resource
efficiency.



Fig. 7. Performance in complex space.

(a) Path comparison map.

(b) Performance comparison.

Fig. 8. Comparisons of multiple algorithms.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigated the autonomous path planning
of UAV based on obstacle avoidance function in 3D space for
emergency rescue in forest scenarios. We employed cylindrical
and spherical obstacles to respectively approximate forests and
no-fly zones in the forest, and focused on navigating through
complex obstacle environments. To handle the issues, we
designed the APF-SA to obtain the optimized path efficiently.
Simulation results showed that compared with the traditional
APF, APF-SA obtained a better path and solved the problem of
unreachable target to a great extent. Simulation results showed
that APF-SA exhibited excellent obstacle avoidance perfor-
mance under both static and dynamic obstacle environment.
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