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EXTENDED KALMAN FILTER FOR MMS STATE ESTIMATION

Julie K. Thienel; F. Landis Markley]; and Richard R. Harmant

The Magnetospheric MultiScale Mission is a four spacecraft formation flying mis-
sion designed to study the Earth’s magnetosphere. The spacecraft fly in highly
elliptical orbits, forming a tetrahedron at apogee. Each spacecraft spins at 3 RPM
and is equipped with a star scanner, slit sun sensor, and accelerometer. The pur-
pose of this work is to develop an Extended Kalman Filter to simultaneously es-
timate the attitude, angular velocity, angular acceleration, and center of mass of
each spacecraft.

INTRODUCTION

The Magnetospheric Multiscale (MMS) mission employs four identical spacecraft to study the
Earth’s magnetosphere.! The spacecraft will fly in highly elliptical orbits, the semi-major axes of
which are approximately 42,000 km with an eccentricity of 0.8. Through slight variations between
the orbital elements of each spacecraft, the orbits are such that the four spacecraft form a tetrahedron
at apogee.2

The spacecraft are spin stabilized with a spin rate of 3 rpm. Each is equipped with redundant star
sensors, 3 orthogonal accelerometers, and slit sun sensors. There are four major configurations of
the spacecraft. The first has all extendable booms stowed, second has all booms fully deployed, and
two are different combinations of booms deployed and stowed. Each spacecraft is equipped with
eight 20 N thrusters to provide a thrust force in the spacecraft radial direction and four 5 N thrusters
parallel to the spin axis. Precise maneuvers are required for each spacecraft in order to establish the
correct orbital elements that will result in the tetrahedron formation at apogee. Knowledge of the
center of mass location is crucial in the maneuver planning to avoid unwanted torques and minimize
fuel usage. In this work, an Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) is presented which will estimate the
center of mass along with the spacecraft attitude, angular velocity, and angular acceleration. The
algorithm utilizes measured quaternions from the star sensor, a measurement of the spin rate from
the slit sun sensor, and accelerometer data. The inertia matrix is assumed to be measured on the
ground, based on a measured center of mass. The true inertia matrix is related to the measured
inertia through the parallel axis theorem, which provides the relationship between the center of mass
and the attitude dynamics. The accelerometer produces a measurement of the non-gravitational
acceleration of the spacecraft at the location of the accelerometer. The non-gravitational acceleration
comprises the rotational acceleration of the accelerometer (the accelerometer is not located at the
center of mass) plus the non-gravitational acceleration of the center of mass from sources such as
drag and thruster firings.
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The EKF is tested with a simulation of a single MMS spacecraft. The spacecraft is spinning about
the body z axis, with added nutation. No non-gravitational (contact) forces are applied, however a
disturbance torque from solar pressure is included in the truth model. The other sources of error are
sensor noise and uncertainty in the state elements. The accelerometer model is expanded to include
a bias and the final tests include the estimation of the accelerometer bias.

First the mathematical development of the EKF is presented, followed by results from several sce-
narios in which the spacecraft inertia, accelerometer location, center of mass location, and angular
velocity are varied.

EXTENDED KALMAN FILTER DEVELOPMENT

The filter state is given as

where q is the attitude quaternion, w is the angular velocity in body coordinates, w is the angular
acceleration in body coordinates, . is the location of the center of mass in body coordinates, and
a; is an accelerometer bias, also in body coordinates. The error state is defined as

o
Aw
z=| Aw
Ar,
Aay

where « is given as the first three components of the error quaternion representation’
of2
dq(a) ~ [ 1/ ]

Measurement Models

Star Sensor. The star sensor provides a measurement of the quaternion, g,;,. The measurement

of the attitude error, v, is obtained with the a priori quaternion estimate and the measured quaternion
3

as
6q(Cops) = Qops @ A(—) "
Ctobs = 20q(tobs)1:3518n(0g(Ctons)4)
The measurement residual, p, is
P = Cops
There is no ‘estimated’ measurement in this case since the updated attitude error state is incorporated
into the updated quaternion, a process known as ‘reset’.

The measurement matrix used in the EKF is simply
Hy=[T 0O3g9 |

where I is a 3x3 identity matrix.



Slit Sun Sensor. The sun sensor provides two measurements. The first is the sun vector in body

coordinates
sin ¢ cos 1
sy = | singsiny
cos ¢

where ¢ is the measured angle between the spin axis (z) and the sun direction, v is the fixed
angle between the sun sensor slit and the spacecraft body z,y plane.* The sun vector in inertial
coordinates is related to the vector in body coordinates as

sy = A(g)si + vs (D

where A(gq) is the attitude matrix, representing the transformation from inertial to body coordinates,
and v, is zero-mean, white measurement noise. The measurement residual is

p =3, — A(a(-))si

The measurement matrix for the sun sensor is>

Hs = [ [SbX] 03z12 ]

Hj is derived by linearizing equation 1.

The sun sensor also provides the time between successive sun sightings through the slit. Let
_do,
- dt

where w,, is the angular velocity about the z body axis, or spin axis. Integrating equation 2

@

Wy

0.(t;) — 0:(tj—1) = /tj w,(t)dt

ti—1

where ¢; indicates the current time and ¢;_ is the time of the last sun crossing. Or, to first order
0:(t5) — 02(tj-1) = wa(tj—1)(t; — tj—1) + 11

where v, represents the error, which will be treated simply as zero-mean white measurement noise.
Between successive sun sightings, the z axis travels through 360 degrees, or

21 = wy(tj—1)(tj — tj—1) +
Here the measurement residual is
p =21 — @y j-1(t; — tj-1)
where @, j_1 represents the estimate of w,(¢;—1). The measurement matrix is
Hypin=1[ 013 0 0 (tj—tj—1) O1g9 |

Alternatively, the angle 0, at time ¢; could be modeled using a Taylor series as

1
0(t;) = 02(tj-1) + walty — tj1) + S@a(t; — ti—1)?+ HO.T 3)



om = [ (t; —tj-1) 3(t; —t-1)? | [ o

z

-
Here the residual becomes
p=2m —[(t; —tj-1)@z,5-1 + %(tj — tj-1)%0z,1]
and the measurement matrix is
Hypin=[ 0153 0 0 (tj—tj—1) 0 O 3(t —i-1)> Ouss |

The higher order terms in equation 3 are again simply treated as zero-mean white measurement
noise, given as 4.

Accelerometer. Figure 1 depicts the relationship between the true center of mass, the accelerom-
eter, and the measured location of the center of mass. Let 7 be the position vector of the accelerom-
eter from the true center of mass to the accelerometer, 4 be the measured position vector of the
accelerometer, and 7. be the unknown position vector from the true center of mass to the measured
center of mass. The acceleration of the accelerometer is>

D accelerometer

O
T ® true center of mass
measured center of mass ¢

Figure 1. Location of Accelerometer, Measured Center of Mass, and True Center of Mass

a = [wx]r + [wx]*r + a, C))

a = Qrgt + Qo
where r = 7. + r4. The acceleration of the center of mass is a,, written as a sum of both
gravitational and non-gravitational acceleration terms.
Ay = Qg+ Qpgq
where a, is the acceleration due to gravity and a4 is the acceleration of the center of mass due to
non-gravitational forces such as drag, thrusters, etc.
Three accelerometers measure the three non-gravitational components of @ along each body axis.

The measured acceleration is assumed to be related to the true acceleration as

am:a_ag+ab+ya:arot+ang+a'b+ya, (5)



where @y is an accelerometer bias and v, is zero-mean, white measurement noise.

If the non-gravitational accelerations from contact forces are known, or can be modelled, a mea-
surement of the rotational acceleration can be written as

Qrot,m = Om — Qg = Qyrot +apt+ v, (6)

Equation 6 is linearized with respect to the components of the state vector, neglecting higher order

terms
_ aarot,m
Qrot,m = arot,m|j( + X

% + v,
The residual is
P = Qrotym — arot
where Gt = arot,m| & 1s computed using the estimated state components in equation 6.

The accelerometer measurement matrix is

H acc — ac(’;;?m

X~ [ 0323 How Haw Har. Iaxs |

-

X

where
WyTy + WyTy  WeTy — 2WyTy WeTy — 2W,Tyg
H,,, = | wyrg —2wzry warg +w,T, Wyl — 2w,Ty
WyTg — 2WgTy WaTy — 2WyTy  WeTy + WyTy

Ha,‘;, = —[’I"X]
Hyp, = [WX] + [wx]?

where (r4,Ty,T,) are the components of 7 = 74 + 7, [rX] is a skew symmetric matrix composed
of the elements of 7, and (wy, wy, w,) are the components of w. He,, is evaluated with the current
estimates of the state elements, &g (—), @, 7.

EKF Measurement Update

The state is updated with each measurement given above when the measurement is available. If
the measurements are not simultaneous, the state and covariance are propagated to the next mea-
surement time point. If the measurements are available simultaneously (the sun vector and measured
spin rate, for example), the measurements can be updated sequentially (with a zero-time propagation
between).

The EKF measurement update procedure is as follows. First, the Kalman gain matrix is computed
at the given time point, k, as

Ky = Pi(—)Hj (HePr(-)Hf +R)™
where Py (—) is the a priori covariance matrix. R is the measurement noise covariance matrix for the

given sensor. The matrix Hy, is defined above for each of the measurement types. Hy, is evaluated
with the current state X i (—). The updated error state is formed as

&r(+) = Kipy,



A delta quaternion is formed as>

1 l ﬁk,1:3(+)

0gi(&(+)) = 4 i
a(&(+)) 9 \/4—:13%:1:3:319,1:3(4‘)

Note that & 1.3(+) refers to the first three elements of &x(+), the attitude error components. The
updated attitude quaternion is then computed as

Qi (+) = 6qx(&x(+)) ® @1 (-)
The remaining states are updated as
Xi(+) = Xi(=) + &(+)
The covariance matrix is updated as
Py,(+) = (I — KgHy)Py(—)(I — KxHy) " + KyRKY

where symmetry of the covariance matrix is forced by
1
P(+) = 5 (Pr(+) + Pr(+)")

Propagation

The quaternion kinematic equation is given as

a= Qg )

The quaternion is propagated numerically using equation 7, using the current estimate of the rate
@ = Wi(+) and quaternion § = 4, (+).

Euler’s equation is given as
w=JJwx|w+IIT 8)

where T are external torques and J is the spacecraft inertia matrix about the true center of mass. J
is assumed to be constant. If the spacecraft configuration is changing, or the mass is changing due
to thruster firings, then J would not be constant. Let Jg represent a known inertia matrix, measured
on the ground with respect to the measured center of mass. The true inertia matrix is related to the
measured inertia matrix through the parallel axis theorem

J=Jg —m[rcx]? = (I —m[r.x]?Jg71)Jp ©)

where m is the mass of the spacecraft. From reference [6], the inverse of a rank two matrix plus an
identity matrix is given as
1

_]__ _
I+G) ™ =1~ —

(aG — G?)

where
a=1+trace(G)

and
2b = (trace(G))? — trace(G?)



Here G has rank two and is written as
G = —m[rex]?Jp!

J~1 is then written as

1
a+b

I =0T (0- (@G - G) = Ja 7M1 ) 10)

where J,., = #b(aG — G2). Equation 8 is used to propagate the rate numerically using current
state estimates. Equation 10 can be used to calculate the estimated J~! since Jg ~! can be computed
once initially, and then no additional matrix inversions are needed.

Next, equation 8 is differentiated to obtain an expression for @
o=J" [[Ju’:x]w+ [wa]w+'i“] (11

As with the previous states, equation 11 is used to propagate the angular acceleration numerically,
using current state estimates where needed and a model of T if any external torques are modeled.

Finally, the location of the center of mass and the accelerometer bias are both modeled as constant
re=20
a, =20
If the mass is changing, the center of mass can change and a more suitable model applied for 7.

Next the models for propagating each of the error states are presented. The linear EKF approxi-
mation of ¢ is given as?
& =—[wx|la+Aw (12)

The equation for the error state, A, is

. 0w

where -, represents the higher order terms in the expansion. Let

ow
aix X = [ Fw,a Fw,w Fw,w Fa’,"'c F(:),a.b ] |X
Let Fd;,a = de,a.b = 0.
ow _ . .
Fouw= e J! [Jwx] — [wx]J]
0

o
Fgg =5 =1 H[Twx] — [wx]J]
Substituting equation 9 into 11
=71 [[—wx]Ju’: + [~wx]Tw + T] =J! [[—wx](JB — mrex])@ + [~wx](Jg — mrex 2w + T]

= J—l [[Jwa]w + [Jwa]u': + m([wx][rcx]2w + [GJX][rcx]zw) + T]
(13)



Substituting equation 10 into 13 gives
& =Jp~ 1—-1J,) [[Jwa]w + [Tpwx]w + m([wx][rex]2@ + [wx][rex|2w) + T]
The matrix F, .. is then

) A 1 0
Bre [Ir. [wX]IBw + [wX]|Igw]+mIs 167-

For, =JB~" [(1— Jr ) [[wX][rex]2w + [wx][rcx]zw]]

c

assuming that g_;‘i; = 0 since no external torques are modeled. Appendix A contains the detailed
computations of the above partial derivatives.

Finally, all the error state differential equations are augmented resulting in

x=Fx+~y
The error dynamics matrix, F, is given as
—[@x] I 0 0 0
0 0 I 0
F= 0 Fow Fow For, 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

The term ~y represents the inaccuracies in modeling the error dynamics.

The matrix F is assumed to be constant over the short propagation time interval, At. The state
transition matrix at time ¢ is then approximated as

D, = eFrA T 4 FrAt
The error state propagation is modeled discretely as
Tpt1 = Pz + Wy

where wy, is a zero-mean, white sequence added to account for the modeling errors represented
above by -+ and to provide filter stability.” The covariance matrix is propagated discretely with

P(—)k+1 = ®xPr(+)®% + Qg

where
Qk = Efwywy]

Additional Comments

Note that if the star sensor is not available, the attitude is not fully observable with only the sun
sensor. Also, without the star sensor the angular velocity and angular acceleration would not be
fully observable. As shown in equation 5, the acceleration is coupled with the angular velocity
and angular acceleration. Without knowledge of w and w, 7 is also not fully observable from the
accelerometer measurement.



Table 1. Orbital Elements

Element Value
semi-major axis 42095.7 km
eccentricity 0.81818
inclination 27.8 deg
argument of perigee 15.0 deg
right ascension of the ascending node 0 deg
true anomaly 180 deg

Note that the precession (1)), nutation (3), and spin or phase (o) angles can be extracted from the

estimated quaternion®*

-1 9293 — 1G4
4193 + q2G4
B=cos™(—q} — a3 + 3 +ai)
-1993 + Q14
an”n —————
G294 — 9143
The spin vector expressed in the inertial coordinate system can then be computed as

1 = tan

o=t

Uing=[ cosysinB singsing cosf |
or equivalently

Iing = 2016+ @) 2@ —au) —G-d+d+4 ]

RESULTS

The EKF is tested with a simulation of a single MMS spacecraft. The orbital parameters are
given in Table 1. The spacecraft mass is 1171 kg and two inertia configurations are considered.
The height of each spacecraft is 1.0 m and the diameter is 1.5 m. Table 2 lists the two inertia
configurations. J; is the inertia for the spacecraft configuration with all booms stowed, and J is the
inertia with all booms fully extended.®

Table 2. MMS Inertia Matrices (kg-m?)

Jy | Jz
78335 -1228 -484 | 316032 22592 -4.82
-1228 80379 -7.67 | 22592 313518 -7.42
484 767 133299 | -482 742 5475.89

The results of several test scenarios are presented. In each scenario, the true initial angular veloc-
ity is constructed with the following

_ [ 3sin k|ugy

3cosk ] pm (14)



where « is the coning angle, selected from a normal distribution with zero mean and a standard
deviation of 0.2 deg. The vector uzy is the unit vector direction of the angular velocity in the x-y
plane, constructed from a uniform distribution. The magnitude of the angular velocity vector is 3
rpm. The initial angular acceleration is calculated using equation 8 with the initial angular velocity
and inertia. The sun sensor is used only to provide the timing measurement related to wy,. The three
components of the true center of mass location, 7., are selected from a normal distribution, with
zero mean and a standard deviation of 5 cm. The accelerometer is located at

ra=[075 075 05]m

The other simulation and filter parameters are given in Table 3. Note that the covariance and process
noise values are the values on the main diagonal of each respective matrix for the particular element
given. The measurement noise matrices are constructed from the square of the standard deviations
given for each sensor. Two sets of standard deviations for the star sensor noise components are
considered. The true attitude is initialized such that the y body axis points towards the sun, with
the z body axis parallel to the north ecliptic pole. The first test scenario provides a comparison of

Table 3. Initial Conditions

Parameter Value Parameter Value
q [0.0183,0.2026, —0.9751, 0.0880] q [0,0,0,1]
w random as described @ [0,0,0] deg/sec
w calculated as described @ [0,0, 0] deg/sec?
Te random as described e [0,0,0] m
Py 1 deg? P, (0.001)2 (deg/sec)?
P, (0.001)2 (deg/sec)?? Py, (0.01)2 m?
P,, (0.0001)? (m/sec)? Qa, 1 x 10~ (m/sec)?
Qatt 1 x 107! deg? Quw 1 x 10~ (deg/sec)?
Qo 1 x 1071 (deg/sec?)? Qr, 1 x 10712 m?
Opulse measurement 10 psec Ogccelerometer 1 x 1077 m/sec?
Ostar,1 [100, 100, 100] arc-sec O sun sensor 0.1 deg
Ostar,2 [50, 50, 50] arc-sec

results using the two inertia matrices given in Table 2 and the two star sensor uncertainties given in
Table 3 with no accelerometer bias. A solar pressure torque is added to the truth model, but is not
considered in the filter model. The truth model torque is given as

T = 7rep X Faun

where F,;, is the solar pressure force and 7y, is the vector defining the center of mass to center of
pressure. The MMS spacecraft is modeled as a perfect cylinder, with the center of pressure at the
geometric center. The vector 7, is therefore the same as 7. The solar pressure force is modeled
simply with the following®

F .
Fsun = ?SAs(l + Q)s

where F,=solar constant=1358 W/m?, c=speed of light=3 x 108 m/sec, A,= projected area normal
to the sun direction, g=reflectance factor=0.6. The unit vector § is the vector from the sun to the
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spacecraft, providing the direction for Fsuy in the spacecraft body frame. The derivative of the

torque, T, is computed using

. dT

The derivative term is computed numerically, and the cross product is computed using the true
angular velocity in the body frame. Table 4 gives the averaged final RMS errors for 100 trials, with
each trial run for 90 minutes.

Table 4. Average RMS Errors for 100 Trials, Center of Mass Error

Inertia | Star Sensor | ||é&]| (deg) | ||@|| (deg/sec) | Feq (cm) | Feo (cm) | 73 (cm)
I Ostar,1 0.0084 0.0033 0.0027 0.0030 0.0399
Ostar,2 0.0053 0.0027 0.0030 0.0032 0.0193
T, Ostar,1 0.0081 0.0027 0.0017 0.0021 0.4491
Ostar,2 0.0051 0.0023 0.0012 0.0014 0.2156

Next the accelerometer bias is considered with no center of mass error (and therefore no solar

pressure disturbance torque). The true accelerometer bias is selected from a normal distribution with
zero mean and standard deviation of 1 x10~° m/sec?. The initial estimate of a;, is G; = [ 0 00 ]
m/sec?. Table 5 gives the averaged final RMS errors, again for 100 trials with each trial run for 90
minutes.

Table 5. Average RMS Errors for 100 Trials, Accelerometer Bias

Inertia | Star Sensor | ||&|| (deg) | ||@|| (deg/sec) | @p1 (um/sec?) | @p2 (um/sec?®) | Gps (um/sec?)
I O star,1 0.0067 0.0030 1.162 1.083 1.422
Ostar,2 0.0046 0.0025 1.155 1.078 0.907
1 O star,1 0.0060 0.0019 0.894 0.926 1.407
Ostar,2 0.0041 0.0017 0.653 0.609 0.891

The attitude and rate errors are lower with the accelerometer bias than the center of mass error,
given the sizes of the errors applied. Preliminary studies of simultaneously estimating the bias
and center of mass indicate a correlation between the two parameters when modeled as a constant.
Future work will examine the correlation further and investigate scenarios to improve observability.

CONCLUSION

An Extended Kalman Filter is developed and tested for a single MMS spacecraft. The filter uti-
lizes star sensor, slit sun sensor, and accelerometer measurements. The filter is run for 90 minutes,
and each test run is repeated 100 times with different random noise applied to the sensor mea-
surements. Results are presented for two possible inertia configurations, one is for a fully stowed
spacecraft and the other is with all extendable booms deployed. Two possible star sensor measure-
ment uncertainties are also considered, 100 and 50 arc-sec, respectively. As expected the results are
worse with the higher star sensor uncertainty, however the RMS attitude error degrades by less than
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a factor of 2 with the higher measurement uncertainty. First the center of mass location is estimated,
along with the attitude, angular velocity, and angular acceleration. In each of the 100 tests, the true
center of mass is chosen randomly. The filter successfully estimates the spacecraft attitude, angu-
lar velocity, angular acceleration, and center of mass. The worst case RMS attitude error is 30.2
arc-sec, with the fully stowed inertia configuration and star sensor uncertainty of 100 arc-sec. The
worst case RMS center of mass error is 0.45 cm in the z body axis direction, for the fully deployed
inertia configuration and the 100 arc-sec star sensor uncertainty. The RMS x and y center of mass
errors are lower for the fully deployed configuration as compared to the stowed configuration, but
the z axis RMS error is larger by an order of magnitude. Next an accelerometer bias is estimated.
The worst case RMS attitude error is 24.1 arc-sec for the fully stowed inertia configuration and 100
arc-sec star sensor uncertainty. The worse case accelerometer bias is 1.422 pm/sec? in the z body
direction for the same scenario. The RMS errors in the accelerometer bias are all lower for the fully
deployed configuration as compared to the fully stowed inertia configuration.

Future work will examine the simultaneous estimation of the center of mass and accelerometer
bias. Preliminary results indicate a high correlation between both parameters when modeled as con-
stants. An observability analysis will be conducted to determine the extent to which both parameters
could be estimated given the current sensor models and spacecraft dynamics.
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APPENDIX A: DEVELOPMENT OF PARTIAL DERIVATIVES

Let
vi = Jp [[wX]|IBw + [wXx]Ipw]
vo = [wX][rex]?w + [wx][rex]?w
vy = Jp [[wx][rex]?@ + [Wx][rex]?w]
Then
Fipre = Jp " g:l +mIp~! g:i - mJB_lg:i
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Partial Derivative of v,

The vector v; is given as
vy = J.,-c[[wX]JBGJ + [u’:x]JBw] = J,.cvw

where v,, = [wXx]Jpw + [wX|Jpw and is not dependent on 7. Recall that J,._ is

Jp, = (aG — G?)

© a+b

The matrix G is given as
G = —m[r.x]?Jp!

and a = trace(G) and 2b = (trace(G))? — trace(G2). The partial derivative matrix is then

Ovi : :
o = [ v i (3w b (5w |

where 7 ; are the 3 elements of 7. The partial derivatives of the elements of J,., are

d(a+b
(a+b)?

O, ; 1 da OG; o 3
’I‘c],k _ ] ],k . ' B
arcyi B a+ b (arci GJ’k ta 6Tci 67"6@' =1 GJ’lGl,k)

where j = 1,2,3 and k = 1,2, 3 to cover all 9 elements in J,,, G;; are the elements of G, and
G2 ) are the elements of the matrix G2. The partial derivatives of all the elements in G with respect
to each element of 7. are computed as

0 0
G=- Hyg !
BTC,,' m(arc,,’ [’I"CX] ) B
The matrix [r.x]? is
['r'cx] = 'r'c'r' ||'r'c||2I
Therefore
Olr.x
[(976‘c,z'] - eirg + "'CezT —2r.1

where e; is the ith body axis unit vector. The partial derivative of a with respect to 7, is

Oa _ 6G1,1 an,z + 6G3,3
(97”@' - Brci Brci Brci

The partial derivative of a + b with respect to 7 is

da+b) _ Ba g aG,w
Orei arcz z;z::
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Partial Derivative of vo

The vector v3 is given as
vo = [wX][rex]?w + [wx][rex]2w

The partial derivative matrix is

o2 e g g
re Te,1 Te,2 re,3
where Bvs 5 P
Bre; [wX](%[rcX]z)w + [wX](%[%X]z)w
Partial Derivative of v3

The vector vg is
v3 = J,.c[[wx]['rcx]zd: + [u':x]['r'cx]zw] = Jp. V2

The partial derivative matrix is

BV3 = [ Ovy dvy dvs ]
afrc 8rc,1 ¢ 8rc,2 ¢ 8rc,3
where the columns are computed as
Ovs  OJp, 43 Ova
== v2 e
Brc,,- Brc,,- Te Brc,,-
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