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Chapter 1

AN OVERVIEW OF
THE MULTIPLE POINTING-MOUNT
SPACE PLATFORM CONTROL PROBLEM.

1.1 Space Experiments Involving Instrament Pointing and Slewing Motions

A number of space-based scientific experiments planned by NASA for the near future
will invoive instruments that are required to continually point accurately at various objects
in space and/or locations on the earth’s surface. Still other experiments will be required to
perform carefully controlled back-and-forth siewing motions and thereby scan various regions
of space and/or the earth’s surface, looking for characteristic features of certain phenomena
being studied.

In order to accommodate many such experiments, in a cost-effective manner, NASA
has conceived the idea of a muitiple pointing-mount space platform ( hereafter referred to
as MPMSP) on which a variety of such experiments would be mounted and operated
simuitaneously; Fig. 1.1. This MPMSP would act as a common chassis, or framework, to
which the various moving and non-moving equipment modules associated with each
experiment would be attached. In addition, solar power collector panels, and telemetry
antennae that transmit scientific data and receive uplink commands associated with each
experiment, will be attached to the MPMSP. The proposed Geostationary Earth

Observatory (GEO) project, Figure 1.2, is one specific example of an MPMSP application.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson Chapter 1, Final Report
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MULTIPLE
POINTING -MOUNT
SPACE PLATFORM

‘ EXPERIMENT B
(LOCALLY CONTROLLED)

Concept of a Multiple Pointing-Mount Space

Figure 1.1
Platform (MPMSP).
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1.2 Conflict and Antagonism in Distributed Multi-Controller Systems

The individual pointing and slewing experiments mounted on an MPMSP will each
be controlled by its own individual (local) controller, which will be designed to achieve and
maintain the pointing or slewing requirements for that particular experiment. This family of
local controllers comprises what is called a (spatially) distributed mudti-controller system. The
design of these local experiment controllers will probably be carried out by a variety of
different vendors (design teams) working independently, and will involve consideration of
the uncertain disturbance motions and/or vibrations of the common platform-framework
induced by equipment movements associated with other experiments that are operating
simultaneously.

A sometimes overlooked subtlety of such a multiple-controller arrangement mounted
on a common platform is that the platform base-motion disturbances felt by any one
experiment are not conventional random-like exogenous inpuls, but rather, are ﬁmczionally
related to the controller feedback actions of all the other individual experiment controllers
mounted on the same platform. As a consequence of this subtle fact, the otherwise well-
designed experiment controllers can become antagonistic to one another in the sense that
the control actions of any one controller become the "disturbances" that the other controllers
must react to. The latter set of controller reactions, in turn, is reflected back as
ndisturbances” to the first controller, thereby triggering an action-reaction-action 'vicious
circle” which can , under appropriate conditions, lead to the sudden, unexpected onset of chaos

and instability of the whole platform system. This system instability behavior is not dependent

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 4 Chapter 1, Final Report
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on structural flexibility effects and can happen even though each equipment controller Is,
individually, quite stable. In such a situation, the otherwise desirable responsiveness of
individual experiment controllers causes them to begin "fighting" each other, as if in conflict.
A familiar example of this phenomena is the tragic consequences of seemingly innocuous
pushing and shoving in a large, tightly-packed crowd of people, (here each person acts as

an individually controlled element.)

1.3 Management of Multi-Controller Conflicts and Antagonisms

The early recognition of the inescapable controller conflicts and antagonisms, and the
real possibilities of their suddenly triggering violent system instabilities, in the distributed
multi-controller environment of a multiple pointing-mount space platform (MPMSP) should
be considered as a major design and safety consideration for any MPMSP project. The
importance of this consideration arises from the fact that the individual dynamic
characteristics (i.e., settling-times, damping factors, etc.) of each individual experiment
controller can have a critical influence on the stability of the overall platform system. A
seemingly beneficial "re-tuning” of the controller "gains” associated with any one of those
“individually stable" experiment controllers could, conceivably, trigger instability of the overall
platform system, when in space. In fact, even a spatial relocation or reorientation of the
mounting points for the moving equipment associated with an individual experiment module
could, conceivably, trigger an instability of the overall platform system.

The unsettling aspect of this controller-induced destabilization phenomena is that,

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 5 Chapter 1, Final Report
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owing to the inherent nonlinear nature of the overall system dynamics, the instability can.
and usually will, be dependent on the occurrence of certain critical combinations of
kinematic and kinetic conditions among the conflicting controllers and their respective
experiments. Thus, the MPMSP system could, in fact, function quite well for some extended
period of time until those critical dynamic conditions just happen to occur. Then, without
warning, the whole platform system could suddenly become unstable.

There are primarily three approaches to managing multi-controller conflicts and
antagonisms in MPMSP’s. One approach consists of limiting the simultaneous operations of
experiments to those that involve a negligible degree of conflicting control actions. This
approach can lead to "one-at-a-time" operating scenarios. Another approach consists of re-
designing the family of independent experiment controllers to work in a certain strategically
coordinated manner that automatically mitigates excessive conflicts between controllers. This
orchestration approach forces one to give up the individuality of the experiment activities,
and imposes a hierarchical, centralized control-authority structure that can be quite complex
and involve extensive communication links between the family of experiment controllers.

The third approach, which is the one considered in this study, consists of using a
platform controller to impose a high-degree of "quietness" of the platform structure while the
experiments are operating simultaneously. That is, the platform controller is designed to
effectively suppress movements and vibrations of the platform due to the "disturbances"
caused by experiment activities; see Figure 1.3. This maintenance of a "quiet platform.” in

the face of complex disturbance forces and moments induced by experiment pointing and

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 6 Chapter 1, Final Report
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slewing motions. essentially breaks the "vicious circle" that allows one controller’s action to
be felt as a disturbance by the other controllers, and vice-versa. This mediating action
clearly requires an exceptionally fast-acting and versatile "disturbance-adaptive" platform
controlier. Modern control theory has provided an extensive design methodology, known
as Disturbance-Accommodating Control (DAC) Theory, for designing such disturbance-
adaptive controllers and that theory will form the basis for the platform controller design

developed in the present study.

1.4  Scope of This Research Effort

This research effort is directed at developing a new control concept that could form
the technology basis for designing a high-performance piatform controller for MPMSP-type
projects. Because the present effort is directed at developing a control concept, and
demonstrating the credibility of that control concept, a highly simplified, planar-motion
3(rigid)-element, muiti-body model of a generic MPMSP has been adopted as the basic test-
bed model for designing and demonstrating the proposed platform controller concept. Of
course, any attempt to usc the concepts and methodologies described herein on a real
MPMSP project would necessitate consideration of the inevitable flexibility and out-of-plane
motions of any real space platform, as well as the torque limitations of any realistic platform
controller actuator. Nevertheless, the new: platform control concept presented here is
considered to be an innovative and viable candidate for consideration in any realistic design

of a MPMSP.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 8 Chapter 1, Final Report
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Chapter 2

A 3-LINK MULTI-BODY GENERIC MODEL OF
A MPMSP IN PLANAR MOTION

2.1 The Idea of a Conccgt-Dethion Model

In Control Engineering, the initial development and effectiveness demonstration of
a new control concept is typically conducted using simplified, low-order plant models (called
"concept-demonstration" models) that permit one to focus attention on, and understand, the
basic features of the control system behavior without being overwhelmed by dynamic
complexities of the plant model. In this chapter we propose a concept-demonstration model
of a generic multiple pointing-mount space platform. This model is a highly simplified, 3
(rigid, pinjointed)-link representation of the dynamic features of an MPMSP, moving in
planar motion. Although it is highly simplified, this model embodies the essential features
that make the platform control of an MPMSP a challenging problem. In Chapter 5 of this
report, the effectiveness of the proposed platform controller concept will be demonstrated
by computer simulation exercises, using mathematical models of the concept-demonstration

model and the platform controller.

2.2 A 3-Link Generic Model of a MPMSP

The five essential features of an MPMSP platform control problem, from the control

theoretic point-of-view, are:

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson Chapter 2, Final Report
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1. A platform upon which two or more independent experiments are mounted.

2. Each experiment invoives the pointing or slewing of equipment
(telescopes,sensors, antennae, etc.) that has significant mass and/or rotational
inertia.

3. The pointing/siewing motion of each experiment’s equipment is controlled by
ijts own individual (local) control system, designed for that particular
experiment, and operated autonomously in accordance with the individual
needs of that particular experiment.

4. The controlled equipment motions associated with each experiment induce
reaction forces and/or moments on the platform.

5. The local control systems for pointing and/or slewing each experiment are
designed to cope with uncertain-type "base motion" disturbances that arise
from vibrations and transient motions of the platform mount.

Feature #4 implies that the angular (and linear) momentum vectors associated with
equipment motions do not remain invariant during such motions. This feature occurs
naturally in most equipment, except in those special cases where the equipment incorporates
specially designed, "eounter-inertia,” mechanical assemblies that contain controlled, motor
driven, counter-rotating inertia disks, which effectively cancel-out the angular momentum
changes that would otherwise occur when, say, a heavy instrument is rotated in its mount.
Indeed, if all equipment motions on an MPMSP were accompanied by such "counter-inertia”

devices, there would be no platform disturbances or controller conflicts to contend with...but

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson
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there would then be a significant increase in cost, weight, equipment complexity, and system
power consumption. Feature #5 is a common control system requirement for any precision
pointing/slewing experiment mounted on a space platform, and typically leads to the use of
some form of “integral-feedback” in the controller.

Any space platform big enough to be used as a mounting base for multiple
experiments will involve some structural flexibility. This latter feature has not been included
in the above list. The reason for this omission is the quantum increase in modeling
complications and model complexity that such flexibility considerations would entail.
Specifically, consideration of torsional flexibility would force consideration of coupled out-of-
plane motions, which would lead to the modeling of 3-dimensional dynamics-—a complication
that would exceed the resources budgeted for this project. Moreover, inclusion of the
platform’s in-plane, lateral flexibility would add enormous complications to the already
difficult task of developing the exact equations of in-plane motion of the "simplified" concept
demonstration model. (See Chapter 4 of this report.)

The simplest configuration of mechanical elements that embody the five essential
MPMSP features listed above is shown in Figure 2.1 and consists of three co-planar rigid
links, pin-jointed together as shown. The center link represents the space platform, together
with the non-moving experiment equipment, while the two unsymmetrical, but co-planar,
end-links represent respectively, the pointing/slewing equipment associated with two
independent experiments, which are presumed mounted at either end of the platform. The

(co-planer) rotational movements of each end-link, with respect to the platform, are assumed

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 3 Chapter 2, Final Report
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MULTIPLE
POINTING -MOUNT
SPACE PLATFORM

EXPERIMENT A
(LOCALLY C ONTROLLED)

. PLATFORM CONTROLLER

EXPERIMENT B
(LOCALLY CONTROLLED)

EXPERIMENT A

A 3-Link Generic Model of an MPMSP in Planar
Motion (All links are assumed rigid.).

Figure 2.1

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 4 Chapter 2, Final Report
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to be controlled by an independent motor, Or toque device (torquer), located at each pin-
joint connection, and such that the controlled torques exerted on each end-link (on each
experiment equipment) results in an equal-but-opposite reaction torque exerted on the
center link (on the platform). The entire assembly shown in Figure 2.1 is assumed to be
positioned in space, moving in (locally) planar-motion, in an essentially zero-gravity
environment (e.g. in orbit around the earth). Thus, in the course of mathematically
modeling the dynamics of the "configuration model" in Figure 2.1, one can ignore the usual
gravity forces that would be imagined, say, as acting through the centers of gravity of the
respective links. However, it may be necessary to include in that mathematical model the
small, but persistently acting, "gravity-gradient torques" that will act on such an assembly in
orbit. Our exact dynamic mathematical model of Figure 2.1, developed in Chapter 4, will
include a generic "external disturbance torque" term T, to account for such gravity gradient

torques, as well as solar-pressure effects, etc.

23  The Platform Control Problem for the 3-Link Model

The platform, Or center-link, in Figure 2.1 is assumed to contain its own "platform
torquer device" (e.g. a C.M.G. device) that can be controlled to exert precision, quick-acting,
in-plane torques T on the platform as determined by the platform control algorithm. (The
design of this platform control algorithm is the main‘ task of this research effort.) The
locations of the centers of gravity, as well as the mass and rotational inertia-values of each

link shown in Figure 2.1, are considered to be completely arbitrary in this study.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 5 Chapter 2, Final Report
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In long-range pointing tasks, such as envisioned for experiments On an MPMSP.
angular pointing €rrors due to platform angular base-motion disturbances are far more
serious than errors associated with platform rectilinear base-motion disturbances. Thus, in
accordance with the "quiet platform" approach to be used in this study for controller conflict
mediation (the third approach cited in Chapter 2), the task of the platform controlier is to
achieve and maintain the "quiet" angular condition

¢ (t)=o0 (2.a)
d(t)=0 (2b)
in the face of arbitrary angular motions 84(1) , 85(t) of the two end-links shown in Figure
2.1. Moreover, the motions 6,(t), 8,(t) are assumed to be controlled by independently
acting controllers in accordance with the real-time requirements of each experiment (each

end-link); see Feature 3 in Section 2.2.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 6 Chapter 2, Final Report
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Chapter 3

DESIGN OF A DISTURBANCE-ADAPTIVE MPMSP CONTROL
STRATEGY FOR THE PLANAR MOTION GENERIC MODEL

The controller design methodology used in this chapter is based on the theory of
Disturbance-Accommodating Control (DAC). We begin with a brief tutorial review of the

principles of DAC theory.

3.1 Wav odels 0 in Di ances

The theory of Disturbance-Accommodating Control [1H4{ is concerned with non-
statistical modeling and controller design techniques for systems subjected to uncertain,
unmeasurable, time-varying, muiti-variable disturbances w(t) = (Wy(t), Walt)s - wp(t)).

In the remainder of this chapter we will focus on the special case p=1 of an
equivalent scalar (single-input) disturbance w(t); see [2] for details of the theory for vector
disturbances p>1. The central idea in DAC disturbance modeling is the concept of a
waveform model, which is simply a representation of w(t) as an unknown weighted linear

combination of completely known basis-functions {f(t), fx(t), —fp()} of the form
w(t) = Cyfy (1) + Cyfp(t) = + Cofm (D (3.1)

where the {C;, Gy, Cp} are scalar weighting coefficients that are completely unknown
"constants”, which may occasionally jump in value in a once-in-awhile manner. This sparse

umping behavior of the "constants" C; is referred to as "ste wise-constant” behavior and
jumping i P

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson Chapter 3, Finai Report
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is iliustrated in Figure 3.1. Disturbances that can be effcctiyely represented by an expression
of the form (3.1) are said to have waveform-structure; those that cannot are referred to as
noise disturbances. The waveform-model representation (3.1) is a generalized spline-
function model as used in approximation theory , and can be viewed as an extension of the
idea of a Fourier-series representation.

The collection {f;(t)} of presumed known basis functions in (3.1) is chosen by the user
1o reflect the actual patterns of w(t) time-behavior as seen in experimental data, etc. Thus.
if w(t) characteristically exhibits a sinusoidal pattern of behavior, with known frequency o

and uninown stepwise-constant amplitude and phase, one would write (3.1) as
w(t) = C; sin ot + C, cos wt (3.2)
Likewise, if the uncertain time-behavior of w(t) has the generic piecewise-linear (step plus

ramp) characteristic as shown in Figure 3.2, one would write (3.1) as
w(t) =Cy1 + Gt (3.3)
In some industrial applications, the characteristic time-behavior of w(t) is rather
varied and undistinguished, as shown in Figure 3.3. In such cases, an effective choice for the
basis-functions {f(t)} is the polynomial basis-set {1.tt3, .., @D} The corresponding
representation (3.1) then becomes the polynomial-spline waveform model
w(t) = C11+C2t+C3t2+...+Cmt(m'1)’ (3.4)
which is usually quite effective in modeling slow, meandering-type functions w(t), even when

one chooses the relatively small value m=3, (the so-called quadratic-spline model).

Chapter 3, Final Report
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Figure 3.1 Stepwise-Constant Time-Behavior of the
Weighting "Constants" C; in (3.1).
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An Uncertain Disturbance w(t) Have Piecewise-
Linear (step-plus-ramp) Time-Behavior.

Figure 3.2
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An Uncertain Disturbance w(t) Having

Figure 3.3
Undistinguished, Meandering Time-Behavior.
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3.2 Conversion of a Disturbance Waveform Modeli to a State Model

The design of a DAC controller is based on the technique of on-line identification
of uncertain disturbances having waveform-structure [2). This on-line identification of
uncertain disturbances w(t) is accomplished by 2 conventional state-observer or Kalman
filter, which processes the system control input u(t) and output measurement y(t) data to
produce an accurate real-time estmate @ (1) of the actual disturbance input w(t). To do
this, it is necessary to have a differential equation model of the waveform behavior of w(t).
That is, one must find a differential equation for which (3.1), with constant C;, is the (a)
solution. In practice an effective choice of basis-functions {fi(t)} can usually be found in the
class of functions that satisfy some linear time-invariant differential equation; expressions
(3.2), (3.3), 3.4) are common exampies of such cases. In such linear cases, the differential
equation corresponding to (3.1) will have the form

p aP-l_
S—-‘Z +ﬁ _l + . *ﬁzg—v—l +ﬁlw =0 (3'5)
FICRA AT T dt

where p and the {8,872, - » B p} are completely determined by the (known) basis functions

{£f,(1), - f,(t)}. For instance, in the case (3.2) the corresponding differential equation

model (3.5) is dw 20
at? (3.6)
Likewise in the case (3.3) expression (3.5) becomes
SZLZ = 0, (3.7)
dt”

and for (3.4) the counterpart of (3.7) is
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d®w

- " =0 ‘ (3.8)
dt®

The observer, or Kaiman filter, used to generate the disturbance estimate w(t) requires that
(3.5) be re-written in the form of a state-variable model. The general form of such a linear

distarbance state-model for a scalar disturbance w(t) is

w =hiz h.z p - vectors ; (- )T - denotes transpose (3.9a3)
(3.9b)

3 =Dz+o(t); D pxp matrix

where (h,D) can be chosen as any one of the canonical completely-observable pairs
[2; pg-418]. “The term a(t) = (61(t) - » ap(t)) in (3.9) denotes a vector of totally unknown,
sparse sequences o;(t) of Diracimpuises, which arrive in a random, once-in-a-while manner
with unknown intensities. The anknown impuises of g;(t) represent the "cause" of the once-
in-a-while jumping of the C; as shown in Figure 3.1. Note that a(t) in (3.9) is not "white
noise" as is commonly used in stochastic control theories. The constant matrix D in (3.9)
embodies the collection of basis functions {f;(t)} as characteristic eigenfunctions of D. Thus.
D may be an unstable matrix, even though w(t) in (3.9) always remains bounded. In DAC
theory, the p-vector z= (Zys = zp) is called the state of the disturbance w(t).

To illustrate the procedure for developing a state-model (3.9), consider the
differential equation model (3.6). If we define the disturbance state-variables (z,, z,) for

(3.6) as
zy=w ;25 =W (3.9¢c)
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then, clearly
z 0 112 oy(t) Z 3.9d
(é] \ o\ {,,z] ‘Lzm}‘“’ of?) -

where the sparse impuises of a4(t), o(t) account for the unknown, random-like once-in-a-

while jumps in w(t) and/or w(t), corresponding to jumps in C, and G, in (3.2).

AC controller design is to incorporate (endogenize) the

The next step in D

disturbance state-model (3.9) with the plant state-model. For this purpose, suppose, for

simplicity, that the plant with scalar disturbance is represented by a linear, time-invariant

state-model of the form

% = Ax + Bu +fw; u = r-vector control input, (3.10a)

y = & : y = m-vector output measurement, (3.10b)

The disturbance state-model (3.9) may now be incorporated into (3.10) to obtain the

g composite plant/disturbance state-model

followin
X ___A‘th[x BT, (0 (3.11)
z O|Djlz 0 a(t)
which can be written in the compact form
t =Ax+Bu~+¢ (3.122)
y =Cx
9 Chapter 3, Final Report

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson



A MULTIPLE POINTING-MOUNT CONTROL STRATEGY FOR SPACE PLATFORMS
NASS-389685 / D.O. 119

where

() Aol s Bl ememee ()

(3.12b)
A standard full-order, or reduced-order, observer can now be designed to generate

oltime cstimates £ (in (3.12). Alternatively, if the plant measurement y(t) in (3.10b)
contains additive "measurement noise" of the form

y = Cx+n(t) , n(t) = measurement noise (3.13)
one then can use a standard Kalman filter to generate the real-time, minimum-square-error
estimate § (t) . In either case, the corresponding disturbance estimate C/(t) is obtained

w(t) =17z (1) =[0h] X iTx
Z (3.14)

as

To demonstrate this observer design methodology, recall that a full-order observer for

(3.12a) has the well-known form [2; pg. 432]

1= A& +Bu-Ko[y(t)-C f] (3.15)

where the observer gain matrix K, is designed to make the estimation error € = { - %

-

rapidly approach zero between arrivals of the sparse, unknown impuises of o(t). It is easy
1o show from (3.12), (3.15) that, between impulses of o(t), e(t) obeys the vector-matrix

homogenous differential equation

¢ =[AsRy C] € (3.16)

Thus, to make €(t)~0 promptly, Ko should be chosen to place the eigenvalues of
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3K

} sufficiently deep in the left-half of the complex plane.

3.4  Design of the DAC Control Law

In DAC theory, there are a8 variety of ways a control system can "accommodate” the
disturbances w(t) that acton a given plant. The most common method of accommodation
is to design the controller to exactly counseract (reject) the total effect of w(t) on the plant
state x(t). To accomplish this, we first agree to split the total control effort u(t) into two
parts

u=1u, + Yy (3.17)
where uy will be designed to exactly cancel the disturbance effects on x(t) and where u,, is
then designed to accomplish the primary control task (set-point regulation, servo-tracking,
etc.) for the undisturbed plant. If the plant state model is given by (3.10), the incorporation

of (3.17) yields |
x = Ax + Bup + By, + fw(t) (3.18)

Thus, to compietely cancel w(t) in (3.18), one should design uy to satisfy
Buy = -fw(t) = +£hT z(t) ,ze EP (3.19)
The necessary and sufficient condition for existence of a solution uy to (3.19) is the total

cancellation condition [2].
rank [B|f] = rank [B] (3.20a)

which implies
f =By (3.20b)

for some (possibly non-unique) vector y. Assuming (3.20) holds a control uy satisfving
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(3.19) is given (ideally) by ay = - vz . (3.21)
In practical applications, the term z(t) in (3.21) would be replaced by the real-ume estimate
z(t) obtained from a real-time observer or Kaiman filter (3.15). If condition (3.20) fails to
be satisfied, it is impossible for the control action to cancel-out all the effects of w(t) on x(t).
In that case, there are a variety of alternative modes of disturbance accommodation one can
consider, such as "disturbance minimization;" see [2].

Assuming uy can be designed as in (3.21), the remaining part u, of u can be designed
to accomplish the primary control task, using conventional design methods and setting Buy
+ fw(t) = 0 in (3.18). This is a well-known standard procedure in modern control theory.
This completes our brief tutorial review of DAC -principles. We will now apply those

principles to the pilatform controller design for the generic MPMSP model developed in

Chapter 2.

3.5 Design of a Disturbance Estimator for the MPMSP Generic Model

The uncertain disturbances associated with the platform control of an MPMSP are
ideally suited for representation by a waveform-model (3.1). To see this, recall the
arrangement in Figure 2.1 and consider the corresponding platform "free-body diagram"

shown in Figure 3.4.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 10 Chapter 3, Final Report



A MULTIPLE POINTING-MOUNT CONTROL STRATEGY FOR SPACE PLATFORMS

. NASS-36855 / D.O. 118

Figure 3.4 "Free-Body Diagram” Analysis of the Platform
Dynamics for the 3.Link Generic MPMSP Model.
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The disturbing forces and moments that act on the platform consist of:
(1)  the pin-joint reaction forces associated with the movements of each end-link.
(iiy  the torque reactions associated with local controlier torques that act on each
end-link, at the respective pin-joints, and
(iii) the external torques that act on the platform through the effects of gravity-
gradients, solar pressures on the solar collectors, etc.

Referring to the geometry of Figure 3.4, it can be seen that the basic Newtonian equation

governing platform anguiar dynamics

X torques), = Jo; ¢ (3.22)
has the specific form
-Tl-Tz + FZN 202 + Fth(n + TC + TC = ch a (3.22b)
where
Ty T2 = local controlier torques that act on each end link to control the
experiment equipment motions 8,(t), 6,(t)
T. = platform controlier torque
Te = net external torque on platform due to combined effects of
gravity gradients, solar pressures on the solar panels, etc.
Fin Fon = the components of the pin-joint reaction forces that act on the
platform and are normal to the longitudinal axis of the platform
Lop L2 = distances from the pin-joints to the platform center of gravity.

In order to design an effective, disturbance-adaptive platform controlier, T, = T(?),
it is important to decide which torque-terms on the left side of (3.22b) are likely to behave

as "uncertain disturbances"; 1.e.. torques that are not reliably known and/or not directly and
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reliably measurable (in real-time), in a realistic MPMSP project. As will be shown 1n
Chapter 4 [see Egs. (4.1), (4.3)], the exact mathematical expressions for the normal
components Fyn, Fan of the pin-joint reaction forces are incredibly long and complicated
functions of {&, é, g;, 8; éi, éi, AP M, etc.} thereby rendering the accurate on-line
computation Or measurement of Fyn(t), F,n(t) rather impractical. The local controller
torques Ty(t), Ta(t) should be relatable to the electrical currents in the respective torque
motors. However, there may be some degree of liability (or excessive risk) in using such a
scheme to measure {T;(t), To(t)} in real-time. Thus, in this study, we elected to consider
{-Ty(t)s -T,(t)} as uncertain, unmeasurable reaction torques acting on the platform.

The inherent uncertainty as to the exact kinematic configuration of all the moving
parts of all the experiments, solar-pancls, antennac, €tc., mounted on the MPMSP, suggests
that the time-behavior of the gravity gradient and solar pressure torques would be difficult
to compute on-line or predict a priori, and should, therefore, be viewed as uncertain,
unmeasurable disturbance 10rques.

In summary, for this study, we will adopt the "worst case" in regards to the ability t0
measure disturbances; namely, the total net uncertain,unmeasurable disturbance torque T(t)
acting on the platform in Figure 3.4 will be defined as:

Tq(t) & - Ty(1) - To(t) +Fon(t) 22 Fin(O2o; + T, (3.23)
In view of (3.23), expression (3.22b) can be written as

Ty+Te=Jg® (3.24a)
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35.1 A Subtle Fact About (3.24a):

Owing to the fact that the reaction forces Fyn(*), FzN(-) in (3.23) contain terms that
are explicit functions of the platform angular acceleration ;, it is necessary, for controller
design purposes, t0 write (3.24) in the modified form,

Ty + T, = Jogt (3.24b)
where %d denotes the remainder of T, after the ;-rclatcd terms of T4 have been removed

from T4 and combined with the right side of (3.24a) to augment the “effective” I, and form

the new expression ch¢. (Note that ch in (3.24b) is typically a nonlinear function of {¢, ,6;.
éi}) If this step is not invoked, the design of a disturbance estimator as described below

becomes extremely difficult. Thisisa rather unusual and potentially confusing consideration
in DAC theory that has not been heretofore discussed in the literature. With respect to the
angmented inertia ‘model (3.24b) the platform control problem is to estimate and
cancel the term "I-'d(t) and regulate ¢(t) ~ 0.

352 Waveform, Characterization of Ty

The various physical sources which create or originate the components of %d(t) . as
indicated in (3.23b), are all characterized as producing essentially smoothly evolving, dynamic
torques with the possibility of simple jump-behavior occurring once-in-awhile, (due, for
instance, to sudden reversals of the local controller’s torque motors, etc.). Thus it can be
anticipated that a typical time-plot of :I—'d(t) would be as shown in Figure 3.5. The generic
meandering behavior of -’I:d(t) shown in Figure 3.5 suggests in general that ?d(t) may have

a waveform structure in which no distinguishing periodic, or other specific basis functions.
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Figure 3.5  Generic Meandering Time-Behavior of T 4(t).
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are apparent. This case is one in which a polynomial-spline waveform model of the type
(3.4) is appropriate. Thus. in the interest of keeping things simple, our first trial design of
the platform controller will be based on modeling the uncertain time-behavior of T4(t) by

the quadratic-spline waveform model

Tyt) =Cy + Gyt + Cit? (3.25)
where the "constant" coefficients {Cy, Cp, C3 } in (3.25) are allowed to jump in value in a
sparse, once-in-a-while manner (= "stepwise 3.6 - constant"); see Figure 3.1.

The model (3.25) is capabie of emulating a rich variety of meandering uncertain
distarbance behaviors such as shown in Figure 3.5. In fact, the waveform model (3.25) can
effectively emulate }d(t) behavior containing "slow,” unknown sinusoidal components,
unknown exponential componeants, etc., provided the associated unknown frequencies, time-
constants, etc. are sufficiently "small;" see the "disturbance estimator” performance piots in
Section 3.7.

A disturbance state-model (3.9) corresponding to (3.25) is developed as follows. First.

define the three disturbance state-variables zy, Z;, Z3 S

= : = 3.26
2,=Ty s =Tg z3 = Tg (3:26)
Then, note that, for constant C:

b en(- G- 2GH) men(2G) im0, O

Thus, letting the random-like o;(t)-impulses account for the sparse jumps that occur in ( C,.

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson 16 Chapter 3, Final Report



A MULTIPLE POINTING-MOUNT CONTROL STRATEGY FOR SPACE PLATFORMS
-NABSS-38985 / D.O. 119

e can write (3.27) in the form of (3.9) as

Cy,Cy)r o0
zl -
Td . (1’0’0) 2, (3.28a)
zy
Z 0 1 0} 1% oy (1)
Zz = 0o 0O 1 | + Gz(t) (3.28b)
2 0 0 0!} |z o3(t)

The on-line estimation of Tq(t) In (3.24), from the assumed available on-line measurements

T(t)} is accomplished by use of composite state-observer of the type (3.15). For

of {e(t),
this purpose the composite plant/disturbance model (3.11) is obtained from (3.24b), (3.28)
as follows. The plant state variabies can be defined as

(3.29)

Xy =9 ; xz""'é’

Then, the corresponding plant state-model (3.10) becomes

. Te T
(’,‘1] . [0 11{"1} +[-0.1 +{-0.1 ‘ (3.30a)
X2 0 0lJ{X2 ch ch
X
y=o=(10)|y (3.30b)

Combining (3.30) and (3.28) then yields the composite state-model (3.11) as
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X1 01 0 00 X1 0 e
. <-1 . |
X5 003,00 X5 T
2| =000 10 Zy | + 0 + | ay(®)
z 00 0 01 LLZ 0 05 (1) (3.31a)
Ue/ {00000 23 ) LO, o5(1)
(% )
X2
y =¢ =(1,0,0,0,0) | &1
z, (3.31b)
&y

‘I'heilﬂl-ordcrmmpositc-statenbsewcr (3.15), corresponding to (3.31), can now be written

mnznfullas il =ﬁ2 -kﬂl(y-il)
% =jcg-1 2y *jcg-l T. - ko2 (Y -%y)
3, =% -kp3(y-%) (332)

3 =2, - koa (¥ ~%1)
2, = - kos (Y-%1)

and the associated estimation-€1ror dynamics (3.16) is given by
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€y ro 10 O 01 km'\n.o.o.o.O) \ €
& 003z 00 kg2 €&
€3 000 10|+ |%os L | €
&4 000 00O ko4 €4
\ & / boo 00 { ks 4 . (3.33)

“Thus, in accordance with the Temarks-below (3.16)the designer should choose the observer

m" {kOI’ k02’k03’ km,kos} in (322) mpmjhe'ﬁveﬂgmues {;»01,,;502,3.03, 104, }-05}

Now suppose the desired values of the five eigenvalues 4,

.of the Tomposite matrix i
kg 1 0 0 0 1
<=1
kg O ch 0 0
[A+KyC] = | k3 00 10 (3.34)
kgy 00 0 1
{J‘os 00 00
sufficiently deep in the left-half of the complex-piane.
The characteristic polynomial ©(). ) of (3.34) is.easily calculated to be
5 4 3 -1 42 3-1 -1
P(A) = A5 —kgy At ~kop ¥ ~kgz Jog A" —koa Jeg A-kqs Jog=0 (3.35)

of (3.35) are denoted by {4y, 42,

Az, hg Aslh Then the corresponding desired characteristic poiynomial £4(4 ) for (3.34) can

be computed by the formula
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(A=hy) - (h=2y) * (A=d3) - (A=kq) . (h-As) (336a)

g (4)

c S eaat el o vk (3.36b)
where the {o;} will be precisely determined by the desired values of the {1;} Itis nowa
simple matter to equate corresponding coefficients in (3.35) and (3.36b) to obtain the

following ‘explicit.design formulae for the observer:gains {kyi}-

kogy =-8s

kop =- a4

kg3 =-Jcg® (337
kogy =- jcg"2

kos = -Jega @ —ven by (3360)
The-set of equations (332)mgetherawith1he:gainafonnulae (3.37) constitute the complete
sotution for the disturbance-identifier {(estimator) for-this generic MPMSP-probiem, swhere

~

(3.38)

Ty =2

“The  rotational ‘motions ¢(t) of the platform (center-link) in the MPMSP generic
-model -shown in Figures 2.1 and 3.4 are governed by the inertia-angmented Newtonian
equation of motion (3.24b) where Ed is defined as that part of (3.23 ) that does not depend
explicitly on &:, and where the .'I-‘d(t) waveform is modeled by (3.25), (3.28). As stated in

Chapter 2, see Equation (2), the task of the platform controlier T, is to achieve and
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-maintain the "quiet".angular condition ¢(t) = 0, ¢(t) = 01in the face of all expected external
torques T¢(1) and arbitrary motions 8;(t), 8,(t) of the experiment equipment (the end links).
Using the standard control engineering symbolism

u = controkinput = T (3.39)
in 3.24), together withthe standard DAC controksplitting technique (3.17), one obtains

-{324b) in the form - - —_
I = -Sp+-ug Til) (3.40)

~thesgeneral DAC:dmgnadeas:smnmmdanSu:mnBJ. it is clear from (3.40) that one
<ceptainly can design Uy in (3.40) to (deally)mmmcmhc Td(t) effect on ¢(t) by-simply

xhoosing -
Uy = - T4t (ideal«design) (3.41)

-sMioreover, with }d(t) mumﬂeinhemhmgwmlm u,-can be-chosen (ideally)

astheiassical “proportional and derivative "seedbackdaw
u, =k ook (kiok2) > 0 (3.42)

-toachieve the condition that ¢ -0 -¢(t) ~ O-promptly, from any initial conditions. In

-particular, if ky, k are chosen as_ _
k, = Je mn ; kg =2Jg Qg (3.42)

~the xcorresponding closed-loop equation of ‘motion (3:40) -becomes (ideally) the ciassical
adamped.2nd-order linear:system

o+ (2L wg)e + (0i)e =0 (idead (3.43)
so-that ir. (3.42) the designer can select the f'dami:ingiactor" ¢ > 0 and “undamped natural

frequency” w, > 0 t0 achieve the desired qualitative and quantitative behavior of (t) as

#(t)y 0 in (3.43).
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In summary, the (idealized) control u = T, for the platform is given by
u =T, =y, + Yy N
= -k p-kyo-Ty(t)  (idea))

(3.44)

In aTrealistic prfctical application, the term -'l:d(t) in (3.44) would be replaced by the real-
simeestimate T 4(t) as-obtained from (3.38) ‘and the observer (3.32). Also, if the platform
.anguiarate &(t) +appened not 10-be available as aadirect (sensor) measurement, one would
—replace ¢ in (3.44) by the-observer-produced-cstimate 3 -;2 in (3.32). Inthis-way, the
practical implementation of the platform controlier (3:44)-would take the form

T, = 2,in(3.32) (3.45)

u=T, =ko-k ¢ -Ty4 5 a
é = 2 in (332)

The-estimate = X, produced by (3.32) is not:used in (3.45) since, presumably, ¢(t) is
directly measurabie.

The control expression (iaw) (3.45) together-with the composite state observer (3.32),
(3.37), constitutes ‘the compiete disturbance-adaptive controlier design for the platform
controller T, as shown in Figure 3.6. This wntrollefwill automaticaily adapt-to and quickly
cancel-out any platform disturbance actions "f'd(t) that can be represented, at least over short
intervals of time, by the quadratic-spline waveform-model (3.25). This inciudes disturbances
that are: "stepwise-constant,” uncertain combinations of "constants + ramps + accelerations,”

and general, uncertain, meandering-type functions, such as shown in Figure 3.5. The latter
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Figure 3.6 Proposed Disturbance-Adaptive Platform
Controller Arrangement.
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category includes slowly varying periodic and exponential- type disturbances with unknown

frequencies, time-constants, etc.

~The witimate simulation test of the "proposed pilatform controller (3.45) , (3.32) ,

(3.37)=comsists of impiementing ‘the -equations for-that —controller on a-simulation of the
:eomplete,z!act,cquations of motion of the-entire 3-link conceptanodelshown in Figure 2.1,
and then-exercising that closed-loop simulation by controlling the -end-links, via T,(t) and

T,(t), toxperform back-and-forth siewing -motions to-emulate-typical “experiment motion”

- _disturbances. Under such amtsccnaﬂomhcqimﬁmnmgleaﬁ(t)ahouldrpmmpﬂyappmach

-zero, ¢ (t) = o, and consistently remain at or negrzero in the face of allexperiment motions,
gravity-gradient torques, solar-pressure torques, etc. The results of such a "full-up" test will
be described in Chapter 5.

In this section, we will present the resuits of a somewhat lower-fidelity simulation test
of the platform controller, in which the platform is correctly modeled by (3.24b) but where
the actual disturbances :I"d(t) due to end-link motions, €tc., are synthetically generated on the
computer by a "fynction-generation” sub-routine that produces artificial :I"d(t) disturbance
functions. 'This procedure avoids the (difficult) derivation and programming of the

enormously complicated exact equations of motion of the 3-link assembly shown in Figure 2.1.
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As previously stated, the derivation and simulation of those exact equations of motion will
be addressed in Chapter 4. :

To demonstrate the validity of the preceding real-time disturbance
;dentification/cancellation technique, the mathematical model (3.24b) with the somewhat
:arbiu-ary:value]cg = 10 was simulated on a digital computer, asing a .digital simulation
program called Dymasim®. The * disturbance torque’ Ty(t) in (3.24) was created by
combining various standard mathematical time-functions (steps;Tamps;sinusoids, delays, etc.)
available in the Dynasim ‘program. “The disturbance-adaptive control torque T,(t) in (3.24)

-wasgenerated in the simuiation-by-equation (3.45) where the real-time-estimates ¢ (t) and

~

T 4(tywere created by the real-time composite state-observer (332), (3.37) using the desired
-observer-eigenvalues
A’l = lz = A3 = 14 = 15 =.3 (346)

The observer gains {k;} in (332) corresponding to (3.46) were computed from (3.37) to be

k01 = -15 s k02 = =90
kos = -2700 ; ko4 = —4050 (3.47)
kgs = -2430

The ideal-model (3.43) of the closed-loop platform dynamics was chosen to have
(=07 ; o, =10 (3.48)
Some representative simulation Tesults are shown plotted in Figure 3.7, where it can

be seen that, after a short transient, the estimate T d(t) does indeed accurately match the

actual real-time behavior of Ty(t). In a realistic application, one would activate the
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disturbance observer a short time before activating the control uy to allow time for the
estimate LT\ d(t) to accurately match %d(t), and tk:crcby év'oid the undesirable effects of the
(sometimes iarge) transient start-up €rrors in T d(t). Moreover, the platform controller
T,(t) does indeed regulate ¢(t) 10 the desired condition {@(t) = 0, @(t) - 0} in the face of
initial-conditions ¢(0) and uncertain disturbances Ty(t). These results serve to validate the
correct functioning of the.algorithms COmprising the .disturbance-observer (3.32) and the
controller (3.45). One-shortcoming ofmsingmmﬂyggamated, -end-link "disturbances"
T (1), as cmployed here, is that such distarances donos-embody the inevitabie reactions of,
say, the Tl-controllcr to the control.actions of the T4-controlier, and vice versa. Those
-controller-reaction components of "fd(t) are an-inescapable (and potentially de-stabilizing)
-reality of any real MPMSP dynamic-behaviorandmust ‘be accurately.incorporated into any
-gipmuiation that purports to demonstrate overall ‘MPMSP -dynamic behavior, including

-stability, in a realistic operating scenario. This concern will be addressed in Chapter 5.
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Chapter 4

AN EXACT MATHEMATICAL MODEL OF
THE GENERIC MPMSP IN PLANAR-MOTION

The derivation of the exact equation(s) of motion for an interconnected set of rigid-
bodies (hereafter referred to as 8 multi-body dynamic system) would seem, at first giance,
to be a straight forward application of the classical Newtonian, Lagrangian, Hamiltonian, etc.
principles of dynamics as presenting in literally hundreds of textbooks, and convincingly
taught in university classrooms throughout the world over the past century. However, in
spite of the intellectual profoundness of those classical principles of dynamics, and an
abundance of (deceptively -simple) illustrative examples -worked out in textbooks and
classroom lectures, it turns out that the methods of Newton, Lagrange, Hamilton, etc. are
inherently inadequate for deriving the equations of motion for all but the simplest cases of‘
multi-body systems.

This "glass ceiling" feature of the classical methods of dynamics has its origin in the
“curse of dimensionality" associated with the development of analytical, symbolic solutions
to certain sets of simuitaneous equations that naturally arise as a necessary intermediate step
in applying those classical methods to a high-order multi-body system. For instance, in
applying the Newtonian method and "free-body diagrams" to a multi-body system, one must

first solve analytically for the equations that define the reaction forces and moments that
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occur at the points of interconnection among the set of interconnected bodies—for arbitrary
kinematic and kinetic conditions that may occur during géncral motions of the multi-body
system. This step is relatively straightforward for, say, tWo rigid bodies pin-jointed together
(such as the double-pendulum example presented in many texts). However, as one considers
an -increasing number of such rigid bodies linked together by pin-joints, the step of
.analytically computing the reaction forces and moments at each pin-joint rapidly becomes
mathematically intractable. Similar .analytical obstacies are encountered in applying the
methods of Lagrange, Hamilton, etc. to ‘muiti-body systems of higher order.

This inherent limitation of the classical methods of dynamics for deriving equations
of motion for multi-body systems has only recently begun to be recognized by industry

-practitioners, educators, and (a few) textbook Wwriters.

Further progress in the analysis and control of multi-body systems is inextricably

linked to progress in overcoming the aforementioned fundamental limitation of the classical
methods of dynamics. Fortunately, a new method for developing dynamic equations of
motion, which effectively overcomes the aforementioned limitations of classical methods, has
been discovered by Prof. Thomas Kane of Stanford University. This method, hereafter
referred to a Kane’s Method, was, in fact, developed and first published in the late 1960’s

[5], but has become widely recognized as the fundamental contribution that it really is, only

in the last decade, [6] - [7].

tJ
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The basic theory and methodology for Kane’s method of dynamic modeling is
developed, and illustrated by numerous examples, in a recent text [8]. The reader is referred
1o that text for further technical details. The essential feature of Kane’s method, from the
practitioner’s point-of-view, is that regardiess of the number of bodies in a muiti-body
system, the exact equations of motion can be developed by a well-defined, tractable,
systematic procedure involving oniy the simpiest concepts from an introductory course in 3-

dimensional dynamics.

The striking simpiicity of Kane’s methodology for deriving the -exact equations of

motion for a complex, multi-body system has inspired David Levinson and his associates to
develop a fully automated digital computer program that automatically executes Kane’s
methodology, and prints out the final equations of motion, for an “arbitrarily" given. complex.
multi-body system with complex interconnections . This program, called Autolev®is now
commercially available! and was used in this study to derive, in minutes, the horribly
complicated exact equations of (planar) motion for the generic 3-link model of an MPMSP,
as shown in Figure 2.1. An attractive feature of the Autolev program is that it will, at the

user’s request, automatically convert the final equations of motion into Fortran code for

1 OnLine Dynamis, Inc., 1605 Honfleur Dr., Sunnyvale, CA 94087, (408)-736-9566
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subsequent automatic input into the user’s existing simulation program, such as Marx-X. etc.
In this way, Awolev allows the user to go from the initial ﬁxﬁnually input "description” of the
multi-body configuration to be modeled, to a working "simulation” of the multi-body system
on a digital computer, in minutes, with no intervening printouts, recopying, paperwork,
coding or translating. This complete climination of virtually all human chores in the
modeling and computer simulation of complex multi-body systemms Tepresents a major
contribution to the industrial community, but ciearly -places ‘strong Tequirements on the
qualitative COITectness and quantitative accuracy of the user’s initial input "description” of
the multi-body configuration to be studied. Indeed, using Autolev one can go from the
description of the multi-body system to computer plots of the system dynamic response

without ever secing the system’s .equations of motion!

Planar Motion

The generic MPMSP 3-link configuration shown in Figures 2.1 and 3.4 was manually
input into the Autolev program by describing, symbolically, the geometry {¢, 8;, 85, X, y}
of the overall link-arrangement, the locations {¢yp 2;} of the centers of gravity of the
respective links, the inertia and mass values (J;, M;), the experiment control torques (T;) at
each pin-joint, and the platform control and external disturbance torques (T, T,). Using
this symbolic description of the muiti-body system, the Auolev program executed Kane’s

Method to arrive at the exact equations of motion for the planar-motion case. Those
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equations of motion consist of a set of five, »nd order, inertia-coupled ordinary differential
equations which Autolev prints-out in the form (all the terms shown on the right side of (4.1}

are printed-out on the left side in Autolev).

27 & Iy O %29 B, +z39 ¢ w3 0 = m-TTe (4.1a)
-Zyg ¢ I3 61 +0 +Z3y { =235 f = -245-T) (4.1b)
Zp ¢ 0 2y, 8, -z3g ¢ vz B = 2401 (4,1¢)
g ¢ *Z3 6, -z3 8 -Za ¢ +0 = I (4.1d)
23y @~ B, +39 6 0 “Z41 N = Ig3 (4.1e)

where { and n denote, respectively, the absolute displacement of the c.g. of the platform in
the direction of the platform longitudinal axis L and in the direction N which is normal to
L (see Figure 3.4). The z symbols in (4.1) Tepresent (typically long, complicated, non-
linear) fumctions of {681,682, &8y, Mo Mz, Jo I3 32» Loy top Ly 22)- In particular, the
term z,7 in (4.1a) is the augmented inertia function as cited in (3.24b)

J g = 227 (4.2)
The actual, raw, hard-copy print-outs of (4.1) as generated Ausolev, for which the definitions

of 2 in (4.2), and the other z; in (4.1) can be inferred, are reproduced in Figure 4.1 where
ul=g¢; u2 = 6; u3 =6; ud = ¢; uS = n. Additional Autolev print-out data relevant to

the model (4.1) is reproduced in Appendix A of this report.
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-+ (145) R = 1l: m7xUl —Z2B#U2 —Z29#UT ' +Z U4 +ZT1#US-ZI32 W)= ¢
-> (146) R = 23 -728#U1 ‘—Z33#U2 '+Z34%U4 ' -Z35%US '+236q® = 0
y 2

~-% (147)

_709xU1 —Z37#UT—Z38%U4 +I39%US +21404WD) = ¢

mn
It
7]

f —> (148) R = 41  Z30#U1 +Z34#U2°'-Z3IB#UT -Z41#U4°-242 = O
‘i —>.:4149) R-=:51  Z31#U1 '-Z3I58U2 +II94US'-Z414U5'—~243 = o)
o
-> (101) R = 1: ( (= (—COS (THETA2) #L02-1.2) # (-COS (THETA2) *L02-L2) -L

02#L 02#SIN (THETA2) #SIN(THETAZ2) ) #M2+ (- (COS (THETA1) #LO1+L1)
* (COS (THETA1) #L01+L 1) ~LO1%LO1*SIN(THETA1)*SIN(THETA1 ) ) =M}
-JQ=J 1—32)@ (=(COS(THETA1)#LO1+L1)*L1#Mi-J1) *(Ug+ ( (—CQ
S(THETA2) #L02-L2) #L2#M2-J2) @ (( (~=COS(THETAZ2) L. 02-L2) #5
IN(THETAZ2) +C0S (THETAZ2) #LO2#SIN(THETAZ2) ) #M2+ ( (COS (THETA1) *
LO1+L1)#SIN(THETAL1) -COS(THETA1) #LOI#SIN(THETA1) ) #M1 )(@
( (— (-COS(THETAZ) #L.02-L2) #COS(THETAZ2) +LO2#8IN(THETAZ) #SIN(
THETA2)deM2+ (— (COS(THETAL1) #L01+L1) *COS‘(THETAI )=LO1#SIN(TH
ETA1)#SINTTHETAL) )+#Mi )( ((LUI+U2) #LO1#SIN(THETA1) +COS
(THETA19@34—L 0148 IN (THETA1 »#U2¢BIN (THETA1I#US) #U1+ (COS (TH
ETA14aUASTINITHETAL ) #US)#U2-COBITHETAL ) #U2#U4-SIN (THETAL)
#U2eU%)-# (COS (THETAL) #L01+L 1)+ ( (= (COS(THETA1) #LO1+L 1) # (U1~
U2)+COSTTHETAL ) #L01 #U2-C0S (THETA1) #US—-L1#U2+SIN(THETAL ) *U
4)=Ui—{telI2aU2) #LO1#SIN (THETA19MM 1~ (— ( (= (~COS (THETA2) #L O
2—1.2)‘18;—#113) ~CO0S (THETAZ2) #L02#U3-C0S (THETA2)#US+L2#U3+SIN
(THETAZ2) #U8) #U1+L2#UI*U3) #LO2#SIN(THETA2) + ( (= (U1+U3) % 02%
SIN(THETAZ2) +COS (THETAZ2) #Ua+LO02#SIN(THETA2) #U3+SIN (THETAZ)
#US) #U1+ (COS (THETA2) #U4+SIN(THETA2) #US) #US~COS (THETAZ2) *UZ
#US—-SIN(THETA2) #UI#US) # (~COS(THETA2) #L02-L2) ) #M2+W = ©
Figure 4.1  Acmal Print-Out of Exact Equauons of (Plapar)
Modon for 3-Link Generic MPMSP Model, Fig.

2.1. as Automatically Dernived by Awoier,
Program. é
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(102) R = 2: (—(COS(THETAI)*L01+L1)*Ll*ﬂl—Jl)@*-(-Jl—Ll*Ll*

{103)

m)@u*m*sm (THETAL )CUS(THETM)*Lum-@-( ( (U1

+U2)#LO1#SIN(THETA1)+COS(THETA1) #U4—-LO1#SIN(THETA1) *U2+S]
N(THETA1) #US) «U1+(COS(THETAL1 : #U4+SIN(THETA1) #US) xU2-COS (T

HETAL1) #U2#U4-SIN(THETAL1) #*U2#US) #L1#M1+W1 = O

R = 3: ( (=COS(THETAZ2) #L02-L.2) % 2#M2-J2) Ui7 (=J2-L2%L2*
NZ)@LZ*MZ*SIN (THETA2) #U4 )+COS (THETA2) *L2*M2¥U-=:T+ ((=(U
1+U3) #LO2#SIN(THETA2) +COS(THETA2) #U4+L O2#SIN(THETAZ) #UZ+S
IN(THETAZ2) #US) #U1+ (COS(THETA2) #U4+SIN (THETAZ) #US) #*US-COS ¢

THETAR) #UI#UA-SIN (THETA2) #UUI#LIS) # 2#M2+W2 = ©

Figure 4.1  Actual Print-Out of Exact Equatons of (Planar)
Moton for 3-Link Generic MPMSP Model, Fig.
21, as Auwomarncally Denved by Auboiev,

Program.
7



-+ (104)
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R o= 4: =G (THETAZ) #L02-L2) #SIN(THE" ) +COS(THETAZ) *
LOZ*SIN(THETA2))*M2+((CDS(THETAI)*LOI+L1)*SIN(THETAI*—COS

(THETA1) *LO1*SIN(THETAL) ) #M1) #U1 L1#M1%SIN(THETAL) €U ~L

— —
Z*ME*SIN(THETAZ)iUZ’#(—MO-MI-MQ)*U4“—(((—(—CDS(THETAZ)*LO

E—LZ)*(U1+U3P—COS(THETQZ)*LOZ*U:-CDS(THETA:)*US+L2*U3+SIN
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THETA2)+CDS(THETA2)*U4+L02*SIN(THETA2)*U3+SIN(THETAZ)*US)
*U1+(CGS(THETAZ)*U4+SIN(THETA2)*U5)*U3-C05(THETA2)*U3*U4—
SIN(THETAZ)*US*US)*SIN(THETAZ))*MZ—(-(((U1+U2)*L01*SIN(TH
ETAl)+CDS(THETA1)*U4-LOI*SIN(THETA1)*UZ*SIN(THETAI)*US)*U
1+(COS(THETA1)*U4+SIN(THEWA!%‘UB%*UZ-CDS(THETAI)*UZ*U4—SI
N(THETAI%‘UZ*US)*SIN(THEIQI%*((-(COS(THETAI)§L01+L1)*(U1+
U2)+CDS(THETAI)*LOI*UZ#CDB(THETAl)*U5—L1*U2+SIN(THETA1)*U

4)*U1—L1*U2*U2)*COS(THETAX)4*M1+HO*U1*US = Q

R = O ((—(—CDS(THETAZ)*LO2:L2)*CDS(THETAZ%*LOZ*SIN(THE
TA2)*SIN(THETA2))*M2+(—TCUSTTHETA1)*L01+L1VGCOS(THETA1)-L

—
OI*SIN(THETAI)*SIN(THETAI))*H!)(EE:}CDS(THETAl)*LI*MI*UZ’
S—

+CDS(THETA2)*L2*H2*U3i#(—"O—Ml—ﬂZ)*US"((((U1+U2)*L01*SIN
.

(THETAI)+CDS(THETA1)*U4—L01*SIN(THETA1)*U2+SIN(THETA1)*US
)*U1+(COS(THETAI)*U4+SIN(THETA1)*US)*U2—COS(THETA1)*U2*U4
-SIN(THETA!)*U2*U5)*CDS(THETA1)+((—(CDS(THETAI)*L01+L1)*(
U1+U2)+CDS(THETA1)*LOI*UZ—COS(THETA!)*US-LI*U2+SIN(THETA1
)*U4)*U1-L1*U2*U2)*SIN(THETAI))*Ml—(((—(-CUS(THETAZ)*LOZ—
L2)*(U1+U3)—CDS(THETAZ)*LO2*U3—CDS(THETAZ)*U5+L2*U3+SIN(T
HETAZ)*U4)*U1+L2*U3*U3)*SIN(THETAZ)+((-(U1+U3)*L02*SIN(TH
ETA2)+CDS(THETAZ)*U4+LO2*SIN(THETA2)*U3+SIN(THETA2)*US)*U
1+(CDS(THETAZ)*U4+SIN(THETAZ)*US)*US—CDS(THETAE)*US*U“—SI

N(THETAE)*U3*U5)*COS(THETAZ))*MZ-MO*UI*U4 = O

Figure 4.1 Actual Print-Out of Exact Eguanons of (Pianar)
) Moton for 3-Link Generic MPMSP Model. Fig.
2.1. as Auwomancally Derived Dy Autoieve
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4.5 Validation of the Autolev-Generated Equations of Motion for the 3-Link MPMSP
Generic Model

As indicated in Section 4.3, the Autolev program will, at the user’s request.
automatically convert the model (4.1) into Fortran code that can then be immediately input
into an existing "dynamic-system simulation program,” such as Marix-X, etc. This was done
for the present study (using Matrix-X installed on a UAH 486/33 PC). A listing of that
Autolev-generated Fortran code is shown in Appendix A. The resulting Mairix-X simulation
of the 3-link MPMSP model was nexercised” for some representative end-link, back-and-forth
siewing motions (controlied via T,, T,) with the platform controlier T, and external torques
T, set to zero. The results obtained, using the parameter-values listed in Table 5.1, are
shown in Figures 4.2, 4.3, and their seeming agreement with what one would intuitively
expect served to establish our confidence in the validity of both the mathematical model
(4.1) and the Matrix-X simulation implementation, via the Fortran code generated by
Autolev.

An innovative and useful feature of the Autolev-generated Fortran simulation code
is that it automatically computes and prints out the time-variation of the total linear
momentum and total anguiar momentum of the multi-body system being simulated. This
feature allows the user to easily verify that the simulated multi-body system does, indeed,
obey known momentum-conservation conditions, when they apply. In our validation runs
described above, where T (t) = Te(t) = 0, the torques T4(t), To(t) controlling the end-link

motions were "internal torques" with respect t0 the system and, therefore. shouild not have
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altered the system’s total angular momentum. That conservation of total angular momentuim
of the overall system was indeed evidenced in the simulation -prim-out of instantaneous total
angular momentum values vs. time ¢ as shown in the typical result in Table 4.1 and Figure
4.4,

In the next chapter, the "exact" Autolev-based computer simulation of the 3-link
generic MPMSP model described in this section, is used as a test-bed tO verify the
effectiveness of the previously designed DAC platform controller (3.45), (3.32), (3.37) in
keeping the platform quiet in the face of a general class of controlled end-link motions 8(t),

8,(t) and some representative external disturbance torques T.(t).
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Figure 4.2

Representative Plots from Simulation Validation
Tests of the Model (4.1) with T(t) = T(t) = 0;
T,(t) = sinusoidal at freq. w;. i = 1,2 (Case: 0y =
0.33; w, = 0.5.)
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Figure 4.3  Representative Plots from Simulation Validation
Tests of the Model (4.1) with T(t) = T (t) = 0;
T;(t) = sinusoidal at freq. w;, 1 = 1,2 (Case: 0y =
0.75; w5 = 1.0.)
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SUBROUTINE ANGMOM{T.u 1 HNZ.HNI.H

IMFLICIT DOUBLE FRECIS.UN (A-I°

DIMENSION U{17?

COMMON/CZEES,/ Z (45

COMMON/CPAR/JO.Ji.JZ.MO.MI.M:.PI.DEETGRAD.RADTDDEG.L01.Lo:.Lz.;:;
Lz.HLl.KLo.HR:.sz.HR@.CENTERL.AMP1.OMEGAl.CENTERE.AMP:.DMEG;:

PHI = Ule?
THETAL = U7
THETAZ = U(E.
PHIARSINT = U9

PHIINTI = U1

THELINT = UC1D)

THEZINT = UL

Xg1 = Ui

X02 = U(14)

701 = U1D)

02 = U1&e)

0% = U<17)

g1 = DSIN(THETALl)

Cc1 = DCOS(THETA1l)

g2 = DSIN(THETAZ)

c2 = DCOS(THETAI)

ZH1 = U(4)*Z(45)-U(S) *Z (44)
IH2 = Ci#L1+L01—-Z(44)

ZHI = L1%#81-2(45)

IH4 = C1#Z2(11)-S1%Z(12)

IHS = C1#Z¢12)+S1%#Z(11)

IHé = ZH2%ZHS-ZH3*#ZH4

IH7 = —C2%L2-L02-Z (44)

ZHB = -L2x*52-Z(435)

IHS = C2#Z(20)—82%Z (21)
IH1O = Co#Z (21)+82%Z (20)
IH11 = ZH1O*ZH7—ZHB*IH®

HN1 = Q.0

HNT = Q.U

HNZ = JO*U(1)+J1*Z{13)+J2*Z(22)+M0*ZH1+M1*ZH6+M2*ZH11
HN = DSORT (HN1#HN1 =+ HNZ#HN2 + HN3I#HNI)
RETURN

END

Table 4.1
Autolev Set-Up for Plotting Instantaneous Total Angular Momentum Vaiues vs. Time
for a Typical Simulation Validation Run: T.=Te=0,T, T, =0
[Table Continued Next 3 Pages) T
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Figure 4.4  Time-Plots of Variation in Total Angular
Momentum of 3-Link Generic MPMSP Model
During Validation Tests in Figures 4.2 and 4.3.
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Chapter 5

PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF THE DISTURBANCE-ADAPTIVE
PLATFORM CONTROLLER USING AN “EXACT" SIMULATION OF THE
3-LINK GENERIC MPMSP MODEL IN PLANAR MOTION

In this chapter we present the closed-loop simulation resuits obtained by exercising
the "exact" dynamic model (4.1) of the 3-link generic MPMSP system using a simulation of
the proposed disturbance-adaptive platform controller designed in Section 3.6 of Chapter
3. The results clearly show the effectiveness of the platform controller in identifying and
adapting to the kind of compiex, uncertain, time-varying disturbances that will be common
on any realistic MPMSP. In addition, the simulation results in this chapter provide vivid
evidence of the "controlier-induced destabilization” phenomena described in Chapter 1;
namely, that the individually stable, pointing/tracking controliers associated with each on-
board experiment can, under certain conditions, begin "fighting" with each other, with the
result that the entire MPMSP then undergoes a chaotic-like motion that can lead to

instability of the entire MPMSP system.

5.1 Overview of the Performance Evaluation Test Procedure

The purpose of the simulation tests described herein is to demonstrate that the
disturbance-adaptive platform controller (3.32), (3.37), (3.45) controlling the "exact" dvnamic
model (4.1) of the 3-link system of Figure 2.1 does indeed regulate the platform angular
motion ¢(t) to essentially zero, in the face of a general class of experiment pointing/siewing

motions (end-link motions) 6,(t), 8,(t). For this purpose, the two experiment (torque)

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson ' Chapter 5, Final Report
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controllers T;(), T,(-) that control 8,(t), 8,(t) respectively, were designed as conventional

Proportional, Integral, Derivative (PID) controllers, having the form

t
T; = ki1 (Bic - 8;) + ki26; + ki3 J {Bic(r)-8;(n)}ar (5.1)
’ i=1,2
swhere the k,-j ,j = 1, 2, 3 are constant controller gains chosen to make each 6,(t) accurately
track the given time-varying "command" motion 6, (t) - - assuming a quiet platform
¢(t) = 0. The commanded scanning motions 6, (t) for the two experiments were assumed
to have the biased-sinusoid form
B;c(t) = 8;o + 65, sin(wyt) ;i=1,2 (5.2)
swhere the values of the parameters {6,,, 6,,, w; } were chosen to simuiate generic
=experiment slewing .commands.
The two experiments’ controlied, but un-coordinated, siewing motions 8,(t), 8,(t)
impart an uncertain, random-like "reaction torque" on the center-link (platform) in Figure

2.1. We will assume those reaction torques cannot be directly measured in real-time. In

addition to the reaction-type sources of platform disturbances, a separate and more general
type of uncertain, unmeasurabie external disturbance torque T,(t) was considered to act on
the platform, simulating the combined effects of uncertain gravity gradient torques, solar
pressure torques from the solar panels, and any other external sources of torques that might
act on an actual MPMSP. Accordingly, the generic waveform structure of T,(t) was assumed

to be represented by

UAH / ECE Dept. / Dr. C. D. Johnson
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Te(t) = C; + Cot + Cot* + Cy sin w,t + Cs cos wyt (5.3)
where w, w,, are presumed known characteristic ﬁeqﬁcncics of To(t)and the C..i= 1.2, ...
5, are weighting "constants” that may occasionally jump in value in a once-in-a-while fashion
as in Figure 3.1. 'Thus, (5.3) is a spline-function model of T(t) that can emuiate a rich
variety of uncertain environmental torques that an actual MPMSP might experience on-
station.

The cffectiveness of the platform controlier in regulating ¢(t) +0, and maintaining
¢(t) = 0 for an extended period of time, was tested by starting with ¢(t,) » 0 and
commanding 8,(t), 8,(t) to track the continually varying 6,.(t) in (5.2) while the platform was
Ssubjected to a given persistent disturbance T,(t) in (5.3). In some runs, T(t) was set to zero
for comparison purposes.

The resulting time-variations of {8,(t), 8,(t), ¢(t), T(t), T.(t)}, obtained from the
simulation, were then piotted.

5.2 Parameter Values Used in the Simulation Tests

As explained in Chapter 1, Section 1.4, the main focus of this research effort was to
develop and demonstrate a new control concept that could form the technology basis for
designing high-performance platform controllers for MPMSP-type projects. Thus, the
numerical parameter-values selected for the simulation exercises were not chosen to
represent any specific MPMSP, or specific experiments, that may be currently under
consideration, but rather to represent a size/scale range that seemed reasonable for a generic

MPMSP system configured in the form of the simplified 3-link model in Figure 2.1. Based
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on these considerations the parameter-values for the 3-link model in Figures 2.1, 3.4 were

chosen as shown in Table 5.1 below: (values shown are in non-dimensional units)

M, = | mass of platform (center link) = 100.0
M, = | mass of right-link (Experiment #A) = 5.0
M, = | mass of left-link  (Experiment #B) = 7.5
Jo = | rotational moment of inertia of -platform wrtcg. | = 100.0
1, =|" " " ! might-link warteg. | = 5.0
I, =" " " " HJeft-link  wrteg | = 7.5
Lo1 = | (See Figure 3.4) = 2.0
Lo = | " ) = 2.0
£, = | ( " ) = 1.5
2, = | ( " ) = 2.0

Table 5.1 Simulation Parameter Values for 3-Link MPMSP Model
in Figures 2.1, 3.4 (Values are in non-dimensional units)
The gains k,-j for the PID experiment controllers (5.1) at each end link were chosen
to yield closed-loop 8;(t)-dynamics having their 3 closed-loop poles (under the idealized
assumption that ¢(t) = 0) as follows:

Case 1: Both experiments have their 3 closed-loop poles set at

ll = 12 = 13 = -1 (5.4)
Case 2: Both experiments have their 3 closed-loop poles set at

The 229 order ideal-model (3.43) for the closed-loop platform dynamics ¢(t) was
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chosen to have the parameter values
£ =0.89 ; w, = 4472 (5.6)

which correspond to the two closed-loop poles

Aip=-40=j20 (5.7)
The gains k; for the composite plant/disturbance observer (3.32) were designed to place the
five poles A; of the associated estimation eTror dynamics (3.33) at the locations:
Ay = Mg = = Ags =-3.0 (5.8)
The specific sinusoidal scanning commands (5.2) for the end-links were chosen as follows:
the Right-Li
8;c(t) = 170 + 30.0 sin (145 t) (5.9)
For the Left-Link
8,(t) = 0 + 25 sin (1.60 1) (5.10)

Finally, the initial-conditions for the angles ¢, 6,, 6, in Figure 2.1 were chosen as

¢ (0) = 30
8,(0) = 200
8,00 = 00 (5.11)

Using the numerical parameter values in Tabie 5.1 and in (5.4) - (3.11), the
Autolev/Matrix-X simulation was exercised for a run-time of 40 - 50 units. Some
Tepresentative resuits obtained for Case 1 of (5.4) are shown in Figures 5.1 - 5.4, where it
can be seen that ¢(t) is gracefully regulated to the desired value ¢(t) = 0, and is closely

maintained there, while the two end-links undergo their continuous back-and-forth scanning
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Closed-Loop Simulation Results for the Case 1
Configuration (5.4) with Tg(t) = 0:, 0, = 1.45,
w- = 1.60; (a) 8; , (b) 8, [results cont’d. in Fig.
5.2}
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Figure 5.2  Closed-Loop Simulation Results for the Case 1
Configuration (5.4) with Te(t) = 0:. 0 = 1.42.
102 = 1.60
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motions (5.9), (5.10). In other simulation runs for Case 1 of (5.4), the initial-conditions
(5.11) were varied over a wide range with results essentially the same as shown in Figures
5.1-54.

Thus it can be concluded that for the Case 1 configuration defined in (5.4) the
‘proposed platform controller does indeed achieve and maintain a "quiet" platform ¢(t) = 0,
in the face of the typical equipment scanning motions 8,(t), 8,(t) associated with the
scanning commands (5.9) , (5.10) —provided the two experiment controllers have their
individual closed-loop poles set at A; = A, = A3 = -1. The reader is cautioned that this
conclusion is highly dependent on the assumption of a Case 1 configuration (5.4) for the
experiment controller closed-loop poles. In the next section, it will be demonstrated that a
-seemingly innocuous tightening of the experiments’ individual closed-loop responses (i.e.
placing the experiment closed-loop poles deeper into the left-half plane as in Case 2,
Equation (5.5) will result in the onset of instability for the whole MPMSP system!

53  Simulation Results for the Case 2 Configuration (5.5)

The simulation runs associated with Figures 5.2, 5.2 were repeated with exactly the
same parameter values, with the exception that the individual experiment’s ciosed-loop poles
were moved deeper into the left-half plane in accordance with Case 2 defined in (5.5). The
corresponding plots of ¢(t), 8;(t), 8,(t), etc. are shown in Figures 5.5 and 5.6, where it can
be seen that the platform tilt ¢(t) in this case does not approach zero, but rather oscillates
with increasing amplitude. This overall system instability is physically due to the individual

experiment’s controllers being foo reactive to the platform base-motions induced by each
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experiments’ motions 6;(t). In particular, it appears that the integral-terms in the
experiments’ PID controllers (5.1) are too reactive (i.e. respond too quickly) to the platform
base-motion disturbances ¢(t) in the Case 2 configuration.

Of course, technically all the system parameters play some roie in creating a condition
of dynamic instability, but the experience gained in exercising the Case 1 and Case 2
configurations seems to suggest that the controller gains ki, associated with the integral-terms
of the PID controliers (5.1) are the primary determinants of the observed instability. For
example, if the integral-term gains k;, in (5.1) for each experiment controlier are set to zero,
while in the Case 2 configuration (5.5), the system once again becomes stable. In that case,
the local experiment controllers have only two (2) closed-loop poles each. However, if the
Temaining (P.D.) gains (k;; kj) in (5.1) are then re-adjusted to place those 2 experiment
controller ciosed-loop poles at A; =4,= 4.0 (for each experiment), it was observed that the
system instability reappeared.
5.4  An Analytical Approach to_the Analysis and Prediction of Conditions that Cause

MPMSP System Instability

The stable and unstable performances experimentally observed in the closed-loop
simulation studies of Cases 1 and 2 in (5.4), (5.5) as described in the preceding two sections
can, in principle, be studied analytically by linearizing the “exact" nonlinear system model
(4.1) and employing the classical Routh/Hurwitz stability conditions on the resulting linear,
constant cocfficient model [with the linear platform controller (3.32), (3.37), (3.45) and linear

experiment controllers (5.1) installed]. In this way one can develop a set of simultaneous,
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algebraic inequalities (involving the various controller gains and system parameters) that
define the necessary and sufficient conditions for overall stability of the MPMSP system.
This would permit a more definitive assessment of the precise conditions, among the system
parameters, that trigger the on-set of controller-induced destabilization in this class of
MPMSP problems. However, the set of algebraic inequalities so obtained will undoubtedly
be rather large in number (>7) and will most surely be very complicated and nonlinear in
structure. Consequently, the user "visualization" of the exact parametric stability conditions
corresponding to those Routh/Hurwitz inequalities may be somewhat elusive.

An attempt to develop the Routh/Hurwitz stability inequalities, using the
aforementioned procedure, was initiated near the end of the period of performance for the
present contract. However, the time available did not permit completion of that attempt.
This is an important area for further study in any follow-on effort.

5.5  Summary of Chapter 5

The simulation studies described in this Chapter have verified that the proposed
MPMSP disturbance-adaptive platform controller (3.32), (3.37), (3.45) can, in principle,
achieve ¢(t) =~ 0 while identifying and adapting to the kind of persistent, complex
disturbances induced by the motions 8;(t), 6,(t) of experiment equipment mounted on the
platform. The simulations have aiso revealed that even with the platform controller
installed, the potential for the local experiment controllers in an MPMSP to begin "fighting"
each other, and thereby triggering instability of the entire MPMSP system, as described in

Chapter 1 of this report, is very real. In fact, it appears that rhis instability liability will exist
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for any realistic form of platform controller. The challenge, therefore. is to understand the
exact mechanism of this instability and to design the platform and experiment controllers
(and other features of the MPMSP) to vield a comfortable margin of "overall system

stability" under all operating conditions.
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Chapter 6

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER WORK

6.1 of Findings and Lessons [ earned
This study has revealed that the analytical modeling of the dynamics of a Multir

Pointing-Mount Space Platform (MPMSP) is a surprisingly complicated task. even
structural flexibilities are negiected and even if only planar rotational motions a
considered. It appears that all of the traditional principles of classical dvnamics are woefu
inadequate for deriving the "exact" equations of motion for MPMSP-type systems. On ti
other hand, the relatively new (circa 1968) method of dynamic modeling developed by Kar
[8] appears to be ideally suited for rapidly deriving the exact equations of motion f.
MPMSP-type systems. Kanes’ method, as embodied in Levinson’s computer-aided modeli:
program, Autolev®, was used in this study to automatically derive the exact equations
planar motion (4.1) for the generic MPMSP as shown in Figure 2.1.

The principles of Disturbance-Accommodating Control (DAC), with son
modifications, were used here to derive and demonstrate a new control concept f
stabilizing the platform motions ¢(t) in the generic MPMSP model. This new platfor
controller concept does not rely on the direct, real-time measurement of the "disturbanc:
torques" induced on the platform by the respective experiment motions, but rather uses

"disturbance-observer" to identifv the resultant of those disturbance torgues. in real-um

from measurements of only the platform motions ¢(t). The resulting controller is abie -
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quickly adapt to a rather wide variety of environment. equipment. and experiment-reiat
uncertain, time-varying disturbances of the type thar are expected in a realistic MPM
project.

In a typical MPMSP, the maintenance of a "quiet” piatform (i.e. ¢(t) = 0) is obviou
essential for preventing one experiment’s motions from interfering with the precis:
pointing requirements of other (simultaneously acting) experiments. A not sO 0bvious &
uncovered in this study, is that a sufficiently quiet platform is aiso essential for preven:
the independent experiment controllers from "“fighting" each other (overly reacting to
disturbances that each experiment’s motions induce on the other experiments. via
platform "base-motions") and thereby triggering an unexpected violent instability of -
entire MPMSP system. This overall instability tends to be counter-intuitive because it ¢
occur even though the individual experiment controllers, and the platform controller, are
very stable. In fact, experimental evidence developed in this study suggests that the ove
system instability tends to occur because the individual experiment controllers are 100 sta:
(i.e.. the experiment controliers have their individual closed-loop poles too deep in the |
half plane) and are thus too responsive!

It appears that for any realistic-type platform controller (including the one develo:
here) there will always exist a set of (seemingly stable) experiment controller parameters :
will, in fact, cause instabilitv of the overall MPMSP svstem. The through understanding
this phenomena, and steps one can take to assure it does not occur, should be a major fac

of concern in any planned MPMSP design.
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6.1.1 A Video Animation of the MPMSP Destabilization Phenomena

A video tape recording of a computer-generated animation of the 3-link model.
Figure 2.1, in closed-loop stabie and unstable motion was prepared and provided to MSFC's

Pointing Control Systems Branch, to illustrate this important feature. A description of that

computer-animation program is presented in Appendix B of this report.

6.2 Recommendations for Further Work

The analytical analysis and visualization of the parametric "mechanism of instability"
in an MPMSP system is considered highly important for the safe, effective design and gain-
sizing of both experiment controliers and the platform controller. In any foliow-on effort
this topic should be addressed via the linearization/Routh-Hurwitz methodology outlined in
Section 5.5 of this report.

The platform controller designed herein was based on the worst-case assumption of
having access to only the one measurement ¢(t). Further studies should consider cases in
which one has access to , say, platform rate and acceieration measurements &(t). ¢(t) and
to direct measurement of, say, the controlled torques T(t), T,(t) exerted by the individual
experiment controllers. Such considerations may result in reduced complexity and enhanced

performance of the new platform controller proposed here.
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APPENDIX A

.Autolev-Generated Fortran Code for Simulation
of the 3-Link "Exact" Model
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THE NAME OF THIS PROGRAM IS DACIZL.FOR

(o=
C CREATED EY AUTOLEV ON 0&=0I-1992 AT O7:12:5S
C
IMFLICIT DOUBLE FRECISION (A-=Z:
INTEGEFR JLOOF.NSTEFS.NCUTS.NERS.ILOOF.COUNTER.NFETSE
LOGICAL &STFSZ
EXTERNAL EQNS
CHARACTER MSG(7Z)
DIMENSION U(17)
COMMON/CZEES/Z(45)
COMMON/CPAR/JO,J1,J2,M0,M1,M2,F] ,DEGTORAD.RADTODEG . L1 . Lol i ..
@ LZ,KL1,KLO,KRZ,KR1,KRO,CENTERL,AMF1,OMEGAL ,CENTEFRZ . AMFZ . OMEGE.
COMMON/CONT /W, W1 ,W2, THE1SF, THE25P
COMMON/DFQLST/T,STEF,RELERR ,ABSERR,NCUTS ,NEQS,STFSZ
-
OPEN(UNIT=11,FILE="DACIL.IN ’',STATUS= ' UNKNOWN
OPEN(UNIT=12,FILE="DACIL.0U1 ' ,STATUS= " "UNKNOWN ‘)
OPEN(UNIT=13,FILE="DACIL.0U2"',STATUS="UNKNOWN ')
OFEN(UNIT=14,FILE="DAC3L.0UZ",STATUS="UNKNOWN ')
OFEN(UNIT=15,FILE="DACIL.0U4 " ,STATUS="'UNKNOWN ')
OPEN(UNIT=21,FILE="DAC3IL.H ' ,STATUS='UNKNOWN '
OPEN(UNIT=Z1,FILE="DACIL.CO1 ' ,STATUS="'UNKNOWN ')
FP1 = 4.0DO*DATAN(1.0DO)
DEGTORAD = PI1/180.0D0
RADTODEG = 1.0DO/DEGTORAD
WRITE (%#,6001)
c
FE A 66 H I I IS e I AII AT TSI 6 A6 S 36T 3 2 U 3 B 3 H6 6 2696 9 5

NOTE REGARDING INPUT AND OUTPUT DATA FILES

contain time-nistories of force and/or toraue measure numper:
corresponding to AUXILIARY gemeralized speeds.

%*
*

+*

* The user must supply an input data file to this program. The
* file must be named FILENAME.IN , where FILENAME is obtainedg +<ror
* the first line of this program. The data must be arranged :ir
* accordance with the READ statements that immediately follow <=rm1:
*  NOTE.

-

* The output from the program is sent toc data files whoss mamec
* appear on the screen at the completiorn of each run. The firs=
* column in each output data file contains the time

* running from zero to TMAX in increments of PSTEF. TMAX . FSTEF.
* and STEF are input from the terminal by the user at runtime. STEF
* being the initial integration stepsize, a number that snoula be
* chosen to be less than or equal to PSTEF. The <terminsz. alsc
* prompts the user for a message identifying the run. This messaas
* is printed on each of the output files. Cutput files endin:
* i .0Un contain time—histories of generalizec speedz  anc
* generalized coordinates: files ending in .MRG contairn vimet: -
* energyv, potential energy, and total energy time-nistories: “iles
* ending in .H contain angular momentum time—-historiec: filec emgir-
* 1 JCOn contair time—-nistories of guantities appear:ing gz
* arguments 1 CONTROLE commands: files ending 1r  .SFr  conta:l:
* time-nhistories of SFECIFIED variables: and Tiles encino :r . AuLr
>

>
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-
A A P T He AT I A W F AP e B B A B I I I 6T I BT BB H I A T I I T e e e s

READ (11 .%1 LOl, Lol i o bl bl KL O ERZ R JERD.CENTER L . AME - |
A1L.CENTERZ.AMPZ ,OMEGAT
FEaDolio»)y MO, M1 MT
REARD (11 .¥) JU
REARD(L1 .+ J1
READw1i: %0 JC
READ (L1 %) U1y ,UID) (U(T) (UGG ,U(SD
READ(11,%) PHI.THETAL,THETAZ,PHIAEBSINT ,PHIINTL,THELINT.THEZIN™
.X02,201,2Z02.,20=

C

C
WRITE (% ,6002)
READ ( + ,6002) (MSG(ILOOF) ,ILDOFP = 1,75
WRITE(* ,6009)
READ(# ,%) TMAX,PSTEF.STEFO
NPSTEF = IDINT((PSTEFP-1.D-8)/8STEFO + 1)
STEF = PSTERP/NFSTEF
WRITE(* ,6012)
WRITE(* ,6010) (MSG(ILOOP),ILOOF = 1,75)
WRITE(12,6101)
WRITE(12,6010) (MSG(ILOOP),ILOOF = 1,75)
WRITE(1S,6102)
WRITE(13,6010) (MSG(ILOOP),ILODF = 1{,75)
WRITE(14,6103)
WRITE(14,6010) (MSG(ILOOF),ILOOF = 1,75
WRITE(1S,6104)
WRITE(13,6010) (MSG(ILOOP),ILOOF = 1,75)
WRITE(21,6151)
WRITE(Z1,6010) (MSG(ILOOP),ILOOP = 1,75)
WRITE(Z1,6201)
WRITE(Z1,6010) (MEG(ILOOP) ,ILOCFP = 1,75
WRITE(» ,6011)
WRITE(1Z,6011;

WRITE (¢ ,63500) LO1,.L0Z,01,L2.KLZ,KLLKLO,KRZ,KRL1 ERO,.CENTEE L . &
&% OMEGALl,CENTERZ.AMF2Z,0OMEGAZ

WRITE(12,6500) LO1.LOZ.LL, L2 KL LT KLOERZJERL L ERO.CENTER L. A
% OMEBALl ,CENTERZ.AMFZ.0OMEGAZ

WRITE(* ,6512) JO

WRITE(1Z2,86512) JO
WRITE(+ ,6513) J!
WRITE(1Z,68517: J¢
WRITE(+ ,6514) JZ

WRITE(12,6514: JC

WRITE /» ,66001 MO, M1 MD

WRITE{1Z, 66000 MO M1 ,MZ

WRITE (+ ,e0&C! Clly GUZr U T sUedy JusEs

WRITE(LZ,6601 Uily UiZy UlTi U7 d) ,U(S

WRITE(+» .060l: PHI.THETAI.THETAZ.FHIABSINT ,FHIINT: . THS LI . T=
5 X0 x0ZD.Z00, 202, Z2CC

WRITE(iZ.0600 FPHI,THETAL.THETAZ . PHIARSINT . =T OLLTEELINT O TEE

i
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(@]

M

o

r

. X011, x02,Z01.,202,2Z0°

WRITE (> 60046y TMAX.PSTEF.STEF.STEFO

WRITE(L1Z,6006) TMAX .PSTEF,.STEF,.STEFO

(g = PHI

/7 = THET&!:
Uiy = THETARZ
Ui{@r» = PHIABSINT
Uei1o)r = PHIINT!
giii1:r = THEI1INT
U(12Z) = THEZINT
a1z = X01
Ue14) = X022
udeisy = 201
u¢i1s6) = 202
Ue17y = 20=

WRITE (% ,6007)
WRITE(21,6007)
WRITE(12,6701)
WRITE(13,6702)
WRITE(14,6703)
WRITE(15,6704)
WRITE(Z1,6751)

NEQS = 17

NCUTS = 20

T = 0.0

RELERK = {.0D-8

ABSERR = 1.0D-8

STPSZ = .FALSE.

NSTEPS = IDINT(TMAX/STEP+CQ.1)+1

COUNTER = ©

DO 1000 JLOOF = 1 ., NSTEFS
CALL ZEES(T,U!

IF (COUNTER.EQ.NPSTEF.OR.COUNTER.EDQ.O) THEN
CALL ANGMOM(T,U,HN1 ,HNZ,HNZ ., HN)
WRITE(Z1,6008) T.HNI HNZ.HNZ,HN

WRITE (% ,6005) T.HN1,HN2 HNZ,HN
WRITE(1Z,6005) T,UC1),UM2) U ,U4) U
WRITE(1Z,6005) T,U(s),U(7),U(8),U@), U010
WRITE(14,6005) T,U(11),U012),U013) ., U14) ,U(1S)
WRITE(1S,600%) T,U(16) UL

CALL CNTRL<(T.W

WRITE(T1,6003) T W.W1,WZ, THELES . THEZSF
COUNTER =

ENDIF

M

OUNTEFR = COUNTER + 1
= JJLOOF.EQ.NSTEPS) GO TC 1000
ALl DECOS(EONGS.L.*99.

=

m



1000 SONTINUE
WRITE (%,6999!

STOF
22 WRITE (x,6004;

w001 FORMAT (71X, 'SYSTEM FARAMETERS AND INITIAL COND
s 2x, 'ARE NOW EEING READ FROM THE INFUT F

a00T FORMAT (1X,  INPUT @& DESCRIFTION OF THIS RUN' /.

000 FORMAT (75A1)

c004 FORMAT (1%, 'STEPSIZE HALVED TOO MANY TIMES' /)

6005 FORMAT (&(1X,1PELZ.5)

6006 FORMAT (11X, 'TMAX = IPEI‘.S,' S'/10X, 'PSTEF = ', IFE12.5. ¢
% 'STEP = ',1PE12.5," S (USER INPUT VALUE = ',1PE1Z.5, S

6007 FORMAT (//1X, 'SIMULATION RESULTS ' //7X, T’',11X, HN! ,10X, HNZ
GHNT ', 10X, “HN', /76X, (8) ' ,BX,  (N®M®S) ' ,6X, (N#M®S) ~,6X, (N#M*:
2 (N#M*S) ', /) ‘

L00R FORMAT (//1X, ‘SIMULATION RESULTS'//7X, T ,11X, 'KE ,11X. FE"'.¢
4+ FE',/6X, (S)',8X, (UNITS) ' ,6X, (UNITS) .&6X. (UNITS: .

s00% FORMAT (/1X, 'INPUT TMAX, PSTEF, STEF '/

S
- -
L=z

A I e "/
81X, " TMAX @ FINAL TIME .
&1X, " PSTEP: TIME INTERVAL FOR PRINTING -
&1X, " STEP : MAXIMUM INTEGRATION TIME STEF Y
S D R i =="'/)

6010 FORMAT (1X, ‘#%x ' ,75A1)

6011 FORNAT(//IX,'SYSTEM PARAMETERS ' /)

6012 FORMAT(1X, 'OUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACIL.FOR‘//)

6101 FORMAT(1X, 'FILE: DACIL.O0OUl (DUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACCL.FOR:

6102 FORMAT(1X, 'FILE: DACIL.OUZ (BUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACCL.FOR®

6107 FORMAT (11X, 'FILE: DACSTL.0OUS (OUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACZL.FOR

65104 FORMAT (1X, "FILE: DACIL.OU4 (BUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACIL.FOR

65151 FORMAT (1X, ‘FILE: DACTL.H (QUTPUT FROM PROGRAM DACIL.FOR} -

6201 FORMAT(1X, FILE: DACIL.COD1 (OUTPUT FROM FROGRAM DACTL.FOF

&S00 FORMAT (12X, 'LO1 = " LIPELZ2.3," M'/12X,'LoZ2 = IFEIZ.E. M7 0L
& = ' L1IPEL1Z.T, M‘/i"X L= L,IPELIZ.S, M'/I-X HLZ o= JIFEC
LZUNITS /12X, 'kKLL = " IFE12.5,  UNITS /12X, 'KLO = ", 1FEL1Z.CZ.
&/IZX.'FR‘ = lPEi_.q,' UNITS'/IZX,'KRI = "LIFEI1Z.S.° UNITE
WERO = *L1PE12.S,  UNITS‘/8X, 'CENTER! = " 1PE12.5,  UNITS'/1:
%1 = ',1PE1Z.5,  UNITS'/9X, 'OMEGA! = ',i1PE1Z2.5.  UNITS'/BX,'C
o= IPE 2.5, UNITS /11X, 'AMP2 = ' ,1PE1Z.5S,  UNITEZ /9X, OME
% .1PE1~.¢,' UNITS /)

&512 FORMAT (13X, 'JO = " (1IPEL1Z.S. " KG*M"2 /)

&S17 FORMAT (13X, "J1 '.IFEI-.Q.‘ KG®M2 " /)

5514 FORMAT (13X, "JZ "LIPELZ.S, T KG*M©2Z2' /)

6L00 FDRMAT(i'X MO .1PE1:.5;’ KGE 712X 'M1 = " JIFEIZ.E.  HEET O
&% = T LIFELZ2.S. HE /0

eb01 FDRMAT(/IA. INITIAL CONDITIGNS // /10X, 'Ul{dy = ~,1FELZ.Z. R~¢
L0x, 'UZ(0y = JIFELZ.E, RAD/S' /10X, 'UZ (I = (1FELIZ.C RAD
L. U8 (O = ‘.1PE::.E. MsS /10X, "US(Qr = JIFELZ.Z.  M/T

oalT FORMAT (9%, FHI(O) = " J1PELZ.S, RAD'/6X,’ THETA1|F =  LJIFELD
g0D /62, THETAZ Y =  LJIFEI1Z.E,  RAD /TX, PHIARSINT (O = 1=

UNITS /Sx. PHIINT1()Y = 7 IPELZ.E. UNITE sSx. "THELIINT (O
SELT.S. T UNITS /82X, "THEZINT ) = J1FEIZLE. LNITES /&%, " x01:

CR}GEN’}; v «.?.f



WIFE1I2.5, RAD' /79X, XQZ (O = LJIFELZL S, RAD " /9x " 2010, = .
&S, RAD' /9%, '20Z2¢(0) = "L IPEL1Z.Z, RAD'/9Xx, Z0O3(0 = JIFELT.
&n s

=701 FORMAT (/1% ., 'SIMULATION RESULTS //7x. 7 J1irxn, Ui .11
SoLltEL UL L tiXLUE L6 X IS T L8R (RADSS LS5 (RAD Y
b LTEL O MAEY T UBR LT (M)

70T FORM&ET (/1% , 'BIMULATION RESULTE . /7x. 7 ,.l:a. FHI .&:. T=Z T -
SUTHETATZ CoX. 'PHIABRSINT .TSX, 'PHIINTLI ./ox. (S} .@x, (RAD Lo
S 8%, (RADY L, T7x,  (UNITS) ",6X. "(UNITS) ~ , /)

A70T FORMAT (/773X ., 'SIMULATION RESULTS //7x. 7T ,9X, "THELINT .oo. T
%.8¥. 'X0O1',10Xx, '¥0Z ,10X, Z01 ,/6X, (2) ,BX, (UNITS! .eox. (UN
$7%. (RAD) *,8X,  (RAD) '.8X, (RAD) ",/)

6704 FORMAT (//71X, 'SIMULATION RESULTS //7X, T ,11X,'Z02",10X. "ZCT
%(8) " ,9X, " (RAD) ' ,BX, " (RAD) ", /)

4751 FORMAT(//1X, 'SIMULATION RESULTS //7X, T ,12X, "W ,11X. "Wl .I:
%.9X . 'THELSP ' ,7X, "THE2SF " ,/6X, (S) ", 99X, (N#M) ' ,7X, (UNITS .c
“ITE) " ,6X, (UNITS) ,6X, (UNITS) ,/)

L4999 FORMAT(//1X%, '0OUTPUT IS5 ON FILES: “y, 'DACITL.0OUL ' /22X, 'DACIL.C
&X,'DACEL.DUE'/ZZX,'DAC:L.DU4'/22X,'DACZL.H'/ZZX,'DAC:L.CSI"

END

R
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mm
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SUBRRCUT

IMEL_ I3
DIMENSION

IMNE EGNS(T.U.UDROT
pouEeLE

-
-—
—

(&
—— e
COQEF T

FRECIZION
1T UDOT T,

COMMON/CZEES/Z (45,

COMMON /CFAR ./ J
b LELOLKRZLERL
CDMMDNﬁCGNT/w,Wl.N:.THEISP.THE:SF

LZWELL

Godi .o .M ML MELFI L DEGTORAD . RADTODES . .2
JEROLCENTERL ,AMF L, OMEGAL LCENTERL

o A 4 oem -

CALL ZEES(T,L)

FHI = U(&)
THETAL = U(7)
THETAZ = U(B)
FPHIABSINT = U(S)
FHIINTL = U(10)
THELINT = U(11)
THEZINT = U1
XQ1 = U1

X02 = U4

Z01 = U1

02 = Uu&)

0T = U17)

CALL CNTRL (T,W)

COEF(1,1)
COEF({1,2)
COEF (1.3
COEF (1.4
COEF (1,5}
COEF(Z.1)
COEF{(Z.2)
COEF(2.2)
COEF(Z.4)
COEF(Z.5)
COEF (=, 1)
COEF(Z.2)
COEF (2.0
COEF (T.4)
CQEF(Z,5)
COEF (4.1
COEF (4.0
COEF (4.
COEF
coer
COEF <
COoEF
CBEF
CoEF
CoE=

OO NN o ds 4

I R I NS B SR

(27}
~-Z {28}
-Z(29)
Z {3
2T
-72(2&)
-Z (T2
O, 0
21240
—-Z (ZE)
-Z(29
O, 0
-Z(Z=7)
=Z (=8
Z2(Z9)
Z 200
Z (240

oo

o

il

i

2]
T

I i

-

nwo

E" ;" * et ]
S A

o ORIGINA.
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e

M

nn

MM non on no

i

o

mn

RHS (11 = —w+I (T2
RHS (T = —Wi-Zi(3&
RHS (7' = —WI-I(40;
RHS (4. = I(4Z
FHS (S = 14T

CalLL UMNCUFL {S.COEF.RHS.,UDOT

Ue 18 DEFINED TO EE
UpoT (&) = Ul

U7 18 DEFINED TQ EE
upoT(7) = U2}

yg 1S DEFINED TO EBE
upoT(g) = U

uUg 1S5 DEFINED TO BE
UDCT(9» = ABS(PHI)

FHI

THETAL

THETAZ

FHIAERSINT

Ut IS DEFINED TO EBE FHIINTI

upoT (10 = PHI

Uil IS DEFINED TO EE THEL1INT
UDOT(11) = THE1SP-THETAL

Ui? 15 DEFINED TO EE THEZINT
UDOT (12) = THE2SP-THETAZ

UiT IS DEFINED TO EE XO1
UDOT (1) = X0Z+25.,* (PHI-X01)

uia 1S DEFINED TGO BE X0

UpQT <14y = TO1/J0+W/ JO+250, * (PHI-XO1

Q1= I3 DEFINED TO BE Z0O1

UDCT (1S = Z0Z+1250,

*JO® (FHI-XO1)

Uie 13 DEFINED TO BE Z0Z

UDOT (1&) = ZOF+Z125. *JO*(PHI-XO1)

Ul7 I3 DEFINED TO RE ZOG
UDQT(17) = T125.%JOx (PHI-XQL)

RETURN
ENL

ORIGINAL PARE {7
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SUERROUT INE UNCUFL (MDIM.COES JRHE.UDDT

IMFLICIT DOURLE PREECIZICON (=1

INTEGER NDIM.IFZ{EC

DIMENSION COEF (MDIM.NDIM JRHS(NDIM. JUDET (NDIM:

Lb DECMF:(NDIM.CGEF.NDIH.CDEF.IPE.+QQ1,+Qo:‘
LL SDLVEE(NDIH.CGEF.NDIN.RHS.UDGT.IPSW

Ch
CA
RETURN

WRITE (%,601)
sSTOF

7 WRITE (%,60Z)

STOF
FORMAT (71X, 'ALL ELEMENTS IN A ROW OF COEF ARE ZEROS' /7

FQRMAT ( /1X. ‘& PIVOT ELEMENT ENCOUNTERED IN THE DECOMPOSITICH

z © QF COEF I& ZERO™

END



e

SUEROUTINE ZE
IMFLICIT

DIMENSION U177

COMMON/C
COMMON/CFAR /I .3
! Lo LI LELOKERIZFRD

FHI

DOUEBLE FREZISICH (A=
]
{

IEES/E

4%
k]
4

L&

THETAL = U ({7}
THETAZ = U(&)
PHIABSINT = U(%)

FPHIINT!

Ueion

THELINT = U1l
THE_INT = U(l:)

X01
X0z
01

DT =

0=

g1

0O
—
1

LA T O G T oY o I oY IO o T 8 |
t
}

udla

U(14)
ueLsy
RS Y-P
(KN )

DSIN(THETAL)
DCOS(THETAL)
DSIN(THETAZ)
DCOS(THETAZ)

LO1%S1
CixL Ol
L1+Z42)
LO2#5Z
CoxlL 02
Z+Z (&0
SR JUR N
Uity *uqd:
Crel Ol
LO1*S1%U (2
Cl#U(4)+81*U(C

D+ULLYRZ (1)

udl)y+u(z)
Ci#U(S)-S1%1{3)

ClxU(8)+S1«U (S

= C2%_ 02 *U
Lu TRGEL

*ll\‘l)-@-— -I—Ll(bu—ll(l)-i-zk'l;l
Cowl(S) —Lowl
= Hil)r+de -
= C2RUIS) —STelU(a
= Uilr+Iil8 U
= CZ¥lI{4) +S2*U({(T

i

= L1 e tS =l T »TIDE )+ ¢

Loz MOLML L MZLFILDEGTORAD,
LEROLCENTERL ,AMF L .OMEGAL LCENTERZ.

Cr#U(S)+L1#U(2)=81+U4)+U(1 ) *Z (T

U(1)#Z(y+L(2)*Z(14) =2 (12)®Z (1)

U(l)*Zflﬁ)+U(2)*Z(1é)—Z(11)*2(131

T =824y —Ui 1) RZ ()

Ty 2T +Z (21 #T

2Oy -7

RADTCDEG . Luis

ORIGINA!, |

[ TS |

AME 2, OMES-
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]
!

R
LT
(Z5)
{27

el
(39D
(40)
{431
{42)
(420
(44)

7480

RS R RS B B I I N I o o I ot I S B L R SO 11401

RETURN
END

(RUGINAT, Lo

OF POUS ¥

i

P ST EMIe =T () %D (dr=2 (=t + v Vo~ S

Ji+yeM1eZ (00

Jo+ Z¥MI*T (o
'—CI*Z(I)+51*ZZ?J'¥m1+n::*2<4»—52»2\;3)*M:
v-Cl*Z(?»-El*Zi&z»*M1+T:2*Zu@.+52*z<A::4ﬁ:

Tl RDLE =T LT e T VMl (T (TaArxT (A =T (Ze el o mT

Ji+L 1l 1*ML

Li*M1*S2

Tl 1M1

L1#Mi*Z (170

Jo+L 2 2*MZ

L2%®M2#SZ

C2xl2#M2

L2%M2%xZ (26)

MO+M1+MZ
(—02*2(24)—52*2(26))*M2+(C1*Z<1S)+S1*Z(171\*Ml—MO*Z(’
(—C1*Z(17)+SI*Z(15))*M1+(C2*Z(26)-52*Z(24)1*M2+M0*Z(E'
((—CZ*LZ—LOZ)*M2+(Cl*L1+L01)*Ml)/z(41)

(L1#M1%S1—L 2#M2%82) /Z(41)
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SUBRROUTINE CNTRL T .U
IMFPLICIT DOUBLE PRECISION

4 -

DIMENSION U177

COMMON/CZIEES/Z1{4%:
COMMON/CFAR S JO .S

b

COMMON/CONT /W, W1 . W2, THEL1SF ,, THEZEF

FHI

e =
(&=7

oMo ML ML FI L DEGTORAD . RADTODEG . Lo Lo il w .

2,kL1,KLO,KRD.ERLKROLCENTERL LAMF 1 ,OMEGA L , CENTERZ . AMFZ , OME

= u&)

THETAL = U7
THETAZ = U(8)
PHIABSINT = U(9)

~JO® (7. 0#U (1) +20. O%FHI+24, O%PHIINT1)-201
J1% (KL2% (U (2 +KL 1% (THEI1SP-THETA1 ) +KLO#THELINT?
Jo2R (ER2# (=U(T) Y +ERI* (THE2SP-THETAZ) +KRO*THEZ INT)

PHIINT1 = U(LO)

THELINT = U(11)

THEZINT = U((12)

X01 = U1z

X0Z = U(14)

Z01 = U153

202 = U(1é&)

202 = uUd1?)

81 = DSIN(OMEBGA1*T)

Ci1 = DCOS(OMEGA1*T)

82 = DSIN(OMEGA2+T)

C2 = DCOS(OMEGAZ*T)

W =

Wi =

W =

THE1SF = CENTER1+AMP1%&51
THEZSF = CENTERZ+AMP2xSC
RETURM

END

ORIGINAL FIRT 8
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SUBROUT INE ANGMOM (T, U HNL JHNZ  HNI L HN)
IMFLICIT DOURBLE PRECISION (A-I)

DIMENSION L1770
COMMON/CZEES/ Z (4%
CDMMDN/CFAF G0 Jh .o MO ,ML MZ,F 1L DEGTORAD. RADTWD:L.;T;.;L;._;

5. LITWHEL1LKLOKERI L ERL (KRG, CENTERi AMF1 ,0OMEGA L ,CENTERZ .AMFI. OMZ

PHI = U(é&)
THETAL = U(Y)
THETAZ = U(B)
PHIARSINT = U(9)

PHIINTL = U1
THELINT = U(11)
THEZINT = U((12)
X01 = U133
X0Z = U(14)
Z01 = U(1S)
202 = Udi&)
20T = U1
81 = DSIN(THETAL1)
C1 = DCOS{(THETA1l)
82 = DSIN(THETAZ)
£2 = DCOS(THETAZ)
ZH1 = U(8)*Z(45)-U(S)*Z(44)
ZH? = Cix*L1+L01-Z(44)
ZHT = L1%81-Z2(4%)
ZHE = C1#Z(11)-S1%Z{12)
ZHS = C1#Z{(12)Y+S1%Z7(11)
ZHe = ZHZ*ZHS—-ZHI*ZH4
IHT = —-CIZ#LZ-L0Z-7Z (44)
ZHE = -L.2%#8S2-7<¢45)
ZHS = CZ*Z(Z0)=8SZ*7(21)
ZH1O = C2%Z (21) +8Z*Z (20)
ZH11 = ZH1O%ZH7-ZHB*IH%
HN1 = C.Q
HNZ = €.0
HNZT = JO#U(1)+J1*Z (13 S+ JTRZ (22) +MO®ZH1I+M1 % ZHEO+MZ%ZH1 L
HN = DSERT (HN1#HN1 + HN2¥HN2 + HNTZ%HNT
RETURN
END
ORFﬁNf“ Finnon
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SUBROUTIME DECMFZ(N.~,IDIMLULIFE,,*,»)
IMEFLICZIT DOUEBLE FRECISION (m-1

INTEGER M.IDIM.IFS(N) .I1.0.0.IF.KE,FF L  NML.IDXPT.

DIMENSICON ACIDIM.MNY ,LUCIDIM.MNY (SCALES (10w
ZERO=0,0DC

DO S I=1.N

IFS(I)=1

ROWNRM=0, QDO

po =z J=1,N

LU(I,J)=AI,J)
ROWNRM=DMAX 1 (ROWNRM,DAES (LU(I ,J) )
CONTINUE

IF (ROWNRM.E&. ZERO) RETURN 1
SCALES (I)=1.Q/ROWNRKM
CONTINUE

NMi=N-1

DO 17 k=1 ,NM1

BIG=0.0DO

DO 11 I=k.,N

IP=IPS(I)

SIZE=DAERS (LU(IF.k))*#SCALES(IF)
IF(SIZE.LE.RIG) GO TO 11
BRIG=SIZE

IDXFIV=I]

CONT INUE

IF(RIG.EQ.ZERO) RETURN 2
IF(IDXPIV.EG.FK) BO TO 15
J=IPS (K)

IPS(E ) =IPS(IDXFIV)
IPS(IDXFIV)=a

KP=IPS (D

PIVOT=LU(KF.FE)

ERli=sk+1

DO 1o I=HF1.N

IP=IFS(I)

EM=LLI(IF.K) /FIVOT

LUCIF E)Y=EM

DO 1& Jd=KF1.N
LUCIF,J)=LUCIF,J)—EM*LUF,J)
CONTINUE

CONTINUE
IF(LUCIPS (N) ,N)L.EQ.ZERGC!) RETURN =
RETURRM

END
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Clalirma, i
CF PCOR QUALITY

SURROUTIMIE SOLVEZ !
TMRLICIT DOuelLE FREDI
INTEGFESR L .o im.IFl,IM
DIMENSION U IDIMGMG sl
(R I AV L

soli=ROIFS 0L

DO = I=Z.M

IF=IFS (I

IMi=1-1

SUM=0, ODO

DO 1 J=1.,IM1
SUM=SUM+LU(IF,J)*X {J)
CONTINUE

X{Iy=R{IFH»-SUM

CONTINUE
¥ANY=X (N) ALUCIFS (MY SN
DO 4 IBACK=Z.N
I=NFi-IBACK

IF=IFRS(I:

IFiI=1+1

SUM=0, ODO

DO = J=IF1,NM
SUM=SUM+LU{IF.,J)*X{J}
CONTINUE

X¢I1=¢(X({I)»=8UM) /LUCIF,I)

RETURN
END

el
BEoSr ... 20 INM
LN
rd
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=18
QT

10O

ORIGINAL PR !
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SUBRCUTINT DEDS /-

IME_IZI7 DOUE D

INTEGES I..IUTz

GoICA. DE_.ETEZC

THTERNAML =

COMMON DFOLET T L ETER RE L LABSUNCUTZ L NED 5T
DIMENSICON SO 020l or {2000 CFZ{Z00: v (200 Y2 (200,

DATA HC/L.DDO

CHECE FOR INITIAL ENTRY AND ADJUST HZ, IF NECESSAFR:

IF(NEG.NE.D)Y G TO 10
HC=STEF
RETURN
IF(STEF.EL.,0.ODO)Y RETURN 1
CHANGE DIRECTION, IF REQUIRELD.
IF(HC*STEF)Y 20,270,400
HC=-HC
GG TC 40
HC=STEF
SET LOCAL VARIABLES
EPSL=REL
FINAL=T+STEF
H=HC
TT=T+H
T=F INAL
HZ=H/Z. QDO
H3=H/Z. 0D
Hé=H/&. QDO
H8=H/&8.0DO
MAIN KEUTTA-MERSON STEF
IF((H.GT.u.0DO.AND,.TT.6GT.FINAL).OR.,
(H.LT.O.0DOLAND.TT.LT.FINALY Y GO TO 1907
CALL FI{TT=-H.Y.FM
DO 7O i=1.NEC
Y10 =FOI y T+ 7 D
CTT=ZL0%HIT, YL L F L
DO g0 I=1.NEC
YI(I ' ={(FO{I)+=F1{(I))*Ha+Y (I}
CALL F/TT-2.0%HZ,¥1.F1)
DO 90 1=1.NME&
Y1(Iy=0iF1 (T3 T, 0+FO{I) ) #HB+Y (I
CALL FI{TT-HZ.Y1.FD)
I=1{ . .NET

CaLL F

T

DO 100
YI1(I =R I *4, 0-F (11T, O+F O (I ) #HT+Y (T
CaLL FITT.v1.F10
DC 11D i=1 . NETD
PR R A I PSR T S S SRS 1 = S IR B X S PIyes gy
LOES THZ SITEFZIIE & NEED TZ BRI CHANGED™
TE(ERSL Lo, ODGy DT LTy
DRL=., TRUZ
oo 1& i1=1.MEC
ERR=DARS i -2l sl D
TEST=DnE: I =2
ITIERF.. TL.TEETLORLERRLLT ARSI D 7T ss



M

¥

E X L
120

140

150

160
e

190
%

200

SN

C

-
C

-1t C
m

A A T T

DTaommA4Il >
= X ~ I

I E

NCUTS=NCLIT=-:

IF(NCUTS.6z. oy GO TC 120
T=TT-HZ

WRITE(» 210 7T

RETURN 1

IF STEFPSIZE IS8 T0OO SMALL RELATIVE TO TT TARE

IF(TT+H.NE.TT) GO TO 140

=TT

RETURN 1
HZ2=H/Z.0DO

H3=H/Z.0D0O

Hé=H/6. QDO

H8=H/8. DO

G0 TO &0
IF(DEL.AND.64.0DO®ERR.GT. TEST

.AND.64. ODO*ERRKR.GT.AES)

CONTINUE

DOUERLE THE STEPSIZE. MAYEE.

TOO Mand-

TIM

-—
=
—_

<

DEL=.FALSE.

IF(.NOT.DEL.OR.DABS (2. 0D0O¥H) .5T.DABS(STEP) . OK.

H2=H
H=H-+H
IF(STFSZI)
HZI=H/Z.O0DO
H6=H/&6. ODO
HB8=H/8. QDO
NCUTS=NCUTS+1
DO 1BO I=1.NEG
Y(Iy=Y2 (I
TT=TT+H
GO 70 =0
IF(EFSL.LT.O.0ODO) RETURN
NOW EBE SURE TO HAVE T=FINAL.
HC=H
H=F INAL—-(TT—-H)
IF(DAES (H) . LE.DARS(FINAL)Y*1,0D-7"
TT=FINAL
EPSL=-1.0D0D
HZ=H/2. QDo
HZ=H/7. 0D
Hoé=H/6. 0D
H8=H/8, 0DO
GO TC ou
FORMAT (15 . "THE
FORM&T ¢1-, "

WRITE (%#,200) H,TT

NG

BREEN

.
is
HA S

- . -

ENT

ORIGINAL PRRL IS
OF POOR QUALITY .

DARS(TT+2.0D0O¥*H) .GT.DABS{(FINAL) . AND.
DAERS(TT-FINAL) .GT.DARS(FINAL)+1.,0D-7)

FETURN

JIFDIZL 4,
HALVED

-
i

GO T

-
—

Qo MaN-

RETURNMN

170

+

T
i

s

4
—
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A MULTIPLE POINTING-MOUNT CONTROL STRATEGY FOR SPACE PLATFORMS
NAS8-38955 / D.O. 119

APPENDIX B

Description of the Computer Animation Program for
the "Exact" 3-Link MPMSP Model
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