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Abstract

Equations of motion are derived for use in simulating a spacecraft or other com-
plex electromechanical system amenable to idealization as a set of hinge-connected
rigid bodies of tree topology, with rigid axisymmetric rotors and nonrigid append-
ages attached to each rigid body in the set. In conjunction with a previously pub-
lished report on finite-element appendage vibration equations, this report provides
a complete minimum-dimension formulation suitable for generic programming for
digital computer numerical integration.
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Dynamic Analysis of a System of Hinge-Connected
Rigid Bodies With Nonrigid Appendages

I. Introduction “

In a previously published report (Ref. 1), there appear equations of motion which
characterize the small, time-varying deformations of an elastic appendage attached
to a rigid body experiencing arbitrary motions in inertial space. The flexible append-
age is modeled as a set of deformable elastic elements possessing distributed mass
and interconnected at n nodes, with a rigid nodal body appearing also at each node.
This finite-element model has 6n degrees of freedom in deformation, corresponding
to the degrees of freedom invested in the nodal bodies; deformations of the inter-
nodal elastic elements are established by assigned interpolation functions. The
purpose of Ref. 1 is to establish the structure of the Bn deformation equations, in
order to permit consideration of coordinate transformations which might introduce
the possibility of coordinate truncation and the consequent representation of elastic
appendage deformations in terms of distributed or modal coordinates numbering
much less than 6a. With this objective accomplished, Ref, 1 terminates, leaving a
set of equations of motion which are incomplete in the sense that they are insuffi-
cient to determine the kinematic variables characterizing the motion in inertial
space of the rigid base to which the flexible appendage is attached.

It is the purpose of the present report not only to complete the dynamic analysis
begun in the earlier work, but to do so in a way that encompasses a wide class of
vehicles, namely, those amenable to idealization as a set of n + 1 rigid bodies inter-
connected by n line hinges (implying tree topology), with the possibility of rigid
axisymmetric rotors and arbitrary nonrigid appendages attached to each rigid body
in the set,
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The results of Ref. 1 provide the vibratory deformation equations for each elastic
appendage in the system, and the transformation to distributed coordinates which
is appropriate in each case. The new scalar equations to be derived in this paper
number at least n + 6, being descriptive of the inertial translations and rotations of
one reference body and the relative rotations about the n line hinges, with an addi-
tional equation being added for each axisymmetric rotor in the system. In this
respect there is a strong parallel between the results of the present report and those
obtained by extending the Hooker-Margulies equations (Ref. 2) as suggested by
Hooker (Bef. 3) in order to climinate unwanted kinematic constraint' torques; the
significant difference is that Hooker and Margulies considered only point-connected
rigid bodies in a topological tree, whereas in the present report the basic elements
in the tree are substructures which are rigid in part but include rotors and arbitrary
nonrigid appendages.

A somewhat restricted version of these results is presented in Section VI of this
report in a matrix form which has an affinity with the multiple-rigid-body formalism
developed by Roberson and Wittenburg (Ref. 4) in chronological parallel with the
derivation of the Hooker-Margulies equations (Ref. 2), although the form of the
present equations lacks the aesthetic qualities of those in Ref. 4.

A digital computer program for the numerical integration of the general equa-
tions reported here is under development at the Jet Propulsion Laboratory by
G. E. Fleischer. The result is to' be a generic program, suitable for the dynamic
simulation of a wide class of spacecraft. Many features of the following derivation
have been adopted so as to minimize the labors of the users of this program,

I1. Mathematical Model

Any problem of dynamic analysis must begin with the adoption of a mathe-
matical model representing the physical system of interest. In what follows, it is
assumed that the model consists of n -+ 1 rigid bodies (labeled 4, - - - , &,) inter-
connected by n line hinges (implying no closed loops and hence tree topology),
with each body containing an arbitrary number (perhaps zero) of rigid rotors, each
with an axis of symmetry fixed in the housing body, and moreover with the possi-
bility of attaching to each of the n -+ 1 bodies a nonrigid appendage, with append-
age e attached te body €. The appendage itself can be modeled in a variety of
ways without exceeding the scope of the final vector-dyadic equations in this
paper; one might adopt a continuum model, a distributed-mass finite-element
model, or a model admitting mass only in the form of nodal bodies or nodal
particles,

Specific choices of appendage model are made only in Section VI of this report,
where an explicit set of matrix equations is presented in order to illustrate the
transition from generic vector-dyadic equations to the morc explicit matrix or
scalar equations required for digital computer numerical integration. Although the
equations derived here do not in their vector—dyadic form imply restricted append-
age deformations, when specific appendage models are adopted it is assumed that
their deformations relative to some reference state are “small” in the sense that
terms above the first degree in deformation variables can be ignored.

Kinematic constraint forces and torques are respectively those interaction forces and torques
which maintain kinematic constraints, such as “no relative translation of two points” or “no devi-
ation from a presecribed relative rotation.”
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If the actual connection between two massive portions of the physical system
admits two (or three) degrees of freedom in rotation, then the analyst simply intro-
duces one (or two} massless and dimensionless imaginary bodies into his model
(as though they were massless gimbals). Since the number of equations to be
derived here matches the number of degrees of freedom of the system, no price is
paid in problem dimension by the introduction of imaginary bodies, and considera-
ble simplification results in the user input format for the computer program.

Each combination of a rigid body and its internal rotors and attached flexible
appendage comprises a basic building block referred to here as a substructure;
thus, there are n + 1 substructures in the total system, so labeled that s, encom-
passes &, ey, and any rotors in 4.

Figure 1 illustrates a typical spacecraft and its mathematical model; flexible
appendages are cross-hatched. Note that the three physically distinct flexible struc-
tures attached to the central body are all combined as the single flexible appendage
of #, in the mathematical model, and the two-degree-of-freedom gimbal joint of
the midcourse motor has been accommodated with the introduction of an imaginary
massless rigid body . Because the fifth substructure encompasses the flexible
antenna as well as the rigid body £, and because the mass properties to appear in
the equations are those of the substructure (and not those of the rigid body), the
mass properties of £: arc irrelevant to the analysis, The masses of £, and the rotors
within 4, are also irrelevant, being absorbed in the mass of substructure ¢,.

Normally we must expect that the relative rotations between contiguous pairs of
substructures will be governed by components of torque generated by clectric
motors subject to control laws. It is this expectation that underlies the transition
from the physical system to the mathematical model in Fig. 1, This is not a uniquely
satisfactory model, however, and if attention were to focus on vehicle attitude con-
trol rather than on antenna pointing control, it might he desirable to replace the
control systems governing the rotations between 4, and #; and between 4, and
£, by analytical expressions typical of elastic or viscoelastic connections. If this
choice is made, it might be best to embrace the fourth and fifth substructures
within the definition of the flexible appendage of 4,. This decision would result in
a “better” set of modal coordinates (permitting simulation with fewer variables),
as one can appreciate after careful study of Ref. 1. The importance of devising the
most appropriate mathematical model for the task at hand deserves emphasis, since
with the advent of automated derivation and integration of equations of motion
this becomes the most important step in dynamic analysis.

1. Derivation Procedure
The derivation is described below.
Step 1. Isolate each substructure and apply
Fi=0A7 and Ti=H/ =01 - -,n (1)
where, for the jth substructure, Fi is the total resultant of all external forces, O#; is
the substructure mass, A’ is the inertial acceleration of the substructure mass center

¢;, T4 is the total moment resultant of all external forces referred to c;, and ' is
the incrtial time derivative of the substructure angular momentum referred to ¢;.
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Fig. 1. A spacecraft and its mathematical model
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Step 2. Combine the 8n -+ 6 scalar equations obtained in Step 1 so as to obtain
n + 8 scalar equations which do not involve redundant variables or those substruc-
ture interaction forces or torques which serve to maintain kinematic constraints.

Step 3. Apply T = H to each rotor of the system (where symbol definitions follow
naturally from Eq. 1), and dot-multiply each equation by a unit vector parallel to
the symmetry axis of the corresponding rotor; the result is a set of scalar equations
matching in number the rigid, axisymmetric rotors in the system.

Step 4. Record the appendage deformation equations from Ref. 1 (or an alterna-
tive source, depending on the appendage model), and, if a finite-element model is
used, substitute the deformation coordinate transformations from Ref. 1 wherever
the deformation variables appear in the preceding equations. Maximum generality
is retained in this report by postponing such substitutions until the equations are
in otherwise final form, suitable for any appendage model.

Step 5. Specify all control laws in the form of ordinary differential equations in
time, with control torque magnitudes or their equivalent as dependent variables.

V. Definitions and Notations

Definitions and notational conventions are as follows (see Fig. 2):

Def. 1. Letn be the number of hinges interconnecting a set of n + 1 substructures.

- I

F

Fig. 2. Definitions for the kth substructure, with j < k
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Def. 2. Define the integer set 3 £ {0,1, - - - ,n}.

Def. 3. Define the integer set & O {1, - ,nl}.

Def. 4. Let é, be a label assigned to one rigid body chosen arbitrarily as a refer-
ence body, and let £,, - - -, &, be labels assigned to the rest of the rigid
bodies in such a way that if #; is located between &, and 4, then 0 < j < k.

Def.5. Define dextral, orthogonal sets of unit vectors b% b¥ b¥ so as to be im-
bedded in &; for k (3, and such that in some arbitrarily selected nominal
configuration of the total system, b* = b/ for e == 1,2,3 and k, { 3.

bY
Def. 6. Define {b"}i%bg} ke
b

a

Def. 7. Define {i} as a column array of inertially fixed, dextral, orthogonal unit
vectors iy, 1z, 1.

Def. 8. Let C be the direction cosine matrix defined by
{b°} = C {i}

Def. 9. Let w° 2 {b°}7 4® be the inertial angular velocity vector of #,, so that «°
is the corresponding 3 X I matrix in basis {b°}.
Def. 10. Let c; be the mass center of the kth substructure, k € £3.

Def. 11. Let f#; be a point on the hinge axis common to 4y and &; for j < k and
kel

Def. 12. Let p* be the position vector of the hinge point conmecting 4; and 4,
from the point ¢; occupied by ¢, when the kth substructure is in its nomi-
nal state.

Def. 13. Let ¢* be the position vector from ¢y to o;.
Def. 14. Let p* be the position vector to ¢ from the system mass center CM.

Def. 15. Let X be the position vector to CM from an inertially fixed point % and
let X = X+ {i}.

Def. 18. Let 311; be the mass of the kth substructure, for k € (3.

Def. 17. Let (p)* be a generic position vector from o to any point in the kth
substructure,

Def. 18. Let Q: be a point common to rigid body # and flexible appendage a.

Def. 19. Let R* = {b*}? R* be the position vector fixed in 4, locating Q. with
respect to 0.

Def. 20. Let (r)* = {b*}"(r)* be a generic symbol such that R* + (r)* locates a
typical field point in &) with respect to 0, when the flexible appendage is
in some nominal state (perhaps undeformed). For a discretized appendage
ay, let (r*)f = {b¥}7 (r*)* locate the sth node in the nominal state.
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Def. 21.

Def. 22.
Def. 23.

Def. 24.

Def. 25.

Def. 26.

Def. 27.

Def. 28.
Def. 29,

Def. 30.
Def. 31.

Def. 32.

Def. 33.

Def. 34.
Def. 35.

Define the generic deformation vector (u)* in such a way that®

(©)* = R + (1) + (u)*
and
(P = R* 4+ (1) + (u)*

For a discretized appendage ax, let (u)* = {b*}7 (u*)* be the deformation
vector for node s.

Let gt = {b*}7 g* be a unit vector parallel to the hinge axis through #y.
For ke £, let y; be the angle of a gk rotation of 6y with respect to the body
attached at /iy, Let yx be zero when b% = b} (a = 1,2,3;1, kelB).

Let Jt 2 {b*}? J* {b*} be the inertia dyadic of the kth substructure for oy,
so that J¥ is time-variable by virtue of deformations.

Let 2 {b¥}7 F* be the resultant vector of all forces applied to the kth
substructure except for those due to interbody forces transmitted at hinge
connections.

A B
Let T¢ = {b*}7 T* be the resultant moment vector with respect to ¢; of all
forces applied to the kth substructure except for those due to interbody
forces transmitted at hinge connections.

Let r; be the scalar magnitude of the torque component applied to 4 in
the direction of g* by the body attached at fy.

LetF = 3 F* = {b°}" F be the external force resultant for the total system.
kB

Define the scalar =, such that for k €3 and se &
1if fo, lies between #, and 4,
gk —

0 otherwise

(The n (n + 1) scalars e are called path elements.)

A
Define 01 = 3 M, the total system mass.
kel

Let C/ be the direction cosine matrix defined by {b} = Cr {b?}, r,f e £B.
{Note that in the nominal state, C*¥ = U, the unit matrix.) '

Let N, denote the index of the body attached to #; and on the path lead-
ing to #,, and let Ny 2 k. (These are the network elements,) For notational
simplicity, use Ny, for Ny,

A
For® re — k, let L 2 po¥ir, and let Li 2 0.

Define D"" —E LXG, /9 for ke B.

Let by be a pmnt ﬁxed in &, such that D* is the position vector of o; with
respect to by. (This point by is called the barycenter of the kth substructure
in the nominal state.)

2Superscripts on generic symbols such as p, r, and u will be omitted when obvious, as when the
symbol appears within an integrand of a definite integral.

2For notational brevity, the set (8 — {k} is designated £5 — k.
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Def. 36. Define {b¥}7 D" = Dt 2 D% + L for k, je 3.
Def. 37. Define the dyadic
K: £ 3 Qn, (D - DFU — DFDW)
B
where U is the unit dyadic, and define the corresponding matrix K* 4
{bk} . Kk . {'bk} :I".
Def. 38. Define

O* S KE 4 O and o 2 [bF) - 0%« ()T
Def. 39. Define

QrJ é -~Om (Dik DY — Dik])ki)
with
{hi} Y L2 {bk}r = —0n (C!kD}k"‘kaDki — Dﬂch:’T)

Def. 40. Let the system of forces applied to £ by the attached Body 4; be equiva-
lent to a resultant force f*/ passing through the labeled point (4 or /)
common to £y and 4, plus a torque T*,

Def. 41. Let t* be the kinematical constraint torque applied to #; by 4;, in such
) a way that, with Defs. 40, 22, and 27,

TH =t + 8”"1: rkg" - S;mf Tj gf
where
Sﬁ =1 and 3“ = 0f0rl?=|=1
Def. 42. Let @* = {b*}7 o* be the inertial angular velocity of 4.

Def. 43. Let &3, be the rth neighbor set for r e B, such that k e BB, if 4, is attached
to 4,.

Def. 44. Let &3, be the branch set of integers r such that re By if k = Nj,. Thus
B, consists of the indices of those bodies attached to 4; on a branch
which begins with £;.

Def. 45. Let h* be the contribution of rotors in #; to the angular momentum of the
A
kth substructure relative to €, with respect to o, and let h* = h*+ {b*}.

V. Derivations of Vector—Dyadic Equations

In terms of the indicated definitions, Eq. (1) provides, for the rth substructure
{ree),

Fr+ St —am(X+p)=0 (2)
oD,
and, for the kth substructure (k e B3),

T+ STH+ T (p +H) X —H:=0 (3)
B {eiBs

Here a dot over a vector implies time differentiation in an inertial frame of reference.
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As shown in Ref. 5, pp. 32-33, the kth substructure angular momentum H* can be
expanded from basic definitions as

H"i[(c+p)><(é+1il)dm=.l"-m"+%ké"><c"+fpXf’dm (4)

4

where superscripts k are dropped from ¢ and p within integrals ranging over the
substructure 4;. Here the open circle over a vector implies time differentiation in
the reference frame established by é.. The contribution of a rotor to the integral
last appearing in Eq. (4} may be recognized as a vector fixed in 4 and parallel to
the rotor axis, with a magnitude equal to the product of rotor spin axis inertia and
the relative angular speed of the rotor relative to &; the vector sum of the contribu-
tions to this integral of all the rotors in &; is here designated h*. Since p* = O for any
field point in &y, Eq. (4} can be written

H’°=J"'&J"+0’nké"><c"+h"+[p><f5dm (5}

oy

limiting the range of integration to the appendage e Substitution of the inertial
time derivative of Eq. (5) into Eq. (3) produces, for ke 3,

id .
T+ STH S X X S — o () — O X ok — b
jeiBe feiB ) jeBx

id o
- = =0 6

I | pXpdm (6)
where either an overdot or the presuperscript i denotes an inertial reference frame
for time differentiation of a vector.

The integral in Eq. (6) cannot be evaluated explicitly without adopting a specific
mathematical model of the flexible appendage; nor can one go beyond the integral
represcntation of the substructure inertia dyadic J* and the vector c*, which vector
establishes the shift of the substructure mass center ¢ relative to body-fixed point
o, due to appendage deformation. Without commitment to a particular appendage
model, one can accept (dropping subscripts within integrands)

A
J=f(p'pumpp)dm (7)
and
A _ 1

If the deformations u are to be assumed “small,” the term —M¢* X ¢* in Eq. (6)
becomes negligible and can be ignored.

Since it is possible to manipulate Eqgs. (2) and (8) to eliminate redundant varia-

bles and kinematic constraint forces and torgques without making any restrictive
assumptions concerning the appendage model or the size of its deformations, no

JPL TECHNICAL REPORT 32.1576



1o

inhibiting assumptions will be imposed until specific cases are considered at the
conclusion of this section.

The immediate objective is the extraction from the 6n + 6 equations given by
Egs. (2) and (6) of 6 + n equations in the 6 + n unknowns established by the vec-
tors X and @° and the scalars y,, - - + , v, which define the relative rotations of con-
tiguous rigid bodies. We must expect these equations also to involve unknown
deformation variables for the appendages and rate variables for the rotors, but we
must eliminate all interaction forces (typified by £} and all interaction torques
(typified by T*) except for those having the direction of the corresponding hinge
axes, since these hinge-axis torques are known functions of hinge rotation or some
more general control law. We must also eliminate the unknown position vectors
typified by p*, replacing them by explicit functions of the hinge angles v, * * - , 4
and the system geometry, and eliminate all & for ke & in favor of terms involving
@ and y, for re &P,

Simply by summing all equations defined by Eq. (2), we obtain the familiar result
F =X (9)

where 07 is the total system mass and F is the resultant of all external forces F* for
r€£B. Substituting from Eq. (9) back into Eq. (2) and rearranging produces

Fri T fe—m, (F/m4+pn =0
seB.

or, for re {3,

S = K+ O0n, (F/0n + B7) (10)

Summing over the branch set &3, (see Def. 44) provides

fit=3 Sfr=_3[F O, (F/m + p7)]
refBuy 5B, retfxi

so that, by Newton’s third law,
= —fh= 3 [F"—On, (F/n + p)] (11)
reils
Substituting Egs. (10) and (11) into Eq. (8} eliminates all interaction forces from

the rotational equations, providing

T+ ITH+ S p¥ X 3 [F— O, (F/9n + p7)]
feth, jeBe refBry

00X [ + O (B/00 + )] = 1 (35 ) ~ O X o

i

) d .
-—h"—a-[ pXpdmn=0 (keR) (12)
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Equation (12} simplifies when written in terms of the vectors found in Dets. 33-36
in the preceding section, due to the identity, for k€43,

S PYX S [Fr—On, (F/m+p7)] = LY X [F— 0, (F/90 + p7)]
fetBe retlin (B

= S L¥ X Fr+D¥ X F— 3 L¥ X (n.p
re(l}

retB
= 3 (L¥ -+ D¥) X Fr — 3 L X O,
red reB
~ 3 (D* X Fr — L¥ X On,p7) (13)
relB

Substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (12) simplifies its appearance somewhat, but there
remains the problem of eliminating the unknown kinematic constraint torques
which are present within the interaction torques typified by T*. By summing over
all n + 1 vector equations defined by Eq. (12), we can, by virtue of Newton’s third
law, obtain one vector equation involving no interaction torques at all; this summa-
tion gives

Z{T" + 2 (DF X Fr — L X Qo) + & X [0 (B + F/Om) — F]
el
ke

—E(Jk-mk)—wkakx&—hk—i pXpdmy =0 (14)
de dt J.,

Equation (14), like Eq. (9), is free of kinematic constraint forces and torques, so
that these two vector equations can be preserved in the final set that is our objec-
tive. The remaining n scalar equations can be obtained by summing equations
abtained from Eq. (12) over branch sets in order to isolate interaction torques such
as T*, and then by dot-multiplying each expression by the unit vector parallel to
the correspondmg hinge axis. In particular, if we introduce the network elements
found in Def. 32 of the previous section, we can sum over the branch set B~ and
get, for s e,

T, + E {T" + B (D¥ X Fr — L X Op,p7)
refly

kehin,.
+ o X [ (F* + F/Om) — F*] _g%uk.mk) — O X F — I

z‘d .
- pxﬁdm} =0 (15

By Def. 32, N, < s, so that the labeled point on the hinge axis common to 4, and
4y, is, by Def. 11, called #,; the unit vector parallel to the hinge axis is, by Def, 22,
called g*; and the interaction torque component of T¢¥ parallel to g* is, by Def. 27,
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Fig. 3. System geometry

called 7,. Hence the dot product of Eq. (15) with g* provides the scalar equation,
for se B,

o+ goe Z{wa DV X F* — L X O1,p7) + o X [0 (B* + F/On) — ¥¥]
keiBy, i
~-—E(.l"'m7‘)—(}’}*Zk'é"><c"“~1-1"—3’i pXEdm}=0 (16)
dt ot .

Equations (9), (14), and (16) provide the required 6 +- n scalar equations free of
kinematic constraint forces and torques, but they are not yet in final vector—dyadic
form. The variable vectors typified by p” must first be expressed in terms of the
system geometry, the deformation variables, and a subset of the 8 + n scalars
required to define X, @, and the n angles of relative rotation at the n hinges. As a
first step in this direction, we define @,; as the set of indices of bodies lying on the
direct path between 4, and 4;, and then (referring to Fig. 3) we can write

pr—pi=c +LIr+ 3 (I — L)) — Lt — & a7

selCe

But L’7 = I’ = 0, by Def. 33, and for any index s in the set §f — @,; the sum
L#" — L#* = 0, so that Eq. (18) can be written more simply as

pr—p =3I —L)+o—¢ (18)

B

Multiplying Eq. (18) by 0%;/0% and summing over all j & &3 produces

WO T P DD G I Y e e
I i um m

jec felBs jeis

ZQ’n,pf=0
el

But
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by definition of CM, and

chfz,-icm
1]

r — % ey 87 _l_ § — pr
p_ZZ%(L L) + g Z0me —
jeB seB

so we have

Reversing the summation sequence in the first term, changing the index symbol in
the final summation, and substituting the vectors introduced in Defs. 34 and 36, we
find simply that, for re &5,

— 2r 2 s 8 ) — ar — ot s 1) — or
p—Z(L +D"+(mc) c—E (D +(mc) c (19)
=e(0

-]

Equations (14) and (16) contain not p" itself but combinations which, with Eq. (19},
can be written as

ok X OMmb* = Oue® X [Z(fw + %c) - c"] (20)

reiB
and, in terms employing the symbols of Defs. 33-37,

—P L X (mrﬁr = —S L¥ X O, [Z(Dar NS %cs) _ é'f—J
relli por an

(B

= —EkaX(mr[ijkr+ E bsr.Jr,Z(ma as__‘dril
sell seB—k o n

= E (Dkk — Dkr) 3 [Qf}’ijj"" + (Pn’ (E %Hb's — ('mcr):l
o W o

-3 ¥ pLrXDr— 3 oLk XD
refi—k sefB—k—r reB—k

= D X S0m v — 45 DV x D) + D% x Some
relB ref B

D% X S O — M, ..

+C (ED]"CWH)X c

redf} reli o I

+ﬁD’"x<m;éf- S 3 OpLeXDer

relB—k  sefB-k—r

+ 2 2 (mstr b4 jjra
relB—k sefB—7

id
= 0— 2 [SWMD¥ X (@ X D] +0— 0+ I D¥ X On.e”
el el

-3 3 mlexDe+ T S oplxDe
refB—k seB—k-r refB—k selB—r
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P :Tdt [{'%[mr (D.’:r . chru — D}WDPW)} . m}:]

+EO@’IT\D7"X.C"‘+ E E (ma(Lkr_Lka)xﬁra
rell} reff—k seB—r

or
— S X BT = — o[RS ] 4 S ORD X &
o= dt reB
+ S Som (L - L) X Drs (21)
ek B

In the development leading to Eq. (21), it was rccognized that

E Q/ngDrs — 0
€8

(reflecting the significance of the barycenter as the mass center of the undeformed
augmented body, which consists of the substructure augmented at each connection
point by a particle having the mass of the corresponding branch set). It was also
noted that

-3 3 L X Der = -3 S O LF X Dar

refB—k  seB—k—r sefB—k  refi~k~s

> S p.L* X Dre

reB—k  selB—k—r

where the second step involves simply relabeling indices.

Finally, we can recognize in Eq. (21) that the quantity Le — L* js zero for any
index s corresponding to a body which lies anywhere on the branch which begins
with 4y, and includes ¢, and for any other index the quantity D" is also D™. Thus,
in Eq. (21}, D"* can be replaced by D™, with the consequence

. 'd .
_2 Lkr Y %?Pr = _ E_(Kk.mk) - EQ,WFD-'W o
rel} t relly

+ 3 SR, (LF— Lk x D+
reB—k 9B

i

d
= — 2 (K5 oh) + S oD+ X &
reil3

+ ¥ [onLr — % ;L) ¥ ijm]
2B

relB—k

or, with Defs. 34 and 36,

- id ..
__2 LEr % Q,fnrpr _ — (Kk. Cn)k) + 2 (merr % g 4+ E ('mDi’:r X DT (22)
i dt re reiB-k

By substituting Eqs. (20) and (22) into Egs. (14) and (16), we can obtain the
desired vector-dyadic equations. In this substitution, it becomes apparent that K*
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and J* always appear in combination, suggesting the introduction of the new dyadic
% (see Def. 38). Then the new versions of Eqs. (14) and (16) become

2

ket

T"-l—ED’"XF"+c"><(%F—F")-I-EQ’}’ITD"”XEf
relB Gn o

+ Ot X S (ijrk + %Cr) _d (@« b) + 8 GHDF X D — ht
et on dt refi—k

—;—‘i/ pxﬁdms 0 (@)

=

and, with judicious use of the path elements found in Def. 28,

EE o AL T"+ED’"><F’+(:"X Q%CFﬁF’c
keP e Om

+2%r rxaf+%kck><2(jj’k+%b'f)___"_d_(wkk.mk)
rell o On dt

+ 3 D X P — bt — -2 pr)de=0 (24)
= dt |,

Equations (23) and {24) can be restated in more useful form by expanding terms
involving time derivatives relative to inertial space to obtain time derivatives rela-
tive to reference frames established by individual substructures, plus additional
undifferentiated terms. In particular, noting that D™ is fixed in €., we can substitute

D* = & X D™ + @7 X (07 X D) (25)
so that in terms of Def. 39, we have
T guD*r X D™ = —F ®Freir+ 0 T DV X [0 X (@ X D) (26)
reB—k reB—k ref3—k
The parallel expression for € becomes

=% + 20" X & + O X ¢+ 0 X (@ X ¢7) (27)

with open circles representing time differentiation in the reference frame estab-
lished by 4,.

Other time differentiations in inertial space expand as

bt = B* + ok X bt (28)

g(@""‘-m"):@""-é"-l-m"'x W"‘-w"—i—&_"‘-m" (29)
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and

i

d_i/ pXﬁdm=f pX‘i)odm+m"X[ (p)(ﬁ)dm (30)

with the open circle indicating time differentiation in the reference frame estab-
lished by the local substructure (here 43).

By combining Egs. (23-30), we can obtain the vector—dyadic equations of rota-
tion in the form

SWE=0 (31)
ke
and
T2 S W =10 (32)
ke<P
where

ka‘_-T*+"2kar><Ff+ck><(%—fF—F")

+ S DF X [E + 207 X & + & X ¢ + @ X (07 X ¢]
relly

+ et X T [o7 X D% 4 o X (@ X D]
rell3
O’FI«- [+] . -
+ Qe X E %[%Q'+2w'><c'+co'><c'+w'><(m'><cf)]—'W‘"'m"
reily

_ 2 (ri.d)r} + Om 2 D¥r ¢ [&)" ¢ (ﬁ)" W Drk)] — wF 3 PEE X
re(B—k reB—k

2 @ oo o
—hk—mkxm—wkk-mk-f podm—w*Xf (pXBdm  (33)

Ty "

To obtain the vector-dyadic equations in their final form, involving the 6 + n
unknowns in X, w°, and y,, - * + , y, as well as the rotor momentum variables and
the deformation variables, we must substitute in Eq. (33) the expressions

="+ EekYrB" (3'4)
e
and

=0+ Ten[Fr8" + @ X 5,8 + T 07585 X g7] (35}
resP =g

where e, are the path elements found in Def. 29, and Defs. 9, 22, and 23 are also
employed.

In combination, Eqgs. (9) and (31-35) provide the final form of the vector—dyadic
equations of vehicle translation and substructure rotation. In addition to these
equations, for each rotor in the system an additional scalar unknown is introduced,
and one more differential equation is required. If a rigid axisymmetric rotor with
spin axis inertia 7, spins relative to body #; at the angular rate y, about an axis
parallel to the unit vector b* fixed in 4;, and if %, is the magnitude of the b* com-
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ponent of the torque applied to the rotor, then the required additional equation of
motion is

Tks ry-'” 'II'JJEE bka * d)k) (36)

If there are N¥ rotors in 4y, and N* rotors in the entire system, then Eq. {36) applies
for s=1, + - -, N¥ with ke(B, so that Eq. (36) contributes N* scalar equations.
Moreover, the variables in equations typified by Eq. (36) are related to those in
Eq. (33) by

W= S Fradub (37)

The scalars typified by &, must of course be given, either explicitly or implicitly
in the form of additional differential equations representing control laws. The same
is true of =, T%, and F" in Egs. (33) and (32). Once these issues are settled, however,
there remains the problem of defining the nonrigid appendages mathematically
and establishing their vibrational motion equations. This issue has been postponed
until the end of this section, in order that we might consider several possibilities,
The relative advantages of alternative appendage models are considered in detail
in Ref. 6 and are only briefly summarized here.

If the appendage a is of extremely simple configuration (such as a uniform elastic
beam), and the nominal angular velocity @y of the base to which it is attached is of
a special class (such as zero, or parallel or orthogonal to the hypothesized beam),
then it might become attractive to model the appendage as an elastic continuum,
writing partial differential equations of vibration, seeking normal modes of vibra-
tion, and truncating to a modest number of coordinates and a corresponding num-
ber of ordinary scalar differential equations. One must then return to those terms
in Egs. (31-35) which depend on deformation (noting Eqgs. 7 and 8) and evalnate
those terms as functions of the modal deformation coordinates, ignoring second
degree terms in deformation variables.

In most cases, it will prove more feasible to adopt for an elastic appendage a
finite-element model such as that described in Section I. The equations of small
vibratory deformation can then be recorded from Ref. 1* (see Eq. 64}, and the
appropriate coordinate transformation can be adopted from Ref. 1 (see Eq. 74).
The vector ¢* in Eq. (8} is then replaced by ¢ as recorded in Ref. 1, Eq. (43), with
e=0 and summation extending only over the kth substructure. Although the
dyadic J* in Eq. (7) and the integral

id o
T ; p X pdm

are not provided in Ref. 1, which treats the distributed-mass finite-element model
with nodal bodies, they are available in Ref. 5 for the special case with all mags
concentrated in the nodal bodies; sce Ref. 5, Eq. {126) for J* and Eq. (127) for J"
and see Fq. (112} or Eq. (114) for

i [s]
dt.ﬂk p > pdm

+Note that the vector called X in Ref, 1 must be interpreted for the rth appendage of the present
paper as X - p7, with p” expanded as in Eq. (19).
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recognizing in each case that the superscript k indicates restriction to the kth sub-
structure, and setting £ and £ as found in Ref. 5 identically to zero. In each case
the indicated expressions involve deformation variables which must be subjected
to coordinate transformations and truncations, as indicated in Refs. 1 and 5.

If it pleases the analyst, he can conceal the complexities of modeling the elastic
appendage by simply adopting a symbolic model in terms of mode shapes and
natural frequencies. Then he can rather easily record the equations of vibration
(probably using Lagrange’s equations with modal coordinates for generalized
coordinates), and he can evaluate the deformation-dependent terms in Egs. (31-33)
in terms of unspecified mode shapes and frequencies. Of course he must face the
problems of adopting an appendage model and determining its modal character-
istics when he wants to face any real problem.

VI. Matrix Equations

This section illustrates the transition from the preceding vector-dyadic equa-
tions to an alternative matrix form which is more explicit and therefore more suita-
ble for programming for digital computer numerical integration. To obtain explicit
results, we must make a commitment to a particular appendage model, sacrificing
some of the generality of the vector-dyadic equations, In what follows, we confine
attention to the special case of the finite element appendage model in Ref. 1 for
which all mass is concentrated in the n nodal bodies of the system (with no dis-
tributed mass for the internodal elastic elements). All deformations from a nomi-
na] appendage state are assumed arbitrarily small, so that terms above the first
degree in these deformations and the corresponding deformation rates can be
neglected. Moreover, we assume that only the reference body #, contains rotors,
and these number three, establishing an orthogonal triad whose axes parallel bS, b,
and b§. The restrictions adopted in this section reduce the number of terms appear-
ing in the final equations of motion somewhat, but (as shown in Ref. 1) they do not
change the structure of the equations, so that the special case treated here remains
representative of the general case of small-vibration appendages. (Large-amplitude
appendage vibrations, which are accommodated in the preceding vector-dyadic
equations, would produce matrix equations quite different from those to be
recorded here.)

The vector-dyadic equations to be written in matrix form are Eqgs. (9) and (31-35),

in combination with Eq. (64) of Ref. 1, with various results substituted from Refs. 1
and 5.

Equation (9) may be rewritten in terms of Defs. 8, 15, and 28 as
{[i}* C?F = {iyromX
which implies the matrix equation
F = gneX (38a)

The time history of the direction cosine matrix C is established by the Euler—Poisson
kinematic equation (see Ref. 5, Eq. (44), for tilde convention)

¢ = —%C (38b)
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Skipping next to the rotor equations and noting the restriction to the three orthog-
onal rotors in 4, (so that k = 0 only, and b = b? for s = 1, 2, 3), we have from
Eq. (36) the three scalar equations

Tg’a Z%S (!;1;03 + "‘Dg)
or the implied matrix equation
=g +o°) (39)

A
where ¢ = [Yor droz Yas] and Fis a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements Zo,, Joz,
and (ﬁ)g.

The vector rotational equations are easily written in matrix form with the
definition

W* 2 Wr (b¥)

since then, in terms of the direction cosine matrices in Def. 31, we can write
Egs. (31) and (32) as

b {b"}"" Wk=[b}* 3 CoWe =
ketB keB

or simply
S C¥Wr =0 (40)
ketB
and
e+ 27 (b5} F e (BFITWE=10
kes?
or

T + g*’“' 3 e CHFWE =0 (41)
kesP

Equations (40) and (41) require W*, which is available from Eq. (33} when writ-
ten in the form

{b}c}T Wk — {bk}?‘ Tk -+ E {bk}?‘ Dkr >< {br}T Fr
el
+ {bk}TC-k b4 (% {bO}TF — {bk}T F.’s)

+ 3 Om, {bF)T DR X (b} [ 4 2arér + Se” + wrarer]
reif
4 O@?k {bk}T Ck ¢ Em{br}r [ErDrk + —er-rDrk] —_ {bh}T (I,}ck&)k
+ E {Q/n [DrkT {bf} . {'bk}T Dr {bk}i" U {bk}
reB--k
= {b7)7 DFDM (B (b))

+on X [{bk}'f’ Dr ¢ {br}Tﬁrﬂerrk] — {bk}Takq,kkwk
retB—k

- ()i — By~ 07 [ Fdm— (b | dm

ey &
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since then
WE = (b} « {b*)” W*

=TF+ 3 Derrrpr - (% Clof — Fk)
recB (877]

+3 %rbkf Chr (b’r + %7 o+ SreT + 3"’:5"0')
retR
+ Qe I Ckr ('d,“rDrk + o’ D) — Prkyk — Gk
refl

+ ('yn 2 [(DrkY’CrIchrU —_ CkrDrkarT) Ckr&')r
refB—tk

+ DirCrrgm D

— TR — Ff — GERE — [ pidm — = f B dm (42)

ez, ),

Even with the substitution of Eq. (42) into Eqs. (40) and (41), the matrix equa-
tions are not in their final form, since the variables o¥, oF, h¥, ¢*, ®* the direction
cosine matrices such as C*, and the integrals over & are not yet sufficiently explicit.
These deficiencies are rectified by substituting matrix versions of Eqs. (34), (35),
(37), (8), and (7), together with new expressions for C* and expressions for the
integrals obtained from Ref. 5. Specifically, from Eqs. (34) and (35), we find

o 2 {b¥) - F = (bF)+ [(b0)7 u® + 3 ents (b))

or
mk — Ckowo + 2 srk.i,rckrgr (43}
reP
and
oF i {bk} o F = {bk} . {b“}T a0
+ T enli (0 - ()7 g7 + (B (B)TuP X ()7 g
- {bk} . 2 531-}}8 {ba}l’ gs e {br}Tgr]
se&P

or

o = (koo + 2 €4k [:};rckrgr + Ckc'{;ncorgr + 2 sw,);sckagaCargr] (44)
re&p sebP
For the special case at hand, Eq. (37) yields #* =0 for k == 0 and
ht = {b°} +h* = 7 (45)

as these symbols are defined following Eq. (39).
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For the nodal body system to which this section is limited, Eq. (8} becomes a
special case of Eq. (45) of Ref. 1 or a variant of Eq. (60) of Ref. 5. Specifically,
we have

Ty

My s

§-1

where appendage a; has been idealized as n, nodal bodies interconnected by mass-

A -
less elastic structure, with m, the mass of nodal body s and u* = [u$ uf ©3]" given

A
by u* = {b*} *u® with u* the displacement of the body s relative to #; from the

position occupied in the nominal state.
Recalling from Defs. (38), {37), and (24) that
ok = KF + J (47)

and noting that K* is constant and J* is available from Eq. (7) as the variable matrix
Jo = [ (p™pU — pp") dm
one can, for the presently adopted appendage model, evaluate J* as (sec Ref. 5,

Eq. (126))

j— i — —
P=Tt 3 (m, [2(RE+ ) wl — (B + 1) " — 0 (RE + r9)7] + Fole - 156%)
(48)
where J* is the nominal (constant} value of J¥, and I* is the constant incrtia matrix

of the sth nodal body in its own body-fixed vector basis {n®}*, where, in the nominal
state, {n*}* = {b*}. Herc we use u* for (¢*)¥, as in Def. 2]

In combination, Eqs. (47) and (48) provide

G 3 (m, [2 (R + )7 iU — (RS + 14) @7 — i (R + 1)) + BT — If7) (49)

£=1

An expression for the direction cosine matrix C*¥x (where ke &5 and Ny is a net-
work element from Def. 32) may be found from Ref. 7 to be

C*¥% = U cos yr — ¥ sin v, + g2 (1 — cos y) (50}
and, by transposition,
CY¢* = U cos y, + Zsin vy, + g°g" (1 — cosy) {51)

For arbitrary r, j € £3, the direction cosine matrix C*/ can be constructed as a product
of direction cosine matrices relating contiguous bodies (as given by Eqgs. 50 and 51).
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The required product can be written symbolically as
Cri =[] C*% {52a)
where the symbol [1%s: is understood to imply the following algorithm:

(1) Define p 2 N,; and construct C'* from Eq. (50) if r > p and from Eq. (51}
ifr<p.

(2) Define g = N,; and construct C# from Eq. (50) if p > ¢ and from Eq. (51)
itp <aq.

(3) Proceed until an integer # emerges such that j =Y, u;, finally constructing C*/
from Eq. (50) if # > { and from Eq. (51) if u < j.

(4) Multiply the matrices obtained in the sequence
Cr=CrCr - . - CW {52b)

Finally, Eq. {(42) requires more explicit expressions for the integrals over the
appendage «;. For the special case of elastic appendages idealized as intercon-
nected nodal bodies, the appropriate expressions can be found in vector form in
Eq. (114) of Ref. 5. The corresponding matrix equations are

- f P dm — f 7 dm = — (@RS myi

L

— B (S mgiic + 3+ S m,it) — 3 (@) mi
— 37 (mgdi* + @mr) — S (f + 6"
— B If + DR
= — 3 (R + ) m,ii* — 3+ 3 (R* + 7) m,a0
= D[P (F ) — TP+ ISl (53)

where ¥ implies summation over the range from s = 1 to s = n, and the super-
script k has been dropped from nodal body variables in the kth appendage (such
as u*, which replaces (u*)%). In developing Eq. (53), the identity (@h)” = ab ~ bd
has been utilized.

In summary, in order to obtain the explicit matrix equations defining substruc-
ture rotations, one must combine Egs. (42-53) into Egs. (40) and (41). The result is
a set of n + 3 scalar equations, which can be collected together with the three rotor
equations (Eq. 39) and the three vehicle translation equations {Eq. 38a) and their
kinematic equations (Eq. 38b) to comprise a set which is complete except for con-
trol system equations and the equations of vibration of each of the n + 1 append-
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ages. The latter set can be obtained for a distributed-mass finite-element model
from Eq. (64) of Ref. 1, and for the special case of the concentrated-mass (nodal
body) finite-element model either from Eq. (64) of Ref. 1 or from Eq. (95) of Ref. 5
(correcting the last algebraic sign within the braces on the right side of Eq. (95) by
changing — to +), recognizing that what is recorded as 6X in those equations
must be replaced by the inertial acceleration of the mass center of the correspond-
ing substructure in the local vector basis, which for substructure ¢, is given by

CX + {b*) +p* = CX + (b*} .[Z(fm n %%/nf -éf) _ 'ék]

el
= CX — (& + 3F¢* + 2k + whalch)
- On. Gir o .
kr r ey’ 7k T ar Pl > =T

(54)
where Eq. (19) has been utilized for the expansion of p*.

Typically the number of nodes n; in a single finite-element model of an clastic
appendage is so great that the proposed combination of nodal body vibration equa-
tions with substructure rotation equations, vehicle translation egquations, rotor
equations, and control system equations would be prohibitive in size for numerical
integrations. Thus it is to be understood at the outset that the nodal body vibration
equations will provide the basis for a transformation to distributed or modal coordi-
nates for appendage deformations, and that most of the modal coordinates will be
deleted from consideration by trunecating the matrix of deformation variables. By
means of this transformation, all variables labeled #* and g* in Eqgs. (46-53) are
replaced by appropriate combinations of new modal deformation variables. Thus
the equations actually to be programmed for digital computer numerical integra-
tion are not precisely those obtained from Eqs. (38-53) of this report plus Eq. (64)
of Ref. 1 (or Eq. 95 of Ref. 5), but instead the transformed and truncated versions
of these equations. Because questions of transformation, truncation, and synthesis
of the resulting composite matrix equations have been treated extensively in Refs. 1,
5, and 8, these matters will not be considered further here.

VIl. Summary

By combining Egs. (9), (31), (32), and (36) with Eq. (64) of Ref. 1, one can obtain
a generic statement of a minimum dimension set of equations of motion of a system
of n + 1 rigid bodies interconnected by n line hinges, with a set of axisymmetric
rotors and a distributed-mass finite-element model of an elastic appendage attached
to each rigid body. In order for these equations to stand alone as a complete formu-
lation of the problem, one must substitute the auxiliary equations (33-35) and (37),
as well as certain specified equations from Ref. 5, into Egs. (31) and (32), and
Eq. (84) of Ref. 1 must be composed from the underlying equations of that ref-
erence (Eqs. 46, 53, and 62). Moreover, the total system of equations must for
practical utilization be written in matrix form and the appendage deformations
subjected to modal coordinate transformations and truncations, as these procedures
are described in Refs. 1 and 5 and illustrated in part for a special case in the preced-
ing section of this report.
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Although one must not underestimate the labors of proceeding from the vector-
dyadic equations in this report to a generic computer program for integrating these
equations, this does appear to be a feasible task. Once the program is completed,
it will have sufficient generality to encompass several spacecraft simulations for
which specific numerical integration computer programs have been written in the
past (Refs. 8-10). Experience with these programs provides reasonable assurance
that the generic program proposed here will find application as a practical tool for
the simulation of complex modern spacecraft.
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