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Solar sail can merely make use of solar radiation pressure (SRP) force as the thrust for space missions. The attitude dynamics is
obtained for the highly flexible solar sail with control vanes, sliding masses, and a gimbaled control boom. The vibration equations
are derived considering the geometric nonlinearity of the sail structure subjected to the forces generated by the control vanes,
solar radiation pressure (SRP), and sliding masses. Then the dynamic models for attitude/vibration controller design and dynamic
simulation are obtained, respectively. The linear quadratic regulator (LQR) based and optimal proportional-integral (PI) based
controllers are designed for the coupled attitude/vibration models with constant disturbance torques caused by the center-of-mass
(cm)/center-of-pressure (cp) offset, respectively. It can be concluded from the theoretical analysis and simulation results that the
optimal PI based controller performs better than the LQR based controller from the view of eliminating the steady-state errors. The
responses with and without the geometrical nonlinearity are performed, and the differences are observed and analyzed. And some

suggestions are also presented.

1. Introduction

Solar sail is a novel spacecraft with the unique propulsion
style and has a great application potential in the near future.
The continuous thrust can be obtained using the huge and
highly flexible membrane to reflect solar photons; thus the
much longer mission duration is possible by solar sail [1].
It is reported that lots of basic scientific questions involving
the impact cosmic rays have on the long-term conditions of
the earth environment and on earth itself can be answered
by in situ exploration of the heliopause and the heliospheric
interface by solar sailing [2]. This mission can hardly be
accomplished by spacecraft with chemical fuels such as the
two Voyager spacecraft launched in the 1970s. The space
missions such as deorbiting [3], pole sitter [4], heliostorm
warning [5], and many novel orbits [6-8] can be accom-
plished by solar sail much more suitable than the traditional
spacecraft. The IKAROS [9] and NanoSail-D [10] solar sail
spacecraft have been launched into space and several basic
theories concerning solar sail have been demonstrated and
several space missions have been accomplished.

One of the critical problems with respect to success or
failure for an orbiting solar sail is the attitude dynamics

and control problem. The attitude control system (ACS) is
proposed by Wie and Murphy consisting of a propellantless
primary ACS and a microthruster-based secondary ACS [11].
The sliding masses and roll stabilizer bars are used for yaw
and pitch and roll control, respectively, in the former ACS.
The lightweight pulsed plasma thruster (PPT) is used for
attitude recovery from off-nominal conditions in the latter
one. In addition, the robust attitude controller is developed by
employing the attitude control actuators abovementioned [12,
13]. The modal data can be obtained for solar sail with attitude
control actuators as in [14] by using the finite element method
with high fidelity. The attitude controller considering the
vibration of solar sail structure can be designed based on the
modal coordinate state-space system, and the effectiveness
of the controller is verified. The passive attitude stabilization
method (to spin solar sail) is proposed in the presence of
a cm/cp offset in [15, 16]. The attitude control methods
are proposed and the simulations are carried out using the
control boom, control vanes, and sail shifting and tilting
[17, 18] in the presence of cm/cp offset.

The attitude dynamics are derived by employing the
sliding masses and roll stabilizer bars (RSB) for attitude



control actuators. The validity of the ACS is demonstrated
by numerical simulations [19]. A high performance solar sail
attitude controller is presented by employing sliding masses
inside the supporting beams, and its ability of performing
time efficient reorientation maneuvers is demonstrated [20].
The proposed controller combines a feedforward and a feed-
back controller; the former is a fast response controller, while
the latter can be used to respond to unpredicted disturbances
[21]. The solar sail ACS presented in [22] includes the
movement of the small control mass in the solar sail plane
and the rotation of ballast with two masses at the extremities
to realize the pitch/yaw and roll control, respectively.

The robust attitude controllers are designed using Hoo,
QFT, and input shaping methods, respectively, to allow for
the uncertainties of inertia, natural frequencies, damping,
and modal constants of solar sail. The performances of
the controllers are analyzed using the linear and nonlinear
dynamics, respectively [23]. The reduced dynamic model of a
flexible solar sail with foreshortening deformation coupling
with its attitude and vibration is derived in [24-26]. The
Bang-Bang control scheme combining input shaping method
is used to eliminate the vibration for a time optimal attitude
maneuver. The attitude control system is proposed using
small reaction wheels and magnetic torquers for a solar sail on
low earth orbit, and the validity is demonstrated by numerical
simulation [27].

The dynamic model of the multibody solar sail with
control boom and reaction wheel is derived in [28, 29]. The
controllability and stability are analyzed and the proposed
attitude control scheme is demonstrated. The effectiveness of
the solar sail attitude control system employing four control
vanes is demonstrated by simulating deep space exploration
missions [30]. The dynamics is derived and the controllability
and stability are analyzed for solar sail with control boom,
reaction wheel, and control vanes. The effectiveness of the
proposed ACS is demonstrated for the solar sail with cm/cp
offset [31].

The trajectory tracking control is accomplished by using
solar sail with four control vanes to control the solar angle
of the sail. The resultant sailcraft thrust vector amplitude
can be controlled by the additional degree of freedom of
the control vanes [32]. A robust nonlinear attitude control
algorithm is developed for solar sail with four control vanes
with single degree-of-freedom rejecting disturbances by cm
and cp offset. The control allocation is studied by using
nonlinear programming [33].

The novel and practical ACS for solar sail is continuously
proposed. A bus-based ACS is presented in [34] including the
highly reflective panel actuator for roll control located at the
free end of the bus-based boom and the tether control mass
actuator for yaw/pitch control running along the bus-based
boom. This scalable ACS can decrease the risk and complexity
involved in the design of the sail deployment subsystem. The
ACS designed for IKAROS is much more novel and practical.
The ACS utilizes the reflectivity control device (RCD) to
realize the yaw/pitch control for the spinning solar power sail.
It is a fuel-free and oscillation-free ACS [35]. But this ACS
will fail to generate the required torques when it is edge to
the sun (the sun angle approaches 90°). And recently, a novel
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attitude control method is proposed in [36]. The required
torque can be generated by adjusting the position of a wing
tip along the boom. This method presents an effective attitude
approach for large sailcraft. But the exact shape of the films is
difficult to determine.

The dynamic modeling and control for the flexible sail-
craft are studied in [37, 38]. In [37], the vibration equations
for the axial and transverse deformations are established
by considering the geometrical nonlinearity of the sailcraft.
But merely the vibration analysis is insufficient for the
orbiting sailcraft experiencing attitude motion. The coupled
attitude/vibration analysis is required. In [38], the coupled
attitude/vibration dynamics is established and the solving
process is also presented. The controller is designed by using
the Bang-Bang based PD theory. The effectiveness of the
controller is verified by numerical simulation. But the large
deformation of the structure is not considered.

The coupled attitude-orbit dynamics of a solar sail is
studied in [39]. The equilibrium point of the dynamics can be
obtained by designing the inertia of the sail, and the stability
of the equilibrium point is analyzed through a linearization.

The attitude dynamics and control are studied thoroughly
in above references. The ACS for solar sail by using actu-
ators such as control boom and control vanes or by using
means such as spinning and translating/tilting sail panels are
studied. Little research concerns attitude dynamic modeling
with highly flexible structure and vibration modeling with
geometrical nonlinearity and the attitude/vibration control.
But this is a problem worth studying.

This paper establishes the attitude dynamics for the large
flexible solar sail with control vanes, control boom, and slid-
ing masses. And the vibration equations are also presented.
The LQR and optimal PI based controllers are designed for
the attitude/vibration dynamics. By theoretical analysis and
simulation, the controller with better performance is selected
and some discussions are presented. And the differences
between the dynamics models with and without the geomet-
rical nonlinearity are also inserted and analyzed.

2. Attitude Dynamics

In this section, the configuration and structure of the sailcraft
are presented. The related reference frames and coordinate
transformations are given. The kinetic and gravitational
potential energies and the generalized loads are obtained. The
Lagrange equation method is adopted to derive the attitude
dynamics with control vanes, control boom, and sliding
masses. The attitude dynamics is an important part of the
coupled attitude/vibration dynamics.

2.1. The Configuration and Structure. The configuration and
structure of the infinite-point connected square solar sail
adopted in this paper are shown in Figure 1. The ACS consists
of the control boom, sliding masses, and control vanes. The
four supporting beams are the most rigid component. The
stiffness of the four triangular membranes can be neglected
by comparing with the supporting beams; thus the kinetic
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FIGURE 1: The configuration and structure of solar sail.

energy caused by vibrations and elastic potential energy of
the membrane structure can be neglected.

The paper mainly focuses on the dynamics for highly
flexible solar sail. The following assumptions are made to
simplify the problems.

(1) The detailed vibration of the membrane is neglected
in this paper as most of the kinetic energy caused
by vibrations is by the vibrations of the supporting
beams.

(2) The masses of control vanes and control boom are
neglected. We regard the control vanes and control
boom as rigid bodies.

(3) The deformation of the structure is not affected by the
thermal loads, and the wrinkle effect is also neglected.

(4) The torque by the cm/cp offset is the disturbance
torque. And other disturbance torques (such as grav-
ity gradient torque) are neglected.

2.2. The Reference Frames and Coordinate Transformations

The Inertial Reference Frame (E;X;Y;Z;, ;). It is an inertial
reference frame for solar sail attitude and orbital motion.
E;X; is in the vernal equinox direction; E;Z; is in the Earth’s
rotation axis, perpendicular to equatorial plane; E; Y| is in the
equatorial plane and finishes the “triad” of unit vectors. The
unit vector is e; = (iI,jI,kI)T.

The body reference frames of solar sail (Opx,y,zy, 7})
and control vanes (C;x;y;z;, ;i = 1,2,3,4): O is the geo-
metric center of the film; Ogx,, is perpendicular to the film
pointing to the payload side; Oy, and Oz, are in the plane
of the sail. C; is the geometric center of the ith control vane.
When there exist no relative motions between solar sail and
control vanes, 7; is coincident with 7r;,. The related frames can
be found in Figure 2.

The attitude motion is described in Euler angles, using
the yaw-roll-pitch notation. In this notation a three-element
vector ® = [y, ¢,0]" is used to describe the attitude of solar
sail with respect to the inertial frame. The transformation

X7

ron "
X X x (xb)

FIGURE 3: The orbit and the attitude motion.

from 7r; to 7, can be realized by a 3-1-2 rotation, as shown
in Figure 3 (right), with the following rotation matrix:

Cpr =R, (O)R, (¢) Ry (v)

cOcy — sOspsy  cOsy + sOspcy —sOc 1)

= —cpsy cpcy s |,
sOcy + cOspsy  sOsy — cOspcy  cOcep
where

[ cosy siny 0

R;(y)=|-siny cosy 0,

0 0 1

10 0

R, (p)=|0 cosg sing |, (2)
|0 —sing cos¢

cosf 0 —sinf
R, (0) = 0 1 0 ;
sinf 0 cosf

¥, ¢, and 0 are yaw, roll, and pitch angles, respectively; c6 and
s0 are short for cos 0 and sin 6.
And the transformation from 7; to 71;, can be obtained as

cOicy; — sOs@isy; cO;sy; + sO;sp,cy; —sBic;

—CPisY; cPpicy; SP;
sOicy; + cO;spisy; sO;sy; — cOjspicy; cOicy;

Cpi =

3)

The attitude control can be performed by varying v;, ¢;, and
0;.

1
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to locate at the free end of the supporting beams. r, is the
position vector of the payload. O is the origin of ;. The
positions and velocities of an arbitrary point on each support
beam can be obtained as

R,i=Ro+r;+p, Vi = Ro + pi+wx (r;+p), (4)
where R, ;(v,,;) is the position (velocity) vector of an arbitrary
point on the deformed supporting beam and r; is the position
vector of an arbitrary point on the undeformed beam relative
to Op. Ry (Rg = V) is the orbital position and velocity of the
sailcraft. p; is the transverse deformation of an arbitrary point
on the supporting beam. (-) is the first time derivatives with
respect to 7r; and (°) is the first time derivatives with respect

FIGURE 4: The positions and orientations of the components.

2.3. The Positions and Velocities of the Components. The
absolute position of an arbitrary point on the supporting
beams, sliding masses, and payload are given in Figure 4,
where r; (i = 1,2,3,4) is the position vector of the cp of
the ith control vane. The cp of each control vane is assumed

to 7. w is the angular velocity of solar sail expressed as

&l

If the orbital motion and its influence on attitude motion
are neglected, we have

IS

(S
<

(5)

0+ ysing
¢sin 0 + v cos 0 cos ¢

S

[(pcose— 1/'/sin6c05(p:|

T T
RmS = r3+P3 = [PSx’PSy’Z3] > le = l.1 +P1 = [Plx’Ply’ zl] >

(6)
R, =1,+p =[P )’2’P2Z]T’ R,y =15+ ps = [Py J’4’P4z]T’
Psx ¢ cosO — yrsin 0 cos ¢ i
R,s=pytwx(rs+p)=|ps |+ 0 +ysing X[Psy]
0 ¢sin @ + v cos 0 cos ¢ Z3
. (7)
Pax + 230 + Z5 7 sing — P3y§ sinf — p3y1j/ cos0cos @
= | Pay + P3x® sin@ + p;, .y cos 0 cos p — z;¢ cos O + z;ysinBcos g |,
Psy cost — s,y sin 0 cos ¢ — P30 — ps i sing
Pix @ cosB — ysin 0 cos ¢ Pix
R, =p +wx(r+p)=|p,|+ 0 + yrsin g x[ply]
0 ¢ sin0 + i cos 0 cos ¢ 21
. (8)
Pix + 210+ z1§sing — p; ,@sinb — p; ;Y cosO cos g
= | Py + pix@sind + p, Y cosOcos g — z,pcost + z;y sinBcos g |,
Piy <080 — py,yrsinBcosg - py, 0 — py,sing
P ¢ cos0 — yrsin 0 cos ¢ Prs
R,,=p,twx(r,+p)=] 0 |+ 0 + yrsing x[yzl
Pz ¢ sin@ + yr cos 0 cos ¢ Paz o)
9

Pase + P20+ pacisin g — y,¢5in 0 — yyy cos B cos ¢
Pr®sin 0 + p, 1y cosOcosp — p, ¢ cos + p, ysinfcosg |,
Paz + Y2 cost — yyysin@cosg — p, 0 — py Y sing
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. ., p4x
R,y=p,tox(ry+p)=|0 [+

p4z

9+1/)singo Vs

@ cos0 — yrsin 0 cos ¢ P
X
¢ sin @ + y cos 0 cos ¢ P4z

_—

(10)

Pax + Pac0 + Py sing — y,@sin 0 — y,y cos O cos
= | P @ sin® + p,, Y cos O cosp — p,, ¢ cos 0 + p,,ysin 0 cos ¢

Paz + V49 €080 — v, sin 0 cos ¢ — p,, 0 — py, 4 sin g

The components of the position and velocity vectors of an
arbitrary point on the supporting beam can be computed by
using the above five equations.

In Figure 4, A, and A, are the boom tilt and azimuth
angles relative to the sailcraft body axes, respectively. The
components of r, can be expressed as follows by using these
two angles:

I, = |rp| cos A iy + |rp| sin A, cos A,j, + .rp| sin A, sin A, k.

(1)

The position and velocity vectors of the payload can be
obtained as

Rop =Rp+1), Vop =Vo * Ip (12)

where , =1, + @ X r,. And r,, can be expressed as

r,=- |rp| A, sin Ai, + |rp|
X (11 cos A, cos A, — A, sin A, sin Az)jb (13)

+ 'rp' (ll cos A, sin A, + A, sin A, cos )Lz)kb.

T
Ry =10+ = [ph2x>ph2y’zh2] >

T
Ry =1y + Pt = [Puro Yo Pzl >

ha =

-

Prox + 2 (9 +1/sin (p) = Pray (@ sin 0 + 4 cos 6 cos )
Pray *+ Prax (¢ 5in 0 + §r cos 0 cos @) — 2, (¢ cos 0 — Y sin O cos @)
2y + Pray (@ cOs O —/sin 0 cos @) — . (9 +1/sin go)

Prix + Priz (6 + Y sin (p) = Y1 (¢ sin @ + v cos O cos @)
Vi1 + P (@sin 0 + 1 cos O cos @) — py,1, (¢ cos O — 17 sin 6 cos ¢)
Bt + i (§.058 — y/5in 803 ) — pyyy (6 + ¥ sing)

Thus i'p can be obtained as

I, = [[—lp)\l sindy +1,sin A, sin A, (0 + 1/'/sin(p)
—1,sin}, cos A, (¢sin6 + 1/'/cos6cosg0)]
X [lp (11 cos A, cosA, — A, sin A, sin /\2)

+1,cos Ay (¢sin + 14 cos O cos p)

(14)
~l,sin Ay sin A, (¢ cos 6 — 1/'/sin9c0sq))]

x1l, ()'\1 cosA, sin A, + A,sin A, cos /\2)
+1,sin A, cos A, (¢ cos 0 —ysin 6 cos )

-l cos ), (9 + I,ifsin(p)] .

The position vectors of the two sliding masses can be
obtained as

Rpj = Ro + 13 + pyjs
Vip = Vo t Iyt Pyt @ X (rhj+phj), (15)
(j=12).
If the orbital motion and its influence on attitude motion

can be neglected, then the position and velocity vectors can
be obtained as follows

(16)




2.4. The Kinetic Energy. The kinetic energy of the sail system
can be obtained by neglecting the orbital motion and its
influence on attitude motion. Consider

1

1
Tm3 = Eml JO [;)3 + w X (r3 + p:;)] : [/0)3 +wX (r3 +P3)] dZ,

1 (.
T = 3 || oy +@x (5, + 1)

[py +wx (1, +p)] dz,

1t :
Tm2: Eml J;) [p2+a)><(r2+P2)]'[P2+wx(r2+P2)]dy’

1 (. .
Ts =3 [ [pa+@x (xy+ p)]- [py 0 (1, + )] dy.
17)
The above equations can be rewritten as

1
T,=-w-J-w
2

+%ml Ll{zb3-(wxr3)+(w><p3)-(w><p3)
+2(wxr;) (wxpy)}dz

" %ml J_Oz 20, (wxr) +(wxpy) - (wxp;)
+2(wxr) (0xp)}dz

1
e 3m [ by (@xm) 4 (wxp) - (@xp)

+2(wxry) - (wxp,)tdy

+ %ml Joz 20, - (wxry) + (w0x py) - (wx py)

+2(wxr,) (wxpy)+ (wxry)

H(@xr,)}dy,

(18)
where J = Z?zl J,,j is the moment of inertia of sail system,
Jj (j = 1-4) is the moment of inertia of the jth sail sys-
tem, and the expression of J can be expressed as J = diag[J],,
I,»J.] in Opx,y,z;,.

The kinetic energy of the payload is

1 2
T, = 5™ |rp|
=M [—lp)tl sinA; +1,sin A, sinA, (6 + i/ sin (p)

= I, sin A cos A, (¢ sin 6 + i cos 0 cos (p)]2
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+ %mp [lp (/'\1 cos A, cosA, — 12 sin A, sin Az)
+1,cos Ay (¢sin® + 1 cos 0 cos )
- lp sinA; cos A, ((p cos6 — 1/'/sin6c05(p)]2
+ %mp [lp (/'\1 cosA;sind, + )\2 sin A, cos Az)
+1,sin A cos A, (¢ cos & —ysin 0 cos )

=l cos )y (9 + 1[/sin(p)]2.
(19)

The kinetic energy of the sliding masses can be obtained
as follows by neglecting the orbital motion and its influence
on attitude control:

1 . ; . .
Ty, = 5 M1 [ (phlx +0pp1z + VP, sing

— @y, sinB — yry,,; cos O cos (p)z]

1

+ zmm [(th + PPp1x SIN O + Yy cos O cos

~ PPz cos0+ Yipyy, sinBcos g)’]

1 . . . .
My [(pmz + @Y €080 — Yy, sin6 cos g

. , 2
= Opyiz + Vpuesing) |
1 . ; . . ) .
Ty, = 5 M2 [(Pth + 0z, + Y2y, sin g — ¢py,,, sin 0
. 2
= Ypyay cos O cos (p) ]
1 . . . .
+ 5 M [(Pth + PPy SINO + Yy, OO cos @

— @z3, cos 0 + yrzy, sin O cos (p)z]

1 . . . .
5 [(th + Pppzy €080 — Yy, sin 6 cos ¢

~ O — VP sing) |
(20)

2.5. 'The Gravitational Potential Energy. The gravitational

potential energies of the sail system U, payload U,,, and
sliding masses U1, Uy, can be obtained as
m m
Uy = _”_f, ng:_&,
IRo| [Ro + 1,
(21)
U.. = Py U ity

o _|Ro+rh1|, ghz:_|Ro+rh2|'
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2.6. The Generalized Forces. The components of the sunlight
unit vector S can be obtained as follows by referring to
Figure 3 (left) in 7r;:

S=j;=[100]. (22)

Based on the abovementioned equations, the components
of S in 7r;, can be obtained as

S=Cy[1 0 0] =[S, S, S.],. (23)

The resultant SRP force can be simply modeled as follows
for a perfectly reflective control vane:

F, =nPA(S- 11(:1‘)2 ng; = FCiCOSZ‘XCinCi’ (24)

where 7 is the overall sail-thrust coefficient (1, = 2), P =
4,563 x 107° N/mz, A, is the area of the ith control vane,
Fc; = nPA; is the maximum control vane thrust,and ng; = i;
is the unit normal vector of the control vane. The components
of n; in 715, can be written as

ne =Gy [1 0 0] =[Sy Sy Sl - (25)

The control torque by the ith control vane can be
expressed as

M, =L, xE, (26)

In fact, L; and F; are dependent on the deformations of
the supporting beams and control vanes. In this paper, it is
assumed that L; and F; are not influenced by the deformations
of the structure when computing the control torque by the
control vanes. Thus L; and F; can be expressed as

L, = [0,0,-1]", L, =[0,5,0]",

[0,0,11", L, =[0,-1,0]",

=
w
I

T

2 T
Fi:rlPACi([Sx Sy Sz]b'[sxi Syi Szi]b) [Sxi Syi Szi]b.

(27)

The force of each control vane can be written as

F, = (Fcl-cosz(xCi) C,[l 0 O]IT
(28)

T
= (Fcl.coszoccl.) [S.i Syi Szi]b ,

where «; is the sun angle of the ith control vane that can
be measured by the sun sensor. And the components of the
control torques can be obtained as

0 1
M, = (Fgycos’ag, ) ol ><<Cb1 0 )
- 0

2
= (FClcos (xCl)

—lcos ¢, siny,
x | =1 (cos 6, cosy; —sin 6, sing, siny,)

M, = (Fczcoszoccz)

[ 1(sin 6, cos v, + cos B, sin ¢, siny,)
X 0 (29)
| =1 (cos B, cosy, — sin B, sin ¢, siny,)

2
M = (Fc3cos “c3)
[ I cos @y sinys

x | I(cosB5 cos vy — sin 0y sin g5 sin y3)
0

M, = (Fc4coszocc4)

[—1(sin 6, cosy, + cos B, sin ¢, siny,)
X 0
| 1(cosB, cosy, —sinb, sin g, siny,)

2.7. Attitude Dynamics of Solar Sail. The attitude dynamics
can be obtained by using the Lagrange equation method as

d [ oL oL
E(%)—a—qj—Qj, (30)

where L is the Lagrange function, q; (j = 1-3) is the vector
of the generalized coordinates, and Q; is the vector of the
generalized force. L can be computed as

4 2 2
i= Jj= J=

(D)
where T,,, T,, and Tj,; are the kinetic energies of the
supporting beams, payload, and sliding masses, respectively.
Ugyf> Ugpr and Uy,; are the gravitational potential energies of
the sail system, payload, and sliding masses, respectively.



FIGURE 5: The vibration model.
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FIGURE 6: The viscoelastic model.

3. The Vibration of Solar Sail

The mechanical and material models of the sailcraft are
given. The displacement filed, stress, and strain are presented
based on the Euler beam assumption. The Lagrange equation
method is adopted to derive the vibration equations with
large deformations based on the calculations of kinetic
energies and works done by the external loads.

3.1. The Mechanical Model. The body frame Onxyz is estab-
lished to describe the vibration (see Figure 5). F, is the force
vector generated by the control vane used located at the tip of
the supporting beam. F,, F,, and F, are the components
in Opxyz. q(x) is the distributed load caused by SRP.

3.2. The Material Model. The carbon fibre enforced compos-
ite material is used to construct the inflatable deployment
supporting beam. The model of the viscoelastic material can
be represented in Figure 6.

The total stress is the summation of the elastic and viscous
stresses. It can be expressed as

0=0°+0"=Ee+qé (32)

where 0,0°, and ¢" are the total, elastic, and viscous stress,
respectively. And E is Young’s modulus, € (¢) is the strain
(strain rate), and ¢, is the coeflicient of the internal damping
expressed as Er,. 17, is the proportionality constant of the
internal damping. The dimensions of ¢, and 7, are N * s/m?
and s, respectively.
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y The support beam
0o // x

V4

FIGURE 7: The schematic diagram of solar sail supporting beam
deformation.

3.3. The Displacement Field, Stress, and Strain. The deforma-
tion of a spatial solar sail supporting beam is presented in
Figure 7.

The spatial displacement fields for supporting beam are as

ov ow

v(x, 3, 2,t) = vy (%, 1), (33)

w(x, y,2,t) = wy (x,t).

u(x, y,z,t), v(x, y,z,t), and w(x, y, z, t) are the displace-
ments along x, y, and z directions, respectively. u,(x,t),
vo(x, 1), and wy(x,t) are the axial and transverse displace-
ments of an arbitrary point on the neutral axis.

By using Green strain definition, von Karman’s nonlinear
strain-displacement relationships based on assumptions of
large deflections, moderate rotations and small strains for a
3D supporting beam are given as follows, together with the
strain rate and normal stress:

*w,
0x?

2
gxx:%+1<%)
ox 2\ ox

i 8v0><81'/0)_ P, <aw0><awo>
Eax = Ox +( Ox 0x yaxz - Ox 0x

82v0+1<8w0>2 .
Yoaxr 2\ ox

du, 1 (v, \* v, 1 (0w, \* o*w,
:E_O__0>__0_<_0>_ 0
aex [8x+2(ax yaxZ +2 0x Zaxz

oy, (v, ) (500 ) 9%,

En [ 220, ( To)(Zo)_ %%

" ﬂb(ax+<ax 0x yax2

ouy) (i) P
+<ax> Ox o )

(34)
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The single underlined terms in the preceding equation
indicate the contribution by the geometrical nonlinearity. The
dynamics models and corresponding numerical simulation
without considering the geometrical nonlinearity can be
obtained and carried out by neglecting these terms.

3.4. The Energies and Works Done by External Forces. The
strain energy can be derived as

1 duy 1[0v,\* 1 8w0>2
Uf—iL{Axx aers(ae) (5

2 2
+D aV°+D awo}dx.

2

(35)

XX ax2 XX axz

For an isotropic support beam, the extensional stiffness
A, and bending stiffness D, can be computed as
A - j EdA, D, - j EZdA = J Ey’dA. (36)
A A A

The dissipation function is as

1 At \* 20, \*
¥y = 5 I Axxﬂb<§> + Dy (W
i 37)
o’
+ Dxxl’]b (W;) ] dx.
The kinetic energy for the support beam is as
1 (! ouy |2 ow, \* Pw, \’
T,=~| |I,{=2) +1 —0) I -
¢ 2J0[A<at>+A(8t +D(axat
(38)

2
v, >2 0%,
+ I, =) +1 dx,
A( ot P\ oxot
where I, and I, are integration constant for the support
beam, expressed as

I, = J pdA =pA,  Ip= J pZ°dA = J py*dA. (39)
A A A

And the work done by the external force can be obtained
as

W = Fe, -w(x,t) + Fg, - v (xo 1) + myay, (x,, 1) v (xp,t)

!
+ M@y, (X, t) w (%) + JO q (%) v (x,t)dx,
(40)

where x, represents the position of the support beam,
w(x,,t), v(x.,t) are the displacements along z and y direc-
tions, respectively, and the corresponding loads Fc,, F, are
known functions. x;,, [, and v;, are the position coordinate of
the sliding mass, the length of the support beam, and the
constant-velocity of the sliding mass. The dynamic response
is studied only during the period [0,1/v},]. my, is the mass
and ay,(x;,t) and a,,(x),t) are the components of the
acceleration for a material point on the support beam the
sliding mass just arrived at. And the corresponding transverse
deflections are w(xy, t) and v(xy,, t), respectively.

3.5. The Assumed Modes Method. The axial displacement
uy(x, t) and the transverse deflections v, (x, t) and wy(x, t) can
be represented as follows by considering the assumed modes
method:

uy (1) = Y U; () U; (8),
i=1

vo (x,8) = Y V; () V; (1) (41)
j=1

wp (x6,1) = ) Wi (x) Wi (0),
k=1

where U;(1), Vj(t), and W (t) are the time-dependent gen-
eralized coordinates and U;(x), Vj(x), and Wy (x) are the
assumed modes. For assumed mode method, the mode shape
functions should satisty the following requirements in this

paper:

Ui)o=0,  Vi®)|_,=0 Wi =0,

! !
Vj (x)lx:O =0, Wi (x)|x:0 =0.

(42)

The following first two assumed modes satisfying the
assumed mode principle are used in this paper:

= (3)

vzu)=(§f; (43)

o= (3)-

Ul (X) = )_lc)

o= (3).

o= (3.

With the help of the assumed modes, the detailed expres-
sions of U;, T, W, and ¥, can be obtained as

9A, 27 A,
U; = DD - ViV, + W, W;)

x (V22+W22)2+ YT

x (V3 + W)

E AXX
7 B

[(VE+ WD) (V5 +W5) + (Vv + WW,)°]

Al;‘x [%lU2 (V22 + W)+ (vf + Wf)

x (\V, + W1W2)]
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1 A,

e = (90,1 (V) + W3) + 2401 (Vi Vs + W, W)

4 (V12 + le)z]

%Ul (V\Vy + WW,) + U, (V] + Wf)]

6D,..V;
l3

+
+

2U,V] 2uW}  2U;
+ <
A\ 32 312 3l
6DxxW22 + 6DxxV1V2 AxxUlUZ + 6DxxW1W2
I8 & l &
+ AxxU12 + 2l)xx\flz + 2DxxW12’
21 & A

T, = = (UAVZ +H00F) + < (LW, + 11,4 V,)

1 . ., 9 W2 o 91 V?
+—0(ZIAU22+ZIAW12+ P2 I,V + Dlz>

1 61, W, W, 6I,V,V.

Z(ZIAUIUZ Dll 2 + Dll 2)

l l

O\I'—'

(lIAU 41, W . 41,V )
W, = Fe, - [Wy (8) + W, (1)] + Fe, - [Vi (8) + V; (1)]

2 2

2 .
+mh[ P+ 2 o+ (M) o

« | (et 2~V1(t)+ i 3~V2(t)
I I

2 2

2v 2
+mh[l W0+ S @+ ()0

6vht 61/ t
l3 W2 (t)

) ]
[ () )
i [ae(3) ace v

. J:q(x) (?)3 dx,

=W
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Vg _l 36Dxx’7bV22 + 4Axx’1bU22 + 36Dxx’7bW22 l3
17 6 16 4 16

+1 4Axx’7bU1U2 + 24Dxx’7bV1V2
4 & P

+ 24DxxrlbW1 WZ > lz
lS
1 AxxrlbUf 2Dxx’7bW12 ZDxxrleIZ
+ = + + .
2 l & 5

(44)

3.6. The Vibration Equation. The Lagrange equation method
is used to derive the vibration equations

oL d (9L
Lo4(%)ans

=12,...,6,
dq, dt\dg, " (45)

where L is the Lagrange function, q, = (U;,U,,V},V,,
W,,W,)" is the vector of the generalized coordinates, and
4, is the corresponding generalized velocity vector. Q, is the
generalized damping force. The expressions for L and Q, are
as

L= T-U-W)),
v, (46)
de—a—qn, (n=1~6).

The axial vibration equations can be obtained as follows
for U, U,:

1. 1. AU AU AU
“I1ILU, + =11L,U, + = == X
3 AL 4 AT2 ! ! !
2 2
+ AxxUZ + 2AxxV1 + 3AxxV1V2 + 9AxxV2 (47a)
1 312 212 1012
2AxxW12 + 3AxxW1W2 9AxxW22 =0
312 202 w02
1. 1. . AU 4g,ALU,
11U, + =11,U, + XX ud
4 AT1 T 5rAT2 ! 31

+ AxxUl + 4AxxU2 + AxxV12 12AxxV1V2 3AxxV22

+ +
1 3] I2 512 212
AxxW12 12’Iqxx‘/VIWZ 3AxxW22 =0
12 512 22 7
(47b)

The following can be seen from the above equations.

(1) Since the assumed modes rather than the natural
modes are used, the coupling between axial and trans-
verse vibrations is rather severe for axial vibrations.
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(2) The nonlinearity is apparent in above equations only
existing in the terms of V;, V,, W;, W,. We take (47a)
as an example. The terms including U, and its first and
second derivative, V;,V,, W, W,, can be regarded as
the applied loads for U .

(3) The coupling between the axial and transverse vibra-
tions will disappear aslong as the linear displacement-
strain relationship is adopted.

(4) There are no external loads for axial vibrations
according to above equations.

The transverse vibration equations for V;,V, and W;, W,
can be obtained as

A1V, 1, . 1, . mwtVy, 3LV,
- + =1,V + =11,V, - +
31 5 41T g A2 15 21
4th?lt3V1 4 471bexV1 _ 2mhvzt4V2 + 6;/IbeXV2
14 I3 15 I?
8muvpt’V, 4DV, 8mvt’V, 6DV,
l4 + l3 + lS + l3
27A VWS ) 54A, V7 . 18A . V,W;
813 713 713
6A VIV, 24, V,W! 124, U,V,
BT B T s

2
. 8A,  ViW;] . 3A .UV, N 2A U, V;

513 212 2
3 3
8AV] 27A.V; | 30ALVIW W,
513 83 713
4A . VW, W, 4A_ U,V
+ XX l; 172 + x3X121 1 _ Fcy (t) _ 0-5F0,25F =0,
1. . 31V, mwvt'V, 1. . 9IV.
) P A oA Rk (A (R A ) i /AR A
6 A1 2 15 7 47275 ]
. 6n,D,..V; . Zrnhvflt‘lV1 . 124,D,.,.V, s 6mhv2t5V2
B3 I5 B3 16
6D,.V, lémv;t’V, 12D_V, 18mu5t'V,
[ N
N 9A . V,W; N 81A, V, V7 .\ 3A, UV,
203 s8I 212
27A  VIW}  54A V,VE  18A V,W]
83 713 713
. 3A,U,V, . 24, ViW} ) 9A UV, ) 124, U,V,
2 B 512 512
3 3
9A,.V; N 24, V7 27A, V,W, W,
213 B 473
36A.,. V,W,W.
+ 2 — 0.4F,5z — F,, (1) = 0,

713

1
4I,W, 1, . 31 W, 1, . mwtW,
Dl W+ + I W, - 2
31 5472 e A2 15
4rlbexW1 4mh V?ltswl th Vftt4W2 671bexW2
B 2 R 2
4D W, 8muvit'W, Smvit'W, 6D, W,
R T
L B0ALW VIV, 4AL WV, 27A W,V
71 B 813
184, W, V; . 54A W W, N 64, WW,
713 713 B
2 2
24,W,V0  124,,UW, 84, WV,
B 512 512
L HALUW,  24,UW, 27A W,
212 12 R
8A W, 4A_UW,
+ ;;‘3 Ly ";‘lzl L_FE,(t)=0,
1, . 9L W, 1, . mvtW, 3I,W,
S W, + 2222 4 S, W - 2 +2>211
74725 1 e AT 15 2 1
6n,D, W, 2mvit'W,  em i W,
B T
. 125,D, W, L DuW 16m, v, ' W,
I I 15
64
12D, W, 18myvit'W, 34,.U,W,
B 16 212
L TAWVIY, 364 WV, 9A  W,V5
43 713 28
27A WV} 81A WW;  18A W,V}
813 813 713
+ 54AxxW2W12 + 3AxxU2W2 + 2AxxW1V12
713 12 B
3
L OALUW, 124, UW, 24, W
512 512 B
9A W,
;‘—;“32 —F_(t)=0.
(48)

The complexity, high coupling, and nonlinearity are obvi-
ous in above equations.

4. The Coupled Rigid-Flexible Dynamics

The dynamics for control and dynamic simulation should
be presented for solar sail based on the simplification of
equations derived in previous sections. Some assumptions are
made before simplifying the equations as follows.
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(1) Only the attitude motion is affected by the sliding
mass; the vibration of solar sail structure is not
affected by the sliding mass.

(2) Although the attitude control is accomplished by
rotating control vanes and the gimbaled control
boom, moving sliding masses, the specific time his-
tories of the actuators are not considered here.

(3) The four supporting beams are regarded as an entire
structure; thus the identical generalized coordinates
are adopted in the dynamic analysis.

4.1. The Simplified Attitude Dynamics. The kinetic energy of
solar sail supporting beams can be obtained as

1 b
T, =503 wem | {25 (@xr)+ (0xp) (@xpy)

+2(wxr;) (wxp;)}dz
o [ 25, (0x1) + (03 p) (w52

+2(wxry) - (0xpy)}dy.
(49)

The subscripts 2 and 3 represent the second and third
supporting beams. The displacements can be expressed as

Vox (21) = (%)2 V() + (%)3 V()

wy, (z,1) = avy, (z,1) = (?)2 oV (t) + <§>3 -V, (1)

for the 3rd beam
e () = e @0 = (2) 0+ (2) - prao

woz (9:) = yVox (1:t) = (Z) 4l (f)+<%>3')’vz(t)

for the 2nd beam.
(50)

The subscripts x, y, and z of the left terms in (50)
represent the displacements along x, y, and z directions. V, (t)
and V,(t) are the generalized coordinates. The displacements

Mathematical Problems in Engineering

Wy (2, 1), Vo (¥, 1), and wy,(y,t) can be obtained using the
assumed modes as

P = Vo (2 1) i, + wy, (z,1)jp

(5) s () o
I CRINORT

0
(51)

Py = Vor (1 1) iy + wy, (1, 1) Ky

8[(2) vio+(3) v

= 0

V() o+ (3) nol

The vibration velocity can be obtained as

(3) o
z

z
I
5, = fudy + Py =
P3 = P3xlp T P3ylp “1[(‘) Vl(t (

o ) -v

Pa = Poxdy + Po.kg, = 0

ORTRC

IRAC
) e
)3-V2(t>]
) v]

(52)

—~I=
—I=

—~I<
—~I=

Without loss of generality, « = f = o, = 5, = 1 and
y =y, = —1 can be assumed in above expressions. And the
kinetic energy of the sliding masses can be obtained as follows
by neglecting the vibration related terms:

1 1
T, = Emm (0x 1) - (@x1y) + Emhz (wx13,)

(53)
(wxry,).
The kinetic energy of the payload can be obtained as
T, = L 54
P‘Qmp(“’xrp)'(wxrp)' (54)

The following simplified attitude dynamics can be
obtained by neglecting the second and higher terms of
attitude angles and vibration modes in computing the kinetic
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energies of the supporting beams, payload, and sliding
masses. Consider

J9 - m,l Vl mll Vz + mhl)’hlﬁ”

2 . . 2 .
T M2 @ — mprpxrpzu/ + mprngo
iyt § = myrpt 0= Qg
S B 5 -
J,0 + gmll V, + Emll V, +my,z;,0

25 - . (55)
+mprp26 MY o T p W = Myl ¥

5
+myr,, 0 = Qp,

2, . 1, . )
Ly - gl mV, — El mVy + my, yi, ¢

2 . 2 .
mprpyrpze + My W+ My,

Myl ol p® = Qs

where Q,, Qg, and Q,, are the generalized nonpotential
attitude control torques generated by the control vanes. And
the attitude control torques generated by the gimbaled control
boom and sliding masses can be found on the left side of
the above equation, coupled with ¢, i, 6, making the attitude
controller design problem rather difficult.

4.2. 'The Simplified Vibration Equations. The coupling
between the axial and transverse vibrations is neglected,
and only the transverse vibration is considered. The attitude
dynamics for dynamic simulation can be obtained as follows
based on previous derivation by neglecting the action of
solar-radiation pressure:

4IVy 1. . 1. .. 31V, 4y,D.V,
= + =LV + =1LV, + + =
31 5 4T gTATZ T ] B
+ 6r]bexV2 + 4DxxV1 6DxxV2 + 27AxxV2W22
& B & 813
54A,,V,VZ  18A VIWS  6A. V]V,
713 713 I3
A;vchZ‘/vl2 AxxVIWIZ 8AxxV13
& 503 513
3
27A,.V, 36A,.V,W,W, . 4A VW, W,
813 713 &
-Fo () =0

13
1. 3 IDV 91V, 611bexV1
S, l lIAV2 IR
y 2
+ lzr]bexVZ + 6DxxV1 + 121)xxV2 9AxxV2W2
B I I 28
81A, V\Vy 27A ViW; 54A.V,V}
+ +
813 813 713
18A, V,W) 2A ViW2 9A_ V)
+ +
713 B 23
24V} L TALW, | 364, VINW,
B 43 713
—Foy () =0
(56)

The following equations can be obtained by rearranging
the above equations:

41V, 1. . 1. . 31V, 4nD.V
S LV, 4 I, 22 o e
+ 6’1bexV2 + 4DxxV1 6DxxV2 + 16qux\/l?’
B B B 503
12A, ViV, 108A,V,V} 54A.V;
+ +
B3 713 813
—Fg (t)=0
vV, 1 IV, 6m,D..V,
ZIAVI 3 Dl 1 lIAVZ 9 Dl 2 My l3xx 1
124,D..V, 6D, V, 12DV,
+ l3xx + .Z?;X + l;cx
4A V] . 108A V]V, .\ 81A, V,V;
B 713 473
9A ..V,
+ —= £ —Fo, (t) =

(57)

Fq,(t) and F,(t) are used to represent all the generalized
external forces; they can be used for vibration control. These
complicated equations abovementioned are the basis for
obtaining the simplified equations used for controller design.

The following equations can be obtained by neglecting the
two and higher terms:

4,V 1. 1. .. 31V, 4nD.V,
= + =L,V + =LV, + +
31 5 A TeATZT g I3
6n,D.Vy, 4DV, 6D.V,
+ lsxx + 7;‘ ;‘;‘ =F, @)
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1, .. 31 V 9LV,  6mDyV,
~11,V, D 11 V422 1
6 41 ] a2t 5T 13

124,D..V, 6D_V, 12D_V.
4 rlblaxx 2 + Zc:)’x 1 + l;cx 2 — FC2 (t) )

(58)

4.3. The Rigid-Flexible Coupled Dynamics. The simplified
attitude and vibration dynamics can be written as

a,§ + agl + a i + ay Vi + ay V; = Q,,

6+b (p+bVV1+bVV2—Q9,

cV+ b + ¢ P+ ¢y, V) + cVZV2 =Qy»

dy Vi +dg Vy +dy Vi +dy, V, +dy V) (59)
+dy,V, =Qy,

eVlVl + e\--,ZV2 + eVIVI + eVzV2 + eVlV1
+ eVsz = QVz'

The related coefficients in the preceding equation can be
found in (A.l) in the appendix. The dynamics (see (59)) is
not suitable for attitude controller design, because the control
inputs exist in some coefficients of the angular accelerations.
This will make the controller design rather difficult. Thus
the following dynamic model is obtained by putting the
terms including the control inputs right side of the dynamic
equations:

) .4 .
. — mlPV, - gmllez =Q, + Uy

) L1 .
J,0 + gmllez + Emllzvl = Qg + Uy,

| .2 ..
Ty - Elzmz‘ﬁ - glzleZ =Qy +uy
) ) . . (60)
dV1 Vi + deVZ + dV] Vi + deVZ

+dy Vi +dyV, =Qy,
evl Vl + eVz Vz + eVl Vl + eVZ VZ

+tey Vitey,V, =Qy,.

The expressions for Ug» Ugs and uy are as

_ 2 . 2 . - 2 .
Uy = —Mp Y P — My Zpp @ + mprpxrpzu/ - mprngo

@+myr,. 0,

PPJ’ p px'py
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~ 5 5 - ) )
Uy = =My, 25,0 — mprpze ML T+ M T
5
mprpxe,
— 2 . 6 _ 2 ..
thy =~ Yy 1T 10 = mpr i = mmyr

Ml ol pr P
(61)
ug, U, and uy; are the functions of the positions of sliding
masses and payload and the angular accelerations. The state
variables in (60) are defined as

X1 =9 X =@, x3 =0, x;, =06,
X5 =V, Xo =Y, x;, =V, (62)
xg =V, X9 = V5, X1 = Vs

The dynamics (60) can be written as the state-space model
as following

X, = X,

Xy = a1 X7 + Ay Xg + A3Xg + Ay X 0 + Uy,

X3 = Xy,

X4 = A5X; + AgXg + ;X9 + AgX1y + Ug,

X5 = Xg»

] (63)
Xg = gX7 + A1Xg + Ay Xg T A1 X1 T Uy,

X, = Xg,
Xg = ay3X7 + A4Xg + Ay5Xg + Ay X1 + Uy,
X9 = X195
X1g = AyyX7 + AgXg + A19Xg + Ay X1g + Uy,

where uy, u,, and u, are the generalized control inputs
for attitude control, and uy, and u, are the generalized
control inputs for vibration control. The controllability can
be satisfied by analyzing (63). The attitude/vibration control
inputs and the coeflicients will be presented later in this
section. The form of a matrix differential equation can be
written as follows for the above equation:

x = Ax + Bu. (64)

The expressions of the related matrices and vectors can be
found as

X = [y, %y, X3, Xy X5 X6 X7 X5, X9, X1 x(ty) = Xy

T
u= [uq,,ue, ”w”vl)”vz] u(t,) is known,

(65)

where A,x, B, and u are the system matrix, state variables
vector, control matrix, and control inputs vector, respectively.
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The complexity of the state-space model can be seen by
presenting the detailed expressions of control inputs for
attitude/vibration and related parameters in (A.2) in the
appendix.

5. Attitude/Vibration Control and Simulation

The controller for the attitude and vibration is developed
using the LQR and optimal PI theory. The dynamic simula-
tion is performed based on the coupled dynamics derived in
the previous sections.

5.1. LQR and Optimal PI Based Controllers Design. The
dynamics for solar sail can be written as follows, together with
its quadratic cost function also defined as

X = Ax + Bu (known)

x(t) = X,

1 (®f r T (66)
]ZEL [x" () Qx (1) +u’ (1) Ru(t)] dt,

where Q = Q7 > 0andR = R” > 0are constant. The control-
lability of [A,B] and the observability of [A,D] can be
ensured when the equation DD’ = Q holds for any matrix D.
The optimal control input u” (t) within the scope of u(t) € R’,
t € [ty, 00], can be computed as follows to make J minimum:

u* (t) = -Kx" (t), K =R"'B7P, (67)

where P is the nonnegative definite symmetric solution of the
following Riccati algebraic equations:

PA+A"P-PBR'B'P+Q=0. (68)

And the optimal performance index can be obtained as
follows for arbitrary initial states:

" 1
J7 [x(t)t0] = EXOTPX@ (69)
The closed-loop system,
x=(A-BR'B'P)x, (70)

is asymptotically stable.

For an orbiting solar sail, the primary disturbance torque
is by the cm/cp offset and the impact of the tiny dust in
the deep space. The state regulator can be used to control
the dynamic system affected by pulse disturbance torque
with good steady-state errors but will never achieve accurate
steady-state errors if the dynamics is affected by constant
disturbance torque. Thus the optimal state regulator with
an integrator to eliminate the constant disturbance torque
should be presented. This optimal proportional-integral reg-
ulator not only eliminates the constant disturbance torque but
also possesses the property of optimal regulator.
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TABLE 1: The related parameters.

Parameters Values
CM/CP offset/m [0, 0.17678, 0.17678]"
The side length of square sail/m 100
Nominal solar-radiation pressure , 4563 x 10°°
constant at 1 AU from the sun/N/m

Solar-radiation pressure force/N 9.12 x 1072
Roll inertia/kg+m” 50383
Pitch and yaw inertia/kg+m’ 25191.5
Outer radius/m 0.229
Thickness of the supporting beam/m 75 %107
Young’s modulus of the supporting 2.4

beam/GPa

Moment of inertia of the cross-section

2.829412x 1077
of the supporting beam/m*

Bending stiffness of the supporting

beam/N #m> 3508.471336
Proportional damping coefficient of 0.01
supporting beam/s

Line density of the supporting 0106879
beam/kg/m

Cross-sectional area of the supporting 1079 x 10~
beam/m’

Roll disturbance torque/N+m 0

Pitch (yaw) disturbance torque/N#m 0.016122 (-0.016122)

For the following linear system with the corresponding
performance index,
X = Ax + Bu, x(ty) = x,, u(ty) =u,,
L (®/ r T T (71)
] = EJ (x"Qx+u'Ru +u'Su)dt,
to

whereQ = QT > 0,R=RT > 0,and § = 8T > 0. If [A, B]
is completely controllable, and meanwhile [A,D,,] is com-

pletely observable with the relationship D, D], = Q, the
solution can be expressed as

= -K;x - K,u", u’ (t) = uy,. (72)
If B'B is full rank, we can get
" = -Kx - K x, u’ (tp) =u,. (73)

K; (i = 1,2,3,4) is the function of A,B,Q,R, S.
The closed-loop system,

IR K A ) E A

is asymptotically stable.

The compromise between the state variables (the angle,
angular velocity, the vibration displacement, and velocity)
and control inputs (the torque by all the actuators) can
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FIGURE 8: The roll, pitch, and yaw errors.

be achieved by using both the LQR based and optimal PI
based controllers for the coupled attitude/vibration dynamic
system. The fact is that the attitude control ability is limited
to the control torque by the control actuators. The change of
the attitude angles and rates should not be frequent to void
exciting vibrations.

Thus the weighting matrix Q and the control weighting
matrix R are selected as follows for LQR based controller:

Q(1,1)=9x107¢, Q(2,2)=1x10"%,
Q(3,3)=16x1075,
Q(4>4) = Q(5,5) = Q(6)6) = Q(7’7) = Q(8’8)

=Q(9,9) =Q(10,10) =1 x 10°°,

Q(ij)=0 (i#j;ij=1~10),
R(1,1) = R(2,2) = 900, R (3,3) = 100,
R (4,4) = R(5,5) = 10000,

R;=0 (i#jij=1~5).
(75)

The weighting matrix Q and the control weighting matrix
R are selected as follows for the optimal PI based controller:

Q(1,1)=Q(2,2)=4x10"%,
Q(3’3) = Q(4>4) = Q(5,5) =Q(6)6) =Q(7’7)

=Q(8,8) =16x107%,
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FIGURE 9: The roll, pitch, and yaw rates.

Q(9,9) =Q(10,10) = 1 x 105,
QG j)=0 (i+j;ij=1~10)
R(1,1)=R(2,2)=R(3,3) = 1x107%,

R(4,4) =R (5,5) =4x 107,

R(i,j)=0 (i#j;ij=1~5).
(76)

5.2. The Simulation Results. The initial angle errors of roll,
pitch, and yaw are adopted as ¢(t,) = 3°, 6(¢,) = 3°, and
y(t,) = 3% the initial angular velocity errors of roll, pitch,
and yaw are adopted as ¢(t,) = 0°/s, Q(to) = 0°/s, and
W(t,) = 0°/s; Vy(ty) = 0.1m, V,(ty) = 0.1m, V;(t,) = Om/s,
and V,(t,) = 0m/s are adopted in this paper for dynamic
simulation.

The estimated cm/cp offset is 0.25m for a 100 x 100 m
square solar sail. It is assumed that the components of cm/cp
offset vector are [0,0.17678,0.17678]7 in the body frame.

The relevant parameters for dynamic simulations are given
in Table 1.

The dynamic simulation results are obtained as follows
by using the LQR controller based on the abovementioned
Q and R, related parameters, and initial conditions. The
dynamics simulations with (denoted by “with GF”) and
without (denoted by “without GF”) considering the geo-
metrical nonlinearity are presented. And the corresponding
discussions and analysis are also given according to the
calculated results.

The roll, pitch, and yaw errors are presented based on
the dynamics models with and without considering the
geometrical nonlinearity. The control effect with zero steady-
state error can be achieved for roll axis by referring to
the results. But the steady-state errors exist for pitch and
yaw axes from Figure 8; this is because there exist constant
disturbance torques for pitch and yaw axes caused by the
cm/cp oftset. Thus the LQR based controller cannot be used
for attitude control with good steady-state performance. The
steady-state errors of pitch and yaw axes are about 0.164°
and —0.164°, respectively, from the corresponding partial
enlarged drawing of the figures (see the corresponding left
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FI1GURE 10: The roll, pitch, and yaw torques.

figures). A simple and practical controller should be designed
to eliminate the steady-state errors. These errors will affect the
precision of the super long duration space mission deeply.

The differences between the dynamics with and without
the geometrical nonlinearity effect can be observed. The
amplitudes and phases change a bit by comparing the corre-
sponding results.

It can be observed by the partial enlarged figures
(the right figures of Figure 9) that there are no steady-state
errors for roll, pitch, and yaw rates. The relative satisfied
dynamic performance is achieved. In fact, a result with much
more satisfied dynamic performance can be obtained, but it
will make the desired control torques much larger during
the initial period. This will not only excite the vibration of
the structure but also increase the burden of the control
actuators.

And the differences between the dynamics models with
and without the geometrical nonlinearity can also be seen
merely in the phase of the angular velocities.

The desired attitude control torques are presented in
Figure 10. The roll torque will tend to be zero with the
decrement of the state variable errors. The pitch and yaw
torques tend to be constant from the middle and bottom

figures. The pitch and yaw steady-state errors can never be
eliminated although the pitch and yaw torques (0.09 Nsm
and —0.09N#m) are applied continuously by theoretical
analysis and simulations. This is just a great disadvantage of
the LQR based controller in this paper. The initial control
torques can be afforded by vibrating the gimbaled control
boom and moving the sliding masses that can afford a relative
large torque. The control vanes can be used to afford the
control torques when solar sail is in steady-state process. The
expression of the attitude control inputs u,, t4g, and u,, can be
found in previous section.

Moreover, the differences between dynamics responses
with and without geometrical nonlinearity can also be
observed by comparing the corresponding results. The
required torques for the attitude control are a little larger
for the dynamics with geometrical nonlinearity. And the
difference in the phase is also clear.

It can be seen that the vibration of the supporting beam
is depressed effectively by the simulation results in Figure 11.
It can be seen that the steady-state errors and the dynamic
performance are relatively satisfied. It can also be seen that the
dynamics responses between the model with and without the
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FIGURE 11: The displacement and velocity of the tip of the supporting beam.

geometrical nonlinearity effect are different in the vibration
displacement and velocity magnitudes and phases (Figure 15).

The simulation results can be obtained as follows by using
the optimal PI based controller adopting the abovementioned
parameters and initial conditions.

The roll, pitch, and yaw errors are given by using the
optimal PI based controller. These errors tend to disappear
by observing the partially enlarged plotting of the figure (the
corresponding right figures) (shown in Figure 12). And the
relative satisfied dynamic performance can also be obtained.
From the view of eliminating the steady-state errors, the opti-
mal PI based controller performs better than the LQR based
controller by theoretical analysis and simulation results. The
former can achieve attitude control results without pitch
and yaw steady-state errors. From the view of dynamic
performance, both the controllers perform well. In addition,
it can be seen that the difference between the models
with and without geometrical nonlinearity is merely in
the phase.

The roll, pitch, and yaw rate errors are presented in
Figure 13. The dynamic and steady-state performances are
satisfied by observing the simulation results. And by observ-
ing the difference between the dynamics responses with and

without the influence by the geometrical nonlinearity, it can
be concluded that the merely difference is the phase.

The desired control torques of the roll, pitch, and yaw are
obtained in Figure 14 by using the optimal PI based controller.
It can be seen that the value of the desired roll control torque
decreases to zero as the values of the roll angle and rate
decrease to zero. The desired pitch and yaw control torques
tend to be the constant values, 0.09 N*m and —0.09 N*m,
respectively. The desired initial control torques are large by
observing Figure 14. It is suggested that the gimbaled control
boom combining the sliding masses is adopted to afford the
initial torque. Then the control vanes can be used to control
the solar sail after the initial phase. The phase difference
can also be observed by inspecting the dynamics responses
during the 4800~5000 s period.

The vibration can be controlled effectively based on the
optimal PI controller. And the relative satisfied dynamic
and steady-state performances can be achieved. In addition,
the tiny differences exist in the magnitudes of the required
torques. And the phase differences also exist.

It can be concluded as follows by analyzing and compar-
ing the simulation results based on the LQR and optimal PI
theories in detail.
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FIGURE 12: The roll, pitch, and yaw errors.

(1) From the view of eliminating the steady-state errors
of the pitch and yaw errors, the optimal PI based con-
troller performs better than the LQR based controller
by theoretical analysis and simulation results. The
dynamic performances of the two controllers are both
satisfied, and the desired control torques are relatively
small.

(2) The weighting of the state variables is reflected by the
weighting matrix according to the LQR and optimal
PI theories. The constant weighting matrices selected
in this paper can effectively reflect the initial state
variable errors but maybe reflect the final state vari-
able errors deficiently. The time-varying weighting
matrices should be selected.

(3) For the actual orbiting solar sail, the control actuators
(control vanes, gimbaled control boom, and sliding
masses) cannot afford excessive large control torques.
Thus the control torques should be as small as possible
on the premise of acquiring satisfied dynamic perfor-
mance and steady-state errors. It will not only reduce
the burden of the control actuators but also avoid

exciting structural vibration. In engineering practice,
the weighting matrices and the control weighting
matrices should be selected based on the attitude
control requirement (e.g., dynamic performance and
steady-state errors, etc.).

(4) The dynamics responses influenced by the geometri-
cal nonlinearity can be observed. In a word, the tiny
differences between the magnitudes of the physical
variables exist for the models with and without
the geometrical nonlinearity. And the relative clear
differences exist in the phases for the attitude angles,
rates, required torques, and so forth.

6. Conclusions

The coupled attitude and structural dynamics is established
for the highly flexible sailcraft by using the von-Karman von-
Karman’s nonlinear strain-displacement relationships based
on assumptions of large deflections, moderate rotations,and
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small strains. The Lagrange equation method is utilized
to derive the dynamics for controller design and dynamic
simulation. The LQR and optimal PI based controllers are
designed for the dynamics with the constant disturbance
torque caused by the cm/cp offset. By theoretical analysis
and simulation, it can be seen that both controllers can
compromise between the state variables and control inputs.
Because the control actuators can hardly afford large control
torque, the dynamic performance should be relaxed to
reduce the requirement for the attitude control actuators.
Besides, the optimal PI based controller can also eliminate
the constant disturbance torque caused by the cm/cp offset
that always exists, while the LQR based controller fails to
achieve the results with satisfied steady-state performance
although the attitude control torque is always applied to the
coupled dynamic system. The dynamics simulations with and
without the geometrical nonlinearity effect are also carried
out. And the differences between the models in magnitudes
and phases are identified and analyzed. It can be concluded
that the optimal PI based controller performs better than the

LQRbased controller from the view of eliminating the steady-
state error caused by the disturbance torque by the cm/cp
offset.

Appendix

The related parameters in above equation are given as

2 2 2 2
a, = T + My Yy + 1020, + Myl + T s
Ag = =Myl Ty Ay = —MyT T s
" L
ay, = —ml, “V——smz >
2 2 2
by = Jy + mypzy, + My, +MyT s
by = =Myl by = M7 paTpys
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The detailed expressions of control inputs for attitude/

vibration and related parameters in the state-space model of
the dynamics (see (62) and (63)) are presented as follows:
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