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Dynamics and Control of Spacecraft with
Retargeting Flexible Antennas

Leonard Meirovitch* and Moon K. Kwakt
Virginia Polytechmc Institute and State University, Blacksburg, Virginia

This investigation is concerned with the dynamics and control of a spacecraft comprising a rigid platform and
a given number of retargeting flexible antennas. The mission consists of maneuvering the antennas so as to
coincide with preselected lines of sight while stabilizing the platform in an inertial space and suppressing the
elastic vibration of the antennas. The paper contains the denvatlon of the equations of motion by a Lagrangian
approach using quasicoordinates, as well as a procedure for designing the feedback controls. A numerical
example involving a spacecraft consisting of a ngld platform and a flexnble antenna is presented

I. Introduction

N many space applications, it becomes necessary to reorient

a certain line of sight in a spacecraft. Examples of this are
the reorientation relative to-an inertial space of a space tele-
scope or of an antenna in a spacecraft. In some cases, such as
the space telescope, this amounts to reorientation of the entire
spacecraft. Many spacecraft can be represented by mathemat-
ical models consisting of a rigid platform with one or several
flexible appendages, such as flexible antennas, so that the
mission involves the maneuvering of a hybrid system.!-?

Quite often, however, the line of sight coincides with an axis
fixed in an antenna, in which case it may be more advisable to
retarget only the antenna and not the entire spacecraft. This is
particularly true when the inertia of the antenna is much
smaller than the inertia of the spacecraft. The argument be-
comes even stronger when several antennas must be retargeted,
and each one must be reoriented into a different direction in
space. In such cases, it appears more sensible to conceive of a
spacecraft consisting of a rigid platform stabilized in an iner-
tial space and several appendages, rigid or flexible, hinged to
the platform and capable of pivoting about two orthogonal
axes relative to the platform. In this case, reorientation relative
to the stabilized platform is equivalent to retargeting in an
inertial space. This paper is concerned with retargetlng of flex-
ible antennas.

-Figure I shows a spacecraft comprising a rigid platform and
a given number of flexible- appendages. Assumlng that the
flexible appendages represent antennas, the mission consists.of
maneuvering the antennas so as to coincide with preselected
lines of sxght Of course, because the system linear and angular
momenta are conserved in the absence of external forces and
torques, reorientation of the antennas will cause perturbatlons
in the platform. Hence, the mission design can be regarded as
involving several interdependent tasks. The first task is to
select and implement policies for the maneuvering of the an-
tennas relative to the inertial space. The second censists of
stabilizing the attitude and position of the platform relative to
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the inertial space. The third task is simply to suppress any
vibration of the flexible antennas caused by the maneuver. Of
course, manenvering of the antennas stabilization of the plat-
form, and v1brat10n suppresswn are to take place simulta-
neously. :

The motion of the: spacecraft is conveniently described by six
ordinary differential equations for the three rigid-body trans-
lations and rotations of the platform, and by partial differen-
tial equations for the elastic deformations of each antenna.
For practical reasons, the latter are transformed into sets of
ordinary differential equations, thus. reducing the control
problem to a regulator problem: This is no ordln_ary regulator
problem, however, as the maneuvering of the flexible antennas
relative to the platform induces time-dependent coefficients.

Under certain circumstances, the time-varying terms are suf-
ficiently small that they can be ignored in the control design.

Elastic Appendage e

Elastic Appendage 1

Fig. 1 Mathematical model of the spacecraft.
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Even then, however, the full time-varying system must be con-
sidered in implementing the feedback controls designed on the
basis of the time-invariant system.

This paper contains the derivation of the equations of mo-
tion for the spacecraft just described, as well as the procedure
for designing the feedback controls. The equations of motion
were derived by a Lagrangian approach using quasicoordi-
nates,% and optimal control gains were obtained by using a
quadratic performance measure.” The approach is demon-
strated by means of a numerical example involving a space-
craft consisting of a rigid platform and a single flexible an-
tenna. The antenna undergoes a 45-deg reorientation relative
to the platform while the platform is being stabilized relative
to an inertial space and the vibration of the antenna is being
suppressed.

II. Derivation of the Equations of Motion

Let us consider a spacecraft consisting of a rigid platform
and a given number of flexible antennas hinged to the plat-
form. The object is to retarget the flexible antennas so as to
point in different directions in an inertial space. The strategy
consists of stabilizing the rigid platform relative to the inertial
space and maneuvering the flexible antennas relative to the
platform. In this section, we propose to derive the equations of
motion capable of describing this task. To this end, we use a
new formulation of Lagrange’s equations for flexible bodies in
terms of quasicoordinates.5

To describe the motion, we introduce a set of inertial axes
XYZ with the origin at 0, a set of body axes xyz coinciding with
the principal axes of the rigid platform and with the origin at
the mass center o of the platform, and sets of body axes x,y.z.
embedded in the elastic appendages in undeformed state and
with the origin at the hinge points (e =1,2,...,N). The body
and the various axes are shown in Fig. 1. The position vector
of a point in the rigid body and a typical flexible appendage
can be written as R,=R, +r and R, =R, +r,.+r. + U,
(e=1,2,...,N), respectively, where R, is the radius vector
from 0 to o, r is the position vector of a point in the rigid body
relative to o, r,. is the radius vector from o to e, r, the nominal
position vector of a point in the undeformed appendage e, and
u, is the elastic displacement vector of that point. We note that
vector R/} is given in terms of components along XYZ, rand r,,
in terms of components along xyz, and r, and u, in terms of
components along x.y.z.. We assume that axes xyz rotate with
the angular velocity w relative to the inertial space, and that
X,Y.Z. rotate with the angular velocity w, relative to axes xyz,
where wis in terms of components along xyz, and w, is in terms
of components along x,.y.z,. Thus, denoting by E, the matrix
of direction cosines between axes x,y.z. and xyz, the velocity
vector of a point on the rigid body and one on a typical elastic
appendage can be expressed as

R=V,+axr (1a)
R, =E.(V, + & X o) + (Eow + @) X (r.+u,) + v,
e=12,...,N (Ib)

where V, is the velocity of o in terms of components along axes
xyz and v, is the elastic velocity vector of a point on the
appendage e as measured relative to axes x.y.2.. Note that R,
is in terms of components along xyz and R, in terms of compo-
nents along x.y.z.. We also note that

V,=CR, (2a)
w=D6 (2b)
V. =L, e=12,... N (2¢)

in which, for the particular choice of angular displacements
shown in Fig. 2,
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clcl; cO503+50:150,c0; $61563— 050,05
C = | —cblys0; cO,cl;—50,50,50, s81c03+c01502503 (3a)
56, —50,c6, chch,

COZC 93 S03 0
D= - c02s 03 C63 0 (3b)
562 0 1

where s6; =sind; and c8; = cosé; (i = 1,2,3). We observe that C
is a rotation matrix permitting us to express the velocity vector
of point o on the rigid platform in terms of components along
xyz and @ is a vector of angular velocity components represent-
ing time derivatives of the angles 8;, 8,, and 85, as opposed to
w whose components can be 1nterpreted as time derivatives of
quasicoordinates.®

Because the maneuver angular velocities w, are given, the
unknown motions are defined by the rigid-body motions V,
and w and the elastic motions u, (e =1,2,. . .,N). Hence, La-
grange’s equations in terms of quasicoordinates consist of the
hybrid set®

dfaL\ _[aL oL\ _
Ez<w> *“(5?2)“0(3&;) - )

d (aL\ - oL 3L 0L
d—t<%>+Voa—l};+waw (DT) aoTM (4b)

§(aL.\ 9T,

6t<6ve> Fu, Lette = Uer
where L =T —V is the Lagrangian in which 7 is the kinetic
energy and V is the potential energy, L, is the Lagrangian
density and 7, the kinetic energy density for appendage e, and
L. is a matrix of homogeneous differential operators. More-
over, F and M are nonconservative force and torque vectors
associated with the rigid-body motions of the spacecraft, both
expressed in terms of components along xyz, and U,
(e=1,2,...N) are nonconservative force densities associated
with the appendages and are given in terms of components

e=12,...,N (40)

Fig. 2 Angular displacements and velocities of the rigid platform.
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along x.y.z.. Equations (4) are hybrid in the sense that Egs.
(4a) and (4b) are ordinary differential equations and Egs. (4¢)
are partial differential equations. It should be noted that the
tilde over a symbol indicates a skew symmetric matrix with
entries corresponding to the components of the associated vec-
tor.® The displacement vectors u, are subject to given boundary
conditions.

Control design in terms of hybrid differential equations is
not feasible, so that we must resort to discretization in space of
the partial differential equations. To this end, we let the elastic
displacement vector of a given point of appendage e have the
form

ue(reyt) = ¢e(re)qe(t) (5)
where &, is a matrix of admissible functions® and g, is a vector
of generalized coordinates. Equation (5) permits us to replace

the partial differential equations [Eq. (4¢)] by the ordinary
differential equations

afar) s _
ar\ag,) “ag.~ %

Qe=§ ‘I’foe dDea
D(’

e=12,... N (6)
where
e=1,2,...,N @)

Next, we propose to derive the system equations of motion
using Eqgs. (4a), (4b), and (6). To this end, we must derive
expressions for the Lagrangian, which involves the kinetic
energy and the potential energy, and the virtual work of the
nonconservative forces. Using Egs. (1), the kinetic energy can
be written as

- . N -
T=%§ RR, dm, + %E g RIR, dm,

1
mVIvV,+ VIS w+5w71,w

N
E wllwe

NI'—‘
Nlb—‘

N . N -
+ VOT E EETSZ-we +of E (iereTSZ' +EeTIe)we
- e=1

1 N
5 E eqe_— E QeH (we)ge + VTEETq’eqe

e=1

N _ N o -
+ VOTE Eza)eq)eqe +w’ 2 rereréeqe
e=1

e=1

N B N N
+ w‘TE ?ereT‘:’eq)eqe + qurq)eTEew"' quég—""e
e=1 e=1 e=1
N N
+ EqZHe(we)qe + wTZ E; JL(w:)qe
e=1 e=1

N
+ Ew;r(sme Fol. P, dm.)q. ®
e=1
where we note that, assuming small elastic motions, terms of
order higher than two involving the elastic displacements have
been neglected. Because the rigid-body motions of the plat-
form are caused by the motion of the appendages, whose
inertia is small relative to the inertia of the platform, the
rigid-body motions are also sufficiently small that terms of
order higher than two in these motions can be ignored. The
various quantities entering into Eq. (8) are as follows:

N
m=m,+Y; m (9a)

e=1
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N v v~
II = Ir + E (meioe?ge +EeTIeEe + ?geEeTSeEe + EJSZEe?oe) (9b)

’

5= zN:l (o + EIS.EL) 90

S, = jmr. dm, (9d)
L=\, 7" dm, (%)

I,= Ime FFT dm, of)
M,={,, &% dm, )

o, = §m, ®e dm, (%h)

&, =, B, dm, i)
Ho(0e)=fn, ¥ dm, i)
Ho(00)= |, 7029, dm, (k)
Jo(@e) =, oo + (o). dme oD

Similarly, the potential energy has the expression

1 X 1Y . 1X
= ‘2' E [ue)ue] = E qu [@e’q)e]qe = 5 E eqe (10)
e=1 e=1 e=

where K, = [®,, ®.], in which the symbol [, ] represents an
energy inner product.?

Before deriving explicit equations of motion, it is advisable
to express the generalized forces appearing on the right side of
Egs. (4a), (4b), and (6) in terms of actual forces. To this end,
we denote by F, the actuator force and by M, the actuator
torque acting on the platform. In addition, every appendage e
is subjected to a distributed actuator force vector f,. The vec-
tors F, and M,, are in terms of components along xyz, and the
vectors f, are in terms of components along x,y.z.. In writing
the virtual work, we propose to express all vectors in terms of
components along xyz. Consistent with this, we write the dis-
tributed force in the form

fe* = EeTfes

where E, is the matrix of direction cosines defined earlier.
Moreover, the virtual displacement associated with a point on
appendage e can be written in terms of components along xyz
as

e=12,... N 1

OR, = 6R) — [F, + (ElT.)180" + ETbu, 12)
where SR and 66* can be identified as virtual quasidisplace-
ment vectors. Hence, considering Egs. (1b), (11), and (12),
recalling that , is a given quantity and ignoring second-order
effects, the virtual work in terms of actual forces can be writ-
ten in the form
N

SW =FJoRS + MJo0" + ¥, j (f)SR, dD,
D,

z

= FI8RY + MTs6* + Zj TE, (8RY

— [Foe + (E r)186* + El6u,} dD, = FT6RY

N
+MT0" + Y j fTsu, dD, 13

e=1 e
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where
N .
F=F, + E o EXf,dD, (14a)
e=1 e
N o~
M= Mo + E (7oe + Egre)nge dDe (14b)
e=1JDe .

Moreover, from Eq. (13) we conclude that

U, =fe 15

so that, using Egs. (7),

Qe = S ‘perfe dDe’ e=12,...,N (16)
De

In practice, we use point actuators instead of distributed ones.
But, discrete forces can be regarded as distributed by writing

e
fe = EFei‘s(re —re,
i=1
where F,; are time-dependent force amplitudes and 6(r, —r,;)

are spatial Dirac delta functions. Inserting Eqs. (17) into Eq.
(16), we obtain

e=12,...,N amn

e = (bzneFei e — Fei e
) L, Y \Fud(r — 1) dD,

e=1

Tone
= E mZw(rei)Fei’ e=12,....N (18)
e=1

The equations of motion are obtained by inserting Egs. (8),
(10), (14), and (18) into Egs. (4a), (4b), and (6). The result is

N N ~—~ N
mVo+ 8l +2Y EJ(Sowe)Eew + Y, E] @4,
e=1 e=1
N _ N - _
+2 Y El .84, + Y El (G + @2)®ege
e=1

e=1

3

e

N N . -
=F + E EeTFei + EEeT(Se‘;)e + @eSewe)
e=1i=1

e=1

]

(19a)

- N o~
5, Vo + 1,6 +Y] [EJQaI, — 1L, 3)E, + 2FoEl (Sew. )Ee]w

e=1
N _ _ N -
+ E (Eer‘be + iereTq)e)qe + E [ZfereTa’eQe
e=1 e=1

-~ N —~ -
+ Eera’eée + EeTJe(“’e)]qe + E [FDEEET(G’g + w. )P,

e=1

+ ET3u00) + Je@0) e =M, + 30 33 GocT

e=1i=1

N ~ ~
+ Ee:r;ei)Fei + E [?ereT(Se‘:oe + @eSewe)

e=1
— El (L& + @cl,w,)] (19v)
@ZEe i/o + (éeTE NZe + EI’)ZEE)“." + [éeT‘:’Z _JeT("’e)]Ee“’ + M.

+ de(we)Qe + [K. + I:Ie("’e) + i{e(‘be)]qe

ne o
= E <I)eT(re'i)ﬁ‘ei - Qz‘be + S QT“’e;ewe dm,
i=1

m,

e=12,...,N (19¢)
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At this point, we wish to cast the equations of motion in
state form. The obtain the state equations, we adjoin Egs. (2)
to Egs. (19). In view of the small motion assumption, as well
as the spatial discretization, Egs. (2) reduce to

Vo =R, (20a)
w=40 (20b)
pe = qe: e = 1,29 e ’N (200)

where the notation is obvious. Introducing the state vector
x=[R 0"ql qf .. .qf V] "p{pf. . pHIT @

the state equations can be written in the compact matrix form

x(t)=A@)x@) + B () + D(t)d() 22)
in which
______________ I
AO= M OKG | -MT 060 ] @
S
B(t) = M-OB0) (23b)
0
D)= [‘M:‘l(‘t‘)‘} (23¢)
z, z,

Original Position

Fig. 3 The spacecraft with a single maneuvering flexible appendage.
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where
[ md 3r E[®, Ef &y
M) = <T>1TE1 &{El + «i>,TE1?ZI M, 0
‘i’/(/ENEi’/(/EN + ®LENFIN 0 My
is a mass matrix,
[0 0 ET(G) + D)d, Ef Gy + )%y
00 FouEl@+ a)® + Elei(w) + J@)] FonES @k + Gn)8n + Ef[@nIn(wn) + In(@n)]
00 K, + Hy(w) + H(@) 0
K(t) =
LO 0 0 Ky + HN(OJN) + HN(‘;’N)

plays the role of a stiffness matrix, and

r N A — B ~
0 2V EIGwoE.  2ETad, ... 2Elondy]
e=1
0 Gn G o G%
G(@) = - =
[®fa] — JT(wIE 2H (wy) . . . 0
LO [®Lak — JH(wn)IEN 0 .. 2Hy(wN)

in which

N —
Gyn= Z [EeT(z‘:’eIe —trl, & )E, + 27ereT(Se w)E,]

e=1

Gh = ZiereTa’eie + EeTG’e ;I')e + EeTJe (we)

where tr denotes the trace of the matrix. Moreover,

Ib' b2
0ct 0
B*(t)= |0 0 ¢?

bN

is a matrix relating the discrete force vectors to the modal vectors, where

ES E/

be =
% T T3 % T T3
rere + Ee Fel rere +Ee Te2

= [B](ra) ®I(ro)

Finally,
f=FI M FLFL- - -F, FiF- - - F],

ET

~ T T~
FoeEe +E, Ten,

& (ren,)]

.. .Fg,'l Fﬁz . .FﬁnN]T

|
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(24a)

(24b)

(24c)

(252)

(25b)

(26)

(27a)

(27b)

(28)



246 / L. MEIROVITCH AND M. K. KWAK

is recognized as the actual control vector, and

N ~ -~
E EeT(Se‘;’e +&pSewe)
e=1
N o~ o Ve ~
E [rereT(Se‘be + &Scwe) — EeT(Ie‘;’e +&elowe)]
e=1

my

— ®Lan + S L dpFvay diny
my

is an inertial disturbance vector

II1. Maneuvering and Control

The maneuver consists of retargeting antennas so as to point
in given directions in the inertial space. By stabilizing the plat-
form in an inertial space, the task reduces to reorienting the
antennas relative to the platform. For a minimum-time ma-
neuver, the control law is bang-bang, which implies that the
angular acceleration of an antenna relative to the platform is
constant, with the sign changing at half the maneuver period.
Ideally, the maneuver should not cause elastic deformations in
the flexible appendages. This is likely to require a long maneu-
ver time, which is in conflict with the minimum-time require-
ment. Hence, elastic deformations are likely to occur, which in
turn implies perturbation of the platform from a fixed position
in the inertial space.

The motion of the system is governed by Eq. (22). The
system is characterized by two factors that distinguish it from
most commonly encountered systems: it is time-varying and it
is subjected to persistent disturbances. Both factors arise from
the retargeting maneuver angular velocities ., angular accel-
erations ., and the matrices E, of direction cosines
(e = 1,2,...,N), all quantities being known functions of time.
Consistent with the nature of the system, we consider a control
consisting of two parts: one part counteracting the persistent
disturbances and a second part driving the state to zero. The
control counteracting the persistent disturbances is open-loop,
and the regulator is closed-loop. Hence, we assume a control
in the form of the sum

F@) =fo(0) + fo(0) (30)
so that, inserting Eq. (30) into Eq. (22), we obtain
(1) = A@Wx(@®) + BOU @) + f(O] + D(1)d (@) (3Y)
Thé open-loop control is assumed to satisfy
BO)fo(t) + D()d(t) =0 (32)
so that, recalling ’Eqs. (23b) and (23c), we obtain
Loty = =[B*®)]d(t) (33)
where
B" = [(B"B*17'(B")T €2)
is the pseudoinversé of B*. From the nature of the matrix B*,
Eqgs. (26) and (27), it is clear that (B*)T exists, provided that the
actuators are placed so that the matrices $(#.;) have full rank.

The closed-loop control is assumed to be optimal, in the
sense that it minimizes the performance index

7
J= %xT(tf)Hx(tf) + % j;(x TOx + fIRf.) dt 35)
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where ¢, and ¢ are the initial and final time, respectively, and
H, Q, and Rarecoefficient matricesto be selected by the analyst.’
Minimization of J yields the optimal control law

f=-R-'BTpx" ' (36)

where P is an optimal control gain matrix satisfying the matrix
Riccati equation

P=-PA -ATP —Q + PBRBTP (37a)
P()=H (37b)

The closed-loop state equation is obtained by inserting Eqgs.
(33) and (36) into Eq. (31), with the result

X()=A()x @) + D (1)d () (3%
-
1
"
-
e
s
I
n
-
£ /
= \ /
% —021 \ {
= N /
< | S II
D T 2o [ bt
0.6 T T e
0 1 2 3
t{s)
Fig. 4 Time history of the appendage maneuver.
0.012 /One Admissible Function
/Fwe Admissible Functions
0.006
ry
& -0.000
=>a
—0.006 ]
~0.012 T T IBEERERE e T
(¢} 1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 5 Time history of the uncontrolled tip elastic displacement.

0.07
0.06
“~R_(Uncontrolled)
0.05 1 y(
a
0 0.04]
c‘N (
-~ 0.037 R, (Uncontrolled)
5 R
& 0.02 P S,
cz>’ ’ .
0011 Controlled
/Rz( ontrolled}
0.00 ——=
N Ry(Controlled)
~0.01 e Ty T T
o] 1 2 3 4 5
t(s)

Fig. 6 Time history of the rigid-body translations (Q =100 J,
R =0.001I).
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where
A, =A~-BR-'B7P 0 i ! (39
o= — - = | e e e e a
— MK +B*R-M~'B*)"Py] | ~M ~1[G + B*R - (M ~'B*)TPy)] )
in which P, and P, are submatrices of P, and 0 —d
. 0 =14 O (43b)
D = D -— * E A
=P EEY {M_l{,_B*[(B*)TB*]_I(B*,T}}<39b) o0

Clearly, how well the control is able to drive the elastic vibration
and the deviations of the platform from equilibrium relative to
the inertial space to zero depends to a large extent on how close
D, is to the null matrix, which in turn depends on how close the
matrix B *istoasquare matrix. Thelatter depends onthe number
of actuators.

IV. Numerical Example

The preceding developments have been applied to a space-
craft consisting of a rigid platform with a single flexible ap-
pendage in the form of a beam (Fig. 3). The maneuver consists
of slewing the beam relative to the platform through a 45-deg
angle about the x axis, so that w, =[8, 0 0]7. The time history
of the angular acceleration j3, is a smoothed bang-bang, where
the smoothing was used to reduce the elastic deformations of
the appendage. Plots of the angular acceleration By vs anigular
velocity (8, and angular displacement (3, vs time are shown in
Fig. 4. The elastic motion consists of bending vibration in the
x and y directions, with the vibration in the z direction being
identically equal to zero. The vibration was represented by five
admissible functions in each direction, so that the matrix &, in
Eq. (5) is 3 x 10 and the vector g, is a ten-dimensional vector.
The admissible functions have the expressions

¢y = — (cosBz — cosB;z) + C;(sinfBz — sinhfB;z)
ji=12,...,5 (40)

which are recognized as cantilver modes.® The admissible func-
tions ¢,; (j =6,7,...10) have exactly the same expressions.
The coefficients in Eq. (40) have the values C;=0.7341,
1.0185, 0.9992, 1, 1, and the arguments of the trigonometic
and hyperbolic functions can be obtained from g; £, = 1.8751,
4.6941, 7.8548, 10.9955, 14.1372, where £, is the length of the
beam. The mass matrix [Eq. (9g)] and stiffness matrix [Eq.
(10)] are 10 x 10 and have the block-diagonal form '

Me | O
M. = |0 (i (41a)
Ko ! 0 ]
K. = {“5“"5‘12;;2‘ (41b)
where
M, = Mg, = [m,d;] (42a)

El .
Kell = K222 = ?e (61'28)2(:8jee)26ij’ L] = 1,2, e ’5 (42b)
e

Moreover, the matrices ®, and &, given by Egs. (9h) and (9i),
respectively, are 3 X 10 and have the form

¢ 0
=10 o (43a)
0 0

where ¢, =m,[0.783 0.434 0.254 0.182 0.141] and &, =
m,t, [0.569 0.091 0.032 0.017 0.010]. Other numerical values
used are

m, = 15.6 slugs, m, = 0.15 slugs
S, = [0 0 0.375]7 stugs - ft

13 0 0

IL=|0 48 0| slugs-ft?
[0 0 59
(125 0 0

IL=| 0 125 0] slugs-ft?
0 0 o0

=51, EI,=5001b-ft>, r, =100 0.4)7 ft

Figure 5 shows the time history of the tip elastic displace-
ment of the appendage in the absence of control. Although
five admissible functions were used to represent the elastic

0.02

Controlled

0.00

~0.02 1

~0.04

ox(rad)

~0.06

-0.08

-0.10

t(s)

Fig. 7 Time history of the rigid-body rotation (Q =100 I, R =
0.001 1).

0.012
//Uncontrolled
0.006J
V.. ‘\\/Controﬂed

~3, -0.000
=

—0.006

-0.012

t(s)

Fig. 8 Time history of the tip elastic displacement without and with
control (Q =100 I, R =0.001 I).
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displacements, sufficient accuracy can be obtained with a sin-
gle admissible function alone. Indeed, there is no discernible
difference in the open-loop response using one or five admissi-
ble functions, as can be verified from Fig. 3.

" Figures 6 and 7 show time histories of the rigid-body trans-
lations and rotation of the platform during the maneuver,
respectively, without and with control. Finally, Fig. 8 shows
the tip elastic displacement of the appendage during the ma-
neuver, without and with control. The controls were imple-
mented by six actuators mounted on the rigid platform and
two actuators each for the x and y dlrectlons and located on the
appendage atz=£/2and z = £,.

For the values of the parameters chosen, the time-varying
terms in the coefficient matrices turned out to be small com-
pared to the constant terms. In view of this, the control gains
were computed as if the system were time invariant. They were
obtained by solving the steady-state. Riccati equation in con-
junction with Potter’s method.”. The coefficient matrices A
and B used in the solutlon were accordlng to the premaneuver
state. Moreover, we. chose the performance index coefficient
matrices H=0, Q=100 1, and R'=0.001 I, where I is the
identity matrix. This assumes’ ‘large final time #. It should be
stressed once again that the time-invariant system was used
only for computing the control gains, and the closed-loop
response plots were obtained by cons1der1ng the actual tlme-
varymg system, as descnbed by Eq.. (38)..

V. Summary and Conclusions

The equations describing the motion of a spacecraft consist-
ing of a rigid platform and retargeting flexible antennas can be
derived most conveniently by means of a Lagrangian approach
in terms of quasicoordinates. The strategy used consists of
stabllxzmg the platform relative to an inertial space and ma-
neuvering the antennas relative to the platform In general ‘the
equations are nonlinear and time varying. In the case in which
the inertia of the antennas-is small relative to that of the
spacecraft, the equations can be linearized, although they re-
main time-varying. In addition, the équations contain pers1s-
tent disturbances due to inertial loading.

The control can be divided into two parts, the first counter-
acting the persistent disturbances and the second providing
regulation of the system. The state subject to regulation con-
sists of the devratlons of the platform from equilibrium rela-
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tive to the inertial space and the elastic motions of the ap-
pendages. The feedback control gains for the regulator can be
made optimal by minimizing a certain performance measure.
In the case investigated the time-varying terms were rela-
tively small so that the control gains were computed on the
basis of the time-invariant system obtained by ignoring the
time-varying terms. However, in determining the response, the
resulting control forces were applied to the actual time-varying
system, .thus validating the efficacy of the control design.
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