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1. INTRODUCTION

Unmanned Surface Vehicles (USVs) operate in different
water bodies, such as oceans, coasts, lakes, and rivers,
without any onboard crew. The development of fully au-
tonomous surface vehicles can be beneficial for several
activities including disaster management (Murphy et al.,
2008) and inspection (Lindemuth et al., 2011), among
others. Control systems play an important role to ensure
safety and success of autonomous operations (Liu et al.,
2016). Given the complex nature of the environment where
USVs operate, controllers have to be robust against nu-
merous factors such as modeling inaccuracies, unmodeled
dynamics, and different unknown external disturbances
such as winds, waves, and currents.

Different controllers have been proposed to deal with the
complex and nonlinear USV dynamics. For instance, in
von Ellenrieder (2018), a backstepping controller with a
disturbance observer, capable of operating in the presence
of unknown disturbances was proposed. In Klinger et al.
(2017), adaptive control was investigated to deal with
different displacement and drag configurations. In Huang
et al. (2019), a dynamic surface control strategy with
active disturbance control was reported. Model-free adap-
tive control was studied in Liao et al. (2020), showcasing
robustness against uncertainties.

A remarkable robust control method is Sliding Mode
technique (SMC), which is capable of rejecting bounded
perturbations (Shtessel et al., 2014). Therefore, diverse
types of SMC have been applied to USV control. In Chen
et al. (2019), an SMC heading controller combined with a
disturbance observer was developed. One of the common
problems of SMC is the so-called chattering effect, which
has been attenuated through different methods. Higher-

Order SMC and super-twisting SMC approaches reduce
chattering, and they were combined in a control-observer
scheme in von Ellenrieder and Henninger (2019) for USV
trajectory tracking. Another technique is implementing
Adaptive SMC (ASMC), which can reduce chattering by
avoiding unnecessary control effort with adaptive gains.
ASMC was designed and implemented in Gonzalez-Garcia
and Castañeda (2021) to control the surge speed and
heading of a full-scale USV subject to unknown parametric
uncertainties. Faramin et al. (2019) studied ASMC with a
disturbance observer for USV control in the presence of
wind disturbances. Integral SMC (ISMC) was compared
against Adaptive ISMC (AISMC) in Van (2019), where
AISMC achieved better performance in the presence of
external disturbances.

One disadvantage of conventional SMC is that the tracking
error is asymptotically convergent, even if the sliding
variable is finite-time convergent. Terminal SMC (TSMC)
was developed to overcome this issue. Then, one problem
of TSMC is a singularity that appears during control law
design. In Wang et al. (2019), a Nonsingular Fast TSMC
approach was proposed for trajectory tracking of a USV,
capable of handling external disturbances.

Another type of TSMC is Integral TSMC (ITSMC) (Chiu,
2012), which achieves finite-time convergence and avoids
the TSMC singularity issue. For conventional SMC, the
beneficial properties only appear when the system is on
sliding mode (sliding variable equal to zero), making the
reaching phase vulnerable to perturbations. A charac-
teristic of ITSMC is that the sliding variable does not
have a reaching phase if the initial condition is known.
Hence, because the controller is always on sliding mode,
the controller is robust even during the tracking error
convergence, improving the transient response.
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and Castañeda (2021) to control the surge speed and
heading of a full-scale USV subject to unknown parametric
uncertainties. Faramin et al. (2019) studied ASMC with a
disturbance observer for USV control in the presence of
wind disturbances. Integral SMC (ISMC) was compared
against Adaptive ISMC (AISMC) in Van (2019), where
AISMC achieved better performance in the presence of
external disturbances.

One disadvantage of conventional SMC is that the tracking
error is asymptotically convergent, even if the sliding
variable is finite-time convergent. Terminal SMC (TSMC)
was developed to overcome this issue. Then, one problem
of TSMC is a singularity that appears during control law
design. In Wang et al. (2019), a Nonsingular Fast TSMC
approach was proposed for trajectory tracking of a USV,
capable of handling external disturbances.

Another type of TSMC is Integral TSMC (ITSMC) (Chiu,
2012), which achieves finite-time convergence and avoids
the TSMC singularity issue. For conventional SMC, the
beneficial properties only appear when the system is on
sliding mode (sliding variable equal to zero), making the
reaching phase vulnerable to perturbations. A charac-
teristic of ITSMC is that the sliding variable does not
have a reaching phase if the initial condition is known.
Hence, because the controller is always on sliding mode,
the controller is robust even during the tracking error
convergence, improving the transient response.

Fig. 1. Reference frames and trajectory tracking problem.

Thus, the contribution of this work is the design of a
robust controller for an unmanned surface vehicle sub-
ject to wind, waves, and currents. A strategy based on a
class of Adaptive Integral Terminal Sliding Mode Control
(AITSMC) is designed for the first-order surge speed dy-
namics and the second-order yaw dynamics. The ITSMC
sliding surface guarantees finite-time tracking convergence
and enhances robustness during the state reaching phase.
The adaptive control gain avoids unnecessary control ef-
fort, reducing chattering, and maintains robustness against
bounded external perturbations. Moreover, a trajectory
tracking guidance law is implemented to provide speed
and heading references. Finally, simulation results show
the performance and feasibility of the proposed control
scheme in the presence of external disturbances from wind,
waves, and currents.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the
dynamic model of the USV and perturbations. Section 3
addresses the design of the controller, whereas Section 4
described the trajectory tracking guidance law. In Section
5, the simulation results are illustrated. Finally, conclu-
sions are drawn.

2. MATHEMATICAL MODELING

In this section, the USV dynamic model and a description
of the external perturbations affecting the vehicle are
addressed.

2.1 USV dynamic model

The VTec S-III USV model is taken from Gonzalez-Garcia
and Castañeda (2021), which follows the robot-like model
(Fossen, 2011). The equations of motion are expressed by:

Mν̇Mν̇Mν̇ +CCC(ννν)ννν +DDD(ννν)ννν = τττ (1)

η̇ηη = JJJ(ηηη)ννν (2)

where ννν = [u, v, r]T is the velocity vector in body-
fixed frame, and ηηη = [x, y, ψ]T is the position vector in
an inertial reference frame, where ψ ∈ (−π, π]. Fig. 1
depicts the USV and its defined reference frames. Then,
MMM represents an inertia matrix including rigid-body and
added mass, denoted as:

MMM =

[
m−Xu̇ 0 −myG

0 m− Yv̇ mxG − Yṙ

−myG mxG −Nv̇ Iz −Nṙ,

]
(3)

CCC(ννν) is a Coriolis matrix adding a standard Coriolis rigid-
body matrix CCCRB(ννν) and an added mass matrix CCCA(ννν),
being

CCC(ννν) =

[
0 0 −m(xGr + v)
0 0 −m(yGr − u)

m(xGr + v) m(yGr − u) 0

]

+




0 0 2(Yv̇v + (
Yṙ +Nv̇

2
)r)

0 0 −Xu̇u

2(−Yv̇v − (
Yṙ +Nv̇

2
)r) Xu̇u 0




(4)
Moreover,DDD(ννν) is the sum of linear and nonlinear damping
matrices, expressed as follows:

DDD(ννν) = −

[
Xu 0 0
0 Yv Yr

0 Nv Nr

]

−



Xu|u||u| 0 0

0 Yv|v||v|+ Yv|r||r| Yr|v||v|+ Yr|r||r|
0 Nv|v||v|+Nv|r||r| Nr|v||v|+Nr|r||r|




(5)

while τττ is a vector of forces and moments induced by two
rear thrusters, denoted by:

τττ =

[
τu
τv
τr

]
=

[
Tport + Tstbd

0
(Tport − Tstbd)B/2

]
(6)

The thrusters are saturated between −30 < Tport, Tstbd <
36.5 N according to its physical limits (Gonzalez-Garcia
and Castañeda, 2021). Finally, JJJ(ηηη) is a rotation matrix
to transform the velocity vectors between body-fixed and
inertial reference frames:

JJJ(ηηη) =

[
cosψ − sinψ 0
sinψ cosψ 0
0 0 1

]
(7)

On the other hand, the physical parameters and hydrody-
namic coefficients of the VTec S-III USV can be found
in Gonzalez-Garcia and Castañeda (2021), which were
previously identified.

2.2 External disturbances modeling

The dynamic model including external disturbances from
wind, waves, and currents is expressed in the following
form (Fossen, 2011):

Mν̇Mν̇Mν̇ +CCCRB(ννν)ννν +CCCA(νννr)νννr +DDD(νννr)νννr = τττ + τττwind + τττwave

(8)
where νννr = ννν − νννc is the relative velocity and νννc is the
water current velocity vector, respectively. τττwind includes
the wind induced forces and moments, and τττwave the forces
and moments due to waves.

Water currents Such effects are modeled by a Gauss-
Markov process (Fossen, 2011), described by:

V̇c + µcVc = ωc (9)

where Vc stands the current magnitude, with direction
βc and µc > 0, respectively, and ωc is a Gaussian noise
signal. Then, the current velocity vector is then defined
for irrotational currents as:

νννc =

[
Vc cos(βc − ψ)
Vc sin(βc − ψ)

0

]
(10)
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Fig. 1. Reference frames and trajectory tracking problem.

Thus, the contribution of this work is the design of a
robust controller for an unmanned surface vehicle sub-
ject to wind, waves, and currents. A strategy based on a
class of Adaptive Integral Terminal Sliding Mode Control
(AITSMC) is designed for the first-order surge speed dy-
namics and the second-order yaw dynamics. The ITSMC
sliding surface guarantees finite-time tracking convergence
and enhances robustness during the state reaching phase.
The adaptive control gain avoids unnecessary control ef-
fort, reducing chattering, and maintains robustness against
bounded external perturbations. Moreover, a trajectory
tracking guidance law is implemented to provide speed
and heading references. Finally, simulation results show
the performance and feasibility of the proposed control
scheme in the presence of external disturbances from wind,
waves, and currents.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the
dynamic model of the USV and perturbations. Section 3
addresses the design of the controller, whereas Section 4
described the trajectory tracking guidance law. In Section
5, the simulation results are illustrated. Finally, conclu-
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2. MATHEMATICAL MODELING
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m−Xu̇ 0 −myG
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−myG mxG −Nv̇ Iz −Nṙ,

]
(3)
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CCC(ννν) =

[
0 0 −m(xGr + v)
0 0 −m(yGr − u)

m(xGr + v) m(yGr − u) 0

]

+




0 0 2(Yv̇v + (
Yṙ +Nv̇

2
)r)

0 0 −Xu̇u

2(−Yv̇v − (
Yṙ +Nv̇

2
)r) Xu̇u 0




(4)
Moreover,DDD(ννν) is the sum of linear and nonlinear damping
matrices, expressed as follows:

DDD(ννν) = −

[
Xu 0 0
0 Yv Yr

0 Nv Nr

]

−



Xu|u||u| 0 0

0 Yv|v||v|+ Yv|r||r| Yr|v||v|+ Yr|r||r|
0 Nv|v||v|+Nv|r||r| Nr|v||v|+Nr|r||r|




(5)

while τττ is a vector of forces and moments induced by two
rear thrusters, denoted by:

τττ =

[
τu
τv
τr

]
=

[
Tport + Tstbd

0
(Tport − Tstbd)B/2

]
(6)

The thrusters are saturated between −30 < Tport, Tstbd <
36.5 N according to its physical limits (Gonzalez-Garcia
and Castañeda, 2021). Finally, JJJ(ηηη) is a rotation matrix
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JJJ(ηηη) =
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cosψ − sinψ 0
sinψ cosψ 0
0 0 1

]
(7)

On the other hand, the physical parameters and hydrody-
namic coefficients of the VTec S-III USV can be found
in Gonzalez-Garcia and Castañeda (2021), which were
previously identified.

2.2 External disturbances modeling

The dynamic model including external disturbances from
wind, waves, and currents is expressed in the following
form (Fossen, 2011):

Mν̇Mν̇Mν̇ +CCCRB(ννν)ννν +CCCA(νννr)νννr +DDD(νννr)νννr = τττ + τττwind + τττwave

(8)
where νννr = ννν − νννc is the relative velocity and νννc is the
water current velocity vector, respectively. τττwind includes
the wind induced forces and moments, and τττwave the forces
and moments due to waves.

Water currents Such effects are modeled by a Gauss-
Markov process (Fossen, 2011), described by:

V̇c + µcVc = ωc (9)

where Vc stands the current magnitude, with direction
βc and µc > 0, respectively, and ωc is a Gaussian noise
signal. Then, the current velocity vector is then defined
for irrotational currents as:

νννc =

[
Vc cos(βc − ψ)
Vc sin(βc − ψ)

0

]
(10)
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Waves This kind of perturbations are forces as Fwave =√
X2

wave + Y 2
wave, and moments due to waves Nwave, inde-

pendent to the hull of the USV (Fossen, 2011). They are
expressed in state space form as:[

ẋF1

ẋF2

]
=

[
0 1

−ω2
e −2λwωe

] [
xF1

xF2

]
+

[
0
Kw

]
ωF1 (11)

Fwave = [0 1]

[
xF1

xF2

]
+ dF (12)

[
ẋN1

ẋN2

]
=

[
0 1

−ω2
e −2λwωe

] [
xN1

xN2

]
+

[
0
Kw

]
ωN1 (13)

Nwave = [0 1]

[
xN1

xN2

]
+ dN (14)

where Kw > 0, λw > 0, ḋF = ωF2, ḋN = ωN2, and
ωF1, ωF2, ωN1, ωN2 are Gaussian process signals. ωe is
given by:

ωe(U, ω0, βwave) =

∣∣∣∣ω0 −
ω2
0

g
U cos(βwave)

∣∣∣∣ (15)

with ω0 as the wave spectrum peak frequency, βwave the
wave direction, g ≈ 9.81 m/s2 is the gravity, and U =√
u2 + v2. Finally, the wave disturbance vector is:

τττwave =

[
Xwave

Ywave

Nwave

]
=

[
Fwave cos(βwave − ψ)
Fwave sin(βwave − ψ)

Nwave

]
(16)

Wind The wind effect on the USV can be defined as:

τττwind =

[
Xwind

Ywind

Nwind

]
=

1

2
ρaV

2
rw

[
CX(γrw)AFW

CY (γrw)ALW

CN (γrw)ALWLOA

]
(17)

where ρa ≈ 1.2 kg/m3 is the air density, Vrw =√
u2
rw + v2rw is the wind relative speed, Vw states the wind

velocity, urw = u− uw, vrw = v− vw, uw = Vw cos(βwind −
ψ), uw = Vw sin(βwind−ψ), γrw = −atan2(vrw, urw) repre-
sents the wind angle of attack, βwind is the wind direction,
AFW corresponds to the projected frontal area, ALW is
the projected lateral area, and LOA is the USV length.
The coefficients are computed with:

CX(γrw) = CDlAF
cos(γrw)

1− δ

2
(1− CDl

CDt
) sin2(2γrw)

(18)

CY (γrw) = CDt
sin(γrw)

1− δ

2
(1− CDl

CDt
) sin2(2γrw)

(19)

CN (γrw) = −0.18(γrw − π

2
)CY (γrw) (20)

Considering the VTec S-III USV, it is assumed that
CDlAF (0) = 0.55, CDlAF (π) = 0.6, δ = 0.6, AFW =
0.225, ALW = 0.3, CDl = CDlAF (γrw)AFW /ALW , CDt =
0.9.

3. ADAPTIVE INTEGRAL TERMINAL SLIDING
MODE

In this section, the design of surge speed and heading con-
trol for the USV is presented. To design such controllers,
the model (1) is reduced following some assumptions from
Gonzalez-Garcia and Castañeda (2021):

• Assumption 1. The vehicle is a rigid body, with homo-
geneous mass distribution, and the shape structure is
port/starboard symmetric.

• Assumption 2. The body-fixed frame origin is located
at the center of gravity of the vessel.

• Assumption 3. The heave, pitch, and roll dynamics
are neglected on the horizontal plane.

• Assumption 4. The off-diagonal terms of inertial and
damping matrices are small compared to the main
diagonal terms, and hence can be neglected.

• Assumption 5. Unmodeled dynamics, parameter in-
accuracies, and external disturbances are considered
as uncertainties.

Hence, the uncertain model is expressed as:

u̇ =
1

m−Xu̇

[
(m− Yv̇)vr +Xu|u|u|u|+Xuu+ τu

]
−∆u

(21)

v̇ = X(u, r) + Y (v)−∆v (22)

ṙ =
1

Iz −Nṙ

[
(−Xu̇ + Yv̇)uv +Nr|r|r|r|+Nrr + τr

]

−∆r (23)

where

X(u, r) =
1

m− Yv̇
[(−m+Xu̇)ur] (24)

Y (v) =
1

m− Yv̇

[
Yv|v|v|v|+ Yvv

]
(25)

There is a lack of control input in sway (22) because the
USV is underactuated. Thus, X(u, r) and Y (v) are as-
sumed to be bounded by mechanical design such that Y (v)
satisfies Y (v) ≤ Ymin < 0 (Paliotta et al., 2019). ∆u,∆v

and ∆r are uncertainties and external disturbances, which
are assumed to be both bounded and unknown. Then, a
robust control strategy based on AITSMC is proposed to
reject these unknown perturbations.

3.1 Surge speed control

Consider the following first-order uncertain system derived
from (21):

ξ̇u = f(ξu) + g(ξu)Uu −∆u (26)

where ξu = u is the state,

f(ξu) =
1

m−Xu̇

[
(m− Yv̇)vr +Xu|u|u|u|+Xuu

]
(27)

g(ξu) =
1

m−Xu̇
(28)

are nonlinear functions, and Uu is the control input. Next,
to design the AITSMC, an integral terminal sliding surface
is defined as:

su = eu + αueI,u (29)

ėI,u = sign(eu)|eu|qu/pu (30)

where eI,u(0) = −eu(0)/αu, eu = (ud − u) is the surge
speed error, ud is the desired speed, αu > 0 is a fixed
parameter, and pu and qu are odd integers satisfying pu >
qu > 0. If su is always kept as zero (i.e. eu = −αueI,u),
then eI,u and eu are finite-time convergent as proven in
Chiu (2012). Next, the time derivative of (30) results in:

ṡu = ėu + αuėI,u
= u̇d − (f(ξu) + g(ξu)Uu −∆u) + αuėI,u

(31)

Hence, one can design the following control Uu = τu:

τu =
1

g(ξu)
[−f(ξu) + u̇d + αuėI,u − ua,u] (32)

where ua,u is an auxiliary control driven by an adaptive
sliding mode strategy:

ua,u = −K1,u|su|(1/2)sign(su)−K2,usu (33)

with K1,u computed with the following adaptation law:

K̇1,u =

{
kθ,usign(|su| − µu), if K1,u > Kmin,u

Kmin,u, if K1,u ≤ Kmin,u
(34)

and K2,u > 0 is a constant parameter. The adaptive
controller adjusts K1,u to increase if the sliding variable
is larger than threshold µu > 0, which detects the loss
of sliding mode. If su is lower than µu, it decreases until
reaching Kmin,u > 0, which ensures no zero gain, hence
reducing unnecessary control gain, and kθ,u > 0 establishes
the gain adaptation rate. Inserting (32) in (31) results in:

ṡu = ua,u +∆u (35)

The stability and convergence of this closed-loop was
proven in Castañeda et al. (2021).

3.2 Heading control

Now, consider a second-order uncertain system:

ξ̇ψ = ξr

ξ̇r = f(ξψ) + g(ξψ)Uψ −∆r

(36)

where ξψ = ψ is the state, ξr = r,

f(ξψ) =
1

Iz −Nṙ

[
(−Xu̇ + Yv̇)uv +Nr|r|r|r|+Nrr

]

(37)

g(ξψ) =
1

Iz −Nṙ
(38)

are smooth functions, and Uψ is the control input. Then,
the following integral sliding surface for second-order sys-
tems is defined as (Wang et al., 2018):

sψ = ėψ + βψeψ + αψeI,ψ (39)

ėI,ψ = sign(eψ)|eψ|qψ/pψ (40)

where eI,ψ(0) = −[ėψ(0) + βψeψ(0)]/αψ, eψ ∈ (−π, π] =
(ψd − ψ) is the yaw error, ψd ∈ (−π, π] is the desired
heading, βψ, αψ > 0, and pψ, qψ are odd integers which
satisfy pψ > qψ > 0. Similar to the first-order case, with
s(0) = 0, the tracking error was proven to be finite-time
convergent (Wang et al., 2018). Then, the derivative of sψ
with respect to time results in:

ṡψ = ëψ + βψ ėψ + αψ ėI,ψ
= ṙd − (f(ξψ) + g(ξψ)Uψ −∆r) + βψ ė+ αψ ėI,ψ

(41)

Thus, the following controller Uψ = τr is designed:

τr =
1

g(ξψ)
[−f(ξψ) + ṙd + βψ ė+ αψ ėI,ψ − ua,ψ] (42)

where ua,ψ follows the adaptive sliding mode technique:

ua,ψ = −K1,ψ|sψ|(1/2)sign(sψ)−K2,ψsψ (43)

where the dynamics of K1,ψ are driven by (34).

4. GUIDANCE LAW

In this section, to compute the desired references ud and
ψd for the AITSMC, the trajectory tracking guidance law
proposed in Huang et al. (2019) is applied. The procedure

Fig. 2. Guidance-control scheme diagram.

starts by defining the along-track xe and cross-track ye
errors as follows:[

xe

ye

]
=

[
cos γp sin γp
− sin γp cos γp

] [
x− xd

y − yd

]
(44)

where xd and yd are the desired inertial positions, and
γp = atan2(ẏd, ẋd) is the desired path angle. Then, the
desired surge speed is obtained with:

ud =
√
U2
pseudo − v2 (45)

where

Upseudo =
(Ud − kUxe)

√
y2e +∆2

L

∆L
(46)

kU > 0 is a constant gain, ∆L > 0 is a constant look-ahead
distance, and Ud =

√
ẋ2
d + ẏ2d. Now, the desired heading is

computed using:

ψd = γp + atan

(
−ye
∆L

)
− β (47)

where β = atan2(v, u) stands for the sideslip angle be-
tween the USV and the velocity vector direction. Given
that the ITSMC sliding surface is finite-time convergent
(Chiu, 2012; Wang et al., 2018), and the ASMC is finite-
time convergent (Castañeda et al., 2021), the surge speed
and heading errors eu and eψ converge to zero in finite-
time. Since convergence of along-track xe and cross-track
ye errors is guaranteed in Huang et al. (2019), then the
guidance-control system is convergent as well. Moreover, a
diagram of the scheme is illustrated in Fig. 2, and the
trajectory tracking problem is graphically described in
Fig. 1.

5. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results to validate the effec-
tiveness and robustness of the proposed control strat-
egy while subject to external disturbances are presented.
Simulations were performed in MATLAB/Simulink at a
frequency of 100 Hz. First, a test for surge speed and
heading control is addressed, then a trajectory tracking
case is also evaluated.

5.1 Surge velocity and heading control tests

In this test, the proposed AITSMC was compared against
the ASMC from Gonzalez-Garcia and Castañeda (2021)
to illustrate the robustness superiority. A reference surge
speed of ud = 0.7 m/s was considered, with a time-varying
yaw reference of ψd = 0.4 sin(0.1πt)+0.4 rad for 0 < t < 40
s. The initial condition was ηηη(0) = ννν(0) = [0, 0, 0]T .
To verify robustness, external disturbances from currents,
waves, and wind were considered with µc = 0.5, ωc with
a frequency f = 20 Hz and standard deviation σ = 1 for
currents; Kw = 0.64, λw = 0.1, ωo = 0.8, ωF1 with f = 20
Hz and σ = 10, ωF2 with f = 20 Hz and σ = 2, ωN1

with f = 20 Hz and σ = 1, and ωN2 with f = 20 Hz
and σ = 0.1 for waves; Vw = 10.28 m/s for wind; and
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where ua,u is an auxiliary control driven by an adaptive
sliding mode strategy:

ua,u = −K1,u|su|(1/2)sign(su)−K2,usu (33)

with K1,u computed with the following adaptation law:

K̇1,u =

{
kθ,usign(|su| − µu), if K1,u > Kmin,u

Kmin,u, if K1,u ≤ Kmin,u
(34)

and K2,u > 0 is a constant parameter. The adaptive
controller adjusts K1,u to increase if the sliding variable
is larger than threshold µu > 0, which detects the loss
of sliding mode. If su is lower than µu, it decreases until
reaching Kmin,u > 0, which ensures no zero gain, hence
reducing unnecessary control gain, and kθ,u > 0 establishes
the gain adaptation rate. Inserting (32) in (31) results in:

ṡu = ua,u +∆u (35)

The stability and convergence of this closed-loop was
proven in Castañeda et al. (2021).

3.2 Heading control

Now, consider a second-order uncertain system:

ξ̇ψ = ξr

ξ̇r = f(ξψ) + g(ξψ)Uψ −∆r

(36)

where ξψ = ψ is the state, ξr = r,

f(ξψ) =
1

Iz −Nṙ

[
(−Xu̇ + Yv̇)uv +Nr|r|r|r|+Nrr

]

(37)

g(ξψ) =
1

Iz −Nṙ
(38)

are smooth functions, and Uψ is the control input. Then,
the following integral sliding surface for second-order sys-
tems is defined as (Wang et al., 2018):

sψ = ėψ + βψeψ + αψeI,ψ (39)

ėI,ψ = sign(eψ)|eψ|qψ/pψ (40)

where eI,ψ(0) = −[ėψ(0) + βψeψ(0)]/αψ, eψ ∈ (−π, π] =
(ψd − ψ) is the yaw error, ψd ∈ (−π, π] is the desired
heading, βψ, αψ > 0, and pψ, qψ are odd integers which
satisfy pψ > qψ > 0. Similar to the first-order case, with
s(0) = 0, the tracking error was proven to be finite-time
convergent (Wang et al., 2018). Then, the derivative of sψ
with respect to time results in:

ṡψ = ëψ + βψ ėψ + αψ ėI,ψ
= ṙd − (f(ξψ) + g(ξψ)Uψ −∆r) + βψ ė+ αψ ėI,ψ

(41)

Thus, the following controller Uψ = τr is designed:

τr =
1

g(ξψ)
[−f(ξψ) + ṙd + βψ ė+ αψ ėI,ψ − ua,ψ] (42)

where ua,ψ follows the adaptive sliding mode technique:

ua,ψ = −K1,ψ|sψ|(1/2)sign(sψ)−K2,ψsψ (43)

where the dynamics of K1,ψ are driven by (34).

4. GUIDANCE LAW

In this section, to compute the desired references ud and
ψd for the AITSMC, the trajectory tracking guidance law
proposed in Huang et al. (2019) is applied. The procedure

Fig. 2. Guidance-control scheme diagram.

starts by defining the along-track xe and cross-track ye
errors as follows:[

xe

ye

]
=

[
cos γp sin γp
− sin γp cos γp

] [
x− xd

y − yd

]
(44)

where xd and yd are the desired inertial positions, and
γp = atan2(ẏd, ẋd) is the desired path angle. Then, the
desired surge speed is obtained with:

ud =
√
U2
pseudo − v2 (45)

where

Upseudo =
(Ud − kUxe)

√
y2e +∆2

L

∆L
(46)

kU > 0 is a constant gain, ∆L > 0 is a constant look-ahead
distance, and Ud =

√
ẋ2
d + ẏ2d. Now, the desired heading is

computed using:

ψd = γp + atan

(
−ye
∆L

)
− β (47)

where β = atan2(v, u) stands for the sideslip angle be-
tween the USV and the velocity vector direction. Given
that the ITSMC sliding surface is finite-time convergent
(Chiu, 2012; Wang et al., 2018), and the ASMC is finite-
time convergent (Castañeda et al., 2021), the surge speed
and heading errors eu and eψ converge to zero in finite-
time. Since convergence of along-track xe and cross-track
ye errors is guaranteed in Huang et al. (2019), then the
guidance-control system is convergent as well. Moreover, a
diagram of the scheme is illustrated in Fig. 2, and the
trajectory tracking problem is graphically described in
Fig. 1.

5. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results to validate the effec-
tiveness and robustness of the proposed control strat-
egy while subject to external disturbances are presented.
Simulations were performed in MATLAB/Simulink at a
frequency of 100 Hz. First, a test for surge speed and
heading control is addressed, then a trajectory tracking
case is also evaluated.

5.1 Surge velocity and heading control tests

In this test, the proposed AITSMC was compared against
the ASMC from Gonzalez-Garcia and Castañeda (2021)
to illustrate the robustness superiority. A reference surge
speed of ud = 0.7 m/s was considered, with a time-varying
yaw reference of ψd = 0.4 sin(0.1πt)+0.4 rad for 0 < t < 40
s. The initial condition was ηηη(0) = ννν(0) = [0, 0, 0]T .
To verify robustness, external disturbances from currents,
waves, and wind were considered with µc = 0.5, ωc with
a frequency f = 20 Hz and standard deviation σ = 1 for
currents; Kw = 0.64, λw = 0.1, ωo = 0.8, ωF1 with f = 20
Hz and σ = 10, ωF2 with f = 20 Hz and σ = 2, ωN1

with f = 20 Hz and σ = 1, and ωN2 with f = 20 Hz
and σ = 0.1 for waves; Vw = 10.28 m/s for wind; and



206	 Alejandro Gonzalez-Garcia  et al. / IFAC PapersOnLine 54-16 (2021) 202–207

Fig. 3. Applied currents, waves and wind disturbances.

Fig. 4. Surge speed and yaw subject to perturbations.

βc = βwave = βwind = 0.77. The resulting behavior can be
seen in Fig. 3 in the body-fixed frame. On the other hand,
the gains of the AITSMC were set as αu = 1, qu = 3,
pu = 5, kθ,u = 2, µu = 0.01, Kmin,u = 0.1, k2,u = 0.1,
αψ = 1, βψ = 3, qψ = 3, pψ = 5, kθ,ψ = 2, µψ = 0.01,
Kmin,ψ = 0.1, k2,ψ = 0.1.

In Fig. 4, the tracking of surge speed and yaw dynamics
is shown to be robust for both controllers, and it is
noticeable in both plots how the AITSMC has lower
deviations from the reference signals. Hence, the AITSMC
is more robust. Additionally, there is no overshoot in
the AITSMC responses, which is one of the ITSMC
sliding surface characteristics. Likewise, heading responses
showcase the added robustness during the reaching phase,
as the ASMC deviates to negative ψ values because of
the disturbances, and the AITSMC does not. In Fig. 5,
the adaptive gains behave similarly for both controllers.
The gains remain active throughout the experiment to
reject the complex disturbances. In Fig. 6, one difference
is during the convergence of the tracking errors, as the
ASMC saturates the signal and the AITSMC does not,
consequence of the improved transient response induced
by the ITSMC sliding surface.

5.2 Trajectory tracking

A second experiment considered the trajectory tracking
scenario, where the guidance law from Section 4 is evalu-
ated with the AITSMC. The reference trajectory was de-
signed as xd = 10 sin(0.02πt) and yd = −20 cos(0.01πt) +
21.5 for 0 ≤ t ≤ 200 s. Such trajectory has a time-varying

Fig. 5. Evolution of AITSMC and ASMC adaptive gains.

Fig. 6. Control input signals
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Fig. 7. Desired versus USV Trajectory.

curvature and allows to see the disturbance affecting the
USV from different angles. The initial conditions were the
same as in the previous experiment, and the external dis-
turbances were equal with the exception of Vw = 5.11 and
Vc was multiplied by 0.5. These changes were introduced
to avoid unmatched disturbances in some segments of the
trajectory. Nonetheless, the disturbances were still highly
complex for the VTec S-III USV. The parameters for the
guidance law were kU = 0.1 and ∆L = 1. Additionally, ud

is limited by:

ud =

{
ud, if ud ≤ 1

1, if ud > 1
(48)

In Fig. 7 the USV trajectory is shown to be robust
and effective at following the reference trajectory, while
subject to external disturbances. In Fig. 8, the output of
the guidance law is shown as the desired values for the
AITSMC surge speed and yaw controllers. Once again,
the robustness of the AITSMC controller is showcased
by accurately following the time-varying references in
presence of perturbations. In Fig. 9, the gains are depicted
to be rejecting disturbances throughout the experiment.
Likewise, the control signals, although very active because
of the perturbations, are feasible by the physical system.

6. CONCLUSIONS

A robust controller based on adaptive integral terminal
sliding mode for an unmanned surface vehicle subject
to external disturbances has been proposed. Such per-
turbations were induced as water currents, waves, and

Fig. 8. Surge speed and yaw responses.

Fig. 9. Adaptive gains and control signals.

wind. Surge speed and heading controllers based on the
AITSMC exhibited accuracy and rejection of such adverse
effects. The integral terminal sliding surface guaranteed
finite-time state convergence, enhanced robustness, and
improved the transient response by eliminating the sliding
variable reaching phase. For the trajectory tracking sce-
nario, a guidance law was included to provide the desired
references. Finally, simulation results of tracking of time-
varying references, and trajectory tracking subject to dis-
turbances illustrated and compared the improved accuracy
and robustness of the proposed controller.
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wind. Surge speed and heading controllers based on the
AITSMC exhibited accuracy and rejection of such adverse
effects. The integral terminal sliding surface guaranteed
finite-time state convergence, enhanced robustness, and
improved the transient response by eliminating the sliding
variable reaching phase. For the trajectory tracking sce-
nario, a guidance law was included to provide the desired
references. Finally, simulation results of tracking of time-
varying references, and trajectory tracking subject to dis-
turbances illustrated and compared the improved accuracy
and robustness of the proposed controller.
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Birkhäuser Basel.

Van, M. (2019). An enhanced tracking control of marine
surface vessels based on adaptive integral sliding mode
control and disturbance observer. ISA Transactions, 90,
30–40.

von Ellenrieder, K.D. (2018). Stable backstepping control
of marine vehicles with actuator rate limits and satura-
tion. IFAC-PapersOnLine, 51(29), 262–267.

von Ellenrieder, K.D. and Henninger, H.C. (2019). A
higher order sliding mode controller-observer for marine
vehicles. IFAC-PapersOnLine, 52(21), 341–346.

Wang, H., Li, Z., Jin, X., Huang, Y., Kong, H., Yu,
M., Ping, Z., and Sun, Z. (2018). Adaptive integral
terminal sliding mode control for automobile electronic
throttle via an uncertainty observer and experimental
validation. IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology,
67(9), 8129–8143.

Wang, N., Karimi, H.R., Li, H., and Su, S. (2019). Accu-
rate trajectory tracking of disturbed surface vehicles: A
finite-time control approach. IEEE/ASME Transactions
on Mechatronics, 24(3), 1064–1074.


