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A Class of Hierarchical Sliding Mode Control based
on Extended Kalman filter for Quadrotor UAVs

Van Chung Nguyen and Hung Manh La

Abstract—This study introduces a novel methodology for con-
trolling Quadrotor Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), focusing
on Hierarchical Sliding Mode Control (HSMC) strategies and an
Extended Kalman Filter (EKF). Initially, an EKF is proposed to
enhance robustness in estimating UAV states, thereby reducing
the impact of measured noises and external disturbances. By
locally linearizing UAV systems, the EKF can mitigate the
disadvantages of the Kalman filter and reduce the computational
cost of other nonlinear observers. Subsequently, in comparison
to other related work in terms of stability and computational
cost, the HSMC framework shows its outperformance in allow-
ing the quadrotor UAVs to track the references. Three types
of HSMC—Aggregated HSMC (AHSMC), Incremental HSMC
(IHSMC), and Combining HSMC (CHSMC)—are investigated
for their effectiveness in tracking reference trajectories. More-
over, the stability of the quadrotor UAVs is rigorously analyzed
using the Lyapunov stability principle. Finally, experimental
results and comparative analyses demonstrate the efficacy and
feasibility of the proposed methodologies.

Note to Practitioners—This paper was motivated by the
problem of stability in controlling Quadrotor UAVs under the
influence of measurement noise and external disturbances. Ex-
isting approaches to control UAVs typically consider only the
position loop as a single z-axis position. By proposing a novel
structure, this paper focuses on presenting a robust approach to
control Quadrotor UAVs concerning Lyapunov stability. Firstly,
the EKF is conducted by linearizing the system around the
current working status and estimating the system’s states using
current feedback data. Secondly, the attitude loop and position
loop are handled by a group of PD-SMC controllers and HSMC,
respectively. The reference roll and pitch angles are calculated
by the PD, while the SMC ensures the tracking of the Quadrotor
UAVs. The position controller is managed by three types of
HSMC, each considering a differential structure with specific
control laws to ensure the tracking stability of the UAVs. The
proposed strategy, with its specific control laws, reduces the
computational burden compared to other intelligent methods
and observers, making it suitable for real-time applications in
resource-constrained environments. The rigorous analysis based
on the Lyapunov stability principle ensures that the proposed
control strategies maintain the stability of Quadrotor UAVs under
various scenarios. In future research, we plan to utilize the
proposed Lyapunov function to develop adaptive controllers that
address system uncertainty and fault tolerance.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The pervasive integration of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles
(UAVs) across diverse sectors, including aerial photography,
agriculture, disaster response, and surveillance, has created
many new opportunities in modern industry. This technological
advancement has revolutionized operational methodologies
and attracted immense interest and engagement within both
industrial and academic spheres. In addition, the utilization of
UAVs in real life creates many advantages for humans ranging
from the possibility of removing human pilots from danger and
reducing the size and the cost of the UAVs [1]. Therefore, the
design of controllers that allow the UAVs to perform accurately
and effectively is necessary. Recently, numerous review papers
[2], [3] have highlighted the extensive research conducted in
this domain, underscoring the diverse approaches explored.
Specifically, the controller for quadrotor UAVs encompasses
three primary categories: Linear controllers, Nonlinear con-
trollers, and Intelligent controllers. While linear controllers,
such as the PID controller referenced in [4], [5], or the LQR
controller mentioned in [6], [7], can assist UAVs in tracking
the desired trajectory, they often suffer from low performance.
Additionally, linear controllers’s robustness is contingent on
various factors when they are highly sensitive to external
disturbances and model uncertainties. Conversely, intelligent
controllers, including artificial neural networks as discussed
in [8], [9], or reinforcement learning approaches as seen in
[10], [11], provide better solutions for enhanced trajectory
tracking and improved robustness for UAVs. In addition, some
intelligent controllers do not require the model of the UAVs
such as in [12]. Nevertheless, the application of intelligent
controllers demands substantial data for learning and incurs
high costs when applied to UAV systems. The comparison of
the proposed method with the other related works is provided
in Table I.

To overcome the challenges of tracking performance, system
stability, and cost reduction, nonlinear controllers have gained
widespread application in quadrotor UAVs. Some nonlinear
controllers such as the backstepping controller in [13], [14],
the model predictive control (MPC) in [19], [20], the sliding
mode control (SMC) in [15], [16], or the potential field
(PF) controller in [17], [18] have been implemented for the
UAVs with demonstrated effectiveness. However, the efficacy
of nonlinear control laws depends heavily on the accuracy of
the UAV model. Since UAVs are underactuated systems [15],
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TABLE I
QUADROTOR UAVS’ CONTROLLERS COMPARISON. SYMBOL: ADDRESSED

√
, NOT ADDRESSED □

Method Tracking ability Lyapunov Stability Noises & Disturbances Computational burden Available sources
PID [4], [5]

√
□ □ Low □

LQR [6], [7]
√

□ □ Low □
Backstepping [13], [14]

√ √
□ Low □

SMC [15], [16]
√ √

□ Low □
PF [17], [18]

√
□ □ Low □

MPC [19], [20]
√

□ □ High □
Intelligent control [8], [9], [12]

√
□

√
High □

Proposed method
√ √ √

Low
√

ensuring stability while controlling them remains a challenge
for developers. In [20], [21], the linear parameter-varying and
the tube model predictive control are proposed to control the
UAVs. These strategies exhibit enhanced tracking performance
when compared to conventional approaches. Nonetheless, the
integration of MPC into real-mode UAV operations requires
substantial computational effort. The higher the computational
complexity, the greater the implementation cost. Furthermore,
it is noteworthy that these control methodologies have not
addressed aspects concerning UAV stability and the recursive
feasibility of MPC which need further discussion. In [15],
the second-order sliding mode control is proposed for the
quadrotor UAV, this controller divides the UAV system into
two parts: the actuated system (z, ψ) and the un-actuated
system (x, y, ϕ, θ) and then proposed the controller for each
system and the stability is carried out based on the Lya-
punov function. Using the Lyapunov stability also provides a
promising solution for model uncertainties such as the adaptive
solutions in [22], [23], [24]. In [22], the internal moments and
UAV’s mass are estimated using the finite-time adaptive sliding
mode control. The fast nonsingular terminal sliding-mode
control is used to estimate the internal moments and lumped
uncertainty in [23], [24] respectively. Inheriting the advantages
of the Lyapunov stability method, this paper introduces a novel
approach for controlling UAVs: a hierarchical sliding mode
control (HSMC) framework, along with an analysis of its
stability.

Another aspect of UAVs is observers, the UAVs need to
know precisely its position, velocity, altitude, etc. In terms
of the UAVs, if these states are obtained accurately then the
control of the aircraft can be achieved successfully [25]. Since
the UAVs work in an outdoor environment, various external
factors such as wing forces or measure noises influence the
UAVs’ performance. Therefore, proposing an adequate solu-
tion for this problem is essential in controlling UAVs. Several
observers have been developed to estimate system states, such
as high-gain observers in [26], [27], or extended state ob-
servers, as discussed in [28], [29], which estimate both system
states and disturbances of UAVs to enhance performance. In
this research, we focus on the challenge of estimating UAV’s
system states under the influence of measured noises and
external disturbances. An effective approach to address this
challenge is utilizing the Kalman Filter (KF). By modeling
noises as Gaussian functions, KF iteratively updates observer
gain to estimate system states. However, KF is designed for
linear systems, posing limitations for highly nonlinear UAV

dynamics. To overcome this constraint, alternatives such as
the Unscented Kalman Filter (UKF) [30], [31] and the Particle
Filter (PF) [32] have been proposed to track references in
UAVs. Although these filters perform a high quality for the
UAVs in terms of tracking performance, the computational
cost of these nonlinear methods is high, leading to the rise
of the cost of UAV development and operation. Inspired by
the method in [33], by locally linearizing UAV dynamics, we
propose an Extended Kalman filter (EKF) for the UAVs. This
filter can ensure robust state estimation under the influence
of measured noises and external disturbances. Moreover, the
computational cost of EKF can be reduced in comparison to
other nonlinear methods that provide potential applications to
real UAVs.

In this work, we propose an Extended Kalman Filter
(EKF) and two loop controllers for quadrotor UAVs. The two
loop controllers include position and attitude controllers. The
position controller combines a PD controller and a single
sliding mode controller (PD-SMC) to manage roll and yaw
forces, while the attitude controller employs three types of
hierarchical sliding mode control (HSMC) to ensure precise
trajectory tracking of the UAVs. The main contributions of
our proposed method compared to other related methods are
outlined as follows:

• We introduce an EKF for quadrotor UAVs, ensuring
robust state estimation and enhancing controller efficacy.
Compared to other nonlinear observers, the proposed
EKF offers advantages in computational efficiency. By
locally linearizing UAV dynamics around the working
point, the EKF reduces computational demands, poten-
tially lowering cost and size requirements for real-world
UAV applications.

• We develop a novel hierarchical sliding mode con-
trol (HSMC) framework for quadrotor UAVs, investigat-
ing three distinct types: Aggregated HSMC (AHSMC),
Incremental HSMC (IHSMC), and Combining HSMC
(CHSMC). The stability of the quadrotor UAVs is assured
through rigorous analysis based on Lyapunov stability
principles.

• We provide simulations of the proposed method and com-
parisons to other related methods. The results demonstrate
the effectiveness and feasibility of the control strategies.

The rest of the paper is presented as follows: Section II
presents the Newton-Euler rigid body model of UAVs. The
EKF is designed in Section III. Section IV consists of two
parts: the first proposes three types of HSMC to control the



3

UAVs, and the second analyzes the stability of the quadrotor
UAVs based on Lyapunov stability principles. Furthermore, to
demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed
control, simulations and comparisons with existing methods
are provided in Section V. The conclusion of the paper is
presented in Section VI, and additional details can be found
in the Appendix.

II. NEWTON-EULER RIGID BODY MODEL

The quadrotor UAVs are aligned with 4 propellers, each
considering rotation velocity ωi, which creates forces and
torques acting on the located center of mass (CoM). The model
of the UAVs is shown in Figure 1. To model the quadrotor
UAVs, the following assumptions are made:

• The UAV’s structure is rigid and symmetrical.
• The angular motion of the UAVs is low amplitude.
• The propellers are supposed to be rigid; the thrust and

drag of the propellers are proportional to the square of
the propeller’s speed.

CoM

1F
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2F

2

3F

3
4F

4
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By E

Fig. 1. Quadrotor UAVs model.

The linear velocity of the UAVs in the Earth frame is defined
by: ξ̇ = [ẋ, ẏ, ż]T . The roll-pitch-yaw angle of the UAVs
is defined by ϕ, θ, ψ. The Newton-Euler equation of the
quadrotor UAVs motion is given as in [34] by:{

mξ̈ = Fb + Fd + Fg
JM Ω̇ = −Ω ∧ JMΩ+ Γf − Γg

(1)

where m is the mass of the UAVs; Fb,Fd,Fg are the resultant
of the forces generated by the propeller rotors, the resultant of
the drag forces, and the gravity forces, respectively. ∧ denotes
the cross product of two vectors. Ω is the angular velocity in
the body frame OB and is defined as:

Ω =

 1 0 − sin θ
0 cosϕ cos θ sinϕ
0 − sinϕ cosϕ cos θ

 ϕ̇

θ̇

ψ̇

 . (2)

In this research, we assume that the angular motion of
the UAVs is low amplitude so that Ω can be assimilated
to [ϕ̇, θ̇, ψ̇]T ; and JM is the inertial moments matrix. As
mentioned before, the UAVs are symmetrical, and the inertial
moment’s matrix is defined as:

JM = diag(Ixx, Iyy, Izz). (3)

Therefore, the element −Ω ∧ JMΩ can be calculated as:

−Ω ∧ JMΩ = −

 ϕ̇

θ̇

ψ̇

 ∧

 Ixx 0 0
0 Iyy 0
0 0 Izz

 ϕ̇

θ̇

ψ̇


=

 θ̇ψ̇(Iyy − Izz)

ϕ̇ψ̇(Izz − Ixx)

ϕ̇θ̇(Ixx − Iyy)

 . (4)

The drag forces Fd is defined as:

Fd =

 −Kdx 0 0
0 −Kdy 0
0 0 −Kdz

 ξ̇ (5)

The gravity forces: Fg = [0, 0,−mg]T . The forces generated
by the propeller rotor Fb can be calculated based on the total
forces applied on the UAVs in the body frame by:

Fb = RE

 0
0∑4
i=1 Fi

 (6)

where RE is the homogenous matrix transformation:

RE =

 cψcθ −sψcϕ + cψsθsϕ sψsϕ + cψsθcϕ
sψcθ cψcϕ + sψsθsϕ −cψsϕ + sψsθcϕ
−sθ cθsϕ cθcϕ


(7)

where cϕ,θ,ψ = cos (ϕ, θ, ψ), sϕ,θ,ψ = sin (ϕ, θ, ψ).
Moreover, Γf is the general moment generated by the pro-
peller forces and torques:

Γf =

4∑
i=1

τBFi
+ τBi =

4∑
i=1

pBOi
∧ Fi +

4∑
i=1

BROiτ i =

 C1

C2

C3


(8)

where BROi is the projection from propeller frame Oi to OB ,
wi(i=1−4) is the rotor velocity of the propeller i, and pBOi

is
the vector of the body-frame to the origin of propeller at Oi.
Substituting equation (4),(5),(6),(8) to the Newtion-equation
(1), the full dynamic model of the UAVs is as follow:

mẍ = (sψsϕ + cψsθcϕ)Fz −Kdxẋ (9)
mÿ = (sψsθcϕ − cψsϕ)Fz −Kdy ẏ (10)
mz̈ = cθcϕFz −Kdz ż −mg (11)

Ixxϕ̈ = θ̇ψ̇(Iyy − Izz) + C1 (12)

Iyy θ̈ = ψ̇ϕ̇(Izz − Ixx) + C2 (13)

Izzψ̈ = ϕ̇θ̇(Ixx − Iyy) + C3 (14)

where Fz, C1, C2, C3 are control inputs and are defined as:
Fz
C1

C2

C3

 =


kt kt kt kt
0 −lkt 0 lkt

−lkt 0 lkt 0
−kd kd −kd kd



w2

1

w2
2

w2
3

w2
4

 (15)

where kt and kd are the thrust and drag coefficients of the
propellers, respectively, and l is the length from the center of
mass (CoM) to the propellers.
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III. EXTENDED KALMAN FILTER FOR
QUADROTOR UAVS

In this section, we present a strategy to estimate UAV’s
system states using EKF. The nonlinear model of the UAVs
with the presence of noises can be written as:{

Ẋ(t) = F(X(t),U(t)) +W(t)

Y(t) = C(X(t)) +H(t)
(16)

where X(t) = [x, y, z, ϕ, θ, ψ, ẋ, ẏ, ż, ϕ̇, θ̇, ψ̇]T is the sys-
tem state, U(t) = [Fx, C1, C2, C3]

T is control input,
F(X(t),U(t)) denote the nonlinear system function which
arecalculated from Eq. (9) - Eq. (14), C(X(t)) = X(t) is out-
put function, and W(t),H(t) denote the total noises affected
to the quadrotor UAVs. The noises functions W(t),H(t)
are considered as Gaussian function N(0, R) and N(0, Q),
respectively.

However, in order to apply this strategy, the UAVs will be
linearized around the working point Xk. The linear discrete
time-varying dynamics of the UAVs is expressed as:{
∆Xk+1 = A(Xk,Uk)XkTs +B(Xk,Uk)UkTs +W(k)

Yk+1 = Xk+1 +H(k)
(17)

where:

∆Xk+1 = Xk+1 −Xk (18)

A(Xk,Uk) =
∂F(X(t),U(t))

∂X(t)
|Xk,Uk

(19)

B(Xk,Uk) =
∂F(X(t),U(t))

∂U(t)
|Xk,Uk

. (20)

Ts is the sampling time, and W(k),H(k) are noises at sample
k. The details of matrix A(Xk,Uk),B(Xk,Uk) can be seen
in the Appendix.

A state estimator based on EKF is presented as:

∆X̂k+1 =A(X̂k,Uk)X̂kTs +B(X̂k,Uk)UkTs

+Kk+1(Yk+1 −CkX̂k) (21)

and the filter gain is defined based on error covariance Pk+1

as:

Kk+1 = AkPk+1C
T
k (CkPk+1C

T
k +Rk)

−1 (22)

where the covariance Pk+1 is defined in each cycle by:

Pk+1 = AkPkA
T
k +Qk −Kk(CkPkC

T
k +Rk)K

T
k (23)

where Ak = A(X̂k,Uk), Ck is identity matrix due to
Yk+1 = Xk+1 +H(k), and Rk,Qk are the covariance noise
matrices.

In this research, we consider the discrete-time EKF like in
[35], [36], taking account of a priori and a posteriori states,
the EKF becomes:
Linearization:

A(X̂k,Uk) =
∂F(X(t),U(t))

∂X(t)
|X̂k,Uk

(24)

B(X̂k,Uk) =
∂F(X(t),U(t))

∂U(t)
|X̂k,Uk

(25)

Fig. 2. Block diagram of the Extended Kalman Filter.

Estimating:

∆X̂−
k+1 = A(X̂k,Uk)X̂kTs +B(X̂k,Uk)UkTs (26)

P−
k+1 = A(X̂k,Uk)PkA

T (X̂k,Uk) +Qk (27)

Updating:

Kk+1 = P−
k+1C

T
k (CkP

−
k+1C

T
k +Rk)

−1 (28)

Pk+1 = (I−Kk+1Ck)P
−
k+1 (29)

∆X̂k+1 = ∆X̂−
k+1 +Kk+1(Yk+1 −CkX̂

−
k+1)

= ∆X̂−
k+1 +Kk+1(Xk+1 − X̂−

k+1). (30)

The full diagram of EKF can be seen in Figure 2.
Theorem 3.1: Consider an EKF as in (24)-(30), and the

following assumptions hold:
1. There are positive numbers a, c, p1, p2 such that the follow-
ing equations are satisfy with all k ≥ 0:

∥Ak∥ ≤ a (31)
∥Ck∥ ≤ c (32)

p1I ≤ ∥P−
k ∥ ≤ p2I (33)

p1I ≤ ∥P+
k ∥ ≤ p2I. (34)

2. Ak is nonsingular with all k ≥ 0
then the EKF is an exponential observer, and the observer error
ϵ = Xk − X̂k will be bounded.

Proof 3.1: Following the definition of Ak in the Appendix,
and due to Ck = I, the assumption above will be held. The
proof of the EKF’s stability can be found in [35], [37].
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IV. HIERARCHICAL SLIDING MODE CONTROL
BASED ON EXTENDED STATE OBSERVER

The hierarchical method is pointed out in [38] for a class
of second-order underactuated systems. In order to apply the
HSMC for the UAVs, the model of the quadrotor UAVs in
(9)-(14) can be rewritten that:

ẋ1 = x2

ẋ2 = (sx11sx7 + cx11sx9cx7)Fz −Kdxx2

ẋ3 = x4

ẋ4 = (sx11
sx9

cx7
− cx11

sx7
)Fz −Kdyx4

ẋ5 = x6

ẋ6 = cx9
cx7

Fz −Kdzx6 −mg

ẋ7 = x8

ẋ8 = x10x12(Iyy − Izz) + C1

ẋ9 = x10

ẋ10 = x8x12(Izz − Ixx) + C2

ẋ11 = x12

ẋ12 = x8x10(Ixx − Iyy) + C3

(35)

where x1 = x, x2 = ẋ, x3 = y, x4 = ẏ x5 = z, x6 = ż,
x7 = ϕ, x8 = ϕ̇, x9 = θ, x10 = θ̇, x11 = ψ,x12 = ψ̇,
sxi

= sin(xi), and cxi
= cos(xi). Or in this form:

ẋ1 = x2

ẋ2 = fx + bxu1

ẋ3 = x4

ẋ4 = fy + byu1

ẋ5 = x6

ẋ6 = fz + bzu1

ẋ7 = x8

ẋ8 = fϕ + bϕu2

ẋ9 = x10

ẋ10 = fθ + bθu3

ẋ11 = x12

ẋ12 = fψ + bψu4

(36)

where [u1, u2, u3, u4] = [Fz, C1, C2, C3], and fi, bi(i =
x, y, z, ϕ, θ, ψ) can be identified based on (35), respectively.

Assumption 1: Based on Theorem 3.1, it is assumed that
during the controller design process for the quadrotor UAVs,
the estimation error will be bounded and converged to zero.
Consequently, the sliding surface and the Lyapunov function
will disregard these values. The controller design and its
stability are structured like state feedback.

A. PD-SMC attitude controller for UAVs

In this section, the PD-SMC attitude controller (PD-SMC-
AC) is proposed to create the desired roll and pitch angles
for the UAVs. For the attitude controller, we consider ϕ, θ, ψ
(the roll, pitch, yaw angles) of the quadrotor UAVs as the
class of actuated states, which can be controlled by u2, u3, u4,
respectively.

Considering the sliding surface as:

sϕ = cϕe7 + e8 (37)

where cϕ is a positive constant, and e7 = ϕ̂−ϕr, e8 =
˙̂
ϕ− ϕ̇r,

and ϕr is the desired roll angle.
The Lyapunov function is chosen as:

Vϕ =
1

2
s2ϕ (38)

and its derivative:

V̇ϕ = sϕṡϕ

= sϕ(cϕ(
˙̂
ϕ− ϕ̇r) + ϕ̈− ϕ̈r − ϵ̈ϕ)

≈ sϕ(cϕ(
˙̂
ϕ− ϕ̇r) + ϕ̈− ϕ̈r) (39)

where ϵϕ is the observed error of roll angle. Therefore, the
control law u2 is proposed as:

u2 =
1

bϕ
[−cϕϕ̂− (cϕ + 1)

˙̂
ϕ+ cϕϕr + (cϕ + 1)ϕ̇r

− fϕ −Kϕsat(sϕ) + ϕ̈r] (40)

where Kϕ is a positive number, sat(sϕ) is the saturation sign
function, which is defined by:

sat(sϕ) =


−1 if sϕ ≤ −1

sϕ if − 1 < sϕ < 1

1 if sϕ ≥ 1.

(41)

Substituting the control law (40), and the dynamic equation
(36) into (39) with the note that the estimation error will
converge to 0, the derivative of the Lyapunov candidate
becomes:

V̇ϕ = sϕ[−cϕ(ϕ̂− ϕr)− (
˙̂
ϕ− ϕ̇r)−Kϕsat(sϕ)]

= −s2ϕ − sϕKϕsat(sϕ). (42)

Hence, the system is stable. Moreover, applying Barbalat’s
lemma [39], the sliding surface will converge to zero, which
means cϕe7 + e8 → 0. Solving the differential equation we
have the control error ϕ − ϕr → 0, and then the UAVs can
track references. For the pitch and yaw angles, let’s define the
sliding surface as:

sθ = cθe9 + e10 (43)
sψ = cψe11 + e12. (44)

Defining the Lyapunov function as:

Vθ =
1

2
s2θ (45)

Vψ =
1

2
s2ψ. (46)

Using the same technique with the roll angle, the control input
u3, u4 can be obtained by:

u3 =
1

bθ
[−cθ θ̂ − (cθ + 1)

˙̂
θ + cθθr + (cθ + 1)θ̇r

− fθ −Kθsat(sθ) + θ̈r] (47)

u4 =
1

bψ
[−cψψ̂ − (cψ + 1)

˙̂
ψ + cψψr + (cψ + 1)ψ̇r

− fψ −Kψsat(sψ) + ψ̈r] (48)
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then the SMC can help the UAVs track the roll-pitch-yaw
references.
However, for the reference roll and pitch angle, we consider a
group of PD controllers for the tracking along the x-axis and
the y-axis. To move along the x-direction the quadrotor UAVs
are required to roll around the y-axis and to move along the
y-direction the quadrotor UAVs are required to roll around the
x-axis. The roll angle is approximated as the first-order system
of (yr–y), where yr is the desired trajectory. Therefore, the PD
controller to create the roll and the yaw reference is defined
as:
Roll controller:

ϕr = kpy(yr − ŷ)− kdy(ẏr − ˙̂y) (49)

Pitch controller:

θr = kpx(x̂− xr)− kdx( ˙̂x− ẋr) (50)

where kpx, kdx, kpy, kdy are the controller parameters, respec-
tively.

B. HSMC position controller for UAVs

In this part, we propose three types of HSMC: Aggregated
HSMC (AHSMC), Incremental HSMC (IHSMC), and Com-
bining HSMC (CHSMC). Inspired by the idea in [40], the
HSMC is designed for three class variables x, y, z with one
control input Fz . Its state space expression is represented by:{

ẋ2i−1 = x2i

ẋ2i = fi + biu
(51)

where i = 1, 2, 3, and u = Fz .

e1 e2 e3 e4

S1 s2

S2

e5 e6

s3

S3

Fig. 3. Structure of AHSMC.

1) Aggregated HSMC: The basic idea of AHSMC is to
pair two variable states as a lower layer, and the higher layer
considering the lower layers. The structure of AHSMC is
depicted in Figure 3. The lower layer is defined as follows:

s1 = c1e1 + e2 (52)
s2 = c2e3 + e4 (53)
s3 = c3e5 + e6 (54)

where c1, c2, c3 are positive numbers, e1 = x̂−xr, e2 = ˙̂x−ẋr,
e3 = ŷ−yr, e4 = ˙̂y− ẏr, e5 = ẑ−zr, e6 = ˙̂z− żr are control

errors.
The higher layers are defined as:

S1 = s1 (55)
S2 = λ1S1 + s2 (56)
S3 = λ2S2 + s3 (57)

where λ1, λ2 are control parameter. The equivalent controller
that makes the sliding surface’s derivative equal to zero is
calculated based on:

ṡ1 = c1ė1 + ė2 = c1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + (¨̂x− ẍr)

= c1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + (fx̂ + bx̂u− ẍr). (58)

Therefore the equivalent control law for sliding surface s1 is
chosen as:

ueqx =
−c1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + ẍr − fx̂

bx̂
. (59)

Similar to the equivalent control law of sliding surface s2, s3:

ueqy =
−c2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + ÿr − fŷ

bŷ
(60)

ueqz =
−c3( ˙̂z − żr) + z̈r − fẑ

bẑ
. (61)

The switching control law of the AHSMC is proposed as:

usw =− λ1λ2bx̂(ueqy + ueqz) + λ2bŷ(ueqx + ueqz)

λ2λ1bx̂ + λ2bŷ + bẑ

− bẑ(ueqx + ueqy) +KaS3 + ηsat(S3)

λ2λ1bx̂ + λ2bŷ + bẑ
(62)

where Ka, η are positive numbers, and sat(S3) is the saturation
sign function, which can be defined as in (41).

Theorem 4.1: In the view of Assumption 1, considering
the quadrotor UAVs with the state space (36), if the AHSMC
controller is proposed as:

u = ueqx + ueqy + ueqz + usw (63)

then the sliding surface S3 is asymptotically stable.
Proof 4.1: According to Lyapunov’s stability, considering

the Lyapunov candidate as:

Va =
1

2
S2
3 . (64)

Differentiating Va with respect to time t, the derivative of Va
yield is expressed as:

V̇a = S3Ṡ3 = S3(λ1λ2ṡ1 + λ2ṡ2 + ṡ3). (65)
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Substituting the control law (63) ,(58) and the similar ṡ2, ṡ3
into the state space (65), the derivative becomes:

V̇a =S3

{
λ1λ2[c1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + (fx̂ + bx̂u− ẍr)]

+ λ2[c2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + (fŷ + bŷu− ÿr)]

+ c3( ˙̂z − żr) + (fẑ + bẑu− z̈r)

}
=S3

[
λ1λ2bx̂(ueqy + ueqz + usw) + λ2bŷ(ueqx

+ ueqz + usw) + bẑ(ueqx + ueqy + usw)

]
=−KaS

2
3 − ηS3sat(S3). (66)

Hence, the sliding surface is stable. Moreover, applying Bar-
balat’s lemma [39], the sliding surface will converge to zero.
Since the sliding surface S3 is asymptotically stable from the
time domain [0, tf ], the stability of sliding surface S1, S2 can
be archived in the time domain [tf ,∞]. The proof of this
stability is in [40].

e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6

s1

s2

s3

s4

s5

Fig. 4. Structure of IHSMC.

2) Incremental HSMC: The idea of IHSMC is to add an
additional state into each layer. Without the loss of generality,
the first layer is the construction of control error along x1, x2
variables, and the higher layer takes control error of the next
variable state. As a result, the structure of IHSMC is depicted
in Figure 4. The sliding surface of the IHSMC is designed as:

s1 = c1e2 + e1 (67)
s2 = c2e3 + s1 (68)
s3 = c3e4 + s2 (69)
s4 = c4e5 + s3 (70)
s5 = c5e6 + s4 (71)

where c1, c2, c3, c4, c5 are positive numbers, and the error
ei,i=1−6 is defined as the same of the AHSMC.

Theorem 4.2: In the view of Assumption 1, considering
the quadrotor UAVs with the state space (36), if the IHSMC
controller is proposed as:

u = ueq + usw (72)

where ueq, usw are the equivalent control law and switch
control law, respectively, then the sliding surface s5 is asymp-
totically stable.

Proof 4.2: According to Lyapunov’s stability, considering
the Lyapunov candidate as:

Vi =
1

2
s25 (73)

Differentiating Vi with respect to time t:

V̇i = s5ṡ5 = s5(c5ė6 + c4ė5 + c3ė4 + c2ė3 + c1ė2 + ė1)

= s5
[
c5(¨̂z − z̈r) + c4( ˙̂z − żr) + c3(¨̂y − ÿr)

+ c2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + c1(¨̂x− ẍr) + ( ˙̂x− ẋr)
]

= s5
[
c5(fẑ + bẑu− z̈r) + c3(fŷ + bŷu− ÿr)

+ c1(fx̂ + bx̂u− ẍr) + c4( ˙̂z − żr)

+ c2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + ( ˙̂x− ẋr)
]
. (74)

Therefore, the equivalent control law and the switch control
law are proposed as:

ueq = −c5fẑ + c3fŷ + c1fx̂ + c4( ˙̂z − żr) + c2( ˙̂y − ẏr)

c5bẑ + c3bŷ + c1bx̂

− ( ˙̂x− ẋr)− c5z̈r − c3ÿr − c1ẍr
c5bẑ + c3bŷ + c1bx̂

(75)

usw = − Kis5 + ηsat(s5)
c5bẑ + c3bŷ + c1bx̂

(76)

with Ki is a positive number, and sat(s5) is the saturation sign
function. Substituting the control law (72) into the (74), the
derivative becomes:

V̇i = −Kis
2
5 − ηs5sat(s5). (77)

Hence, the sliding surface is stable. To check the stability of
all the element sliding surfaces si, the proof is provided in
[40].

e1 e3 e5 e2 e4 e6

s ṡ

Sc

Fig. 5. Structure of CHSMC.

3) Combining HSMC: The idea of the CHSMC is to divide
the system state into two parts: the derivative combination and
the linear combination. The structure of CHSMC is depicted
in Figure 5, where s represents the linear combination, and
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HSMC position controller
• AHSMC: (59)-(62)

• IHSMC: (75)-(76)

• CHSMC: (83)-(84)

Extended Kalman filter

(24)-(30)

Quadrotor UAVs

CoM

1F

1
2F

2

3F

3
4F

4



1


2


3


4


BxBy

Bz

BO
Ez

Ex

Ey



 Bx

Bz

By E

, , ,r r r rx y z 
Desired trajectory

, ,r r rx y 

, ,r r rx y z

PD attitude controller

(49)-(50)

PD-SMC attitude controller

SMC attitude controller

(40),(47),(48)

zF

1 2 3, ,C C Cr

r

, , , , ,x y z   

ˆ ˆ ˆˆ ˆ ˆ, , , , ,x y z   

ˆ ˆ,x y ˆ ˆ ˆ, ,  

Fig. 6. Close-loop control structure of the proposed method.

ṡ represents the derivative combination. The element sliding
surface of the CHSMC is proposed as:

s = c1e1 + c2e3 + c3e5

ṡ = c1e2 + c2e4 + c3e6 (78)

where c1, c2, c3 are control parameters, and the control error
is defined as the same as the AHSMC and the IHSMC. The
CHSMC sliding surface is proposed as:

Sc = αs+ ṡ. (79)

Theorem 4.3: In the view of Assumption 1, considering
the quadrotor UAVs with the state space (36), if the CHSMC
controller is proposed as:

u = ueq + usw (80)

where ueq, usw are the equivalent control law and switch
control law respectively, then the sliding surface Sc is asymp-
totically stable.

Proof 4.3: According to Lyapunov’s stability, considering
the Lyapunov candidate as:

Vc =
1

2
S2
c . (81)

Differentiating Vc with respect to time t:

V̇c = ScṠc = Sc(αṡ+ s̈)

= Sc
[
αc1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + αc2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + αc3( ˙̂z − żr)

+ c1(¨̂x− ẍr) + c2(¨̂y − ÿr) + c3(¨̂z − z̈r)
]

= Sc
[
αc1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + αc2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + αc3( ˙̂z − żr)

+ c1(fx̂ + bx̂u− ẍr) + c2(fŷ + bŷu− ÿr)

+ c3(fẑ + bẑu− z̈r)
]
. (82)

Therefore, the equivalent control law and the switch control
law are proposed as:

ueq = −c1fx̂ + c2fŷ + c3fẑ − c1ẍr − c2ÿr − c3z̈r
c1bx̂ + c2bŷ + c3bẑ

− αc1( ˙̂x− ẋr) + αc2( ˙̂y − ẏr) + αc3( ˙̂z − żr)

c1bx̂ + c2bŷ + c3bẑ
(83)

usw = − KcSc + ηsat(Sc)
c1bx̂ + c2bŷ + c3bẑ

(84)

with Kc is a positive number, and sat(Sc) is the saturation
sign function. Substituting the control law (80) into the (82),
the derivative becomes:

V̇c = −KcS
2
c − ηScsat(Sc). (85)

Hence, the sliding surface is stable. To check the stability of
all the element sliding surfaces s and ṡ, the proof is provided
in [40].
The closed-loop scheme for the proposed strategy is provided
in Figure 6.

Algorithm 1 HSMC based EKF strategy
1. At time t = tk, measure the current state x, y, z, ϕ, θ, ψ.
2. Input the measured states and the previous control input
into the EKF to estimate all the states for the controller:
2.1. Linearization of the system around the previous working
states: (19),(20).
2.2. Estimating the prior estimate state and covariance:
(26),(27).
2.3. Updating the posterior estimate, observer gain, and co-
variance: (28),(29),(30)
3. Input the estimated states and the desired trajectory to the
controller to calculate the control signals Fz, C1, C2, C3 for
the quadrotor UAVs.
4. Perform the quadrotor UAVs with these control laws.
5. Set t = tk + Ts (with Ts is the sample time) and go back
to step 1.
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V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, to prove the effectiveness and performance
of the proposed HSMC-EKF strategy, a comparison to the
other methods PID-EKF and SO-SMC-EKF is provided. The
control law of the PID-EKF is proposed based on [41] as:

Fz = kpz(zr − ẑ) + kdz(żr − ˙̂z) +mg (86)

C1 = kpϕ(ϕr − ϕ̂) + kdϕ(ϕ̇r − ˙̂
ϕ) (87)

C2 = kpθ(θr − θ̂) + kdθ(θ̇r − ˙̂
θ) (88)

C3 = kpψ(ψr − ψ̂) + kdψ(ψ̇r − ˙̂
ψ). (89)

In the PID-EKF, we choose the integral gain as zero, and
kpz, kdz, kpϕ, kdϕ, kpθ, kdθ, kpψ and kdψ are control parame-
ters. The control law of the SO-SMC-EKF is proposed based
on [15] as:

Fz = m
cz

(
żr − ˙̂z

)
+ z̈r + g + d1 + ε1 sgn (s1) + η1s1

cosϕ cos θ
(90)

C1 = Ixx

{
c1
c3

(
ÿr − ¨̂y

)
+
c2
c3

(
ẏr − ˙̂y

)
+ ϕ̈r + d2

+
c4
c3

(
ϕ̇r − ˙̂

ϕ
)
+

1

c3
[ε2 sign (s2) + η2s2]

}
(91)

C2 = Iyy

{
c5
c7

(
ẍr − ¨̂x

)
+
c6
c7

(
ẋr − ˙̂x

)
+ θ̈r + d3

+
c8
c7

(
θ̇r − ˙̂

θ
)
+

1

c7
[ε3 sign (s3) + η3s3]

}
(92)

C3 = Izz

[
cψ

(
ψ̇r − ˙̂

ψ
)
+ ψ̈r + d4 + ε4 sign (s4) + η4s4

]
(93)

where the sliding surfaces are chosen as:

s1 = cz(zr − ẑ) + (żr − ˙̂z) (94)

s2 = c1(ẏr − ˙̂y) + c2(yr − ŷ)

+ c3(ϕ̇r − ˙̂
ϕ) + c4(ϕr − ϕ̂) (95)

s3 = c5(ẋr − ˙̂x) + c6(xr − x̂)

+ c7(θ̇r − ˙̂
θ) + c8(θr − θ̂) (96)

s4 = cψ(ψr − ψ̂) + (ψ̇r − ˙̂
ψ) (97)

in which εi, ηi (i = 1− 4), cz , andck(k = 1− 8) are control
parameters, and d1, d2, d3, d4 represent the disturbance terms
and are defined as:

d1 = Kdz
˙̂z/m (98)

d2 = − ˙̂
θ
˙̂
ψ(Iyy − Izz)/Ixx (99)

d3 = − ˙̂
ψ
˙̂
ϕ(Izz − Ixx)/Iyy (100)

d4 = − ˙̂
ϕ
˙̂
θ(Ixx − Iyy)/Izz. (101)

The initial position and the angle values of the UAVs are
[0, 0, 0] m and [0, 0, 0] rad, respectively. The system
parameters, the observer parameters, and the control param-
eters are listed in Table II. The simulation is performed in

Matlab/Simulink 2023b with the sample time as chosen as
Ts = 0.01(s). The simulations are developed on a computer
with 2.3 GHz Intel Core i7- 11800H and 16 GB RAM. In
addition, the disturbances are white noises, and all of the
simulations can be found on this link: https://github.com/
aralab-unr/HSMC-EKF-for-Quadrotor-UAVs. For the simula-
tion scenario, we tested the performance of the quadrotor
UAVs in three scenarios, which can be seen in Table III.
Finally, the results are demonstrated in Figure 7-Figure 54. The
results are shown in terms of trajectory tracking, the estimated
states, and the control laws. The tracking ability and the
control law following the Z-axis have shown the effectiveness
of the proposed methods with the compared strategies.

A. Scenario 1

The results under scenario 1 are illustrated from Figure 7-
Figure 22, where the position and its estimation are shown in
Figure 7-Figure 18, and the control laws are shown Figure 19-
Figure 22.

Fig. 7. X-axis tracking trajectory scenario 1.

Fig. 8. Y-axis tracking trajectory scenario 1.

Fig. 9. Z-axis tracking trajectory scenario 1.

https://github.com/aralab-unr/HSMC-EKF-for-Quadrotor-UAVs
https://github.com/aralab-unr/HSMC-EKF-for-Quadrotor-UAVs
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TABLE II
THE CONTROL PERFORMANCE BENCHMARK UNDER THE EXTENDED STATE OBSERVER

System parameter EKF PD-SMC-AC AHSMC-EKF CHSMC-EKF IHSMC-EKF PID-EKF SO-SMC-EKF
m = 1.96(kg) Q = 1e− 5 kpx = 0.1 c1 = 0.05 c1 = 0.05 c1 = 0.05 kpz = 10 c1 = 0.02, c2 = 0.01
g = 9.81(m/s2) R = 1e− 6 kdx = 0.15 c2 = 0.05 c2 = 0.05 c2 = 0.05 kdz = 12 c3 = 0.2, c4 = 0.3
Ixx = 0.00149 kpy = 0.1 c3 = 1 c3 = 1 c3 = 0.05 kpϕ = 0.6 c5 = 0.05, c6 = 0.01
Iyy = 0.00153 kdy = 0.15 λ1 = 0.05 α = 1.5 c4 = 10.05 kdϕ = 0.4 c7 = 0.2, c8 = 0.3
Izz = 0.00532 cϕ = 3.5 λ2 = 0.05 Kc = 0.5 c5 = 3.25 kpθ = 0.6 η1 = η4 = 2
Kdx = 0.00055670 cθ = 3.5 Ka = 0.34 η = 0.25 Ki = 0.75 kdθ = 0.4 η2 = η3 = 5
Kdy = 0.00055670 cψ = 0.5 η = 0.25 η = 0.25 kpψ = 0.4 ε1 = 1.7, ε4 = 1.2
Kdz = 0.0006354 Kϕ = 0.4 kdψ = 0.3 ε2 = ε3 = 1.5

Kθ = 0.4 cz = 2.5
Kψ = 0.2 cψ = 0.25

TABLE III
SIMULATION SCENARIOS

Scenario Trajectory Time

Scenario 1 [xr; yr; zr, ψr] = [12; 12; 12; 0.5] t = 0− 15(s)

Scenario 2 xr = sin(πt
5
), yr = −1 + cos(πt

5
) t = 0− 60(s)

zr = t
2

, ψr = 0.5

[xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [3; 3; 3; 0.2] t = 0− 10(s)
[xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [1.5; 3; 3; 0.2] t = 10− 20(s)

Scenario 3 [xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [1.5; 1.5; 3; 0.2] t = 20− 30(s)
[xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [3; 1.5; 3; 0.4] t = 30− 40(s)
[xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [3; 3; 3; 0.4] t = 40− 50(s)
[xr; yr; zr;ψr] = [3; 3; 0; 0.4] t = 50− 60(s)

Fig. 10. Estimated X (m) scenario 1.

Fig. 11. Estimated Y (m) scenario 1.

Fig. 12. Estimated Z (m) scenario 1.

Fig. 13. Roll angle scenario 1.

Fig. 14. Pitch angle scenario 1.

Fig. 15. Yaw angle scenario 1.
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Fig. 16. Estimated roll angle scenario 1.

Fig. 17. Estimated pitch angle scenario 1.

Fig. 18. Estimated yaw angle scenario 1.

Fig. 19. Control law Fz (N) scenario 1.

Fig. 20. Control law C1 scenario 1.

Fig. 21. Control law C2 scenario 1.

Fig. 22. Control law C3 scenario 1.

B. Scenario 2

The results under scenario 2 are illustrated from Figure 23-
Figure 38, where the position and its estimation are shown in
Figure 26-Figure 34, and the control laws are shown Figure 35-
Figure 38.

Fig. 23. X-axis tracking trajectory scenario 2.

Fig. 24. Y-axis tracking trajectory scenario 2.
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Fig. 25. Z-axis tracking trajectory scenario 2.

Fig. 26. Estimated X (m) scenario 2.

Fig. 27. Estimated Y (m) scenario 2.

Fig. 28. Estimated Z (m) scenario 2.

Fig. 29. Roll angle scenario 2.

Fig. 30. Pitch angle scenario 2.

Fig. 31. Yaw angle scenario 2.

Fig. 32. Estimated roll angle scenario 2.

Fig. 33. Estimated pitch angle scenario 2.

Fig. 34. Estimated yaw angle scenario 2.
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Fig. 35. Control law Fz (N) scenario 2.

Fig. 36. Control law C1 scenario 2.

Fig. 37. Control law C2 scenario 2.

Fig. 38. Control law C3 scenario 2.

C. Scenario 3

The results under scenario 3 are illustrated in Figure 39-
Figure 54, where the position and its estimation are shown in
Figure 42-Figure 50, and the control laws are shown Figure 51-
Figure 54.

Fig. 39. X-axis tracking trajectory scenario 3.

Fig. 40. Y-axis tracking trajectory scenario 3.

Fig. 41. Z-axis tracking trajectory scenario 3.

Fig. 42. Estimated X (m) scenario 3.

Fig. 43. Estimated Y (m) scenario 3.
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Fig. 44. Estimated Z (m) scenario 3.

Fig. 45. Roll angle scenario 3.

Fig. 46. Pitch angle scenario 3.

Fig. 47. Yaw angle scenario 3.

Fig. 48. Estimated roll angle scenario 3.

Fig. 49. Estimated pitch angle scenario 3.

Fig. 50. Estimated yaw angle scenario 3.

Fig. 51. Control law Fz (N) scenario 3.

Fig. 52. Control law C1 scenario 3.

Fig. 53. Control law C2 scenario 3.
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Fig. 54. Control law C3 scenario 3.

In general, all the proposed methods can ensure that the
quadrotor UAVs track the desired trajectory without compro-
mising their stability, even in the presence of white noise.
These tracking abilities and stability show the effectiveness of
the EKF and the PD-SMC attitude controller. In terms of po-
sition control, it is observed that the HSMC outperforms both
the PID-EKF and SO-SMC-EKF approaches. Notably, the
PID-EKF method exhibits position overshoot in Scenario 1,
while the SO-SMC method demonstrates a smaller amplitude
along the X and Y axes in comparison to the desired trajectory.
The HSMC effectively mitigates these issues. Furthermore,
in analyzing control forces along the Z-axis, it is found that
the proposed HSMC, utilizing the saturation sign function,
effectively disregards the influence of switch control laws,
thereby ensuring consistent UAV tracking performance. This
contrasts with the limitations encountered by the SO-SMC
method. The observed fluctuations in control prove the efficacy
of the HSMC methodology.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a novel approach to control
quadrotor UAVs. First, the EKF is proposed to deal with
external disturbances and measure noises. Second, a PD-SMC
attitude controller is proposed to create the reference roll and
pitch angles for the UAVs, and a class of hierarchical sliding
mode control is designed to ensure the tracking ability and
stability of the UAVs. The main conclusions are summarized
as follows: 1. All the estimated state variables by the EKF
converge to the real states under the influence of lump dis-
turbances; 2. The tracking ability of the UAVs is ensured in
the case of the reference, which is a desired point, a desired
trajectory, or reference values suddenly changed in a different
moment; 3. The robustness of the designed controller was
verified based on the rigorous simulation scenarios and the
comparison to other existing methods. In the future, utilizing
the promising Lyapunov function of the HSMC, we will
consider the development of an adaptive HSMC to deal with
the changes in the UAV’s mass or parameters. Furthermore, the
controller can be updated to Lyapunov-based model predictive
control to further address system constraints for the UAVs,
along with control laws Fz , C1, C2, and C3.

APPENDIX

The details of the linearized matrix A(Xk,Uk),B(Xk,Uk)
are indentifed as:

A(Xk,Uk) =

(
06×6 I6×6

06×6 A1(Xk,Uk)

)
(102)

B(Xk,Uk) =

(
06×6

B1(Xk,Uk)

)
(103)

where:

A1(Xk,Uk) =

(
A11 03×3

03×3 A22

)
(104)

B1(Xk,Uk) =

(
B11 03×3

03×1 B22

)
(105)

with

A11 =

−Kdx

m 0 0

0 −Kdy

m 0

0 0 −Kdz

m

 (106)

A22 =


0

ψ̇ (Iyy−Izz)
Ixx

θ̇ (Iyy−Izz)
Ixx

ψ̇ (Izz−Ixx)
Iyy

0 ϕ̇ (Izz−Ixx)
Iyy

θ̇ (Ixx−Iyy)
Izz

ϕ̇ (Ixx−Iyy)
Izz

0

 (107)

B11 =


sin(ϕ) sin(ψ)+cos(ϕ) cos(ψ) sin(θ)

m
cos(ϕ) sin(ψ) sin(θ)−cos(ψ) sin(ϕ)

m
cos(ϕ) cos(θ)

m

 (108)

B22 =

 1
Ixx

0 0

0 1
Iyy

0

0 0 1
Izz

 . (109)
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