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Abstract

This paper proposes a passivity-based port-Hamiltonian (pH) framework for multi-agent displacement-based and rigid formation control
and velocity tracking. The control law consists of two parts, where the internal feedback is to track the velocity and the external feedback
is to achieve formation stabilization by steering variables of neighboring agents that prescribe the desired geometric shape. Regarding
the external feedback, a general framework is proposed for all kinds of formations by means of the advantage that the pH model is
energy-based and coordinate-free. To solve the issue that the incidence matrix is not of full column rank over cyclic graphs, the matrix
property is used to prove the convergence to the target sets for the displacement-based formation, while for rigid formations, the algebraic
conditions of infinitesimal rigidity are investigated to achieve asymptotic local stability. Furthermore, the rigid formation with heterogeneous
constraints is further investigated under this framework and the asymptotic local stability is proved under a mild assumption. Simulations
are performed to illustrate the effectiveness of the framework.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Formation control is a popular control problem within the
broad class of coordination control which aims at a group
behavior to achieve a prescribed geometric shape. It has
been extensively investigated as motivated by many promis-
ing applications; see e.g., the survey papers, [1], [2], [3],
[4], [5], and [6] and the references therein. According to
different formation variables that define the geometric for-
mation shape, formation control can be classified as ei-
ther displacement-based formations or rigid formations. Re-
garding displacement-based formation, the target geometric
shape is defined by relative positions between neighboring
agents. The convergence is investigated based on the multi-
agent consensus theory; see e.g., [7], [8]. For rigid forma-
tions, one can employ distances, bearings, or angles, which
can be regarded as partial information about the relative po-
sitions, to define a target shape. Since less information is
used, more constraints should be imposed to uniquely de-
fine the formation shape, which involves the graph rigidity
theory [9], [10]. On the other hand, since the control objec-
tives of rigid formations are represented by functions of a
norm, the resulting control laws for formation stabilization
are often nonlinear which imposes challenges for formation
convergence analysis [3].

The objective of multi-agent group coordination is to achieve
a prescribed group behavior using distributed feedback laws
that only employ information about neighboring agents. In
practice, it is often assumed that neighboring agents have
access to each other’s information based on an underlying
undirected graph, while the resulting closed-loop formation
system will inherit the passivity properties of agents’ dynam-
ics [11], [12], and [13]. Therefore, the passivity approach is
a favorable tool to analyze the stability of the interconnected
multi-agent system.

In [14], the notion of passivity is used for group coordina-
tion. The control objective is to steer the differences of out-
put variables of neighboring agents to a prescribed compact
set. By extending this idea to formation stabilization and ve-
locity tracking, the passivity-based group coordination can
be interpreted as the following: the controller consists of
internal and external feedback, while the internal feedback
renders the agents passive with respect to the desired veloc-
ity, and the external feedback steers formation shape vari-
ables of neighboring agents that prescribe the desired geo-
metric shape, which asymptotically stabilize the formation
shape variables to a given formation shape.

Since the dynamics of the external feedback are associated
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with the edges, the convergence analysis is related to the
incidence matrix of the graph. For group coordination in
[14], a necessary condition to achieve convergence of system
states to a target set is the linear independence of the columns
of the incidence matrix. However, in the context of formation
control, this condition is often not satisfied, for example in
the displacement-based formation with cyclic graphs. Also
in the case of rigid formations, the underlying graph always
contains cycles, which causes the number of columns of
the incidence matrix to be greater than the rank. Therefore,
this should be further investigated to guarantee asymptotic
stabilization to a given formation.

The first objective of this paper is to extend the passivity
framework to displacement-based formations and rigid for-
mations modeled by cyclic graphs. To solve the above issues,
regarding the displacement-based formation with cyclic
graphs, the convergence to the target sets is proved by using
incidence matrix property of the underlying graph. As for
the rigid formations, we have investigated the relationship
between infinitesimal rigidity and the time-derivative of the
Hamiltonian to prove asymptotic local stability. In addition,
regarding angle-based formation, we proposed the frame-
work for the model of double integrators with a damping
term. To the best of our knowledge, existing research, such
as [15], [16], [17], and [18] only considers the dynamics
of single integrators. Furthermore, the last three papers did
not give a suitable Lyapunov function for stability analysis.

The construction of the passivity framework is accomplished
by exploiting the pH formulation of passive systems, which
offers a number of advantages. First, pH models are con-
venient for modelling interconnected dynamic systems in
terms of scalability [19], making them suitable to represent
interconnected systems in complex networks. Since in this
modeling framework the dissipation and the energy storage
structure of the system are underscored, passivity-based con-
trol techniques arise as a natural option to control pH sys-
tems. Second, pH modeling is energy-based and coordinate-
free, which gives a general framework for the modelling and
analysis of different kinds of formations. Third, compared
with other existing formation research, the pH approach is
more suitable for complex and heterogeneous agent dynam-
ics. Different from most existing literature where the agent
is modeled as a single or double integrator and the formation
shape is defined by one kind of formation variables such as
position, distance, bearing, or angle, the pH approach can
be further applied to the systems where the agents are mod-
eled by more complex dynamics and the formation shapes
are given by different kinds of constraints. In this paper, we
have further established the passivity-based pH framework
for rigid formations with mixed constraints that involve dis-
placement, distance, bearing, and angle constraints.

The original idea of this paper was first published in the
conference paper [20]. In this paper, we present more de-
tails about constructing this framework. In addition, we ex-
tend the framework to angle-based formations and the rigid

formations with heterogeneous constraints. The main con-
tributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

• Our passivity approach for velocity tracking and forma-
tion control is formulated in the pH framework, which
is suitable to represent complex and heterogeneous agent
dynamics and is more favorable in terms of scalability.
In addition, it gives a general framework for different
kinds of formations due to the advantage that the model
is energy-based and coordinate-free.

• We extend the passivity-based group coordination frame-
work to the displacement-based and rigid formation con-
trol. To solve the issue that the incidence matrix is not
of full column rank over cyclic graphs, regarding the
displacement-based formation, the convergence to the tar-
get sets is proved by employing the matrix property of
the graph incidence matrix. Concerning rigid formations,
we use the algebraic conditions of infinitesimal rigidity
to prove asymptotic local stability.

• Regarding angle-based formation, compared with the ex-
isting results, we propose a general framework for the
modeling of double integrators with a damping term and
give a suitable Lyapunov function for stability analysis.
Regarding the rigid formations with heterogeneous con-
straints, we define the completely infinitesimally rigid
framework and establish a formation system that involves
different kinds of formation geometric constraints.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The preliminar-
ies are given in Section 2. The frameworks for displacement-
based formation and rigid formations are presented in Sec-
tions 3 and 4, respectively. Simulations are provided in Sec-
tion 5, and concluding remarks appear in Section 6.

2 PRELIMINARIES

2.1 Port-Hamiltonian (pH) systems

The pH systems theory brings together port-based model-
ing, geometric mechanics, and system and control theory in
physical system modeling and analysis, in order to obtain a
clear representation of physical processes. A standard input-
state-output pH system [21],[22] is formulated as

ẋ = (J(x)−R(x))
∂H

∂x
(x)+ g(x)u,

y = gT (x)
∂H

∂x
(x), (1)

where x ∈R
n is the state, u ∈R

m is the input, and y ∈R
m is

the output. Furthermore J(x) =−JT (x) ∈R
n×n is the skew-

symmetric interconnection matrix, R(x) =RT (x)≥ 0∈R
n×n

is the positive semi-definite dissipation matrix, and H(x) is
the Hamiltonian that equals the total energy stored in the
system. It is easy to verify that the time-derivative of H(x)
satisfies Ḣ(x)≤ yT u, which leads to the passivity of the sys-
tem under the assumption that H(x) is bounded from be-
low. Otherwise, the system is cyclo-passive. This passivity
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property is often used to prove the stability of the closed-
loop system. In contrast to other modeling approaches, the
pH formulation highlights the interconnection structure re-
lated to the exchange of energy. This description of systems
is suited for passivity-based control, whose basic ideas are
energy-shaping and control by interconnection.

2.2 Passivity for group coordination

Passivity is a favorable design tool for multi-agent systems
since the feedback interconnection structure ensures that the
closed-loop system inherits the passivity property of its com-
ponents. In addition, it also allows for modeling complex
agent dynamics and is scalable to a large number of subsys-
tems. The passivity framework for group coordination was
introduced in [14].

Consider a group of N agents with the topology of in-
formation exchange between these agents described by
a graph G (VN ,EE). It consists of a node set V , where
V = {1,2, ...,N}, and an edge set E ⊆ V × V , where
E = {e1,e2, ...,eE}. The incidence matrix B ∈ R

N×E de-
scribes the relationship between the nodes and the edges,
and it takes the following form:

bik =







+1 if node i is at the positive side of edge k,

−1 if node i is at the negative side of edge k,

0 otherwise.

We suppose each agent is modeled in pH form as a single
point mass in R

d . The position of each agent i is denoted as
qi ∈R

d and the corresponding momentum is defined as pi =
miq̇i ∈ R

d , where mi is the mass of agent i. The dynamics
of all agents are given in the compact form by







q̇

ṗ







=







0 INd

−INd −Dr













∂H
∂q

(q, p)

∂H
∂ p

(q, p)







+







0

INd







u

y =
∂H

∂ p
(q, p)

(2)

where u ∈ R
Nd is the input, y ∈ R

Nd is the output, and
Dr ∈ R

Nd×Nd is a positive semi-definite dissipation matrix,
which enables to model the viscous friction. INd ∈ R

Nd×Nd

is an identity matrix. The Hamiltonian consists of the kinetic
energy associated with the movement of the mass and takes

the following form H = ∑N
i=1 Hi =

1
2 ∑N

i=1 pT
i M−1

i pi, where
Mi = miId .

The coordination objective for the group behavior consists
of two parts. One is that the velocity of each agent converges
to a prescribed common value, i.e.,

lim
t→∞

|q̇i − v∗|= 0.

The other is that the different variables associated with the
edges

z = (BT ⊗ Id)q (3)

converge to a prescribed compact set Ξ ⊂ R
E×d , where

Ξ= {z∗1,z
∗
2, ...,z

∗
E} and z∗j , j ∈ 1,2, ...,E is the prescribed dif-

ference variable associated with edges j.

To achieve the first objective, an internal feedback is de-
signed for every single agent, which renders its dynamics
passive from the designed feedback input ui to the velocity
error yi := q̇i − v∗, i.e., the whole group achieves velocity
tracking.

For the second objective, an external feedback is designed
based on relative difference variables associated with edges.
This can be written in a compact form as

u =−(B⊗ Id)φ ,

where φ : RM×d →R
M×d are multivariable nonlinearities to

be designed to render the prescribed compact set Ξ ⊂R
M×d

invariant and asymptotically stable.

The set of desired equilibria is given by

E = {(z,ξ )|ξ = 0,(B⊗ Id)φ(z) = 0,z ∈ R(BT ⊗ Id)}, (4)

where ξ = q̇− 1Nv∗, and R(·) denotes the range space.

3 DISPLACEMENT-BASED FORMATION

We consider a group of N agents which are fully actuated as
described by (2). The interaction among the group of agents
is modeled by an undirected, connected graph G (VN ,EE),
where the nodes are associated with agents and the edges
are associated to interactions between the agents.

In displacement-based formation, the measurements are the
relative positions of the agents. The control law for for-
mation stabilization is usually based on consensus theory
[2], [23], [24]. The convergence result employs the Lapla-
cian matrix property that the rank of the Laplacian matrix
is N − 1 if the underlying undirected graph is connected.
Moreover, from the perspective of the passivity framework
for group coordination, the relative difference variables in
(3) for displacement-based formation are relative positions.
Since the controller dynamics are associated with the edges,
the incidence matrix is used to transform the control force
from the edge space to the node space. In this regard, the
convergence depends on the kernel space of the incidence
matrix.

The underlying graph of a network does not contain cycles
if and only if the columns of incidence matrix B are lin-
early independent. Equivalently, the kernel space of B⊗ Id

is trivial, and (B⊗ Id)φ(z) = 0 implies φ(z) = 0, and hence
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z ∈ Ξ. If the graph contains cycles, the columns of the in-
cidence matrix B are linearly dependent. In this case, the
kernel space of B⊗ Id is not trivial; therefore, the forma-
tion shape variables may not converge to a given formation
shape. On the other hand, if a group of agents is connected
via a cyclic graph, rather than an acyclic tree graph, the
cyclic graph structure enhances the robustness of the forma-
tion system: if one of the agents fails, the remaining graph is
still connected as an acyclic or cyclic graph, and the whole
system still works. Therefore, cyclic graphs are important
in displacement-based formation.

To address this issue, we design a passivity approach for
displacement-based formation stabilization and velocity
tracking for a group of fully actuated agents modeled in (2).

In terms of velocity tracking, the following generalized
canonical coordinate transformations [25] are introduced
for the pH model in order to derive the error dynamics

(

q̄i(t)

p̄i(t)

)

=

(

qi − v∗t

pi −Miv
∗

)

,

where v∗ ∈R
d is the prescribed desired velocity. The Hamil-

tonian for velocity tracking is given as

Hv =
N

∑
i=1

(Hi +Ui) =
1

2

N

∑
i=1

(pT
i M−1

i pi − 2pT
i v∗i + v∗i

T
Miv

∗
i ),

where Hi is the kinetic energy for each agent,Ui is a fictitious
potential. When q̇i for all i = 1,2, ...,N converges to v∗, Hv

has the minimum value.

To eliminate the tracking error, the corresponding control
law consisting of two terms is given by

uv
i =−∂Ui

∂ pi
− ∂Hv

i

∂ pi
=−Dr

i v
∗−Dt

iM
−1
i p̄i. (5)

where Dt
i ∈R

d×d is a positive semi-definite dissipation ma-

trix. The first term, − ∂Ui

∂ pi
, ensures the velocity converging to

the desired value, while the second term, −Dt
i

∂Hv
i

∂ pi
, improves

the transient performance of the convergence.

Proposition 1 Consider a group of agents modeled in (2).
Using the control law (5), the system converges to the desired
velocity v∗.

The proof directly follows by taking Hv as the Lyapunov
function, and we omit the details here.

For formation stabilization, the displacement error of edge
j is defined as z̄ j = z j − z∗j , where z∗j is the desired dis-

placement of edge j, j = 1,2, ...,E . To achieve the control

objectives, virtual couplings are assigned among the neigh-
boring agents [21]. The corresponding Hamiltonian is equal
to the virtual potential energy of the edges and is given by

H f = 1
2 ∑E

j=1 z̄T
j z̄ j. For each edge, when z j converges to z∗j ,

H
f

i attains its minimum value. Therefore, when z ∈ Ξ, H f

has the minimum value. Note that since the positions of the
agents are not controlled, the terms that contain q are not
included in the virtual potential energy.

The dynamics of the formation control system associated
with the edges of the graph are given by

ż j = ωz
j ,

τz
j =

∂H
f
j

∂ z j

+D
f
j ω

z
j ,

(6)

where ωz
j ∈ R

d and τz
j ∈ R

d are the input and output of the

controller, respectively, and D
f
j ∈R

d×d ≥ 0 is the dissipation

matrix.

The original systems are described by the dynamics of the
agents, while the controllers are designed by the dynamics
on the edges. Therefore, the incidence matrix B is used to
establish the interconnection of the original system and the
controllers, in the compact form given by

u f =−(B⊗ Id)τ
z,

ωz = (BT ⊗ Id)y.
(7)

According to (6) and (7), the control law for formation sta-
bilization follows directly as

u f =−(B⊗ Id)z̄− (B⊗ Id)D
f (BT ⊗ Id)M

−1 p, (8)

where the spring term, −(B⊗ Id)z̄, is to determine the stabil-
ity of the formation shape, while the damping term, −(BT ⊗
Id)D

f (B⊗ Id)M
−1 p, is to improve the transient performance

of convergence.

In general, the total control input is given by

uc = uv + u f . (9)

The first term uv is an internal control law for velocity track-
ing, where the agents only need the information about their
own. The second term u f is an external control law for for-
mation control, where the agents need information about
their neighbors.

The total Hamiltonian is defined as Hc = Hv +H f . In this
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case, the closed-loop system is given by












˙̄q

˙̄p

˙̄z












=












0 INd 0

−INd −DF −B⊗ Id

0 BT ⊗ Id 0























∂Hc

∂ q̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂Hc

∂ p̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂Hc

∂ z̄
(q̄, p̄)












(10)

where DF = Dr +Dt +(B⊗ Id)D
f (BT ⊗ Id).

We obtain the following theorem on the displacement-based
formation and velocity tracking.

Theorem 1 Consider a group of agents modeled in port-
Hamiltonian form as in (2), and assume that the graph is
undirected and connected. Then the control law (9) achieves
the desired formation while each agent tracks the desired
velocity.

Proof: Take the Hamiltonian Hc as the Lyapunov function.
It follows that Hc(q̄, p̄, z̄)≥ 0. Taking the time-derivative of
Hc, we have

Ḣc =−∂ T Hc

∂ p̄
(Dr +Dt +(B⊗ Id)D

f (BT ⊗ Id))
∂Hc

∂ p̄
.

It follows that Ḣc ≤ 0. Furthermore, by invoking LaSalle’s
Invariance Principle the system converges to the largest in-
variant set {p|p̄ = 0}. It follows that ˙̄p = 0. Substituting
p̄ = 0, ˙̄p = 0 into (10) gives

−(B⊗ Id)
∂Hc

∂ z̄
=−(B⊗ Id)z̄ = 0.

Next, we consider two different cases of the underlying con-
nected graphs.

• Acyclic graph. If the connected graph is acyclic, the
columns of the incidence matrix B are linearly indepen-
dent. It follows that the kernel of B is a null set. Therefore,
z̄ = 0, which means that the agents achieve the desired
formation shape, thus completing the proof.

• Cyclic graph. For a cyclic graph, the columns of inci-
dence matrix B⊗ Id are linearly dependent, which implies
that the kernel of B⊗ Id is not a null set anymore. How-
ever, according to the definition of difference variables
z = (B⊗ Id)

T q, it follows that z̄ is in the range space of
BT ⊗ Id . Since the range space of BT ⊗ Id is orthogonal to
the kernel of B⊗ Id, it implies z̄ = 0, thus completing the
proof.

The proof of the theorem statement is thus completed. �

4 RIGID FORMATIONS

In the case of rigid formations, the relative difference vari-
ables under consideration are distances, bearings, angles,
and combinations of all measurements. When the constraints
of the formation involve more geometric variables than dis-
placement, the graph usually contains cycles, which implies
that the kernel of the incidence matrix is not zero anymore.
To address this issue, we propose the passivity approach in
pH form for the modeling and stabilization analysis of these
rigid formations.

The controller for rigid formation tracking consists of two
parts, where the internal feedback is for velocity tracking and
the external feedback is for formation stabilization. Since
there is no coupling between the velocity and position dy-
namics, the same control law as in (5) can still be used for
velocity tracking. Therefore, we only consider the formation
stabilization in this section.

4.1 Distance-based formation

In order to formulate the concept of rigidity more clearly,
the definition of the framework in formation control is given
as follows [26].

Definition 1 Given a graph G (V ,E ), an associated frame-
work fq is a realization of the underlying graph with node
coordinate variables q, i.e. fq = (G ,q).

The distance of edge j that associates agents i and k is
defined as

||z j ||= ||qi − qk||.

In terms of the distance rigidity, the potential function is
defined as

hd = [||z1||2, ||z2||2, ..., ||zE ||2]T .

The time-derivative of hd is given as

ḣd =
∂ T hd

∂q
q̇ = blkdiag(zT

1 ,z
T
2 , ...,z

T
E)(B

T ⊗ Id)q̇, (11)

where Rd = ∂ T hd

∂q
∈R

E×Nd is defined as the distance rigidity

matrix. For more details on distance rigidity, we refer the
readers to [9], [10], [27]. We quote the following Lemma 1
from [27] and Lemma 2 from [10].

Lemma 1 Assume the number of agents N is greater than
the dimension d of the ambient space of the framework. A
framework f = (GN(VN ,EE),q) is infinitesimally distance

rigid (IDR) in R
d if and only if rank(Rd) = dN−d(d+1)/2.
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Lemma 2 If a framework f = (GN(VN ,EE),q) is minimally

and infinitesimally distance rigid (MIDR) in R
d , then the

matrix Rd(q)Rd(q)T is positive definite.

To make the distance of each edge go to the desired value,
the Hamiltonian for formation stabilization is given as

Hd =
E

∑
j=1

Hd
j =

1

4

E

∑
j=1

(ed
j )

2 =
1

4

E

∑
j=1

(||z j ||2 −||z∗j ||2)2.

For the dynamics of the controller, we consider the virtual
spring and damping couplings associated with the edges,
which are given by

ėd
j = ωd

j ,

τd
j =

∂Hd
j

∂ed
j

+Dd
j ω

d
j ,

(12)

where ωd
j ∈ R and τd

j ∈ R are the input and output of the

controller, respectively, and Dd
j ∈ R ≥ 0 is the dissipation

constant. Note that the output of the controller is in distance
space R, to transform it to R

d , the mapping Jacobian is given
by

Jd
j =

∂ed
j

∂ z j

= z j

Establishing the negative feedback connection of the con-
troller system and the original system, the corresponding
control law is derived as

ud
j =−Jd

j τd
j =−z j(e

d
j +Dd

j ė
d
j ).

Furthermore, interconnecting the whole network by using
the incidence matrix B of the underlying graph, the resulting
control law in R

N×d is proposed as

ud =−(B⊗ Id)(blkdiag(zT
1 ,z

T
2 , ...,z

T
E))

T

︸ ︷︷ ︸

RdT

(ed +Dd ėd)
(13)

The total Hamiltonian is defined as HD = Hv +Hd . In this
case, the closed-loop system is given by












˙̄q

˙̄p

ėd












=












0 INd 0

−INd −DD −(B⊗ Id)Ω
dT

0 Ωd(BT ⊗ Id) 0












·












∂HD

∂ q̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HD

∂ p̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HD

∂ed (q̄, p̄)












,

(14)

where Ωd = blkdiag(zT
1 ,z

T
2 , ...,z

T
E), DD = Dr + Dt + (B ⊗

Id)Ω
dT

DdΩd(BT ⊗ Id), and Dd = diag{Dd
1 ,D

d
2 , ...,D

d
E}.

Furthermore, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Consider a group of agents modeled in port-
Hamiltonian form as described by (2). If the desired frame-
work f = (GN(VN ,EE),q

∗) is IDR, then using the control

law uv (5)+ud (13), the distance functions with associated
edges converge to the desired values locally and asymptoti-
cally, and each agent tracks the desired velocity.

Proof: Take the Hamiltonian HD as a Lyapunov candidate.
It follows that HD ≥ 0. Taking the time-derivative of the
Hamiltonian, we have

ḢD =−∂ T HD

∂ p̄
DD ∂HD

∂ p̄
.

It follows that ḢD ≤ 0. Furthermore, by invoking LaSalle’s
Invariance Principle, the system converges to the largest in-
variant set {p|p̄ = 0}. It follows that ˙̄p = 0. Substituting
p̄ = 0, ˙̄p = 0 into (14) gives

−(B⊗ Id)Ω
dT ∂HD

∂ed
=−(B⊗ Id)Ω

dT
ed =−RdT

ed = 0.

(15)

Next, we consider Rd ,ed corresponding to the MIDR frame-

work. By invoking Lemma 2, we have that RdRdT
is positive

definite. It follows that RdT
is full column rank, implying

ed corresponding to the MIDR framework is zero on the in-
variant set.

The IDR framework can be obtained by adding edges to
the MIDR framework, in such a way that the number of
the edges, E , is larger than the rank, Nd − d(d + 1)/2. We
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have proved that the Nd− d(d+ 1)/2 edges making up the
MIDR framework converge to the desired values. Further-
more, an IDR framework can be decomposed into a MIDR
sub-framework and an additional sub-framework with the
remaining edges. The additional distance constraints im-
posed by the sub-framework are redundancy [9]. Therefore,
when the Nd − d(d + 1)/2 edges making up the MIDR
framework converge to the desired values, all E edges in an
IDR framework converge to the desired values [28]; i.e., ed

corresponding to the IDR framework is zero on the invari-
ant set, thus completing the proof. �

4.2 Bearing-based formation

The definition for the bearing of edge j that associates agents
i and k is given by

s j =
qi − qk

||qi − qk||
.

In terms of bearing rigidity, the bearing potential function
is defined as

hb = [sT
1 ,s

T
2 , ...,s

T
E ]

T .

The time-derivative of hb is given as

ḣb =
∂ T hb

∂q
q̇

= blkdiag(Ps1
/||z1||,Ps2

/||z2||, ...,PsE
/||zE ||)(BbT ⊗ Id)q̇,

(16)

where Ps1
= Id − s1sT

1 is the orthogonal projection matrix
which projects vectors onto the orthogonal complement of

s1, and Rb = ∂ T hb

∂q
is defined as the bearing rigidity matrix.

For more details of bearing rigidity, we refer the readers to
[29], [30].

To make the bearing of each edge go to the desired value,
the Hamiltonian for formation stabilization is given as

Hb =
E

∑
j=1

Hb
j =

1

2

E

∑
j=1

(eb
j)

T eb
j =

1

2

E

∑
j=1

(s j − s∗j)
T (s j − s∗j).

For the dynamics of the controller, we consider the virtual
spring and damping couplings associated with the edges,
which are given by

ėb
j = ωb

j ,

τb
j =

∂Hb
j

∂eb
j

+Db
jω

b
j ,

(17)

where ωd
j ∈R

d and τd
j ∈R

d are the input and output of the

controller, respectively, and Db
j ∈ R

d×d ≥ 0 is the diagonal

dissipation matrix. Note that the output of the controller is in
bearing space, to transform it to R

d , the mapping Jacobian
is given by

Jb
j =

∂eb
j

∂ z j

=
Ps j

||z j||
.

Establishing the negative feedback connection of the con-
troller system and original system, the corresponding con-
trol law is derived as

ub
j =−Jb

j τb
j =−

Ps j

||z j||
(eb

j +Db
j ė

b
j).

Furthermore, interconnecting the whole network by using
the incidence matrix B of the underlying graph, the resulting
control law in R

N×d is proposed as

ub =−(B⊗ Id)blkdiag(Ps1
/||z1||, ...,PsE

/||zE ||)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

RbT

(eb +Dbėb)

(18)

The total Hamiltonian is defined as HB = Hv +Hb. In this
case, the closed-loop system in the compact form is given by












˙̄q

˙̄p

ėb












=












0 INd 0

−INd −DB −(B⊗ Id)Ω
bT

0 Ωb(BT ⊗ Id) 0












·












∂HB

∂ q̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HB

∂ p̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HB

∂eb (q̄, p̄)












,

(19)

where Ωb = blkdiag(Ps1
/||z1||,Ps2

/||z2||, ...,PsE
/||zE ||),

DB = Dr + Dt + (B ⊗ Id)Ω
bT

DbΩb(BT ⊗ Id), and Db =
blockdiag{Db

1,D
b
2, ...,D

b
E}.

Furthermore, according to the results in [30], we first present
the following Lemma.

Lemma 3 If the framework f = (GN(VN ,EE),q
∗) is in-

finitesimally bearing rigid, then the dynamics δ̇ (t)= (B⊗Id)
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blkdiag(Ps1
, ...,PsE

)s∗ has two equilibria δ1 = 0 and

δ2 = −2q∗− (1⊗ ((1⊗ Id)
T q/N)), where δ1 is asymptoti-

cally stable and δ2 is unstable.

We obtain the following theorem on bearing-based formation
and velocity tracking.

Theorem 3 Consider a group of agents modeled in port-
Hamiltonian form as described by (2). If the framework f =
(GN(VN ,EM),q∗) is infinitesimally bearing rigid, then using

the control law uv (5)+ub (18), each agent tracks the desired
velocity and the bearings of the edges achieve the asymptotic
stability of the desired sets except for the initial condition
where s(0) =−s∗.

Proof: Take the Hamiltonian HB as a Lyapunov candidate.
It follows that HB ≥ 0. Taking the time derivative of the
Hamiltonian, we have

ḢB =−∂ T HB

∂ p̄
DB ∂HB

∂ p̄
.

It follows that ḢB ≤ 0. Furthermore, invoking LaSalle In-
variance Principle gives that the system converges to the
largest invariant set where {p|p̄= 0}. It follows ˙̄p = 0. Sub-
stituting p̄ = 0, ˙̄p = 0 into (19) gives

−(B⊗ Id)Ω
bT ∂HB

∂eb
=−(B⊗ Id)Ω

bT
eb = 0. (20)

Since Ps j
s j = 0 and eb

j = s j−s∗j , it implies −(B⊗Id)D
bT

s∗ =
0.

According to Lemma 3, in terms of bearings, δ1 cor-
responds to s = s∗ and δ2 corresponds to s = −s∗.
Since the distance term is always a non-negative scalar,
the convergence of the system is not affected by the
evolution of the distance term. Therefore, the invari-
ant sets {s| − (B ⊗ Id)blkdiag(Ps1

, ...,PsE
)T s∗ = 0} and

{s|−(B⊗ Id)Ω
bT

s∗ = 0} are the same. On this invariant set,
there are two elements s = s∗ and s =−s∗. Hence, in terms
of the closed-loop system, eb = 0 is an asymptotically sta-
ble equilibrium and eb = −2s∗ is an unstable equilibrium.
Therefore, the almost global convergence of eb = 0 with all
initial conditions except s(0) = −s∗ can be obtained. This
completes the proof. �

4.3 Angle-based formation

Regarding the angle-based formation, we consider the agent
dynamics (2) of dimension 2. Similarly, the controller for
the angle-based formation consists of two parts, where the
internal feedback is for velocity tracking and the external
feedback is for formation stabilization. The same control

j

k

θ
1

2

3

Fig. 1. Angle θ

law as in (5) is used for velocity tracking. Next, we consider
formation stabilization. Since the inner constraints of the
agents in formation are given by angles and the cosine of
the angle is monotone with respect to the angle, we use
the cosine of the angle to represent the angle measurement,
which can be easily calculated by bearing measurements.
For the angle θ formed by agents 1,2,3 as shown in Fig. 1,
it is given by

cosθ = sT
k s j. (21)

The time-evolution of the angle θ can be derived as:

d(cosθ )

dt
= (

Psk

||zk||
żk)

T s j + sT
k (

Ps j

||z j||
ż j)

=−(sT
j

Psk

||zk||
+ sT

k

Ps j

||z j ||
)q̇1 + sT

j

Psk

||zk||
q̇2 + sT

k

Ps j

||z j||
q̇3.

(22)

Furthermore, we give the following definitions

Lθ1 := −(sT
j

Psk

||zk||
+ sT

k

Ps j

||z j ||
),

Lθ2 := sT
j

Psk

||zk||
,

Lθ3 := sT
k

Ps j

||z j||
.

(23)

Therefore, (22) can be rewrite as

d(cosθ )

dt
= Lθ1q̇1 +Lθ2q̇2 +Lθ3q̇3. (24)

We consider a particular class of underlying graphs
GN(VN ,E ) where the framework f = (GN ,q) is angle rigid.
For more details about angle rigidity, one may refer to [15],
[17], and [31].

In terms of the angle rigidity, the angle potential function is
defined as

ha = [cosθ1,cosθ2, ...,cosφM]T .
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Note that ha : R2N →R
M . The time-derivative of ha is given

as

ḣa =
∂ T ha

∂q
q̇. (25)

∂ T ha

∂q
is defined as angle rigidity matrix Ra, which can be

given by angle Jacobian of each angle θl , l ∈ {1,2, ...,M}
with respect to the three related agents. For example, let θl

be formed by agents n1,n2,n3, then the expression of the
angle rigidity matrix Ra can be shown as follows:












1 · · · n1 · · · n2 · · · n3 · · · N

θ1 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
θ2 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
θl · · · · · · Lθln1

· · · Lθl n2
· · · Lθl n3

· · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
θM · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·












.

(26)

Regarding the property of Ra, we give the following lemma.

Lemma 4 If a framework f = (GN(VN ,EE),q) is minimally

and infinitesimally angle rigid (MIAR) in R
d , then the corre-

sponding angle rigidity matrix Ra(q)Ra(q)T is positive def-
inite.

A framework is infinitesimally angle rigid if all its contin-
uous infinitesimally motions are trivial in terms of angle
constraints. A framework f is minimally angle rigid if its
angle rigidity cannot be guaranteed when removing one an-
gle constraint. The proof of Lemma 4 is obvious from the
definition of Ra.

In the angle-based formation, the Hamiltonian for formation
stabilization is given as

Ha =
M

∑
l=1

Ha
l =

1

2

M

∑
l=1

ea
θl

2,

where ea
θl
= cosθl − cosθl

∗.

For the dynamics of the controllers of agents n1,n2,n3 form-
ing the triangle l, we consider the virtual spring and damp-
ing couplings associated with the angles. The dynamics are
given by which are given by

ėa
θl
= ωa

θl
,

τa
θl
=

∂Ha
l

∂ea
θl

+Da
θl

ωa
θl
,

(27)

where ωa
θl
∈ R and τa

θl
∈ R are the input and output of the

controller, respectively, and Da
lθ ∈ R ≥ 0 is the dissipation

constant. Note that the output of the controller is in angle
space, to transform it to R

2, the mapping Jacobian is given
by

Ja
θl
=

∂ea
θl

∂q
=
(

LT
θl n1

LT
θl n2

LT
θln3

)

∈ R
2×3,

which actually corresponds to the lth row of the angle rigid-
ity matrix.

Establishing the negative feedback connection of the con-
troller system and original system and interconnecting
agents n1,n2,n3 by using the mapping Jacobian, the result-
ing control law is given by

ua
n1
=−LT

θln1
(eθl

+ da
lθ ėθl

),

ua
n2
=−LT

θln2
(eθl

+ da
lθ ėθl

),

ua
n3
=−LT

θln3
(eθl

+ da
lθ ėθl

).

(28)

Considering a angle angle rigid framework f =(GN(VN ,EE),q)
, the overall control law is derived as

ua
n = ∑

l∈Nn

(LT
θl n

(eθl
++da

θl
ėθl

)), n ∈ {1,2, ...,N}, (29)

where the set Nn contains all the angle constraints l that
involve agent n.

The total Hamiltonian is defined as HA = Hv +Ha. In this
case, the closed-loop system in the compact form is given by












˙̄q

˙̄p

ėa












=












0 I2N 0

−I2N −DA −RaT

0 Ra 0























∂HA

∂ q̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HA

∂ p̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HA

∂ea (q̄, p̄)












, (30)

where ea =
(

eθ1
eθ2

... eφM

)T

∈R
2M , and DA = Dr +Dt +

RaT DaRa, Da = diag{Da
θ1
,Da

θ2
, ...,Da

θM
}.

The main result is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 4 Consider a network of the agents modeled
as in (2) and connected by a triangulated Laman graph
Gn(Vn,E ) with M triangles. Moreover, assume that any
three agents forming a triangle are not collinear and no
agents are coincident at the initial time. If the framework
f = (GN(VN ,EM),q∗) is infinitesimally angle rigid, then
using the control law uv (5)+ua

n (29), the group of agents
locally and asymptotically converge to the desired forma-
tion constrained by the angle constraints, and each agent
tracks the desired velocity.
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Proof: Take the following Hamiltonian as a candidate Lya-
punov function

HA =
1

2

N

∑
n=1

1

mn
p̄T

n p̄n +
1

2

M

∑
l=1

e2
θl
. (31)

It follows that HA is positive definite. Now we consider the
time derivative of (31). For simplicity, we omit the process
and only give the results as follows

ḢA =− ∂ T HA

∂ p̄
(Dr +Dt)

∂HA

∂ p̄
−

M

∑
l=1

Dθl
ė2

θl
≤ 0. (32)

By invoking LaSalle’s invariance principle, we get that the
trajectories of the closed-loop system converge to the largest
invariant set where {(p,eθ )|p̄ = 0, ėθ = 0}. On this set p̄n =
0 for all n ∈ {1,2, ...,N} and ėθl

= 0 for all l ∈ {1,2, ...,M}.

Furthermore, we derive that ṗn = 0 for all n ∈ {1,2, ...,N}
due to p̄n = 0. Substituting ṗn = 0 into second row of (30)
it follows that

ua
n = 0, n ∈ {1,2, ...,N} (33)

on this invariant set. Substituting ėθl
= 0 for all l ∈

{1,2, ...,M} into (33) and writing the result in compact
form, we get

0 = RaT eθ . (34)

Next, we first consider Ra,eθ corresponding to the MIAR
framework. According to Lemma 4, RaT is full column
rank. Therefore, eθ corresponding to the MIAR framework
is zero on the invariant set. The angle rigid framework can
be obtained by adding more angle constraints to the MIDR
framework. The two frameworks define the same angle-
based formation, i.e., the adding angle constraints in the
angle rigid framework are redundancy. Therefore, when the
angle constraints in the MIAR framework converge to the
desired values, all the angle constraints in the angle rigid
framework converge to the desired values as well, i.e., eθ

corresponding to the angle rigid framework is zero on the
invariant set, thus completing the proof. �

4.4 Formation control with heterogeneous constraints

In engineering practice, to facilitate completing a certain
task, the geometric shape of a formation may be defined
by the combinations of different variables, such as displace-
ments, distances, bearings, and angles. According to differ-
ent formation constraint variables, the formation can achieve
different maneuvering motions while respecting shape con-
straints. For example, the distance-based formation is invari-
ant to translation and rotation, the bearing-based formation
is invariant to translation and scaling, and the angle-based

1

2

34

θ

ϕ

d

s2

s1

Fig. 2. A completely infinitesimally rigid framework with angle
constraints θ ,φ , bearing constraint d, and distance constraints
s1,s2.

formation is invariant to translation, rotation, and scaling. In
this section, we consider all the constraint variables together,
while the resulting formation is only invariant to translation,
i.e., tracking the desired trajectory.

We consider a group of agents in R
2 modeled as in (2) with

heterogeneous constraints to achieve formation tracking. We
assume the underlying graph is a triangulated graph. The
geometric shape of the formation is given by combinations of
displacements, distances, bearings, and angles. Furthermore,
we assume the desired framework f = (GN(VN ,EE),q) is
completely infinitesimally rigid.

Definition 2 Consider a group of N agents inR2 with an un-
derlying topology described by a graph GN . The constraints
of the desired formation are defined by combinations of dis-
placements, distances, bearings, and angles. A framework
f = (GN(VN ,EE),q)is completely infinitesimally rigid if all
its continuous infinitesimally motions are trivial in terms of
combinatorial constraints.

To stabilize all formation constraint variables so that they
converge to the desired value, we first give the definition of
errors as

eh := [ezT
edT

ebT
eaT ]T ,

where the elements of ez,ed ,eb,ea are defined as same as
the foregoing sections. ez is related to all the displacement
constraints, ed is related to all the distance constraints, eb

is related to all the bearing constraints, and ea is related
to all the angle constraints. The Hamiltonian for formation
stabilization is given as

Hh =
1

2
∑
Sz

ezT ez +
1

4
∑
Sd

ed2
+

1

2
∑
Sb

ebT
eb +

1

2
∑
Sa

ea2,

where ∑Sz
is the set of displacement constraints, ∑Sd

is
the set of distance constraints, ∑Sb

is the set of bearing
constraints, and ∑Sa

is the set of angle constraints.

For the dynamics of the controller, it is proposed by assign-
ing the virtual spring and damping couplings along each
constraint to eliminate errors. Establishing the negative feed-
back connection of the controller system and original system
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and interconnecting agents by using the incidence matrices
and mapping Jacobians, the resulting control law in compact
form is derived as

uh =−(Bz ⊗ I2)(e
z +Dzėz)− (Bd ⊗ I2)Ω

dT
(ed +Dd ėd)

− (Bb ⊗ I2)Ω
bT
(eb +Dbėb)−La(ea +Daėa),

(35)

where Bz consists of the columns of B corresponding to the
edges on which there exist the displacement constraints, Bd

consists of the columns of B corresponding to the edges on
which there exist the distance constraints, Bb consists of the
columns of B corresponding to the edges on which there
exist the bearing constraints. La consists of the rows of Ra

corresponding to the angles with constraints.

The total Hamiltonian with velocity tracking included is
given as HH = Hv +Hh. Furthermore, the closed-loop sys-
tem is given by





























˙̄q

˙̄p

ėz

ėd

ėb

ėa





























=





























0 I2N 0 0 0 0

−I2N −D −(Bz ⊗ I2) −(Bd ⊗ I2)Ω
dT −(Bb ⊗ I2)Ω

bT −LaT

0 BzT ⊗ I2 0 0 0 0

0 Ωd(BdT ⊗ I2) 0 0 0 0

0 Ωb(BbT ⊗ I2) 0 0 0 0

0 La 0 0 0 0

























































∂HH

∂ q̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HH

∂ p̄
(q̄, p̄)

∂HH

∂ez (q̄, p̄)

∂HH

∂ed (q̄, p̄)

∂HH

∂eb (q̄, p̄)

∂HH

∂ea (q̄, p̄)





























, (36)

where D = Dr + Dt + (Bz ⊗ I2)D
f (BzT ⊗ I2) + (B2 ⊗

I2)Ω
dT

Dd Ωd(BdT ⊗ I2) + (Bb ⊗ I2)Ω
bT

DbΩb(BbT ⊗ I2) +
LaT DaLa.

To obtain the theorem, we first give the following assump-
tion.

Assumption 1 Considering the desired completely in-
finitesimally rigid framework f = (G t

N(VN ,EE),q
∗) with

a triangulated graph G t
N , the following matrix associated

with heterogeneous constraints of the framework,

[BzT ⊗ I2 (Bd ⊗ I2)Ω
dT

(Bb ⊗ I2)Ω
bT

LaT ],

has full column rank.

Remark 1 We note that Assumption 1 is not restrictive, as
any desired formation can be designed by a completely in-
finitesimally rigid framework with a triangulated graph. For
a single triangular graph with different constraints, it is not
difficult to prove that Assumption 1 holds. For the frame-
work with general triangulated graphs, we give an example
in Fig. 2 satisfying Assumption 1.

We obtain the following theorem on rigid formation stabi-

lization with heterogeneous constraints and velocity track-
ing.

Theorem 5 Consider a group of agents modeled in port-
Hamiltonian form as described by (2). If the desired frame-
work f = (G t

N(VN ,EE),q
∗) with a triangulated graph G t

N is
completely infinitesimally rigid, then using the control law
uv (5)+uh (35), the group of the agents converges to the de-
sired formation defined by different constraints locally and
asymptotically, and each agent tracks the desired velocity.

Proof: Take the Hamiltonian HH as a Lyapunov candidate.
It follows that HH ≥ 0. Taking the time derivative of the
Hamiltonian, we have

ḢH =−∂ T HH

∂ p̄
D

∂HH

∂ p̄
.

It follows that ḢH ≤ 0. Furthermore, invoking LaSalle In-
variance Principle gives that the system converges to the
largest invariant set where p̄ = 0. It follows ˙̄p = 0. Substi-
tuting p̄ = 0, ˙̄p = 0 into (36) gives

−(BzT ⊗ I2)e
z − (Bd ⊗ I2)Ω

dT
ed

−(Bb ⊗ I2)Ω
bT

eb −RaT
ea = 0

(37)
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By invoking Assumption 1, the errors

eh = [ezT edT
ebT

eaT ]T

converge to 0, thus completing the proof. �

5 Simulation Examples

In order to illustrate the proposed framework, we consider
a group of four agents modeled as in (2), which is a fully
actuated system. The corresponding parameters in the model
dynamics are given as follows: mi = 1, i = 1,2,3,4. Dr

i =
diag(0,0), i = 1,2,3,4. The simulation conditions are set as
follows.

(1) Displacement-based formation. We consider four agents
interconnected by a line (acyclic) graph and a (cyclic) ring
graph, respectively. The network diagrams of displacement-
based formations are shown in Fig. 3. Accordingly, the in-
cidence matrices B1 and B2 take the following forms

B1 =










−1 0 0 1

1 −1 0 0

0 1 −1 0

0 0 1 −1










,B2 =










−1 0 0

1 −1 0

0 1 −1

0 0 1










.

The initial positions and velocities of the four agents are
given by q1(0) = (1,1), q2(0) = (2,1), q3(0) = (2,2),
q4(0) = (3,2) and vi(0) = (0,0), i = 1,2,3,4. The desired
displacements of the formations with acyclic graph and
cyclic graph are given by z∗1 = (−1,1),z∗2 = (1,1),z∗3(1,−1)
and z∗1 = (−1,1),z∗2 = (1,1),z∗3(1,−1),z∗4 = (−1,−1). The
desired velocities are given by v∗i = (1,1), i = 1,2,3,4. The
corresponding parameters in the controllers are given as

follows: Dt
i = diag(1,1), i = 1,2,3,4. D

f
j = diag(1,1), j =

1,2,3,4 for acyclic graph and j = 1,2,3,4,5 for cyclic
graph.

By applying the control laws (5) and (9), Fig. 4 is obtained,
which shows the evolution of displacement-based formation
errors and velocity tracking errors with acyclic and cyclic
graphs. In subfigures (a) and (b), z jx,z jy, j = 1,2,3,4,5 de-
note the corresponding displacement errors of edge j along
the x and y axis, respectively. In subfigures (c) and (d),
vix,viy, i = 1,2,3,4 denote the velocity tracking errors of
each agent i along the x and y axis, respectively. It can be ob-
served that all the errors converge to zero, which illustrates
Theorem 1.

(2) Distance-based formation. We assume the framework
is infinitesimally distance rigid. The network diagram of

z1

z2 z3

3

1

2
4

(a) Displacement-based forma-
tion with acyclic graph

z1

z2
z3

z4

3

1

2
4

(b) Displacement-based forma-
tion with cyclic graph

Fig. 3. Network diagrams of displacement-based formations

(a) Formation errors with
acyclic graph

(b) Formation errors with
cyclic graph

(c) Velocity errors with acyclic
graph

(d) Velocity errors with cyclic
graph

Fig. 4. Evolution of the displacement-based formations

distance-based formation is shown in Fig. 5 and the corre-
sponding incidence matrix takes the form as

B3 =










−1 0 0 1 0

1 −1 0 0 1

0 1 −1 0 0

0 0 1 −1 −1










.

The initial positions and velocities of the four agents
are given by q1(0) = (1,1),q2(0) = (2,1),q3(0) =
(2,2),q4(0) = (3,2) and vi(0) = (0,0), i = 1,2,3,4.
The desired distances of the formation are given by

d∗
1 =

√
2

2
,d∗

2 =
√

2
2
,d∗

3 =
√

2
2
,d∗

4 =
√

2
2
,d∗

5 = 2. The desired
velocities are given as v∗i = (1,1), i = 1,2,3,4. The corre-
sponding parameters in the controllers are given as follows:
Dd

j = 1, j = 1,2,3,4,5.

By applying the control laws (5) and (13), Fig. 6 is obtained
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which shows the evolution of distance-based formation er-
rors and velocity tracking errors. In subfigures (a) and (b),
d j, j = 1,2,3,4,5 denote the corresponding distance errors
of edge j and vix,viy, i = 1,2,3,4 denote the velocity track-
ing errors of each agent i along the x and y axis, respectively.
It can be observed that all the errors converge to zero, which
verifies Theorem 2.

d1

d2 d3

d5

d4

3

1

2
4

Fig. 5. Network diagram of distance-based formation
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(b) Velocity tracking errors

Fig. 6. Evolution of the distance-based formation

(3) Bearing-based formation. We assume the framework
is infinitesimally bearing rigid. The network diagram of
bearing-based formation is shown in Fig. 7 and the corre-
sponding incidence matrix takes the form as

B3 =










−1 0 0 1 0

1 −1 0 0 1

0 1 −1 0 0

0 0 1 −1 −1










.

The initial positions and velocities of the four agents
are given by q1(0) = (1,1),q2(0) = (2,1),q3(0) =
(2,2),q4(0) = (3,2) and vi(0) = (0,0), i = 1,2,3,4.
The desired bearings of the formation are given by

s∗1 = (−
√

2
2
,
√

2
2
),s∗2 = (

√
2

2
,
√

2
2
),s∗3 = (

√
2

2
,−

√
2

2
),s∗4 =

(−
√

2
2
,−

√
2

2
),s∗5 = (−1,0). The desired velocities are

given as v∗i = (1,1), i = 1,2,3,4. The corresponding
parameters in the controllers are given as follows:
Db

j = diag(1,1), j = 1,2,3,4,5.

By applying the control laws (5) and (18), Fig. 8 is obtained
which shows the evolution of bearing-based formation er-
rors and velocity tracking errors. In subfigures (a) and (b),

s jx,s jy, j = 1,2,3,4,5 denote the corresponding bearing er-
rors of edge j and vix,viy, i = 1,2,3,4 denote the velocity
tracking errors of each agent i along the x and y axis, re-
spectively. It can be observed that all the errors converge to
zero, which illustrates Theorem 3.
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4

Fig. 7. Network diagram of bearing-based formation

0 5 10 15 20
-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

s
1x

s
1y

s
2x

s
2y

s
3x

s
3y

s
4x

s
4y

s
5x

s
5y

(a) Formation errors

0 5 10 15 20

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

v
1x

v
1y

v
2x

v
2y

v
3x

v
3y

v
4x

v
4y

(b) Velocity tracking errors

Fig. 8. Evolution of the bearing-based formation

(4) Angle-based formation. We consider a triangulated
Laman graph and assume the framework is infinitesimally
angle rigid. The network diagram of angle-based formation
is shown in Fig. 9.

The initial positions and velocities of the four agents are
given by q1(0)= (3.1357,3.1311),q2(0)= (4.1515,4.0342),
q3(0) = (4.1486,2.1412), q4(0) = (3.0784,0.0064) and
vi(0) = (0,0), i = 1,2,3,4. The desired angles of the for-
mation are given by θ1 = π

2
,φ∗

1 = π
4
,θ ∗

2 = π
4
,φ∗

2 = π
4

. The
desired velocities are given by v∗i = (3,3), i = 1,2,3,4. The
corresponding parameters in the controllers are given as
follows: da

lθ = 3,da
lφ = 3, l = 1,2.

By applying the control laws (5) and (29), Fig. 10 is ob-
tained which shows the evolution of angle-based formation
errors and velocity tracking errors. In subfigures (a) and
(b), θ1,θ2,φ1,φ2 denote the corresponding angle errors and
vix,viy, i = 1,2,3,4 denote the velocity tracking errors of
each agent i along the x and y axis, respectively. It can be ob-
served that all the errors converge to zero, which illustrates
Theorem 4.

(5) Formation with heterogeneous constraints. We consider
a triangulated Laman graph and assume the framework is
completely infinitesimally rigid. The network diagram of the
formation with heterogeneous constraints is shown in Fig. 2.

The initial positions and velocities of the four agents are
given by q1(0)= (1.0844,2.1311),q2(0)= (2.1831,3.0071),
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Fig. 10. Evolution of the angle-based formation

0 20 40 60

-0.5

0

0.5

1

d

s
1x

s
1y

s
2x

s
2y

(a) Formation errors

0 20 40 60
-3

-2

-1

0

v
1x

v
1y

v
2x

v
2y

v
3x

v
3y

v
4x

v
4y

(b) Velocity tracking errors

Fig. 11. Evolution of the formation with heterogeneous constraints

q3(0) = (2.1584,1.1698), q4(0) = (3.1919,2.1868) and
vi(0) = (0,0), i = 1,2,3,4. The desired constraints of the

formation are given by θ ∗ = π
2
,φ∗ = π

4
,d∗ =

√
2,s∗1 =

(0,1),s∗2 = (1,0). The desired velocities are given by
v∗i = (3,3), i = 1,2,3,4. The corresponding parameters in

the controllers are given as follows: da
θ = 3,da

φ = 3,Dd =

1,Db
1 = diag(1,1),Dd

2 = diag(1,1).

By applying the control laws (5) and (35), Fig. 11 is obtained
which shows the evolution of formation errors and velocity
tracking errors. In subfigures (a), θ ,φ , ,.s1, and s2 denote
the corresponding angle, distance, and bearing errors and
vix,viy, i = 1,2,3,4 denote the velocity tracking errors of
each agent i along the x and y axis, respectively. It can be
observed that all the errors converge to zero, which illustrates
Theorem 5.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, a passivity approach in pH form for for-
mation stabilization and velocity tracking is proposed. For
displacement-based formation, the proposed framework can

be applied to not only acyclic graphs but also cyclic graphs.
For rigid formations defined by one kind of constraint, the
local convergence of the proposed formation system is guar-
anteed by establishing the relationship between infinitesimal
rigidity and the time derivative of the Hamiltonian. For rigid
formations defined by a combination of heterogeneous con-
straints, the local convergence to a desired formation shape
is ensured by infinitesimally completely rigid conditions,
which should be further investigated for future research.
Several simulations are given to illustrate the validity of the
framework.
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