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Abstract: To reduce the contour error of the end-effector of a robotic manipulator during trajectory
tracking, a dual-mode synchronization predictive control is proposed. Firstly, the dynamic model
of n-DoF robotic manipulator is discretized by using the Taylor expansion method, and the
mapping relationship between the joint error in the joint space and the contour error in task space
is constructed. Secondly, the synchronization error and the tracking error in the joint space are
defined, and the coupling error of joints is derived through the coupling coefficient A4 . Thirdly, a
dual-mode synchronization predictive control is proposed, and the stability of the proposed
control system is guaranteed using constraint set conditions. Finally, numerical simulation and
experimental results are shown to prove the effectiveness of the proposed control strategy.
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1. Introduction

Multi-degree-of-freedom (DOF) robotic manipulator is widely used in various industrial parts
because of their high accuracy and reliability. With the development of high precision machining,
complex surface polishing, 3D additive machining and manufacturing, the surface quality
requirements for these fields have increased significantlyll. However, multi-DOF robotic
manipulator is a typical nonlinear and strong coupling system, due to the tracking delay of
single-joint and the uncoordinated dynamics of multi-degree-of-freedom system, the large contour
error is caused®. To overcome this problem, Kuang et al.Plproposed cross-coupled control, by
sharing the position sensing information of each joint, the corresponding control signals are
generated, and the synchronization error model is constructed to realize the synchronization of
multiple motion axesl4. Recently, a multitude of advanced contour control algorithm for multi-axis
systems have been proposed, for instance, robust finite impulse response filter!®, robust trajectories
following controll, model predictive contour error control” 8], Iterative learningl®, on-line self
tuningl'?l, adaptive method!'* 12, neural network control¥, sliding model control* ¥l and so on.
However, the research results demonstrate that it is extremely difficult to constitute a real-time
model of contour error with trajectory tracking control of contour in task space due to the reason of
contour recognition and modeling.

For real-time contour tracking control, a pre-compensating contour control strategy is
proposed by Yang et al.l®land Zhang et al.l'”l which can effectively improve comprehensive
performance of contour control. But the contour error in task space which defined as the minimum
deviation from the actual point to the expected point, is arduous to calculate in the real-time
contour tracking taskl’821l. Yeh et al.[??lused the vertical distance of the tangent from the actual point
to the desired point to calculate the contour error of any trajectories, rather than the minimum
deviation from the actual point to the desired point to calculate the contour errori??l. However, the
contour error in task space which has been calculated should convert to joint space for correction
because the manipulator is controlled in joint space.

In practice, the actual position of the robotic axial which detected by robotic axial encoder in
joint space must be converted to the actual trajectory of the end-effector in task space before contour
error estimation. In addition, to get contour error commands of robotic manipulator, the contour
error which estimated in the task space should convert to the joint spacel?!l. During trajectory
tracking of robotic manipulator, the reduction of single-axis tracking error in joint space does not
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necessarily imply that contour error of the robotic end-effector will be reduced®!. Consequently,
many researchers defined the mapping value of manipulator's task space contour error in joint
space as synchronization error, and reduced the manipulator's task space contour error by reducing
the synchronization error in joint spacel?¢28l. Because the contour error in task space has a direct
mapping relationship with synchronization error, so even if certain tracking errors exist in the joint
space, joint space synchronization error is zero under the condition of the contour precision of task
space must also be zero. Therefore, the contour error in the task space can be effectively reduced by
the synchronization error compensation of the joint space. However, most of the synchronization
control algorithms of robotic are combined with PID algorithm, which is difficult to meet the
requirements of rapidity and accuracy of robotic manipulator.

Model predictive control (MPC) is a modern control algorithm with low requirements on
model precision, convenient online calculation, direct processing of system input and output or
state constraints, and good comprehensive quality control. Compared with other manipulator
control algorithms, MPC has lower requirements on model precision and better control effect. In
recent years, MPC has been extensive developed in the field of robot control?31l. However, the
stability of model predictive control of robot is arduous to prove, most of the above papers did not
prove the stability of the predictive controller. According to previous discussions, a synchronous
control algorithm is designed to decrease the contour error and ensure the stability of the
synchronization predictive control system. The main contributions include the following:

(1) The mapping relationship of contour error between joint space and task space is established,
and then, the discrete synchronous coupling error model in the joint space is constructed.

(2) A dual-mode synchronous predictive control algorithm is proposed, and the stability of the
proposed control system is guaranteed by designing local control conditions and terminal
constraint.

(3) Compared with computational torque controller (CTC) and traditional predictive controller
in [32] and [33], numerical simulation and experimental results are shown to prove the effectiveness
of the proposed control strategy.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Discretization of dynamic model of robot
manipulator is derived in Section 2. Further, the design and stability analysis of the controller are
presented in Section 3. Then, numerical simulation and experimental analysis are carried out in
Section 4. At last, Section 5 provides a summary.

2. Discretization of Dynamic Model of Robotic Manipulator

The dynamic of N—DoF (Degree-of-Freedom) robotic manipulators can be expressed by
Newton-Euler formula as ©**

t=M (9 g+ € ) q+q( [ 1)

where gqeR™ is position vector in joint space, 7€R"™ is generalized force vector in joint space,
M eR™ is inertia matrix, it is symmetric and positive definite, C(q,4)eR"™" is the matrix of

centrifugal and Coriolis force, G(q)eR"™" is gravity matrix.
The state variables can be defined as
x=[x %] =[q df @

Substituting (2) into (1), the state equation of robotic manipulator can be given by

)'(1=X2
% = (%, %)+P(x)r 3)
y=X
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where f (x,X,)=-M (q)’l(c(q,q)q+e(q)) and P(x)=M(q) .

Assumed that the sampling period is T, and the current time is h, the discretization
expression of h+1can be obtained by using Taylor expansion method, yields to

T2
h+1 X —X
X(hﬂ):{;&(h:l)}: % (h)+T% ()+ =% (h) @
DL ey
Simplifying (4) yields
x(h+1)=Ax(h)+Bz(h)+G, (5)

T? T2
| TI - -
whereA:L)” ”}, B=| 2 P(x,) , G, =| 2 f (%) '
TP(x,) Tf (%,%,)

3. Dual-model Synchronization Predictive Control

3.1 Mapping Relationship of Coupling Error Between Joint Space and Task Space

The desired trajectory in joint space can be defined as
.
Xr = [Xrl sz] (6)
where X,, and X,, are the desired displacement and velocity vector in the joint space, respectively.

Hence, the trajectory tracking error in the joint space can be defined as

.
e=[e, e =x-x @)
where g, and e, are the tracking error of displacement and velocity in the joint space, respectively.

According to (5), the discretization of (7) can be given by
e(h+1)=x(h+1)-x (h+1)=Ax(h)+Bz(h)+G, - x, (h+1) (8)

The synchronization error of each axis can be calculated as follows: the contour error in the
task space should be calculated firstly, and then, it will be mapped to the joint space. Finally, the
mapping value of the contour error in the joint space can be adopted as the synchronization error
of each axis. Furthermore, to decrease the amount of calculation, the estimated value of the closest
point of the contour is used to instead of the actual value. The estimated value of the closest point
of the contour is defined as the perpendicular on the tangent from the actual position to the
desired position, is shown in Fig.1.
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Fig.1 Estimation of contour error in the task space

Let the desired trajectory of the end-effector of robotic manipulator in the task space is
d=[x(t) y,(t) z (t)}T , and the contour error is¢g, = [g

T

. &y gz] , and the error of trajectory
.

tracking ise, =[e, e, e, ] .

The contour error of the end-effector of robotic manipulator in the task space can be derived
as

©)

where T, is the contour error transformation matrix, and satisfied with

1-a®> —-ab -ac

T =|-ab 1-b®> -bc |, a= % (1 Yo (1)

—ac  -bc 1-¢? \/"(d (t)z + Y (t)z +1, (t)2

e

On the other hand, the kinematic Jacobian matrix of robotic manipulator mapped the position
trajectory tracking error in the joint space with the task space can be given by

e, =J-g (10)
where J e R"®is kinematic Jacobian matrix of robotic manipulator with n-DoF.
Substituting (10) into (9), yields to
e=J3"1g=3"T -3¢ 11)
where ¢ is defined as the synchronization error in the joint space, satisfied withe=J""¢,
By using the coupling coefficient 1, the coupling error is defined as
d=e+le (12)

where d € R™is the coupling error of joints.

Considering the coupling between trajectory tracking error and synchronization error, the

target correction trajectory is defined as x,, =[x, xrcz]T , and the coupling error can be rewritten as
d = X— X, which x, can be solved by
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chl :L(Xrl +A’Xc)

1+7
Xie2 = X2 (13)
X, =X—&

where x,and x,, are the position and velocity correction of joint target, respectively. x,is always

between x,, and x, , the large the coupling coefficient is, the closer x ,is tox , the better the

rcl

synchronization performance is.
Considering (8) and (12), the discretization of coupling error can be expressed as
o(h+1)=Ax(h)+Bz (h)+G, - X, (14)
Substituting (12) into (14), the discretization of coupling error 4 (h +1) can be given by
o(h+1)=Ad(h)+Bz(h)+G, -(A+1)x, (15)
3.2 Dual-Model Synchronous Predictive Control

The h -time comprehensive performance index of the robotic manipulator is defined as

3(m)=3[lo(n+ i), +[(h+i-Df; | (16)

i=1

where Z is the prediction time domain, Q, ={Q1 }, and Q, e R™"is position weight matrix,
2

Q, € R™"is velocity weight matrix, R e R™" is the torque weight matrix.

The iteration process in the time domain is expressed as

x(h+1) z(h)
X = : , U= : (17)
x(h+2) r(h+Z-1)
According to (5), X is given by
X =Sx+GU +C, (18)
where
G
A B 0 AG P G
+
S= , G=| , C,= P
A? A*'B B g
ATTG, +--+G,

J:—(X—XrC)TQI(X—ch)+%UTRtU (19)
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x, (h+1)
where X, = X (h_+2)
x (h+Z)
Let@ =0, we obtain
ot

U=—(G'QG+R) G'Q(Sx+C, - X,.) (20)

As the rolling optimization strategy is adopted in predictive control, at h time, only the first
term of U is applied to the robotic manipulator, and at h+1time, U is solved again and the first
timer(h+1) isapplied to the robotic manipulator.

3.3 Stability Analysis

Three influencing factors of the stability of the dual-model synchronization predictive control
system should be considered as terminal set, terminal cost function and local control law. Hence,
the optimal problem of dual-model synchronization predictive control ath time can be represented
as

min: 3 (0) = 3o (n-+in)f, o+ ZIn)f;
t s(h+Zfh)e2=(serR"
|8(hh)=5(h)

1)

5TPs 31)

2
where "5 (h +Z |h)||P is the terminal cost function, P € R™", and 2 is the terminal set constraints.

By solving the optimal problem (21), & (h+Z|h) can be controlled to the terminal set

constraints £2 in the time domain.

Let
Uy (x)=7,+G; —B" (A+1)X, (22)
T2 T2 T2 T2
where G, :[M (a) M(q)] 2 2| G,, B :[M(q) M(q)} 2 2|, andr,is the actual
T T T T

input torque of robotic manipulator.

Combining (15) and (22), the discretization of coupling error é (h+1) can be given by
o(h+1)=Ad(h)+Bu, (h) (23)
Local control rate is given by
u; (x)=Hé(hh) (24)

Substituting (24) into (23), the discretization of coupling error 6(h+1) can be derived as follows
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s(h+1)=(A+BH)s(h) (25)

For terminal set and local control rate, the constructed H and P are required to make
0 (h +Z +1|h) fall into terminal set £2, that is

[s(h+z+1n)[] <[(h+Zn) (26)

2
P
As

[6(n+z +1n) ~J(h+z )|, =[(A+BH)a(h+Z|n)]] ~a(n+z[n) =]6(h+Z )|

2
P

(A+BH) P(A+BH)-P
@7)
Therefore, the dual-model synchronous predictive control should be satisfied with
(A+BH) P(A+BH)-P<0 (28)
Stability Proof:

Assumed that the optimal performance index ath time areJ"(h), U”(h)and & (h) which

described the optimal solution and state trajectory, respectively. One of the feasible solutions of
optimal problem at h+1time can be given by

U(h+1)=z(h+1h+1),--,7(h+Z|h+1),7, (h+Z +1h+1) =" (h+1]h),--, 77 (h+Z |h), 7, (h+Z +1]h+1)
(29)

It is noted thatU (h+1)is only a feasible solution and not an optimal solution, so J(h+1)
obtained from the feasible solution should be satisfied J(h+1)>J"(h+1), where J'(h+1)is the

optimal performance index at h+1time.

The performance index function at h+1 time is expressed as

J(h+1)= ZZii||5(h+i+l|h +1)||Z +||5(h+Z +1}h +l)|| (30)
i=L !

2
p
Considering the designed local control rate which given by (26), and z(h+Z|h+1)=7; (h+Z]h),

we obtain
d(h+Z+1h+1)=(A+BH)d(h+Z]h) (31)
Eq.(30) can be rewritten as

I(h+1)= Z_Z_Z||(s(h+i+1|h 1), +Jo(h+z )], +[(a+BH)S(h+z|n)] (32)

2
=]
As

z-1 z2-2
3 (h)= §||(s(h T |h)||; +lo(h+z )] = ;"(S(h +i +1|h)||; +||5(h|h)||; tlo(nrzp) @3
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Combination (32) with (33), J(h+1)can be given by

J(h+1) =37 (h)=|a(h )], = [ah+Z [} +[oth+Z [ )], +|(A+BH)S(h+Z [

. 2 2 (34)
=J (h) _llé(h | h)"Qt +"6(h +Z| h)||Q+(A+BH)T P(A+BH)-P
Assumed that P=S", and H =YS™, (28) can be rewritten as
S—-S'QS—(AS+BY) S (AS+BY)>0 (35)
The linear matrix inequality (LMI) of (35) can be expressed as
T
S—-STQS (AS+BY) 20, S50 (36)
AS + BY S

The steps of the algorithm of dual-mode predictive control for robotic manipulator are given as follows

Step 1: Get the current status of the robotic manipulator.

Step 2: According to (36), P and H can be solved, and the optimization problem expression can be derived.
Step 3: The optimization problem (21) is solved and obtained the optimal control sequence.

Step 4: The first control rate of the optimal control sequence is applied to the robotic manipulator.

Step 5: Return to Step 1 for the next process

4. Simulations and Experiments

The robotic manipulator with two DOF is selected as the object in this paper, and the contour
error synchronous predictive controller (CES-MPC) designed is compared with traditional
predictive controller (MPC) and computational torque controller (CTC).

CTC algorithm is given by [32], and expressed as

7 =M(q)(G, +K,e+K,e)+C(q,4)d+G(q)

MPC algorithm is given by [33], and expressed as

—.[1 1(1 1 .
TZ_M(q)P |:T_2Qlel+-I_-(§Q1+Q2]e2+(ZQ1+Q2j(f(Xl’XZ)_XrZ):|

where P = (%Ql +Q, +T*M(q)RM (Q)j

The structure of robotic manipulator with two DOF is shown in Fig.2.
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Fig.2 Structure of robotic manipulator with two DoF.

The dynamic model of the robotic manipulator with two-DoF is given by (1), and its
parameters are derived as follows

M(q) = |:|22m2 +2LL,mc, +1’m, 17m, + |1|zmzcz:| , C(q,4)= |:_|1|2mzsz% —l1,m,s, (¢, + qz):| , G(q)= Fzngclz + m12|1gcl}

2
1Zm, +1,1,m,c, IZm, 11,m,s,q, 0 I,m,gc,,

where ¢, =cos(q,) , ¢, =cos(q,+0d,) , S,=sin(q,), m,=m+m,, m=1kg , m,=0.25kg ,
I, =1, =0.2m, g=9.8m/s’.

The kinematic Jacobian matrix of the robotic manipulator with 2-DoF is calculated, yields to

J= |:_I131 - I2312 _|2512:|

|1C1 + Izclz Izclz

Selected K, =300, K, =20 in CTC, and the predictive time N =10in MPC and CES-MPC.
The error weighting matrix are selected as Q, =diag(10), Q, =diag(0), and the torque weighting
matrix is R=diag(0), sampling period is 2ms, coupling coefficient is A =1, joint output torque

constraintis 7y, =T, =dON-m, 7, =-7, . =IN-m.

4.1 Simulations

—— Desired
04 CTC
- = - MPC
_504|—— CES-MPC

T
-100 0 100 200 300 400
x (mm)

Fig.3 Trajectory tracking in the task space of robotic manipulator
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Fig.4 Trajectory tracking in the joint space of robotic manipulator. (a) joint 1%, (b) joint 27
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Fig.5 Torque outputs in the joint space of robotic manipulator. (a) joint 1¢; (b) joint 2¢

Fig.3 shows that the contour errors of the three control algorithms are relatively small without
considering the friction and model error of the joint. The contour error of CES-MPC is smaller and
converge faster than the algorithms of CTC and MPC. Fig.4 shows that the joint trajectory tracking
error of CES-MPC is less than CTC, but delay behind MPC. It can be seen from Fig.3 that CES-MPC
still has good contour accuracy when there is a large tracking error in the joint space. Fig.5 is the
simulation results of torque outputs in the joint space of robotic manipulator. The simulation results
show that in the initial stage of response, the torque outputs fluctuation of CES-MPC is greater than
that of CTC, but less than MPC. Combined with Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, it can be seen that the contour

error of CES-MPC is significantly less than CTC and MPC with small torque output fluctuation and
good joint coordination.

4.2 Experiments

An experimental platform for robotic manipulator with 2-DoF is built, as shown in Fig.6.
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Fig.6 Experimental platform of robotic manipulator with two-DoF
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Fig.7 Trajectory tracking in the task space of robotic manipulator (with experimental platform)
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Fig.9 Torque outputs in the joint space of robotic manipulator (with experimental platform). (a) joint 1%; (b) joint 2¢

Fig.7 is trajectory tracking at the end-effector of robotic manipulator, maximum contour error
for CES-MPC in this part of the response is 7.4 mm, for MPC is 14.6 mm, for CTC is 21.1 mm.
Experimental results demonstrate that the CES-MPC is more effective than CTC and MPC in
reducing the contour error of end-effector, when the initial error exists.

Fig.8 is trajectory tracking in joint spacer of robotic manipulator, mean error for CES-MPC in
this part of the response is 1.82 deg in (a) and 1.17 deg in (b), for MPC is 1.09 deg in (a) and 0.56 deg
in (b), for CTC is 0.29 deg in (a) and -0.55 deg in (b). Experimental results demonstrate that the
tracking error of the CES-MPC is greater than MPC and CTC, but it still has a favorable contour
accuracy.

Fig.9 is torque outputs in the joint space of robotic manipulator, range of joint torque output
for CES-MPC in the initial 1s in this part of the response is -2.24 to 4.03 N-m in (a) and -0.90 to -0.28
N'm in (b), for MPC is -4.37 to 4.73 N'm in (a) and -0.36 to 0.02 N-m in (b), for CTC is -0.75 to 5.00
N'm in (a) and -0.26 to -0.14 N-m in (b). The experimental results demonstrate that compared with
the MPC, the torque output fluctuation of CES-MPC is smaller, and the coordination of joints is
better.

By comparing the simulation and experimental results of the three algorithms, it can be seen
that in the case of initial error at the end, the designed CES-MPC algorithm can more effectively
reduce the end contour error than the CTC algorithm and the MPC algorithm. Moreover, compared
with the conventional MPC algorithm, the joint output torque has less fluctuation and has a
favorable control effect.

6. Conclusions

A dual-mode synchronization predictive controller for robotic manipulator is proposed, which
the joint space coupling error is defined and the local controller and terminal constraint set is
designed. This scheme has the following features: by reducing the joint space coupling error, the
contour error of manipulator in task space during trajectory tracking is reduced. Furthermore, the
local controller and terminal constraint set is designed, and the stability of the system is ensured by
switched the controller to the local controller when the state of system enters the terminal constraint
set. The simulation and experimental results demonstrate that the designed controller can
significantly improve the contour accuracy of the robotic end-effector and make the output torque
of the joint more stable in the trajectory tracking process. In the case of tracking error in joint space,
it still has favorable contour accuracy of end-effector.
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