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Abstract

This paper investigates the robust global attitude stabilization problem for a rigid-body system using quaternion-based
feedback. We propose a novel synergistic hybrid feedback with the following notable features: (1) It demonstrates central
synergism by utilizing a minimal number of potential functions; (2) It ensures consistency with respect to the unit quaternion
representation of rigid-body attitude; (3) Its state-feedback laws incorporate a shared action term that steers the system
toward the desired attitude. We demonstrate that the proposed hybrid feedback method effectively solves the problem at hand
and guarantees robust uniform global asymptotic stability.
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1 Introduction

Rigid-body attitude stabilization is a fundamental non-
linear control problem with applications in marine
vehicles [1], spacecraft maneuvering [2], and satellite
control [3]. The rigid-body motion space, known as
3-dimensional special orthogonal group SO(3), is not
contractible, making it impossible to achieve robust
global asymptotic stability (GAS) of a particular atti-
tude by continuous state-feedback law [4]. For instance,
in [5–7], control laws are derived from the gradient of a
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potential function (PF) on SO(3) and achieve at most
almost GAS, where the region of attraction excludes
only a set of zero measure.

Unit quaternions provide a globally nonsingular repre-
sentation of rigid-body attitude, with each rotation ma-
trix of SO(3) corresponding to exactly two unit quater-
nions. Compared to rotation matrices, unit quaternions
require fewer parameters, adhere to a simpler compo-
sition rule, and are subject to fewer and simpler con-
straints [8]. Consequently, they are extensively used in
attitude control algorithms. However, quaternion-based
attitude stabilization requires addressing the following
considerations. (i) Control laws have to stabilize the dis-
connected set of quaternions representing the desired at-
titude, otherwise unwinding may arise, namely yielding
an unnecessary full rotation [4, 9]. (ii) It is impossible
to achieve robust GAS using continuous or memoryless
discontinuous quaternion-based state feedback laws [10].
(iii) Control laws should exhibit consistency, meaning
they assign identical values to quaternions representing
the same attitude.

Methodology. In the past decade, synergistic hybrid feed-
back has been a promising approach for robust global
attitude stabilization. The initial prototype was intro-
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duced in quaternion-based hybrid feedback [11], followed
by a formal proposal on rotation-matrix-based hybrid
feedback [12]. The key ingredient of this approach is syn-
ergistic potential functions (SPFs), i.e., a family of PFs
possessing the synergism property: at every critical point
(except the desired attitude) of each PF in the family,
there exists another PFwith a lower value. The gradients
of the SPFs constitute a family of state-feedback laws
and the synergism property enables a hysteresis-based
switching mechanism for state-feedback law selection,
ensuring robust GAS results. Hysteresis is used to avoid
multiple switches in a short time, which may cause chat-
tering. Specifically, in [11], two opposite state-feedback
laws—each of which stabilize only one of the two desired
quaternions—are selectively employed to rotate the sys-
tem towards the nearest desired quaternion. In [12, 13],
one state-feedback law that is used for stabilization of the
desired attitude while other state-feedback laws are em-
ployed to steer the system into the domain of attraction
of the stabilizing law. These hybrid feedbacks are clas-
sified as noncentrally synergistic, indicating that they
comprises at least one state-feedback law that does not
stabilize the desired attitude. If the hysteresis exceeds
the upper bound allowed by noncentral synergism, the
desired attitude may become unstable. This motivates
the development of centrally synergistic hybrid feedback
in [14–18], where each state-feedback law independently
stabilizes the system. In other words, regardless of the
hysteresis magnitude used, the centrally synergistic ap-
proach guarantees at least (local) asymptotic stability.

Motivation. Several concerns arise regarding the ex-
isting quaternion-based synergistic hybrid feedbacks
for attitude stabilization. Firstly, many of these meth-
ods, as seen in [19–24], are adaptations of the work
in [11], thereby lacking central synergism. Furthermore,
they fail to maintain consistency with respect to the
quaternion representation of rigid-body attitude. As a
result, an additional conversion mechanism is required
to properly convert attitude measurements into their
quaternion representation. Failure to do so can lead
to non-robust stability and unwinding [9]. Secondly,
although the authors in [25] employed the angular warp-
ing technique to develop consistent quaternion-based
synergistic hybrid feedback, the proposed SPFs consists
of six PFs. As a result, this central synergistic control
algorithm exhibits significantly larger computational
complexity compared to the noncentral synergistic con-
trol algorithm in [11], even when the latter incorpo-
rates the quaternion conversion algorithm in [9]. Lastly,
it is worth highlighting that the robustness achieved
in [11,25] is characterized by robust uniform global pre-
asymptotic stability. This means that the perturbations
allowed by such robustness may result in the closed-loop
maximal solution with a bounded time domain. How-
ever, it should be noted that such perturbations may be
uncommon or improbable in practical scenarios, which
diminishes the practical significance of the robustness.

Contribution. The main contribution of our work are
twofold. Firstly, we further develop the angular warp-
ing technique proposed in [25] to propose a consistent
centrally synergistic hybrid feedback using a minimal
amount of PFs. This design simplifies the switching
mechanism compared to [25]. Additionally, unlike [11],
our method not only eliminates the need for quater-
nion conversion algorithm but also exhibits a moderate
switch of the state-feedback laws, thereby reducing
chattering induced by significant measurement noises.
Secondly, it is shown that the proposed hybrid feedback
ensures robust uniform global asymptotic stability for
attitude stabilization. Unlike [11, 25], this robustness
result allows maximal solutions to the perturbed closed-
loop system to evolve for arbitrarily long hybrid time,
thereby being effective against realistic measurement
noises and disturbances.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 introduces preliminary materials and formulates
the problem of attitude stabilization. In Section 3, we
present the quaternion-based synergistic hybrid feed-
back formulation. The main results, including the con-
struction of SPFs and the hybrid controller, are derived
in Section 4. Simulation results validating the effective-
ness of our method are shown in Section 5. Finally, Sec-
tion 6 concludes the paper with closing remarks.

2 Preliminaries and Problem Formulation

In this section, we introduce mathematical notations, of-
fer a brief overview of rigid-body attitude and hybrid dy-
namical systems, and present the problem formulation.

2.1 Notations

We denote by R≥0 and Z, the sets of nonnegative real
numbers and integer numbers, respectively. For some
set Z ⊂ X × Y, its projection onto X is defined as
ProjX Z := {x ∈ X : ∃y ∈ Y, (x, y) ∈ Z}; for some set
U ⊂ X , the set Proj−1

X U is precisely the set U ×Y. The
standard Euclidean norm of a vector x ∈ Rn is |x| :=√
x⊤x. Let B denote the closed unit ball of appropriate

dimension in the Euclidean norm. The n-dimensional
sphere, denoted Sn, is defined as Sn := {x ∈ Rn+1 : |x| =
1}. Let Π : Sn → R(n+1)×(n+1) denote the orthogonal
projector by Π(x) := In+1 − xx⊤, which projects a vec-
tor onto the orthogonal compliment of the unit vector x.

2.2 Attitude Representation by Unit Quaternions

A rigid-body attitude can be represented by two an-
tipodal points on S3, which is called unit quaternion
and denoted by Q := [η, ϵ⊤]⊤ ∈ S3 with a scalar part
η ∈ R and a vector part ϵ ∈ R3. The identity quater-
nion is i := [1, 0, 0, 0]⊤. Let × denote the cross prod-
uct on R3 and define the operator (·)× : R3 → R3×3
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such that u×v = u × v for all u, v ∈ R3. Given a ro-
tational axis u ∈ S2 and an angle θ ∈ R, we define
the two-valued map Q : [0, π] × S2 ⇒ S3 as Q(θ, u) :={
±[cos( θ2 ), sin(

θ
2 )u

⊤]⊤
}
. The quaternion multiplication

is defined as Q1 ⊙ Q2 := [η1η2 − ϵ⊤1 ϵ2, η1ϵ
⊤
2 + η2ϵ

⊤
1 +

(ϵ1 × ϵ2)
⊤]⊤. The class C1(S3,R≥0) denotes the set of

nonnegative, continuously differentiable functions on S3.
Given a nonempty set Q ⊂ Z, the class C1

1(S3 ×Q,R≥0)
denotes the set of nonnegative functions on S3 that are
continuously differentiable with respect to their first ar-
gument. A function g : S3 → Rn is said to be consistent
(with respect to the quaternion representation of rigid-
body attitude) if g(Q) = g(−Q) for all Q ∈ S3. Define
the function ν : R3 → R4 by ν(ω) = [0, ω⊤]⊤ and the
function Λ : S3 → R4×3 by Λ(Q) = [−ϵ, ηI3 − ϵ×]⊤.

Lemma 2.1 The function Λ has the following proper-
ties:

1) Λ(Q)⊤Λ(Q) = I3;
2) Λ(Q)Λ(Q)⊤ = Π(Q);
3) Π(Q)Λ(Q) = Λ(Q);
4) The matrices Λ(Q)⊤ and Π(Q) have the same null

space, i.e., null Λ(Q)⊤ = nullΠ(Q).

PROOF. Items 1), 2) have been shown in [8]. Us-
ing these two identities, we have that Π(Q)Λ(Q) =
Λ(Q)Λ(Q)⊤Λ(Q) = Λ(Q), which verifies item 3). Fi-
nally, from items 2) and 3), we can obtain null Λ(Q)⊤ ⊂
null Π(Q) and null Λ(Q)⊤ ⊃ null Π(Q), respectively,
and item 4) is proven.

The rigid body satisfies the following kinematic and dy-
namic equations:

Q̇ =
1

2
Q⊙ ν(ω) =

1

2
Λ(Q)ω, (1a)

Jω̇ = −ω×Jω + τc, (1b)

where ω ∈ R3 denotes the angular velocity expressed in
the body-fixed frame, J ∈ R3×3 is symmetric positive
definite and denotes the inertia matrix, and τc ∈ R3

denotes the external torque.

2.3 Hybrid Dynamical Systems

We refer to the hybrid dynamical system framework pro-
posed in [26, 27]. A hybrid dynamical system with the
state x ∈ Rn, denoted H, can be represented by

H :

{
ẋ ∈ F (x) x ∈ F ,

x+ ∈ G(x) x ∈ J ,
(2)

where the set-valued map F : Rn ⇒ Rn is the flow
map capturing the continuous evolution on the flow set
F ⊂ Rn, the set-valued map G : Rn ⇒ Rn is the jump
map capturing the discrete evolution on the jump set
J ⊂ Rn, and x+ indicates the values of the state after the

jump. The hybrid time domain is a subset E ⊂ R≥ × N
such that E =

⋃J−1
j=0 ([tj , tj+1], j) for some finite se-

quence of times 0 = t0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tJ . A function
ϕ : domϕ → Rn is said to be a solution to system H if
domϕ is a hybrid time domain and ϕ satisfies the dy-
namics and constraints given by (2). A solution ϕ toH is
said to be: complete if domϕ is unbounded;maximal if it
cannot be extended to another solution; precompact if it
is complete and its range is bounded; eventually contin-
uous if J = supj domϕ < ∞ and domϕ

⋂
(R≥0 × {J})

contains at least two points. The following stability def-
inition will be used throughout this paper.

Definition 2.2 LetA ⊂ Rn be compact. The distance of
a point x ∈ Rn to A, denoted |x|A, is defined by |x|A :=
infy∈A|x− y|. For system H in (2), the compact set A is
said to be:

1) uniformly globally pre-asymptotically stable (UGpAS)
if there exists a function β ∈ KL such that each
solution ϕ to H satisfies

|ϕ(t, j)|A ≤ β(|ϕ(0, 0)|A, t+ j) ∀(t, j) ∈ domϕ;

2) robustly UGpAS if there exists a continuous function
ρ : Rn → R≥0 that is positive on Rn \ A such that A
is UGpAS for Hρ, the ρ-perturbation of H, which is
defined as

Hρ :

{
ẋ ∈ Fρ(x) x ∈ Fρ,

x+ ∈ Gρ(x) x ∈ Jρ,
(3)

whereFρ = {x ∈ Rn : (x+ρ(x)B)
⋂
F ̸= ∅},Fρ(x) =

conF ((x + ρ(x)B)
⋂
F) + ρ(x)B 1 , Jρ = {x ∈ Rn :

(x + ρ(x)B)
⋂

J ̸= ∅}, and Gρ(x) = {v ∈ Rn : v ∈
g + ρ(g)B, g ∈ G((x+ ρ(x)B)

⋂
J )}.

The prefix “pre” means that maximal solutions need not
be complete, and it is dropped when every maximal solu-
tion is complete.

2.4 Problem Formulation

Let A := {i,−i} ⊂ S3 denote the desired attitude, and
define the compact set Op := {(Q,ω) ∈ S3 × R3 : Q ∈
A, ω = 0}. The robust global attitude stabilization prob-
lems are formulated as follows.

Problem 2.3 Given system (1a) with control variable
ω, design a state-feedback controller such that the set A
is robustly UGAS.

Problem 2.4 Given system (1) with control variable τc,
design a state-feedback controller such that the set Op is
robustly UGAS.

1 Given a set A, conA denote the closed convex hull of the
set A.
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Remark 2.5 The unwinding phenomenon pertains to a
behavior of the kinematics system (1a), where the system
starts from an attitude arbitrarily close to the desired at-
titude and undergoes a significant rotation before reach-
ing the desired attitude. Consequently, this unwinding be-
havior cannot occur when the desired attitude is stable
for system (1a). In this sense, we assert that solutions to
Problems 2.3, 2.4 can effectively avoid unwinding.

3 Synergistic Hybrid Feedback

In this section, we begin by introducing the definition
of the SPFs for quaternion-based attitude stabilization.
Then, we derive the hybrid feedback by utilizing the
gradients of the SPFs and establish its effectiveness for
Problem 2.3. Furthermore, we examine existing methods
within this framework, offering insights that motivate
our subsequent results in the next section.

3.1 Synergistic Potential Functions

Definition 3.1 A function V ∈ C1(S3,R≥0) is called the
potential function relative to the set A if V is positive
definite relative to A.

Let the Riemannian metric on S3 be induced by the
Euclidean inner product on R4. Given a potential func-
tion V relative to A, we denote by ∇V and gradV ,
the gradient of V on R4 and S3, respectively. That is,

∇V (Q) := (∂V (Q)
∂Q )⊤ is the column vector of partial

derivatives, and gradV (Q) := Π(Q)∇V (Q). The set
of critical points of V , denoted CritV , is defined as
CritV := {Q ∈ S3 : gradV (Q) = 0}. From the Defini-
tion 3.1, it follows that A ⊂ CritV .

Example 3.2 Consider the potential function P ∈
C1(S3,R≥0), which is defined as

P (Q) = ϵ⊤Aϵ, (4)

where A = A⊤ ∈ R3×3 is positive definite. The set of
critical points of P is given by

CritP = A
⋃{

Q(π, v) ∈ S2 : v ∈ E(A)
}

(5)

where E(A) denote the set of real unit eigenvectors of A.
The function P and its variants are commonly used in
the attitude control [12,15,16,25].

Let Q ⊂ Z be a finite index set. A function U ∈ C1
1(S3 ×

Q,R≥0) can be regarded as a family of potential func-
tions on S3, which is indexed by the logic variable q. The
synergy gap of U is defined as µU (Q, q) := U(Q, q) −
minp∈Q U(Q, p). Let ∇1 U and grad1 U denote the gra-
dient of U with respect to its first argument on R4 and

S3, respectively. That is,∇1 U(Q, q) := (∂U(Q,q)
∂Q )⊤ is the

column vector of partial derivatives with respect to the
first argument, and grad1 U(Q, q) := Π(Q)∇1 U(Q, q).

The set of critical points of U is defined as CritU :=
{(Q, q) ∈ S3 ×Q : grad1 U(Q, q) = 0}.

Definition 3.3 ( [12,27]) A function U ∈ C1
1(S3 ×

Q,R≥0) is said to be synergistic relative to A with gap
exceeding δ if δ > 0 and there exist a set B ⊂ A × Q
such that the following hold:

P1) ProjS3 B = A;
P2) U is positive definite relative to B;
P3) µU (Q, q) > δ for all (Q, q) ∈ (CritU

⋃
(A×Q))\B.

The synergism property is said to be central if B = A×Q,
and noncentral otherwise. We shall call U the synergistic
potential functions (SPFs).

3.2 Hybrid Feedback

The gradients of the SPFs U satisfying Definition 3.3
induces a family of state feedback laws κU : S3×Q → R3

for system (1a), which is defined as

κU (Q, q) := Λ⊤(Q) grad1 U(Q, q) = Λ⊤(Q)∇1 U(Q, q),
(6)

where the second equality follows from item 3) of
Lemma 2.1. Further, the next result follows immediately
from item 4) of Lemma 2.1:

Lemma 3.4 Given any function U ∈ C1
1(S3 ×Q,R≥0),

κU (Q, q) = 0 if and only if (Q, q) ∈ CritU .

By (6), we synthesize the synergistic hybrid controller
for system (1a):

ω = −kpκU (Q, q), (7a){
q̇ = 0 (Q, q) ∈ FK ,

q+ ∈ argminp∈Q U(Q, p) (Q, q) ∈ JK ,
(7b)

where kp is positive gain, the flow set and jump set are
defined as FK := {(Q, q) ∈ S3 ×Q : µU (Q, q) ≤ δh} and
JK := {(Q, q) ∈ S3 × Q : µU (Q, q) ≥ δh}, respectively,
and the constant δh fulfills 0 < δh ≤ δ.

The controller (7) retains a logic state q ∈ Q, which
is governed by the hybrid dynamics in (7b). Indeed,
(7b) can be regarded as a hysteresis-based switching
mechanism. Specifically, the state q is hysteretically
switched to argminp∈Q U(Q, p), so as to preclude the
state-feedback law κU (Q, q) from vanishing when Q
approaches the desired attitude. The scalar δh denotes
the hysteresis width, quantifying the extent of hystere-
sis. The state-feedback laws (6) in conjunction with the
switching mechanism (7b) is so-called hybrid feedback.

3.3 Closed-loop Stability

Let X1 := S3 × Q and x1 := (Q, q) denote the state
space and state, respectively. Applying controller (7) to
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system (1a) yields the closed-loop system as follows:

H1 :

{
ẋ1 = F1(x1) x1 ∈ F1,

x+
1 ∈ G1(x1) x1 ∈ J1,

(8)

where the flow set and jump set are defined as F1 := FK

and J1 := JK , respectively, and the flow map and jump
map are defined as

F1(x1) :

{
Q̇ = −kp

2 grad1 U(Q, q),

q̇ = 0,

G1(x1) :=
(
Q, argminp∈Q U(Q, p)

)
,

where we make use of item 2) of Lemma 2.1 and the fact
that Π(Q) grad1 U(Q, q) = grad1 U(Q, q) for all (Q, q) ∈
S3 ×Q.

Define the compact set O1 := A×Q ⊂ X1. The sets A,
B, and O1 satisfy the relations: B ⊂ O1, ProjS3 O1 = A,
Proj−1

S3×Q A = O1. The last relation implies that the
stability property can be passed from O1 to A. Let us
make this precise.

Lemma 3.5 If the setO1 is (robustly) UGAS for system
H1 given by (8), then the set A is (robustly) UGAS for
its subsystem (1a).

PROOF. Let ϕ be a solution to H1, and let ϕa denote
the coordinate of ϕ on the subsystem (1a). Since the
stability property of a set is characterized by the dis-
tance from the set and since |ϕ(t, j)|O1

= |ϕa(t, j)|A, the
lemma follows.

Nowwe are ready to certify the solvability of Problem 2.3
by controller (7).

Theorem 3.6 Problem 2.3 is solvable by controller (7)
in the sense that the set O1 is robustly UGAS for system
H1 given by (8).

PROOF. The proof entails verifying statements (S1)
through (S6) as follows.

(S1) The autonomous systemH1 satisfies the hybrid basic
conditions.

It suffices to show that (8) satisfies items (A1)-(A3) of
Definition B.1. First, F1 and J1 are closed thanks to
the continuity of µU , so item (A1). Second, F1 is single-
valued and continuous, so item (A2) is satisfied. Finally,
G1 is locally bounded since X1 is compact. In addition,
for any sequence zi ∈ X1 such that zi → z as i → ∞,
the outer limit of of G1(zi) equals the closed set G1(z).
Hence, G1 is outer semicontinuous, which shows item
(A3).

(S2) Each maximal solution to H1 is precompact and
eventually continuous.

Consider a Lyapunov function candidate V1 : X1 → R≥0

defined as V1(x1) := U(Q, q). By item P1) of Defini-
tion 3.3, V1 is positive definite relative to B. The change
of V1 at each x1 ∈ F1 along flows of (8) is given by

V̇1(x1) = −kp
2
|grad1 U(Q, q)|2 ≤ 0. (9)

For each x1 ∈ J1, the change of V1 over jumps of (8) is
given by

∆V1(x1) = max
z∈G1(x1)

V1(z)− V1(x1)

= −µU (Q, q) ≤ −δh < 0. (10)

Therefore, V1 is nonincreasing along solutions to H1.
Since V1 is proper, it follows that solutions to H1 are
bounded and have finitely many jumps. In addition, we
make the following observations: For each x1 ∈ F1\J1 =
{x1 ∈ X1 : µU (Q, q) < δh}, F1(x1) intersects with the
tangent cone to F1 at x1, which is due to the openness
of F1 \ J1; G1(J1) ⊂ F1 \ J1 ⊂ X1. Combining these
observations, we have established the statement (S2) by
invoking Proposition B.2.

(S3) The set B is UGAS for H1.

According to P2), P3) of Definition 3.3 and δh ≤ δ,
we have that the flow set F1 contains the set B, but
does not intersect the set (CritU

⋃
(A×Q))\B, thereby

F1

⋂
CritU = B. It follows from (9) that V1 is strictly

deceasing for all x1 ∈ F1 \ B. By invoking hybrid Lya-
punov theorem [27, Theorems 3.19 & 3.22] and state-
ment (S2), we can arrive at statement (S3).

(S4) The set O1 is UGAS for H1.

According to [26, Propositin 7.5 & Theorem 7.12] and
B ⊂ O1, it suffices to verify that O1 is forward in-
variant. For each maximal solution ϕ to H1, we make
the following observation: If ϕ(0, 0) ∈ B ⊂ F1 \ J1,
ϕ remains unchanged in B, since F1 vanishes on B; If
ϕ(0, 0) ∈ O1 \ B ⊂ J1 \ F1, ϕ takes a single immedi-
ate jump into the set B, which is due to G1(O1) = B.
Therefore, O1 is forward invariant, as to prove.

(S5) The set O1 is robustly UGAS for H1.

From statements (S1), (S4) and [26, Theorem 7.21],
we assert that the set O1 is UGpAS for H1,ρ, the ρ-
perturbation of H1, where ρ : X1 → R≥0 is a continuous
function that is positive on X1 \ O1. By [26, Propo-
sition 6.28], H1,ρ satisfies the hybrid basic condi-
tions. From (3), we have that F1 ⊂ F1,ρ ⊂ X1 and
J1 ⊂ J1,ρ ⊂ X1, which yields F1,ρ

⋃
J1,ρ = X1 due

to X1 = F1

⋃
J1. Combining these set relations yields

F1,ρ \ J1,ρ = F1,ρ

⋂
(X1 \ J1,ρ) = F1,ρ

⋂
((F1

⋃
J1) \

J1,ρ) = F1,ρ

⋂
((F1 \ J1) \ J1,ρ) = (F1 \ J1) \ J1,ρ.

5



Since the set F1 \ J1 is open and the set J1,ρ is closed,
it follows that the set F1,ρ \J1,ρ is open. Then, we make
the following observations: For each x1 ∈ F1,ρ \ J1,ρ,
F1,ρ(x1) intersects with the tangent cone to F1,ρ at x1;
Solutions to H1,ρ cannot blow up to infinity at a finite
time, due to the UGpAS property of the compact set
O1; G1,ρ(J1,ρ) ⊂ F1,ρ

⋃
J1,ρ. According to these obser-

vations, we can conclude that maximal solutions toH1,ρ

are complete as per Proposition B.2, and statement
(S5) follows. This completes the proof.

3.4 Discussion

Several comments are in order about controller (7):

(i) Hysteresis is necessary for controller (7) to achieve
robustly UGAS result.

(ii) Central synergism is generally regarded as more
desirable in practice than noncentral synergism.

(iii) If the hybrid feedback (6) is inconsistent, the cor-
rectness of Theorem 3.6 depends on using an addi-
tional mechanism to uniquely select the quaternion
measurement that satisfies (1a), see Fig. 1.

(iv) Minimal cardinality of the set Q is always advan-
tageous in terms of computation complexity, since
the switching mechanism requires to evaluate the
SPFs for each q ∈ Q.

Conversion
mechanism

Quaternion-based
controller

Rigid-body attitude 

Plant system ( )

Measured attitude 

Measured system

Fig. 1. Flowchart of quaternion-based attitude control.

The next result clarifies the comments (i), (ii).

Corollary 3.7 Consider system (8). The following hold
for variant hysteresis width δh in (7):

1) If δh = 0, then B is stable, but not UGAS.
2) If δh > max(Q,q)∈N µU (Q, q) withN = CritU

⋃
(A×

Q), then B is locally asymptotically stable.

PROOF. By similar arguments in the proof of Theo-
rem 3.6, system H1 satisfies the hybrid basic conditions
and therefore is well-posed. We continue using the Lya-
punov function candidate V1 = U . Since δh ≥ 0 and
since V1 is proper, we have that V1 is nonincreasing and
that each maximal solution toH1 is precompact. There-
fore, B is stable as per [27, Theorem 3.19].

If δh = 0, it follows from hybrid invariance principal
that there exist eventually discrete solutions to H1 that

remain in the set {x1 ∈ X1 : µU (Q, q) = 0}, and so the
set B fails to be UGAS, as shown in item 1).

If δh > max(Q,q)∈N µU (Q, q), then the flow set F1 con-
tains the set M1 = {x1 ∈ X1 : (Q, q) ∈ CritU

⋃
(A ×

Q)\B}, which contains the undesired equilibrium points
of system H1. Therefore, neither B nor O1 is UGAS.
Consider the open set U1 = {x1 ∈ X1 : V1(x1) < δ/2}.
From the synergism property of U , we conclude that
B ⊂ U1 ⊂ F1 and M1

⋂
U1 = ∅. According to hybrid

invariance principle, solutions to H1 with initial condi-
tions in U1 converges to B. This proves item 2).

Remark 3.8 Corollary 3.7 shows that the set O1 fails
to be UGAS when no hysteresis is used in controller (7).
On the other hand, if the hysteresis width is chosen to be
excessively large, the controller will only guarantee local
asymptotic stability of the set B. If controller (7) is cen-
trally synergistic, it still results in the asymptotic stabil-
ity of O1 due to O1 = B. Therefore, we can conclude that
the centrally synergistic hybrid feedback avoids unwind-
ing intrinsically (i.e., without relying on the switching
mechanism).

The following example clarifies the comment (iii).

Example 3.9 ( [11]) LetQ = {−1, 1}. Define the func-
tion U ∈ C1

1(S3 ×Q,R≥0) as

U(Q, q) = 1− qη, (11)

which is noncentrally synergistic relative to A with the
parameters B = {(i, 1), (−i,−1)} and δ ∈ (0, 1). It has
the following properties:

1) The set of critical points of U are CritU = A×Q.
2) The feedback (6) is explicitly expressed as κU (Q, q) =

qϵ and is inconsistent with respect to the unit quater-
nion for each fixed q.

3) The switching mechanism (7b) operates on the flow
set FK = {(Q, q) ∈ S3 × Q : 2qη ≥ −δh} and the
jump set JK = {(Q, q) ∈ S3 × Q : 2qη ≤ −δh} with
0 < δh < 1.

Adversarial selection of quaternion measurements can
cause the failure of this hybrid feedback to achieve the
UGAS results, as shown in Fig. 2.

4 Main Results

In this section, we begin by introducing the SPFs can-
didate that consists of two potential functions. Subse-
quently, the parameters are determined to ensure both
the central synergism and consistency properties. Fur-
thermore, the hybrid feedback is derived from the SPFs,
which is effectively employed to tackle the problem of
stabilizing rigid-body attitude.
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Fig. 2. Example 3.9: Chattering at a neighborhood of η = 0
when the hybrid feedback from (11) is applied to Problem 2.3
by directly using quaternion measurement Qm = sQ, where
s(t) is a square wave with a frequency of 5Hz. Initial condi-
tions are set as Q(0) = [0, 0.6, 0.8, 0]⊤ and q(0) = 1.

4.1 SPFs Candidate

Let the index set Q := {−1, 1}. Let u ∈ S2 be a con-
stant unit vector to be determined and define a pair of
vectors {uq ∈ S2 : q ∈ Q} as uq := qu. Define the skew-
symmetrical matrix Sq := ν(uq)i

⊤− iν(uq)
⊤ ∈ R4×4 for

each q ∈ Q. Let θ : S3 → R≥0 be a potential function rel-
ative to A. By using the parameter uq and the function
θ, the angular warping transformation T : S3 ×Q → S3
is defined by

T (Q, q) := eSqθ(Q)Q

=

[
cos(θ(Q)) − sin(θ(Q))u⊤

q

sin(θ(Q))uq Π(uq) + cos(θ(Q))uqu
⊤
q

]
Q

=

[
Ξ(Q, q)

ϵ+ Γ(Q, q)uq

]
, (12)

where the matrix eSqθ(Q) is expanded by using the gen-
eralized Rodrigues’ formula [28], and the functions Ξ,Γ :
S3 ×Q → R are defined as

Ξ(Q, q) := cos(θ(Q))η − sin(θ(Q))(u⊤
q ϵ), (13)

Γ(Q, q) := sin(θ(Q))η + (cos(θ(Q))− 1) (u⊤
q ϵ). (14)

Geometrically, T rotates a unit quaternion Q ∈ S3 by
an orthonormal matrix eSqθ(Q). The rotation angle is
described by the value of function θ at the point Q. The
rotation direction is described by the matrix Sq and is
determined by the constant vector uq.

We now define the SPFs candidate U : S3×Q → R≥0 by
the composition ofP in (4) and T in (12), i.e.,U := P ◦T ,
which can be expressed as

U(Q, q) = ϵ⊤Aϵ+ 2Γ(Q, q)(u⊤
q Aϵ) + Γ(Q, q)2(u⊤

q Auq).

(15)

We emphasize that the transformation in (15) was pro-
posed in the authors’ previous work [25]. In that work,

the central synergism is achieved using six vectors uq.
However, in this paper, our objective is to ensure the
central synergism of (15) with only two vectors uq. It
will allow us to minimize the number of potential func-
tions required for the synergism, thereby reducing the
computational complexity of the switching mechanism.

4.2 Central Synergism and Consistency

To achieve the central synergism of (15), we shall need
the following assumption.

Assumption 4.1 The parameter matrix A has distinct
eigenvalues {λ1, λ2, λ3} such that 0 < λ1 < λ2 < λ3.

Remark 4.2 The matrices that satisfy Assumption 4.1
are dense in the set of symmetric positive definite matri-
ces in R3×3. Hence, Assumption 4.1 is a mild condition.
On the other hand, if the matrix A has repeated eigenval-
ues, it becomes problematic to obtain the synergism for
U in (15), which will be clarified in Corollary 4.7.

Let k ∈ (0, λ1/λ3) be a constant scalar. The warping
angle θ is defined as

θ(Q) := kϵ⊤ϵ. (16)

Theorem 4.3 Consider the SPFs candidate U defined
as in (15) with θ given by (16) under Assumption 4.1.
For the ith eigenvalue λi of A, we denote by vi the corre-
sponding ith unit eigenvector of A. Then, the following
hold:

1) U and κU are consistent;
2) If u⊤vi ̸= 0 for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, then U is centrally

synergistic relative to A with gap exceeding some pos-
itive scalar δ.

3) If u = 1√
3
(v1+v2+v3), then δ = 4

3 sin
2(k− k3

3 )
(
λ1−

λ1+λ2+λ3

3 sin2(k)
)
.

PROOF. The proof is divided into three parts.

Part 1. Since the function θ given by (16) is consis-
tent, it follows from (12) that T (−Q, q) = −eSqθ(Q)Q =
−T (Q, q) for all (Q, q) ∈ S3 × Q. Note that P is also
consistent. According to U = P ◦ T , it follows that
U(Q, q) = U(−Q, q) and ∇1 U(Q, q) = −∇1 U(−Q, q).
It implies κU (Q, q) = κU (−Q, q), which is due to Λ(Q) =
−Λ(−Q). This shows item 1).

Part 2. The proof of item 2) entails establishing the
statements (S1)-(S3) as follows. Let B = A×Q.

(S1) CritU = T −1(CritP ).

According to [25, Lemma 4], it is sufficient to show that
the map Q 7→ T (Q, q) is everywhere a local diffeomor-
phism for each q ∈ Q. The partial derivative of T with
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respect to its first argument is given by

∂T (Q, q)

∂Q
= eSqθ(Q)

(
I + SqQ

∂θ(Q)

∂Q

)
.

Using the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula [29,

Fact 3.21.3.], det(eSqθ(Q)) = 1, and ∂θ(Q)
∂Q = 2kν(ϵ)⊤,

we obtain that

det

(
∂T (Q, q)

∂Q

)
= 1 + 2kη(ϵ⊤uq) > 0,

where we make use of the inequality: 2|ηϵ| ≤ 1 for all
Q ∈ S3. Therefore, the statement (S1) follows.

(S2) U is positive definite relative to B.

Since P in (4) is positive definite relative to A, the zero
set of U , denoted Z, can be written as

Z =
{
(Q, q) ∈ S3 ×Q : T (Q, q) ∈ A

}
.

It suffices to show that B = Z. From (12), we have that
T (B) = A and thus that B ⊂ Z. We next prove the other
direction by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a
point (Q, q) ∈ Z\B. Assume that T (Q, q) = i. From (12)
and (16), we have that

Q = e−Sqθ(Q)i =

[
cos(θ(Q))

− sin(θ(Q))uq

]
,

θ(Q) = k sin2(θ(Q)).

The last equality implies θ(Q) = 0, since k < λ1

λ3
< 1 and

the inequality x > sin2(x) holds for all x > 0. Hence,Q ∈
A, which contradicts (Q, q) /∈ B. Therefore, T (Q, q) ̸= i.
Similarly, we can show that T (Q, q) ̸= −i. It follows that
T (Q, q) /∈ A, which contradicts (Q, q) ∈ Z, as to prove.

(S3) U is centrally synergistic relative to A with gap ex-
ceeding some positive scalar δ.

From the very definition of the synergy gap, we have

µU (Q, q) = max{0, U(Q, q)− U(Q,−q)}.
Therefore, µU (Q, q) > 0 if and only if

µU (Q, q)
(15)
= 2 (Γ(Q, q) + Γ(Q,−q)) (u⊤

q Aϵ)

+
(
Γ(Q, q)2 − Γ(Q,−q)2

)
(u⊤

q Auq)

(14)
= 4 sin(θ(Q))η

((
u⊤
q Aϵ

)
+ (cos(θ(Q))− 1) (u⊤

q ϵ)
(
u⊤
q Auq

))
. (17)

According to item P3) in Definition 3.3, U has the syn-
ergism property if and only if there exists δ > 0 such
that µU (Q, q) > δ for each (Q, q) ∈ CritU \ B =: U . By
statement (S1), the set U can be written as

U =
{
(Q, q) ∈ S3 ×Q :

T (Q, q) ∈ Q(π, vi), i = 1, 2, 3
}
.

We next evaluate the function µU on the set U . Let

(Q, q) ∈ U such that T (Q, q) ∈ Q(π, vi) for some i ∈
{1, 2, 3}. We write θ = θ(Q) for notational convenience.
It follows from (12) that

Q = ±e−Sqθν(vi)

= ±

[
sin(θ)

(
u⊤
q vi

)
vi + (cos(θ)− 1)

(
u⊤
q vi

)
uq

]
=

[
η

ϵ

]
. (18)

Substituting (18) to (16) yields

θ = k(1− η2) = k
(
1− sin2(θ)

(
u⊤vi

)2)
. (19)

Substituting (18) to (17) yields

µU (Q, q) = 4 sin2(θ)
(
u⊤
q vi

) (
u⊤
q Avi+

+ (cos(θ)− 1)
(
u⊤
q vi

)
(u⊤

q Auq)

+ (cos(θ)− 1) cos(θ)
(
u⊤
q vi

) (
u⊤
q Auq

))
= 4 sin2(θ)

(
u⊤vi

)2 (
λi − sin2(θ)

(
u⊤Au

))
. (20)

Using the inequalities u⊤vi ̸= 0, u⊤Au ≤ λ3, sin
2(θ) ≤

sin2(k) ≤ k < λ1

λ3
, we can conclude that for each (Q, q) ∈

T −1(Q(π, vi)), µU (Q, q) equals to a positive constant,
denoted δ̄i.

Finally, if one chooses a positive scalar δ such that δ < δ̄i
for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, then statement (S3) follows.

Part 3. We next verify item 3). Substituting u =
1√
3
(v1 + v2 + v3) into (19), (20) yields

θ = k

(
1− 1

3
sin2(θ)

)
, (21)

µ(Q, q) =
4

3
sin2(θ)

(
λi −

λ1 + λ2 + λ3

3
sin2(θ)

)
,

(22)

where Q ∈ T −1(Q(π, vi)). From (21), it can be seen
that the warping angle θ is identical on the undesired
critical points of U . Furthermore, we have that θ ≥ k(1−
1
3 sin

2(k)) ≥ k(1 − k2

3 ) and that θ ≤ k. Substituting
these bounds into (22), we immediately obtain item 3),
which completes the proof.

Remark 4.4 To ensure the consistency of U in (15), it
suffices to use a consistent warping angle θ. Then, the
resulting hybrid feedback is also consistent.

Remark 4.5 In part 2 of the proof of Theorem 4.3, state-
ments (S1), (S2) are mainly used to determine the un-
desired critical points of U , so as to compute the synergy
gap at these points.

Remark 4.6 The parameter δ provided in item 3) of
Theorem 4.3 may be conservative. To obtain the largest
upper bound of δ, one can first compute the numerical
solution θ of equation (21), and then evaluate the func-
tion (22) at the solution with λi = λ1. The resulting value
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is the desired bound.

Corollary 4.7 Consider the SPFs candidate U given
by (15). SupposeCritU = T −1(CritP ), and suppose that
U is positive definite relative toA×Q. IfA has a repeated
eigenvalue, then U cannot be synergistic relative to A.

PROOF. Let λ be the repeated eigenvalue of A and v
be some unit eigenvector of A corresponding to λ. It fol-
lows that (Q, q) ∈ T −1(Q(π, v)) is an undesired critical
point of U . Let Q = e−Sqθν(v) and θ = θ(Q). Substitut-
ing this into (17) yields µU (Q, q) = 4 sin2(θ)(u⊤v)2(λ−
sin2(θ)(u⊤Au)). Since u is a constant vector and the di-
mension of the eigenspace of A corresponding to λ is
larger than one, we can assert that there exists an eigen-
vector v such that u⊤v = 0 and µU vanishes at the crit-
ical point (Q, q) ∈ T −1(Q(π, v)). Therefore, synergism
does not hold.

4.3 Hybrid Feedback

Considering U given by (15), (16), we compute the gra-
dient ∇1 U . Define the function Θ : S3 ×Q → R3 as

Θ(Q, q) :=

[
sin(θ(Q))

(cos(θ(Q))− 1)uq

]
. (23)

From (13), (14), it follows that

∇1 Γ(Q, q) = 2kΞ(Q, q)ν(ϵ) + Θ(Q, q). (24)

Therefore,

∇1 U(Q, q) = 2ν(Aϵ) + 2Γ(Q, q)ν(Auq)

+ 2
(
u⊤
q A (ϵ+ Γ(Q, q)uq)

)
∇1 Γ(Q, q). (25)

The gradient of U in (25) can be viewed as the gradient
of P in (4) augmented with a perturbation term which is
linked to the logic variable. According to Theorem 4.3,
the perturbation term ensures that for each Q ∈ S3 \
A, there exist q ∈ Q such that grad1 U(Q, q) does not
vanish.

The proposed hybrid feedback consists of the SPFs U
given by (15), (16), the state-feedback laws κU given
by (6), (25), and the switching mechanism (7b). In
comparison to the design in [11], it offers the following
advantages: (i) It exhibits both central synergism and
consistency properties, which are highly desirable in
practical applications but lacking in [11]. Additionally,
although the state-feedback laws involve a more complex
term (25), it is crucial to emphasize that the proposed
feedback eliminates the requirement for the conversion
mechanism of quaternion measurement (as shown in
Fig. 1), thanks to the consistency. Consequently, the
control architecture becomes more streamlined and con-
cise. (ii) It demonstrates a moderate switch of the state-
feedback laws over jumps, as they contains the common

term Λ(Q)⊤ grad1 P (Q), which drives the system to-
wards the desired attitude. In contrast, the switch of
the state-feedback laws in [11] yields completely oppo-
site value, see Example 3.9. Therefore, our method can
reduce chattering when significant disturbances induce
unexpected jumps.

4.4 Control Design for Problem 2.4

Using the switching mechanism (7b), we propose the
synergistic hybrid controller for system (1):

τc = −kpκU (Q, q)− kdω, (26a){
q̇ = 0 (Q, q) ∈ FK ,

q+ ∈ argminp∈Q U(Q, p) (Q, q) ∈ JK ,
(26b)

where kp, kd are positive gains, κU is given by (6)
and (25), and the sets FK , JK are defined as in (7b).

Indeed, controller (26b) is effective for a general SPF,
regardless of whether the synergism is central or not.
Therefore, the following closed-loop stability analysis
proceeds with U satisfying Definition 3.3.

LetX2 := S3×R3×Q and x2 := (Q,ω, q) denote the state
space and state, respectively. Applying controller (26)
to system (1) yields the closed-loop system:

H2 :

{
ẋ2 = F2(x2) x2 ∈ F2,

x+
2 ∈ G2(x2) x2 ∈ J2,

(27)

where the flow set and jump set are defined as F2 :=
{x2 ∈ X2 : µ(Q, q) ≤ δ} and J2 := {x2 ∈ X2 : µ(Q, q) ≥
δ}, respectively, and the flow map and jump map are
defined as

F2(x2) :


Q̇ = − 1

2Λ(Q)ω,

Jω̇ = −ω×Jω − kpΛ(Q)⊤ grad1 U(Q, q)− kdω,

q̇ = 0,

G2(x2) :=
(
Q,ω, argminp∈Q U(Q, p)

)
.

Define the compact sets P2,O2 ⊂ X2 as

P2 := {x2 ∈ X2 : (Q, q) ∈ B, ω = 0}, (28)

O2 := {x2 ∈ X2 : Q ∈ A, ω = 0}, (29)

where B is defined as in Definition 3.3. The sets P2,O2,
and Op satisfy the relations: P2 ⊂ O2, ProjS3×Q P2 =

ProjS3×Q O2 = Op, Proj
−1
S3×Q Op = O2.

Nowwe are ready to certify the solvability of Problem 2.4
by controller (26).

Theorem 4.8 Problem 2.4 is solvable by controller (26)
in the sense that the set O2 is robustly UGAS for system
H2 given by (27).

PROOF. The proof entails verifying statements (S1)
through (S6) as follows.
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(S1) The autonomous systemH2 satisfies the hybrid basic
conditions.

It suffices to show that (27) satisfies items (A1)-(A3) of
Definition B.1. First, F2 and J2 are closed thanks to the
continuity of µU , which verified item (A1). Second, F2

is single-valued and continuous, thereby satisfying item
(A2). Finally, G2 only change the logic variable q which
is defined on a compact set, and soG2(K) is compact for
each compact set K ⊂ X2, i.e., G2 is locally bounded.
Moreover, for any sequence zi ∈ X2 such that zi → z
as i → ∞, the outer limit of of G2(zi) equals the closed
set G2(z), thus G2 is outer semicontinuous. This shows
item (A3).

(S2) Each maximal solution to H2 is precompact and
eventually continuous.

Consider a Lyapunov function candidate V2 : X2 → R≥0

defined as

V2(x2) := U(Q, q) +
1

4kp
ω⊤Jω. (30)

By item P1) of Definition 3.3, V2 is positive definite rela-
tive to P2. The change of V2 at each x2 ∈ F2 along flows
of (27) is given by

V̇2(x2) =
1

2
(grad1 U(Q, q))

⊤
Λ(Q)ω − 1

2kp
ω⊤

(
ω×Jω

+ kpΛ(Q)⊤ grad1 U(Q, q) + kdω
)

= − kd
2kp

|ω|2 ≤ 0, (31)

where we make use of the fact that ω × ω = 0 for all
ω ∈ R3. For each x2 ∈ J2, the change of V2 over jumps
of (27) is given by

∆V2(x2) = max
z∈G2(x2)

V2(z)− V2(x2)

= −µU (Q, q) ≤ −δh < 0. (32)

Therefore, V2 is nonincreasing along solutions to H2.
Since V2 is proper, it follows that solutions to H2 are
bounded and have finitely many jumps. In addition, we
make the following observations: For each x2 ∈ F2 \
J2 = {x2 ∈ X2 : µU (Q, q) < δh}, F2(x2) intersects with
the tangent cone to F2 at x2, thanks to the openness
of F2 \ J2; G2(J2) ⊂ F2 \ J2 ⊂ X2. Combining these
observations, we have established the statement (S2) by
invoking Proposition B.2.

(S3) The set P2 is UGAS for H2.

First, from (31), (32), we conclude that the set P2 is
stable as per [27, Theorem 3.19]. Recall the notation

V̇ −1
2 (0) := {x2 ∈ F2 : V̇2(x2) = 0}. Applying the hy-

brid invariance principle [27, Theorem 3.23], we have
that precompact solutions to H2 converge to the largest
weakly invariant set I2 ⊂ V −1

2 (r)
⋂
V̇ −1
2 (0) for some

r ∈ R.

For each x2 ∈ V̇ −1
2 (0), we make the following observa-

tions: From (31), (27), (6), and Lemma 3.4, it follows
that ω = 0, grad1 U(Q, q) = 0, and (Q, q) ∈ CritU . On
the other hand, x2 ∈ F2 implies µ(Q, q) ≤ δh ≤ δ, and
consequently, we obtain from item P3) of Definition 3.3
that (Q, q) /∈ CritU \B. From item P2) of Definition 3.3,
it follows that B ⊂ CritU and that (Q, q) ∈ B.

We therefore obtain V̇ −1
2 (0) = P2, and hence I2 ⊂

V −1
2 (0)

⋂
V̇ −1
2 (0) = P2. It follows that the setP2 is glob-

ally attractive and thus globally asymptotically stable
for H2. Thanks to statement (S1), the set P2 is UGAS
for H2 as per [26, Theorem 7.12].

(S4) The set O2 is UGAS for H2.

According to [26, Propositin 7.5 & Theorem 7.12], it
suffices to verify that O2 is forward invariant, due to
P2 ⊂ O2. For each maximal solution ϕ to H2, we make
the following observation: If ϕ(0, 0) ∈ P2 ⊂ F2 \ J2, ϕ
remains unchanged in P2, since F2 vanishes on P2; If
ϕ(0, 0) ∈ O2 \ P2 ⊂ J2 \ F2, ϕ takes a single immediate
jump into the set P2, which is due to G2(O2) = P2.
Therefore, O2 is forward invariant, as to prove.

(S5) The set O2 is robustly UGAS for H2.

From statements (S1), (S4) and [26, Theorem 7.21],
we assert that the set O2 is UGpAS for H2,ρ, the ρ-
perturbation of H2, where ρ : X2 → R≥0 is a contin-
uous function that is positive on X2 \ O2. According
to [26, Propositin 6.28], H2,ρ satisfies the hybrid basic
conditions. From (3), we have that F2 ⊂ F2,ρ ⊂ X2 and
J2 ⊂ J2,ρ ⊂ X2, which yields F2,ρ

⋃
J2,ρ = X2 due

to X2 = F2

⋃
J2. Combining these set relations yields

F2,ρ \ J2,ρ = F2,ρ

⋂
(X2 \ J2,ρ) = F2,ρ

⋂
((F2

⋃
J2) \

J2,ρ) = F2,ρ

⋂
((F2 \ J2) \ J2,ρ) = (F2 \ J2) \ J2,ρ.

Since the set F2 \ J2 is open and the set J2,ρ is closed,
it follows that the set F2,ρ \J2,ρ is open. Then, we make
the following observations: For each x2 ∈ F2,ρ \ J2,ρ,
F2,ρ(x2) intersects with the tangent cone to F2,ρ at x2;
Solutions to H2,ρ cannot blow up to infinity at a finite
time, due to the UGpAS property of the compact set
O2; G2,ρ(J2,ρ) ⊂ F2,ρ

⋃
J2,ρ. According to these obser-

vations, we can conclude that maximal solutions toH2,ρ

are complete as per Proposition B.2, and statement
(S5) follows. This completes the proof.

Remark 4.9 Theorems 3.6, 4.8 present enhanced ro-
bustness results compared to the previous work in [11,25].
The key difference lies in the fact that the desired sets O1

and O2 are proven to be robustly UGAS rather than ro-
bustly UGpAS. This means that there exits the perturbed
closed system whose solutions can evolve for arbitrarily
long hybrid time and approach to the desired set, thereby
making the introduced perturbation more practical and
reasonable in real-world scenarios.
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5 Simulations

This section presents the simulations of Problem 2.4 with
controller (26) that are generated via the hybrid equa-
tions toolbox for MATLAB [30]. The proposed centrally
synergistic hybrid controller is referred to as “CSH”,
which is generated from the SPFs in (15). For com-
parison, the noncentrally synergistic hybrid controller
in [11] (see Example 3.9) is considered and referred to as
“NCSH”. We also consider the continuous feedback, i.e.,
these synergistic hybrid controllers with fixed logic vari-
able. The CSH controller with fixed logic variable q = 1
is referred to as “CS q = 1”. No conversion mechanism is
used to select quaternion from attitude measurements.

The inertial matrix of the rigid-body system (1a)-
(1b) is assumed to be J = diag([6.4, 6.7, 9.3]). The
parameters of the CSH controller are set as follows:
A = diag([0.6, 0.8, 1]), u = 1√

3
[1, 1, 1]⊤, k = 0.54,

δh = 0.1. The parameters of the NCSH controller are
set to be δh = 0.1. The positive gains of controller (26)
are chosen to be kp = 30 and kd = 15.

Four numerical simulations are illustrated in Figs. 3-6,
respectively. Each figure displays the time histories of
the scalar part η(t) of the rigid-body attitude quaternion
Q(t), the logic variable q(t), the Euclidean norm of the
angular velocity ω(t), and the Euclidean norm of the
torque input τc(t).

Fig. 3. Simulation 1: CSH versus CSH q = 1. The
initial conditions: Q(0) = [0.297,−0.028, 0.013, 0.954]⊤,
ω(0) = [0, 0, 0]⊤, q(0) = 1.

Simulation 1: global convergence of the CSH controller.
Due to the lack of an analytic solution for the unde-
sired critical points of the function U in (15), we used
a numerical approximation of the undesired equilibrium
point with q = 1 as initial conditions. As shown in Fig. 3,
the torque input of the CS q = 1 controller was ini-
tially vanishing, resulting in a significantly longer time

Fig. 4. Simulation 2: CSH versus NCSH. The initial condi-
tions: Q(0) = [0, 0.6, 0.8, 0]⊤, ω(0) = [0, 0, 0]⊤, q(0) = −1 for
CSH, and q(0) = 1 for NCSH.

Fig. 5. Simulation 3: CSH versus NCSH. The initial condi-
tions: Q(0) = [0, 0.6, 0.8, 0]⊤, ω(0) = [0, 0, 0]⊤, q(0) = −1 for
CSH, and q(0) = 1 for NCSH.

to reach the desired attitude. In contrast, the CSH con-
troller detected this situation and judiciously switched
the nonvanishing feedback indexed by q = −1. It is im-
portant to note that if the initial conditions were exactly
set at the undesired equilibrium point with q = 1, CS
q = 1 controller would produce zero torque, preventing
convergence to the desired attitude.

Simulation 2: effects of memoryless quaternion mea-
surements. The quaternion measurement was defined
as Qm = sQ, where s(t) represents a square wave
with a frequency of 5Hz. It is shown in Fig. 4 that the
NCSH controller exhibited chattering near the initial
conditions η = 0. This behavior occurred due to the
frequent alterations of the controller’s intended rotation
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Fig. 6. Simulation 4: CSH versus NCSH. The initial condi-
tions: Q(0) = [0, 0.6, 0.8, 0]⊤, ω(0) = [0, 0, 0]⊤, q(0) = −1 for
CSH, and q(0) = 1 for NCSH.

direction caused by the discontinuities in quaternion
measurements. However, when the attitude Q was far
from η = 0, the NCSH controller detected the incorrect
selection of quaternion measurement by using switch-
ing mechanism and therefore adjusted the sign of its
feedback by modifying the index logic. Conversely, the
proposed CSH controller remained unaffected by the
discontinuous nature of the quaternion measurements
thanks to its consistency.

Simulations 3 and 4: robustness to measurement noises.
In line with the simulation setup in [11], the quaternion
measurement is defined as Qm = (Q + ne)/|Q + ne|,
where e = v/|v| and v ∈ R4 is drawn from a zero-
mean Gaussian distribution with unit variance, and n
is drawn from a uniform distribution over the interval
[0, nm]. In Simulation 3, we set nm = 0.05 to represent a
scenario with small noise, while in Simulation 4, we set
nm = 0.13 to simulate a scenario with large noise. Fig. 5
illustrates the robustness of both CSH and NCSH con-
trollers to measurement noises to some extent. However,
when the measured quaternions erroneously fell within
the jump sets, as depicted in Fig. 6, the switching mech-
anism resulted in chattering of the angular velocity. No-
tably, the NCSH controller exhibited higher sensitivity
to large noises. This can be attributed to the fact that the
NCSH controller employs two opposing state-feedback
laws, and each jump significantly alters the torque, lead-
ing to a more aggressive response to frequent switch-
ing. In contrast, the state-feedback laws of the CSH con-
troller share a common action term as shown in (25),
resulting in a slightly reduced chattering effect caused
by improper switching.

6 Conclusion

We address the attitude stabilization problem for a rigid-
body system using quaternion-based synergistic hybrid
feedback. Our control law is based on a new family of
synergistic potential functions, leading to robust uni-
form global asymptotic stability. It exhibits two key ad-
vantages over existing results. Firstly, the central syn-
ergism and consistency properties are achieved by em-
ploying the minimal number of potential functions. Sec-
ondly, it enhances robustness by establishing the com-
pleteness of solutions to the perturbed closed-loop sys-
tem. In the future, further exploration can be done by
combining our proposed approach with disturbance re-
jection techniques.

A Proof of Example 3.2

From the very definition of the gradient, we have that
∇P (Q) = [0, 2ϵ⊤A]⊤ and that

|gradP (Q)|2 = (∇P (Q))⊤Π(Q)∇P (Q)

= 4ϵ⊤A
(
I3 − ϵϵ⊤

)
Aϵ,

where we have used the fact that Π(Q)2 = Π(Q) for all
Q ∈ S3. Therefore,
CritP =

{
Q = [η, ϵ⊤]⊤ ∈ S3 : ϵ⊤A

(
I3 − ϵϵ⊤

)
Aϵ = 0

}
.

Obviously, any Q ∈ S3 with ϵ = 0 is contained in CritP ,
i.e., A ⊂ CritP . For Q ∈ CritP with |ϵ| ̸= 0, we must
have that |ϵ| = 1 (otherwise, |ϵ| < 1 and thus A(I3 −
ϵϵ⊤)A is positive definite), and hence, that ϵ equals a
scalar multiple of Aϵ, i.e., ϵ is a unit eigenvector of A.

B Analysis Tools

Definition B.1 ( [26, Assumption 6.5]) The hybrid
system (2) is said to satisfy the hybrid basic conditions
if the following hold:

(A1) F and J are closed subsets of Rn;
(A2) F is outer semicontinuous and locally bounded rel-

ative to F , F ⊂ domF , and F (x) is convex for
every x ∈ F ;

(A3) G is outer semicontinuous and locally bounded rel-
ative to J , and J ⊂ domG.

Proposition B.2 ( [26, Propositin 6.10]) Consider
system given by (2) and suppose it satisfy the hybrid basic
conditions. Take an arbitrary x0 ∈ F

⋃
J . If x0 ∈ J or

(VC) there exists a neighborhood U of x0 such that for
each x ∈ U

⋂
F , 2

F (x)
⋂

TF (x) ̸= ∅,

2 TF (x) denotes the tangent cone of the set F at the point x.
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then there exists a nontrivial solution ϕ to H with
ϕ(0, 0) = x0. If (VC) holds for every x0 ∈ F \ J , then
there exists a nontrivial solution to H from every ini-
tial point in F

⋃
J , and every maximal solution ϕ to H

satisfies exactly one of the following conditions:

(a) ϕ is complete:
(b) domϕ is bounded and the interval IJ , where J =

supj domϕ, has nonempty interior and t 7→ ϕ(t, J)
is a maximal solution to ż ∈ F (z), z ∈ F satisfying
limt→T |ϕ(t, J)| = ∞, where T = supt domϕ;

(c) ϕ(T, J) /∈ F
⋃
J , where (T, J) = sup domϕ

Furthermore, if G(J ) ⊂ F
⋃
J , then (c) above does not

occur.
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