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ABSTRACT

The objective of this work is to devise an effective control system for
addressing the trajectory tracking challenge in nonholonomic mobile
robots. Two primary control approaches, namely kinematic and dynamic
strategies, are explored to achieve this goal. In the kinematic control
domain, a backstepping controller (BSC) is introduced as the core element
of the control system. The BSC is utilized to guide the mobile robot along
the desired trajectory, leveraging the robot’s kinematic model. To address
the limitations of the kinematic control approach, a dynamic control
strategy is proposed, incorporating the dynamic parameters of the robot.
This dynamic control ensures real-time control of the mobile robot. To
ensure the stability of the control system, the Lyapunov stability theory
is employed, providing a rigorous framework for analyzing and proving
stability. Additionally, to optimize the performance of the control system,
a genetic algorithm is employed to design an optimal control law. The
effectiveness of the developed control approach is demonstrated through
simulation results. These results showcase the enhanced performance and
efficiency achieved by the proposed control strategies. Overall, this study
presents a comprehensive and robust approach for trajectory tracking in
nonholonomic mobile robots, combining kinematic and dynamic control
strategies while ensuring stability and performance optimization.

This is an open access article under the CC-BY-SA license.

1. Introduction

Effective path tracking is a fundamental challenge in robotics, with wide-ranging applications
across industrial and service sectors, including inspection, security, cleaning, and transportation. The
precise and stable execution of desired trajectories by mobile robots is paramount for ensuring effi-
cient and successful task completion [1].

Numerous research efforts have been devoted to developing control solutions for mobile robots.
Some approaches have focused on the kinematic model of wheeled mobile robots [2]-[5]. However,
kinematic control methods often overlook dynamic effects such as mass and inertia, leading to vul-
nerabilities in the presence of uncertainties and external disturbances. To address these challenges,
dynamic control approaches have emerged, aiming to incorporate the robot’s dynamic parameters to
enhance real-time control [6]-[8].

This study bridges the gap between kinematic and dynamic control strategies to achieve robust
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and accurate trajectory tracking. Building upon previous research, we propose the integration of a
backstepping control approach with genetic algorithm optimization. In [9], a strategy of control that
integrates both the kinematic and dynamic models of the mobile robot are used for solving the path
tracking system. For the kinematic control, the backstepping approach is used. However, the dynamic
control approach is based on the fuzzy logic controller. The aim advantages of this control system is its
insurance the stability by solving the problem of the nonlinearity and uncertainty problem caused by
the perturbation and disturbance effects, robustness and fast response [10]. However, the architecture
of this approach is complex because there is difficulties in the determining of the fuzzy rules and the
membership functions for the fuzzy logic controller [10].

Kinematic and dynamic control laws are adopted in [11] for controlling a wheeled mobile robot.
The kinematic approach is based on the backstepping controller. Then, the dynamic control strategy
is based on the neural network control. This is to reduce the effect of disturbances and perturbations.
The aim advantages of this approach is that the stability of the system is achieved and the mobile robot
follows its desired trajectory safely. Also, the architecture of the present control system is simple.

An adaptive neural networks is designed in [12] to ameliorate the tracking performance in the
presence of unknown dynamics and external perturbations. By using this control system, the mobile
robot achieves its trajectory with minimum errors. However, neural networks have many drawbacks
like the choosing of the appropriate network and the slow convergence for the goal [13].

Others works such as [14, 15, 16] are interested by the sliding mode controller to control the
mobile robot. The sliding mode controller has many advantages like fast response, good transient and
the robustness against system uncertainties and external disturbances [17, 18]. However, the using of
this controller generates the chattering phenomenon and the instability of the system [19]. For this
reason, some works are interested to overcome this phenomenon. A sliding mode integrated with
the fuzzy logic controller is presented in [20, 21]. In [22, 23, 24], the higher order sliding mode
controller is used to reduce the effect of the chattering phenomenon. This control system aims to
reject the discontinuities at the level of the upper derivatives of the system input.

The backstepping control system is used in many several works such as [25, 26, 27, 28] in order
to control the mobile robot. The basic idea of the backstepping method is to analyze the system and
to design the controller which makes the error dynamics stable. Specially, it is applied to the globally
stable and asymptotically adaptive tracking control of a strict feedback nonlinear system [29]. In [29],
a backstepping controller is adopted to control a manipulator robot. The simulation results prove the
efficiency and the robustness of the backstepping control law. Also, The present control system is
adopted in [30] for controlling the wheeled mobile robot in order to follow the desired trajectory.
The stability of the system is achieved using the Lyapunov stability theory. In addition to this, the
backstepping controller is adopted to solve the problem of tracking photovoltaic systems [31]. The
aim advantages of the backstepping control system that it guarantees the convergence of the tracking
errors to zero. In addition to this, this control system aims to ensure a robust continuing stability of
the robot. For this raison, we consider a nonholonomic mobile robot which takes as input the angular
velocity. Also, this controller aims to guarantee the system stability and achieves the output voltage.
Generally, the backstepping controller handles to improve the system performance and its robustness
[32].

The research contribution is is to design an effective control system for solving the trajectory
tracking problem in nonholonomic mobile robots. Two principal control approaches are tackled in
this work which are the kinematic and dynamic strategies. In the kinematic control domain, a back-
stepping controller (BSC) is introduced as the core element of the control system. In this work, a
backstepping controller is adopted for controlling the wheeled mobile robot. The backstepping tech-
nique is designed with the consideration of the kinematic model of the mobile robot [30]. First, the
kinematic model of the backstepping system aims to produce the angular velocity outputs in order
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to the robot follows its trajectory with minimum errors. Then, the dynamic control handles to make
the robot reaches the velocity output of the backstepping control law and ensures the stability of the
system approach. The stability of the control system is proved using the Lyapunov stability theory.
Furthermore, the technique of genetic algorithm is adopted to design an optimal Backstepping control
law in order to ameliorate the performance of the backstepping controller and to minimize the errors
position obtained by this system [33, 34]. To more clarify our strategy, the basic principle of the
proposed algorithm is summarized in a flowchart presented in the Fig. 1.

Our contributions lie in the integration of kinematic and dynamic control strategies, the applica-
tion of genetic algorithm optimization, and the rigorous demonstration of stability using Lyapunov
theory. The subsequent sections of this paper delve into the details of our proposed approach, en-
compassing the mobile robot model Section 2, kinematic control analysis Section 3, dynamic control
strategy Section 4, genetic algorithm optimization Section 5, simulation results Section 6, and con-
cluding remarks Section 7.

Kinematic control design

Dynamic control design

Optimization using GA

Mobile robot model

Fig. 1. The proposed algorithm.

2. Mobile Robot Model

The present section aims to describe the kinematic system of the nonholonomic mobile robot see
Fig. 2. The nonholonomic mobile robot under consideration features two independent driving wheels,
each with a radius denoted by r. The separation distance between the wheels is 2b. The robot’s origin
is represented as P0 =(x0, y0), and the center of mass is marked as Pc. The distance between P0 and
Pc, is noted as d and the robot’s orientation is noted φ.

Furthermore, the kinematic model of the wheeled mobile robot is given as follows:

q̇ = S(q) ∗ z (1)

S(q) =




cosφ 0
sinφ 0
0 1


 (2)

z = [v, w]T (3)

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)
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Fig. 2. The schematic model of mobile robot.

The kinematic model is expressed through the equation q̇ = S(q) ∗ z equation (1), where S(q)
and z are defined in equations (2) and (3), respectively. The meaning of symbols using in this part are
presented in the Table. 1.

Table 1. List of symbols.

Symbols Signification
r The radius of each wheel of the mobile robot
2b The distance that separates the two robot wheels

P0 =(x0, y0) The origin position of the mobile robot
P =(x, y) The actual position of the mobile robot

Pc The center of mass of the robot
d The distance between P0 and Pc

φ The orientation angle of the robot
v The linear velocity of the mobile robot
w The angular velocity of the mobile robot

3. Kinematic Control Design

This section is devoted to explain the architecture of the backstepping controller. The proposed
control law guarantees the convergence of the tracking errors to zero. Furthermore, it aims to ensure
a robust continuing stability of the robot. For this raison, we consider a nonholonomic mobile robot
which takes as input the angular velocity. The principal idea of this approach is indicated in the Fig.
3.

∫ q
+
-

q̇zcqr
Kinematic control design Kinematic robot model

Fig. 3. Block diagram of the kinematic control strategy.
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The kinematic model of the wheeled mobile robot is expressed in the equation (4):




dx

dt
= v cosφ

dy

dt
= v sinφ

dφ

dt
= w

(4)

In order to analyze the stability of the system, two postures are needed to be known which are the
reference robot posture qr = [xr, yr, φr]

T and the current robot position q = [x, y, φ]T . The posture
tracking error pe is defined as the difference between the reference posture of the mobile robot qr and
its current posture q. The expression of the posture tracking error pe is given as follows (5) [25]:

pe =




e1

e2

e3


 =




cosφ sinφ 0
sinφ cosφ 0
0 0 1







xr − x

yr − y

φr − φ


 (5)

Furthermore, the derivative of the posture tracking error is determined in order to prove the sta-
bility of the control system see equation (6).

ṗe =




ė1

ė2

ė3


 =




we1 − v + vr cos e3

we1 + wr sin e3

wr − w


 (6)

Based on the approach which is developed in [28], the kinematic control law is adopted as follows
(7):

zc =

[
vc

wc

]
=

[
k1e1 + vr cos e3

wr + k2vre2 + k3vr sin e3

]
(7)

Where k1, k2 and k3 are positive constants.

In order to guarantee the stability of the kinematic controller, the lyapunov candidate function is
choosen as follows (8) [25].

V =
1

2
(e21 + e22) +

1− cos e3
k2

(8)

By differentiating the equation (8) and substituting the values from the equations (6) and (7), we
obtain:

V̇ = −k1e
2
1 −

k3
k2

vr sin e
2
3. (9)

Based on the result obtained in the equation (9), it is clearly that the derivative of the lyapunov
function V̇ is negative definite because the reference linear velocity is positive definite (vr ≥ 0).

4. Dynamic Control Design

The present section is introduced to describe the dynamic control strategy for controlling the
wheeled mobile robot. In this situation, the dynamic parameters of the robot are known and the
external disturbances are not taken into account.

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)
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This approach handles to make the robot reaches the velocity output of the backstepping control
law and ensures the stability of the system. Fig. 4 shows the schematic bloc diagram of this approach.

This section outlines the dynamic control strategies, catering to scenarios both without and with
external disturbances. The goal is to address real-world challenges such as uncertainties and distur-
bances affecting the robot’s performance.

∫ q
+
-

q̇qr
Kinematic robot modelDynamic control model Dynamic robot model

zτ

Fig. 4. Block diagram of the dynamic control strategy.

4.1. Dynamic Control Design Without External Disturbances (τd = 0)

In this scenario, the dynamic control system is designed considering the dynamic model of the
robot. The dynamic control system is obtained by using the Euler Lagrange Formulation as given in
the following equation (10) [30].

Mv(q)ż + Cv(q, q̇)z = Bv(q)τ (10)

Where Mv is the inertia matrix which is given in the equation (11).

Mv =

[
m 0
0 I

]
(11)

With m is the robot weigh and I is the robot inertia.

The centripetal-Coriolis matrix, which is noted C(q, q̇), is presented in the equation (12). q and q̇
denote the velocity and the acceleration vectors, respectively.

Cv =

[
0 mcdφ̇

−mcdφ̇ 0

]
(12)

With mc is the wheel weigh, Bv is the input transformation matrix and τ is the vector of input torque
(13).

Bv =
1

r

[
1 1
b -b

]
(13)

With r is the wheel radius.

The aim objective of this section is to allow the error velocity converges to zero in order to the
mobile robot follows its trajectory with minimum errors. Hence, the velocity tracking error ev is
defined as the difference between the velocity produced by the kinematic model zc and the actual
velocity z. The mathematical expression of the velocity tracking error is given as follows (14):

ev = zc − z =

[
vc − v

wc − w

]
(14)

In order to achieve the stability of the control system, the derivative of the velocity tracking error is
determined as follows (15):

ėv = żc − ż (15)
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By substituting (14) into (10), we obtain:

Mv(q)ėv + Cvev +Kpev = 0 (16)

Where Kp is a positive definite matrix. Furthermore, the stability of the dynamic controller design is
achieved by choosing the lyapunov candidate function as follows (17) [25].

V2 =
1

2
eTv Mvev (17)

The time derivative of V2 is:

V̇2 = eTv [Mv ėv +
1

2
Ṁvev] (18)

Substituting (10) into (18), we find:

V̇2 = eTv [−Kpev +
1

2
ev(Ṁv − 2Cv] (19)

Based on the obtained results, it is noted that V̇2 ≤ 0. By applying the Barbalats Lemma [13], it is
obvious that V̇2 → 0 as t → ∞. As result, the velocity zc converges to z.

4.2. Dynamic Control Design with External Disturbances

The basic idea of the dynamic control is to solve the problem of trajectory tracking when the
mobile robot navigate in a real environment. This due to the huge used of the mobile robot in different
areas of life. For this reason, the mobile robot is affected by disturbances and uncertainties. Generally,
disturbances are generated by a collision with an obstacle, with a wall or with a bump on the path.
In addition, the parametric uncertainties are caused by a variation of the dynamic parameters of the
system such as variation in mass, inertia, etc.

The basic idea of this section is to solve the problem of the path tracking when the mobile robot
system is affected by external disturbances and uncertainties (τd ̸= 0). In this case, the dynamic
model adopted is (20):

Mv(p)ż + Cv(p, ṗ)z = Bv(p)(τ + τd) (20)

To ensure stability, the control law is derived as τv see equation (21), where Kp is a positive
definite matrix.

τv = Bvτ = Mv żc + Cvzc +Kpev (21)

Furthermore, the vector of external disturbance is chosen as given in the equation (22) [10]:

τd = k−T
d BT

v ev (22)

Where kd is positive constant.

The dynamic model obtained by substituting the equation (21) in (20) is expressed as follows:

Mv ėv + Cvev +Kpev −Bvτd = 0 (23)

To guarantee the stability of the system, the Lyapunov function is defined as shown in the equation
(24) [10].

V2 =
1

2
eTv Mvev +

1

2
τTd kdτd (24)
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The time derivative of V2 is:

V̇2 = eTv Mv ėv +
1

2
eTv Ṁvev + τTd kdτ̇d (25)

By substituting the equation (23) in the equation (25), we obtain:

V̇2 = −eTv Kpev +
1

2
eTv (Ṁv − 2Cv)ev + (eTv Bv + τTd kd)τd (26)

Based on the obtained result, it is clearly that the time derivative of V2 is negative and definite and the
stability of the control system is achieved.

5. Genetic Algorithm

The present approach is introduced by Holland in 1960 [34] in order to solve the optimization
problems. In the literature, many several research works have been used the genetic algorithm (GA)
as a suitable solution for the optimization problems [35], [36], [37]. Furthermore, researches have
been proved the superiority of the GA over the other optimization methods [36], [37], [38]. For this
reason, the genetic algorithm method is adopted in the present work.

The main operators used to the genetic algorithm are: selection, crossover and mutation. Even,
the selection operation is achieved, we pass to the crossing and mutation operators in order to discover
new individuals with a better performance than their parents. This step is repeated iteratively until
obtaining the best solution. In the present work, the genetic algorithm is adopted in order to extract
the optimized consequences of the backstepping controller.

5.1. Principle of the Genetic Algorithm

The genetic algorithm GA is adopted in order to ameliorate the performance of the backstepping
controller by optimizing its parameters. The parameters to be optimized are the values of the gains
k1, k2 and k3. The remainder of this algorithm is illustrated in the Fig. 5.

∫ q
+
-

q̇zcqr
Kinematic control design Kinematic robot model

Genetic algorithm

Fig. 5. Bloc diagram of the backstepping controller optimized by genetic algorithm.

This algorithm starts by creating randomly initial population Pop formed by m chromosomes
(m = 10). The structure of this population is given as follows (27):

Pop =




chrom1

.

.

.
chromm




(27)
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Each chromosome of population Chromi represents a solution to the tracking problem. The
structure of each chromosome Chromi is (28):

Chromi = yi1 . . . yim︸ ︷︷ ︸
k1

zi1 . . . zim︸ ︷︷ ︸
k2

hi1 . . . him︸ ︷︷ ︸
k3

(28)

with i = 1, ...,m.

5.2. Genetic Operators

5.2.1. Selection Operation

The selection operation takes into consideration the fitness of every individual. The fitness func-
tion J is adopted in this algorithm in order to select the best individuals k1, k2 and k3 that give
the minimum error ev and to build the next population. The mathematical expression of the fitness
function is given as follows (29):

J =

∫
e2vdt (29)

This operation is repeated iteratively until obtaining the best individual.

5.2.2. Crossing Operation

The crossing operation aims to obtain the best individual of the population by allowing the infor-
mation exchange. It combines several substrings from different good individuals in order to obtain
better individuals in the next generations. First, the crossover place within a string is randomly cho-
sen. Then, information exchanges between individuals occur from here to the end of the strings.

5.2.3. Mutation Operation

The basic idea of the mutation operation is to allow a random change of a value within the string
of each individual. This operation handles at preventing important loss of the information contained
in an individual.

6. Simulation Results

The present section is devoted to prove the applicability of the proposed controller. The kinematic
and dynamic parameters of the robot are chosen as follows: b=0.75 m, r=0.15 m, d=0.3m, mc=30kg,
mw=1 kg, Ic=15.625 kg m, Im=0.0025kg m, k1 = 6.8, k2 = 2.34, k3 = 1.56.

Same simulation results are performed to show the tracking performance and effectiveness of the
proposed approach. The Fig. 6 presents a sinusoidal trajectory which is defined as (30):





xr(t) =0.2t+ 0.3

yr(t) =0.5 + 0.25 sin(t)
(30)

In order to demonstrate the performance of the kinematic controller, the error positions are intro-
duced in the Fig. 7. It is obvious that all errors tend to zero. Also, the linear and the angular velocities
are presented in the Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, respectively. Based on the recent results, it is clearly that the
real and the desired velocities are confused.

In the Fig. 10, the mobile robot should track the ellipsoidal path which is described as (31):




xr(t) =1 + sin(t)

yr(t) =1− cos(t)
(31)

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)
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Fig. 7. Error positions related to the first scenario.
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Fig. 8. Linear velocity related to the first scenario.

From the Fig. 10, it is clearly that the robot follows the desired path successfully. Furthermore, Fig.
11 demonstrates that the error positions tend to zero. It is clearly that the actual and the desired linear
velocities are the same see Fig. 12. Also, the Fig. 13 shows that the actual and the desired angular
velocities are conformed.
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Fig. 9. Angular velocity related to the first scenario.

From all simulation results, it is obvious to see that the mobile robot is able to follow all reference
trajectories and all error positions tend to zero.

The other type of simulation results is focused to show the tracking performance and effectiveness
of the proposed controller in the presence of perturbations and external disturbances.

The first case shows the influence of the external disturbances on the dynamic system. The type
of perturbation is sinusoidal which is defined as follows (33):

Another example is presented in the Fig. 14 in order to prove the goodness of the kinematic
controller. It is clearly that the mobile robot is able to track the desired path which is presented as
follows (32):





xr(t) =1 + sin(3t)

yr(t) =1− cos(t)
(32)





xr(t) =5 cos(t)

yr(t) =0.5 + sin(2t)
(33)

From the Fig. 15, it can be seen that all error positions tend to zero. Fig. 16 and Fig. 17 show
that the actual and the desired velocities are confused.

The sinusoidal perturbation affects the system at t = 0.3s. As shown in the Fig. 18 (a), it is
clearly that the mobile robot is unable to reach its reference path perfectly. Also, Fig. 18 (b) indicates
that the sinusoidal disturbance causes amplification of the error position values.

Furthermore, it is clearly in the Fig. 19 that the real speeds (v et w) doesn’t converge to the desired
speeds (vc et wc). The Fig. 20 shows the evolution of the disturbance on the right and left wheels. As
shown in the Fig. 21, it is clearly that the evolution of the engine torque related to the right and left
wheels is mediocre. From these simulation results, it is noted that the applied perturbation cause the
instability of the control system.

The other case of simulation aims to show the performance of the developed controller in presence
of a variation in the robot parameters (mass and inertia). This variation affects the system at t = 7s
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and it is expressed as follows:




m =30kg + 5kg

Ic =15.625kg.m2 + 7kg.m2
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Fig. 13. Angular velocity related to the second scenario.
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Fig. 14. Third scenario.
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Fig. 15. Error positions related to the third scenario.

From the results obtained from the Fig. 22, it is noted that the parametric variation has a great
effect on the precision of the trajectory tracking. The Fig. 22 (a) shows that the obtained trajectory is
not perfect. For this reason, the mobile robot can not follow the desired path safely. Also, tracking
errors are disturbed see Fig. 22 (b).
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Fig. 16. Linear velocity related to the third scenario.

0 5 10 15 20
−0.25

−0.2

−0.15

−0.1

−0.05

0

0.05

0.1

Time (sec)

A
n
g
u
la

r 
v
e
lo

c
it
y
 (

m
/s

)

 

 

Desired angular velocity

Real angular velocity

Fig. 17. Angular velocity related to the third scenario.

(a) Tracking trajectory.
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Fig. 18. Performance of the system.

From the Fig. 23, it is obvious that the real speeds and the desired speeds are not confused.
Consequently, the dynamic control performance is damaged. In addition, disturbances on the right
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(a) Linear velocity. (b) Angular velocity.

Fig. 19. Linear and angular velocities.
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(a) Perturbation in the right wheel.
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(b) Perturbation in the left wheel.

Fig. 20. Perturbation in the right and left wheels.

Fig. 21. Evolution of torques.
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(a) Tacking trajectory.
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(b) Error positions.

Fig. 22. Tracking trajectories in the presence of external disturbances.

and left wheels are browsed see Fig. 24. Also, the motor torques are damaged by the influence of the
applied disturbance see Fig. 25.

(a) Linear velocity. (b) Angular velocity.

Fig. 23. Linear and angular velocities.

In order to ameliorate the performance of the developed control law, the best parameters obtained
by the application of the genetic algorithm are given as follows: k1=6.58, k2=2.09, k3=1.3. According
to the results presented in the Table. 2, it is obvious that the gain values after optimization are lower
than that the gain values before optimization. As result, the optimization by the genetic algorithm
improves the performance of the backstepping controller. This improvement can reach the 7.93 %.

Table 2. Comparison between the gains obtained before and after the optimization.

Gain values After optimization Before optimization Relative Errors
k1 6.8 6.3 7.93 %
k2 2.34 2.18 7.33 %
k3 1.56 1.47 6.12 %
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(a) Perturbation in the right wheel.
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(b) Perturbation in the left wheel.

Fig. 24. Perturbation in the left and right wheels.

Fig. 25. Evolution of torques.
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Fig. 26. Error positions optimized related to the first scenario.

As shown in the Fig. 26, Fig. 27 and Fig. 28, it is clearly that the error postures are ameliorated
and all errors tend to zero.
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Fig. 27. Error positions optimized related to the second scenario.
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Fig. 28. Error positions optimized related to the third scenario.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we have addressed the trajectory tracking problem for wheeled mobile robots
through a comprehensive control framework. Our contributions encompassed the development of
a robust backstepping controller to achieve precise velocity control, coupled with a dynamic control
law for real-time maneuvering. The analysis of stability using Lyapunov function theory established
the robustness of our control system against uncertain dynamics and external disturbances. The culmi-
nation of our work was the optimization of control performance using the genetic algorithm, resulting
in enhanced trajectory tracking and robustness. The simulation results presented affirm the efficacy
of our proposed control law in achieving these objectives.

As we look ahead, our future research will focus on extending our control strategy to incorporate
estimators. These estimators will play a pivotal role in estimating and compensating for unknown
dynamics and disturbances encountered by mobile robots. By integrating these estimators, we antici-
pate even greater control precision and resilience in real-world scenarios.

Author Contribution: All authors contributed equally to the main contributor to this paper. All
authors read and approved the final paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)



952 International Journal of Robotics and Control Systems
Vol. 3, No. 4, 2023, pp. 934-954

ISSN 2775-2658

References

[1] L. Zhao, G. Wang, X. Fan and Y. Li, “The Analysis of trajectory control of non-holonomic mobile robots
based on internet of things target image enhancement technology and backpropagation neural network,”
Frontiers in Neurorobotics, vol. 15, pp. 1-10, 2021, https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbot.2021.634340.

[2] J. Tang, Y. Zhang, F. Huang, J. Li, Z. Chen, W. Song, S. Zhu and J. Gu, “Design and kinematic control of
the cable-driven hyper-redundant manipulator for potential underwater applications,” Journal of applied
sciences, vol. 9, no. 6, pp. 1-20, 2019, https://doi.org/10.3390/app9061142.

[3] J. v. Steen and M. Reyhanoglu, “Trajectory Tracking Control of a Rolling Disk on a Smooth Mani-
fold,” 2019 12th Asian Control Conference (ASCC), pp. 43-48, 2019, https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/
document/8765189.

[4] D. Ben Halima Abid, N. Y. Allagui and N. Derbel, ”Navigation and trajectory tracking of mobile robot
based on kinematic PI controller,” 2017 18th International Conference on Sciences and Techniques of
Automatic Control and Computer Engineering (STA), pp. 252-256, 2017, https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.
2017.8314966.

[5] M. S. Mohan, V. Anbumalar and S. T. Kumaran, “Kinematic modelling and simulation of PID controlled
SCARA robot with multiple tool end effector,” International Journal of Modelling Identification and
Control, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 9-19, 2021, https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMIC.2020.113291.

[6] Y. Koubaa, M. Boukattaya and T. Dammak, “Adaptive dynamic tracking control of uncertain wheeled
mobile robot including actuator dynamics,” 2016 17th International Conference on Sciences and Tech-
niques of Automatic Control and Computer Engineering, pp. 374-379, 2016, https://doi.org/10.1109/
STA.2016.7952018.

[7] S. K. Hasan and A. Dhingra, “Development of human lower extremity kinematic and dynamic models for
exoskeleton robot based physical therapy,” International Journal of Modelling Identification and Control,
vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 245-264, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMIC.2020.111619.

[8] Y. Koubaa, M. Boukattaya and T. Dammak, “Adaptive control of nonholonomic wheeled mobile robot
with unknown parameters,” 2015 7th International Conference on Modelling, Identification and Control,
pp. 1-5, 2015 https://doi.org/10.1109/ICMIC.2015.7409475.

[9] Z. -G. Hou, A. -M. Zou, L. Cheng and M. Tan, ”Adaptive Control of an Electrically Driven Nonholo-
nomic Mobile Robot via Backstepping and Fuzzy Approach,” in IEEE Transactions on Control Systems
Technology, vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 803-815, 2009, https://doi.org/10.1109/TCST.2009.2012516.

[10] Y. Koubaa, “Modeling and dynamic control of a mobile robot in a real environment,” Thesis, National
Engineering School of Sfax, 2016.

[11] F. G. Rossomando, C. Soria and R. Carelli, “Autonomous mobile robots navigation using RBF neural
compensator,” Control Engineering Practice, vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 215-222, 2011, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
conengprac.2010.11.011.

[12] O. Mohareri, R. Dhaouadi and A. B. Rad, “Indirect adaptive tracking control of a nonholonomic mobile
robot via neural networks,” Neurocomputing, vol. 88, pp. 54-66, 2012, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.
2011.06.035.

[13] Y. Koubaa, M. Boukattaya and T. Damak, “Intelligent control for an uncertain mobile robot with exter-
nal disturbances estimator,” New Trends in Robot Control, pp. 155-176, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1007/
978-981-15-1819-5 8.

[14] I. Hassani, I. Maalej and C. Rekik, ”Control points searching algorithm for autonomous mobile robot
navigation with obstacle avoidance,” 2019 19th International Conference on Sciences and Techniques
of Automatic Control and Computer Engineering, pp. 158-163, 2019, https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2019.
8717220.

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)

 https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbot.2021.634340
https://doi.org/10.3390/app9061142
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/document/8765189
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/abstract/document/8765189
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2017.8314966
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2017.8314966
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMIC.2020.113291
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2016.7952018
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2016.7952018
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMIC.2020.111619
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICMIC.2015.7409475
https://doi.org/10.1109/TCST.2009.2012516
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conengprac.2010.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conengprac.2010.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2011.06.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2011.06.035
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-1819-5_8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-1819-5_8
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2019.8717220
https://doi.org/10.1109/STA.2019.8717220


ISSN 2775-2658 International Journal of Robotics and Control Systems
Vol. 3, No. 4, 2023, pp. 934-954

953

[15] I. Hassani, I. Maalej and C. Rekik, ”Mobile Robot Navigation Based on Turning Point Algorithm and
Sliding Mode Controller,” 2018 15th International Multi-Conference on Systems Signals & Devices, pp.
1380-1385, 2018, https://doi.org/10.1109/SSD.2018.8570640.

[16] I. Hassani, I. Maalej and C. Rekik, “Robot path planning with avoiding obstacles using free segments
and turning points algorithms,” Mathematical problem in Engineering, vol. 2018, pp. 1-13, 2018, https:
//doi.org/10.1155/2018/2163278.

[17] A. Sharma and V. Panwar, ”Control of mobile robot for trajectory tracking by sliding mode control
technique,” 2016 International Conference on Electrical, Electronics, and Optimization Techniques, pp.
3988-3994, 2016, https://doi.org/10.1109/ICEEOT.2016.7755463.

[18] M. Yue, W. Sun and P. Hu, “Sliding mode robust control for two wheeled mobile robot with lower centr
of gravity,” International Journal of Innovative Computing Information and Control, vol. 7, no. 2, pp.
637-646, 2011, https://www.researchgate.net/publication/267859693.

[19] M. Miroslav, N. Vlastimir and A. Dragan, “Position control of an electro hydraulic servo system using
sliding mode control enhanced by fuzzy PI controller,” Mechanical Engineering, vol. 1, no. 9, pp. 1217-
1230, 2002, https://scindeks.ceon.rs/article.aspx?artid=0354-20250209217M.

[20] Y. Zhang, N. Xu, G. Zhu, L. Sun, S. Cao and X. Zhang, “Adaptive robust dynamic surface integral sliding
mode control for quadrotor UAVs under parametric uncertainties and external disturbances,” Complex-
ity,vol. 2020, pp. 1-20, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/8879364.

[21] M. Yue, S. Wang and Y. Zhang, “Adaptive fuzzy logic-based sliding mode control for a nonholonomic
mobile robot in the presence of dynamic uncertainties,” Sage Journals, vol. 229, no. 11, pp. 1979-1988,
2015, https://doi.org/10.1177/0954406214551625.

[22] R. Barzamini and M. Shafiee, “Combination of standard sliding mode control and second order sliding
mode control for congestion control of differentiated services networks,” 6th International Symposium
on Telecommunications, pp. 632-638, 2012, https://doi.org/10.1109/ISTEL.2012.6483065.

[23] A. Ammar, A. Bourek and A. Benakcha, “Implementation of robust SVM-DTC for induction motor drive
using second order sliding mode control,” 2016 8th International Conference on Modelling, Identification
and Control, pp. 338-343, 2016, https://doi.org/10.1109/ICMIC.2016.7804133.

[24] Y. Kali, K. Benjelloun, A. Fatemi, M. Saad and M. Benbrahim, “Second order sliding mode with time
delay control for uncertain robot manipulators,” 2016 IEEE International Multidisciplinary Conference
on Engineering Technology, pp. 160-165, 2016, https://doi.org/10.1109/IMCET.2016.7777445.

[25] E. -J. Hwang, H. -S. Kang, C. -H. Hyun and M. Park, “Robust backstepping control based on a lypunov
redesing for slid-steared wheeled mobile robots,” International journal of robotics and automation, vol.
10, no. 1, 2013, https://doi.org/10.5772/55059.

[26] Y. Koubaa, M. Boukattaya and T. Damak, ”Intelligent Control for Nonholonomic Mobile Robot Includ-
ing Actuator Dynamics,” 2018 15th International Multi-Conference on Systems, Signals & Devices, pp.
1012-1016, 2018, https:doi.org/10.1109/SSD.2018.8570365.

[27] A. Mino, K. Uchiyama and K. Masuda, ”Backstepping Control for Satellite Attitude Control Using
Spherical Control Moment Gyro,” 2019 SICE International Symposium on Control Systems, pp. 39-42,
2019, https://doi.org/10.23919/SICEISCS.2019.8758769.

[28] G. Zidani, S. Drid, L. Chrifi-Alaoui, A. Benmakhlouf and S. Chaouch, ”Backstepping controller for a
wheeled mobile robot,” 2015 4th International Conference on Systems and Control, pp. 443-448, 2015,
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICoSC.2015.7153286.

[29] F. Massaoudi, D. Elleuch and T. Damak, “Robust control for a two DOF robot manipulator,” Journal of
Electrical and Computer Engineering, vol. 2019, pp. 1-11, 2019, https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/3919864.

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)

https://doi.org/10.1109/SSD.2018.8570640
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/2163278
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/2163278
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICEEOT.2016.7755463
 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/267859693
https://scindeks.ceon.rs/article.aspx?artid=0354-20250209217M
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/8879364
https://doi.org/10.1177/0954406214551625
 https://doi.org/10.1109/ISTEL.2012.6483065
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICMIC.2016.7804133
https://doi.org/10.1109/IMCET.2016.7777445
https://doi.org/10.5772/55059
https:doi.org/10.1109/SSD.2018.8570365
https://doi.org/10.23919/SICEISCS.2019.8758769
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICoSC.2015.7153286
https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/3919864


954 International Journal of Robotics and Control Systems
Vol. 3, No. 4, 2023, pp. 934-954

ISSN 2775-2658

[30] I. Hassani, I. Maalej and C. Rekik, “Backstepping tracking control for nonholonomic mobile robot,”
2020 4th International Conference on Advanced Systems and Emergent Technologies, pp. 63-68, 2020,
https://doi.org/10.1109/IC ASET49463.2020.9318221.

[31] E. I. Rafika, A. Abbou, S. Rhaili and M. Salimi, ”Maximum power point tracking of photovoltaic systems
using backstepping controller,” 2017 International Conference on Engineering and Technology, pp. 1-6,
2017 https:doi.org/10.1109/ICEngTechnol.2017.8308147.

[32] Y. Huang, L. Cheng, Z. Li, W. Gao, H. Lu and L. Wei, “Backstepping Sliding Mode Control for Robot
Manipulator via Nonlinear Disturbance Observer,” 2019 Chinese Control Conference, pp. 3220-3224,
2019, https:doi.org/10.23919/ChiCC.2019.8865316.

[33] S. Sahloul, D. Benhalima and C. Rekik, “Comparative study of hybrid fuzzy logic methods for mobile
robot navigation in unknown environments,” 2019 19th International Conference on Sciences and Tech-
niques of Automatic Control and Computer Engineering, pp. 170-175, 2019, https:doi.org/10.1109/STA.
2019.8717260.

[34] J. Holland, “Adaptation in natural and artificial systems,” University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, 1975.

[35] C. Rekik, M. Jallouli and N. Derbel, “Optimal trajectory of a mobile robot using hierarchical fuzzy logic
controller,” International Journal of Computer Applications in Technology, vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 348-357,
2016, https://doi.org/10.1504/IJCAT.2016.076807.

[36] M. Boujelben, “Autonomous collision-free navigation for robots nonholonomic mobiles,” Thesis, Na-
tional Engineering School of Sfax, 2016.

[37] C. Rekik, “Optimization for controlling complex systems robotic systems applications,” University ac-
creditation, National Engineering School of Sfax, 2011.

[38] K. Hao, J. Zhao , B. Wang , Y. Liu and C. Wang, “The Application of an adaptive genetic algorithm based
on collision detection in path planning of mobile robots,” Computational Intelligence and Neuroscience,
vol. 2021, pp. 1-20, 2021, https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/5536574

Imen Hassani (Backstepping Controller for Mobile Robot in Presence of Disturbances and Uncertainties)

https://doi.org/10.1109/IC_ASET49463.2020.9318221
https:doi.org/10.1109/ICEngTechnol.2017.8308147
https:doi.org/10.23919/ChiCC.2019.8865316
https:doi.org/10.1109/STA.2019.8717260
https:doi.org/10.1109/STA.2019.8717260
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJCAT.2016.076807
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/5536574

	Introduction
	Mobile Robot Model
	Kinematic Control Design
	Dynamic Control Design
	Dynamic Control Design Without External Disturbances (d=0)
	Dynamic Control Design with External Disturbances

	Genetic algorithm
	Principle of the Genetic Algorithm
	Genetic Operators
	Selection Operation
	Crossing Operation
	Mutation Operation


	Simulation results
	Conclusion

