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MeToto CTaTTi € MOZEeNtoBaHHA NPOLECIB BiALEHTPOBOr0 PO3KPUTTA TPUCEKLIHOI LITaHIN Ta nonepeaHil
aHani3 JoLiNbHOCTI BUKOPUCTaHHS Takoro cnocofy po3ropTaHHs ans MiHi-cynyTHuka (MC) aucTaHLiiiHOro 30H-
nyBaHHsA 3emni (433).

Mpn npoBefieHHI JOCNiAKEHb BUKOPUCTaHI METOAM TEOPETUYHOI MeXaHiKu, CMCTeM 3B’A3aHuX Tifl, Teopil
aBTOMATUYHOIO KepYBaHHs Ta KOMM'KOTEPHOIO MOZE/HOBaHHS.

BigueHTpoBe po3KpUTTA GaraToCeKLiHMX LWTaHT YCNiLLHO 3aCOBYBa/IOCh Ha CYNyTHMKAX, LU0 CTabini3oBaHi
06epTaHHAM, ane He Ha CynyTHMKax [,33, AKi MatoThb iHLIi 0COBAMBOCTI (hyHKLiOHYBaHHS Ta NOTpebyroTh AodaT-
KOBWX [OCAiI[KEHb.

Po3rnaHyTo MC, skuil cknafaeTbea 3 naatgopmu, 40 SKOi 3a AOMOMOroH LUTaHM, WO TPaHCopMYyeTbCS,
KpINUTKCA aHTeHa. [Jo po3ropTaHHA LUTaHra Ta aHTeHa 3akpinieHi Ha kopnyci MC y cknageHoMmy cTaHi. Cekuii
LUTaHI 3'€fHaHi 3a [OMOMOrOK LUAPHIPIB 3 OfHUM 06epTaslbHUM CTyreHeM CBOGOAM Ta MOCNiJ0BHO PO3KpUBa-
10TbCS 33 PaxyHOK BifLIEHTPOBUX cun npu 06epTaHHi MC B HeobXigHOMY HanpsMKy. KOXeH i3 LwapHipiB LWTaHrv
Mae MexaHi3m ikcauii, sKuii cnpawlpoBYe MpU AOCATHEHHI 334aHOr0 KyTa po3KpUTTA.

[na MoaentoBaHHs NMPOLECiB PO3KPUTTA WTaHr MC npeacTaBneHnii y BUMNAAI CUCTEMM 3B'A3aHKX Tif, fe
nnatopma Ta CKfafeHa aHTeHa € abCOMTHO XXOPCTKUMMW Tinamu, a wTaHra CKAafaeTbesd 3 TPbOX MPYXKHUX
CTPWXKHIB TpybuacToro nepepisy. [udepeHLianbHi piBHAHHA AnHamiku MC npy po3KpUTTI LUTAHM OTPUMaHi 3a
[IOMOMOrOH NarpaHXeBoro opmaniamy, i JOMOBHEHi anre6paiyHUMK PiBHAHHAMY, LU0 ONUCYHOTh OOMEXEHHS 3
60Ky LUapHIpiB.

Po3rnaHyTO cLeHapiil po3ropTaHHs LUTaHI NPy MOCTIHOMY Kepyrouomy MoMeHTi MC Ta cueHapiii po3k-
pUTTS NpW NOCTIHIN KyTOBIl LWBMAKOCTI CynyTHUKA. N5 LMX CLeHapiiB BUKOHAHO MOJEMOBaHHS Ta OTpMMaHo
OLiHKM HeoBXigHMX Kepyoumnx BNAVBIB A5 3abe3neyeHHs pO3KpUTTA LWTaHrn Ta cTabinizauii MC nicns dikcauii
LUapHipiB. OTPMMAaHO 3aM1EXHOCTI 3MiHN HaBaHTaXeHb Ha KOHCTPYKLIIIO LUTaHTV B NPOLECI Ti pO3KPUTTA.

Pe3ynbTaTyt MOfENOBaHHS 403BOMSAIOTL 3pOBUTK BUCHOBOK NPO MPUHLMMOBY MOXMBICTb peanisauii Big-
LIeHTPOBOro Crnocoby po3ropTaHHs WTaHry Ana MC, aKuili MOoXe 34ilicHIoBaTW LUBMAKI 06epTaHHs BigHOCHO
TPbOX OCeil NMOB'A3aHOI CUCTEMU KOOPAMHAT. BMKOpWCTaHHA Takoro cnocoby A03BOMSE 3MeHWMTU Macy MC,
OCKiNIbKU He NOTpebye BUKOPUCTaHHS CEPBOMNPUBOAIB Y CUCTEMI PO3KPUTTA LUTAHTU.

Kntoyosi cnosa: MiHi-CynyTHWK, CTpina, BifileHTPOBEe PO3ropTaHHs, LIBMAKEe 06epTaHHs, NOBOPOTHWIA
LuapHip, 6araToTinbHa AMHAMIKa CUCTEMM 3B’ A3aHUX Tif.

The aim of the article is to model the processes of centrifugal deployment of a three-section boom and pre-
liminary analyze the feasibility of this deployment method for an Earth remote sensing (ERS) minisatellite (MS).

During the research, the methods of theoretical mechanics, multibody dynamics, control theory, and com-
puter modeling were used.

Centrifugal deployment of multi-section booms have been successfully used on spin stabilized satellites, but
not on ERS satellites, which have other features of operation and require additional studies.

The main part of the MS is a platform to which a transformable antenna is attached by means of a trans-
formable boom. Before deployment, the stowed boom and antenna are attached to the MS platform. The boom
sections are connected by joints with one rotational degree of freedom and deployed sequentially due to centrifu-
gal forces when the MS rotates in the required direction. Each of the boom joints has a locking mechanism that
latches when a predetermined deploy angle is reached.

To model the processes of the boom deployment, the MS is presented as a system of connected bodies,
where the platform and the stowed antenna are absolutely rigid bodies, and the boom consists of three flexible
beams of a tubular cross-section. The differential equations of the MS dynamics during the deployment are ob-
tained using the Lagrangian formalism, which are supplemented by algebraic equations describing the constraints
from the joints.

The scenarios of the boom deployment with a constant control torque and a constant angular velocity of the
MS are considered. These scenarios are simulated and estimates of the control actions needed to ensure full de-
ployment of the boom and the stabilization of the MS after latching of the joints are calculated. Dependences of
variations of the loads on the boom structure during deployment are obtained.

The simulation results allow us to conclude that it is feasible to implement the method of the boom centrifu-
gal deployment for the MS, which can perform fast rotations about the three axes of the body reference frame.
Implementation of this method allows designers to reduce mass of the MS, because it does not require any servo
drives in the boom deployment system.

Keywords: minisatellite, boom, centrifugal deployment, fast rotation, revolute joint, multibody dynamics.
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Introduction. Spacecraft (SC) structure can include various attached elements
of large size, such as solar panels, antennas, booms, etc. [1]. The limited space un-
der the fairing of the launch vehicle leads to the need for such elements to be trans-
formable, which allows them to be put into orbit in a stowed state, and then to de-
ploy the structure into an operational state. Deployment of transformable structures
in outer space is not an easy task, since it is often necessary to meet high require-
ments for performance and reliability under restrictions on weight, energy con-
sumption, and others. In this regard, the processes of deployment of transformable
structures are of considerable interest to scientists. For example, papers [2-7] are
devoted to modeling of antenna deployment. The results of solving various prob-
lems arising in the development of transformable booms are presented in publica-
tions [8 — 11].

Despite the fact that earlier most projects with transformable structures re-
quired large satellites, nowadays, small satellites are used more and more. One
such example is the minisatellite (MS) with synthetic aperture radar (SAR) [12].
Low-cost small satellite systems have the potential to expand the range of SAR
applications and make them more commercially attractive.

To develop an MS with the SAR, it necessary to use approaches and solutions
that differ from those conventionally used for large spacecraft. One of these prom-
ising approaches is to use a deployable reflector antenna (DRA), positioned using a
transformable boom, instead of a traditional antenna with a phased array antenna
[13]. In this case, it is of interest to consider the possibility of reducing the weight
of the boom by not using servo drives in the deployment system. An example of
such a design is a carbon fiber-reinforced polymer boom with a special cross-
section. This technology makes it possible to wind the boom like a tape on a drum,
and after launching the spacecraft, due to internal prestressing, to unwind it and
form a sufficiently rigid rectilinear structure [14]. However, it seems problematic
to meet the stringent requirements for the positioning accuracy of the DRA relative
to the feedhorns using this technology. More promising design is a multisection
boom made of carbon-fiber tubes. The deployment of this structure is driven by
centrifugal forces during the rotation of the spacecraft [15]. Currently, there is a
successful orbital experience in using such booms for spacecraft stabilized by rota-
tion [16]. Nevertheless, due to the fact that the features of the functioning of such
satellites significantly differ from the Earth remote sensing MS, it is of interest to
study the feasibility of using centrifugal deployment for this class of satellites.

The aim of the article is to model the processes of centrifugal deployment of a
three-section boom and preliminary analyze the feasibility of using this deployment
method for an Earth remote sensing MS.

System description and problem statement. The MS includes a platform to
which a transformable antenna is attached by means of a transformable boom
(Fig. 1). Before deployment, the boom and antenna are fixed to the MS body in the
stowed state (Fig. 1a).
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Fig. 1 — Stages of appendage deployment

The boom sections are connected by joints with one rotational degree of free-
dom. Each of the boom joints has a locking mechanism that latches when a prede-
termined deployment angle is reached. The boom sections deploy sequentially by
centrifugal forces when MS rotates in the required direction (Fig. 3b-3d). After
completion of the boom deployment, the deployment of the reflector begins, which
is not studied in this article.

To come to a conclusion about the feasibility of this method of deployment, it
is necessary to solve the following tasks:

— to build a mathematical model for modeling the centrifugal deployment of
the boom;

— to simulate of the boom deployment processes and estimate the necessary
control actions and the loads acting on the structure.

These tasks are investigated in this article.

Mathematical model. To simulate the processes of the boom deployment, the
MS is represented in the form of a multibody system
(Fig. 2). The MS platform and the stowed antenna are
] modeled by absolutely rigid bodies, and the boom is mod-
eled by three flexible beams with a tubular section. The
antenna is attached to the boom using a fixed joint. The
joints allowing one rotational degree of freedom are used
to connect the boom sections to each other, as well as to
attach it to the MS platform.

7 The following coordinate frames were used to describe
' dynamics of the MS:

Fig. 2 — Mechanical O;x;y 2z isthe inertial coordinate frame (ICF) with

model of the MS the origin at the center of mass of the Earth O, , the axis

Oy is directed along the rotation axis of the Earth, and the axis O;z; is pointed
to the vernal equinox at a given epoch;

OfxLykz} are the coordinate frames fixed with the bodies (BCFs) with the
origins at their centers of mass and axes coinciding with the central axes of inertia
of the corresponding bodies. Hereinafter, the superscript j denotes the body num-

ber in the following sequence: 1 — MS platform; 2...4 — boom sections; 5 — anten-
na.

58



OgxoYyo2o Isthe orbital reference frame (ORF) with the origin at the center
of mass of the MS, the axis Ogz,, is directed along the position vector of the cen-
ter of mass of the MS relative to the center of the Earth, the axis Ogy, is pointed
along the vector of the angular momentum of the orbital motion of the MS.

Rotation matrix T, from the IRF to ORF can be given as:

Tio=T,TiTq,
ci si 0 cQ 0 —sQ cu 0 —su
T,=|-sici0, To={01 0 |,T,=/01 0 |,
0 01 sQ 0 cQ su 0 cu

where Q is the longitude of the ascending node, i is the inclination of the orbit,
u is the argument of latitude, hereafter the symbols ¢ and s denote in the transi-
tion matrices cos and sin , respectively.

The position of the BRF axes relative to the ORF is determined by three Euler

angles: yaw y’, pitch ¢, roll 9’ . The rotation matrix from the ORF to BRFs
has the following form:

Tojs ZT\;{Tq{ Te{ '
where
1 0 0 co! 0 —s¢! cd 59 0
T‘jz 0 cy! sy ,T(gz 01 0 | Td=|-s9 ¢8’ 0]
0 —sy! ey’ so’ 0 c¢’ 0 01
Euler angles are convenient for understanding the attitude maneuvers of the

MS, but it is known that the kinematic equations for these parameters have singular
states. In this regard, a vector composed of quaternion components

Q= Elo 4.4, unT was used to determine the orientation of the BRFs relative

to the ORF for modeling MS dynamics and control design.
The quaternion components Q' are expressed in terms of the Euler angles as

g <o 2klo’ /2H? /2o [2b(o’ /2Bl f2)
of =<l /2blo! 2B fo)-<(3' [oblo /bl 2),
ah =clo /2blo? f2l{u [2)+s(o7 f2 o’ J2Hu' f2),
al =S/ [2klo’ /26w 2)-clo 2Bl /2w [2).

The relation between the quaternion derivative and the angular velocity with
respect to the ORF @ can be expressed as follows:

ool fefe
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0 -5 o
where ((Bj )Y =l @3 0 -ajl.
—0y o O
The displacements of the i-th node of the flexible bodies as a result of their de-
formations are determined as follows:

Al =wly 1, (1)
where ‘Pij is the shape matrix of natural vibration for the i-th node of the flexible

body; Y/ is the vector of modal coordinates.

The position of the i-th node of the flexible body in the IRF is determined as
follows:

Pl=xl+TJ (Eij +A§), )
where X({ is the position vector of the center of mass of the flexible body in the

IRF; &} is the position vector of the i-th node in the BRF; TS"I = (Tlo)r (Tgs)r is

the rotation matrix from the BRF to IRF.

Joints are used to connect two bodies. The position of the joint nodes is char-
acterized using two reference frames. We will conventionally call them action
(ARF) and base (BRF) reference frames.

The fixed joint constrains three translational and rotational degrees of freedom
of one body relative to another, therefore, the position and orientation of the ARF
must be fixed relative to the BRF. These constrains can be described as follows:

g
QDT =ra—rb:0,q)R= h[?fa :01 (3)

bega
where r,, r, are the vectors of the absolute displacements of the ARF and BRF,
respectively; f,, g,, h, are the vectors of the x, y , z axes of the ARF; f, ,

gy hy the vectorsof thex , y , z axes of the BRF.
The constraint force and torque are determined using Lagrange multipliers:

=)

The revolute joint constrains three translational and two rotational degrees of
freedom. In this regard, the constraints on the translational degrees of freedom have
the same form as the fixed joint, and the constraints on the rotational degrees of
freedom relative to the x and y axes are given as follows:

hlf
®,=| 0’2 |=0, 5
R I:hg*ga:| ()

The constraint torque is determined using Lagrange multipliers as follows:
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0
Ta:kR +Ab 0 y (6)
Ap +Ap

where A, is the matrix of the BRF orientation; 1, is the torque required to rotate
the joint; 1 is the friction torque.

Considering the following state vector X = R1,...,R5,Q1,...Q5,Y2,...,Y4F

and taking into account the representation of flexible displacements (1)—(2) and
constraints (3)—(6), the equations of the MS dynamics during the deployment of the
boom can be obtained using the Lagrangian formalism and presented in the follow-
ing general form:

M (Xt )X +D(X, Xt )+C (Xt )+ D% A = V), 7)
®(X)=0,
where M (X,t) is the mass matrix; D(X,X,t) is the vector containing gyroscopic

and damping terms; C (X,t ) is the vector representing stiffness of system, V() is

the vector of non-conservative generalized forces caused by the action of the actua-
tors and disturbances; A is the vector of Lagrange multipliers.
The damping matrix was constructed as proportional to the stiffness matrix.

MS attitude control. The control actions were synthesized without taking into
account the flexibility of the MS. Using the new state vector

= _ _lh1 A1
X —[xl'x2]r —k’ Q ]z' , the initial nonlinear system of equations (7) is trans-
formed to an equivalent linear system [18]

3&1=x2,x2 =U . (8)

In equation (8), the quaternion is interpreted as control, and the control torque
acting on the MS is calculated by the following transform:

T, =2J (qél[—uoql —q! xi)—coOJ(mxen)erl xJo! 9)

where J is the MS inertia matrix, ! is the vector of the absolute angular velocity

of the MS in the platform fixed reference frame; w,, is the orbital angular velocity;

. Is the representation of the unit vector, which is normal to the orbital plane, in

the BRF; u,, u are the scalar and vector parts of the quaternion U , respectively.
The control torque includes feedforward and feedback terms:

e

T

b
=T +Tr U =UT+U".
Here, the superscripts f and b denote the feedforward and feedback control, re-
spectively.

The dynamics of the attitude error E can be described by the following equation

E=U",

This plant represents four uncoupled double integrators and can be stabilized by
four proportional-derivative regulators as follows:
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U’ =—k,E -k4E ,
The gains of the regulators are selected using the Butterward distribution as
follows:

k, =07 k, =1.4Q,
where Q is the regulator bandwidth.

After finding the feedforward and feedback controls, the physically imple-
mentable control torque can be found using the transform (9).

Simulation results. The boom deployment was simulated using the following
initial data:

Rigid bodies.

Mass and inertia matrix of the MS platform m! =200 kg
andJ ! =diag (21.171,21.211,15.979) kg - m?, respectively;

Mass and inertia matrix of the stowed antenna m® =7.406 «kr n
J % =diag(0.503,0.503,0.073) kg -m?, respectively.

Flexible bodies.

Length of a single section of the boom is 1.227 m; the cross section of the
boom is a tube with a diameter of 0.06 m and a wall thickness of 0.003 m; mass of
a single section of the boom is 6 kg; Young's modulus 120 GPa; Poisson’s ratio 0.3.

Revolute joints.

Static friction coefficient is 0.5; dynamic friction coefficient is 0.3; transla-
tional speed of sticking is 1e-4 m/s; maximum sticking deformation is 1e-5 m.

First, we consider the scenario of the boom deployment No. 1.

At the first stage, a constant control torque —2 N is applied to the platform
around the z-axis for a time interval of 10 s (Fig. 3). At this stage, the fastening of
the boom to the MS platform is released and, together with the antenna, it begins a
rotational motion around the joint 1 until the locking mechanism latches. After that,
the MS is stabilized in its nominal orientation. At the moment when the joint
latched, the angular velocity of the MS was about 0.6 rad/s.

At the second stage, a constant control torque —2 N is applied to the platform
around the x-axis also for a time interval of 10 s (Fig. 4) and the fastening of the
first section of the boom is released and the second and third sections, together
with the antenna, begin a rotational motion around the joint 2 until its fixation
mechanism latches. After that, the satellite is also stabilized in its nominal orienta-
tion. The second joint latched at a MS angular velocity of about 0.2 rad/s.
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Fig. 3 — MS control torque variation during ~ Fig. 4 — MS control torque variation during
deployment stage 1 (scenario No 1) deployment stage 2 (scenario No 1)
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At the final stage, a constant control torque of 2 N is applied to the platform
around the x-axis for a time interval of 12 s and the fastening of the third section of
the boom is released, and it, together with the antenna, begins a rotational motion
around the joint 3 until its locking mechanism latches. After that, the satellite is
also stabilized in its nominal orientation. At the moment when the joint latched, the
angular velocity of the MS was about 0.1 rad/s.

Figures 6 shows the variation of the rotation angles of the joints. In the simula-
tion, the stowed position of the boom corresponds to the angles of —90 and 180 de-
grees for joint 1 and joints 2, 3, respectively. As can be seen from Fig. 6, all sec-
tions of the boom are fully deployed, and their joints are latched, however, as fol-
lows from Fig. 7, 8, the joints of the boom sections experience significant loads at
the moment of joint latching (up to 300 Nm). In addition, Fig. 3— Fig.4 illustrate
that when considered control laws are used, a large control torque is required to
stabilize the MS after latching the joints. Therefore, for the practical implementa-
tion of this scenario, it is necessary to develop more advanced algorithms for
damping angular velocities, taking into account the actuator constraints.
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(scenario No 1)
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Fig. 8 — Torque variation in
joint 2 (scenario No 1)

Let us consider deployment scenario No 2, in which the control system first
provides the required angular velocity of the MS at each stage of the boom de-
ployment. After the acquisition of the MS of the required angular velocity, the fas-
teners of the corresponding section of the boom are released and its deployment
begins. At each deployment stage, the angular velocity of the MS is kept constant.
The simulation results for such a scenario are shown in Fig. 9-Fig.12. This scenar-
io makes it possible to provide the necessary centrifugal force by directly control-
ling the angular velocity of the MS and thus reduce the loads on the structure when
the boom joints latch.
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Conclusion. The article presents results of the simulations of centrifugal de-
ployment of the three-section boom on an Earth observing minisatellite. The simu-
lation results allow us to conclude that it is feasible to implement such a deploy-
ment strategy for a minisatellite, which can execute fast slew maneuvers about
three axes of the body fixed reference frame. However, for practical implementation,
additional research is required to design algorithms for controlling the attitude mo-
tion of the minisatellite, which will provide a guaranteed level of reliability of the
boom deployment and joint latching with minimal loads on the structure. These
issues may be the subject of further research.
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