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Dynamics and Control of a Flapping Wing UAV with Abdomen
Undulation Inspired by Monarch Buttery

Tejaswi K. C., Chang-kwon Kang, and Taeyoung Lee

Abstract—This paper presents a dynamic model and a control
system for a apping-wing unmanned aerial vehicle. Inspiral by
ight characteristics captured from live Monarch butteri es, a

new dynamic model is presented to account the effects of low-

frequency apping and abdomen undulation. We developed it
according to Lagrangian mechanics on a Lie group to obtain
an elegant, global formulation of dynamics. Then, a feedbadc
control system is presented to asymptotically stabilize pedic

motions with active motion of abdomen, and its stability is
veri ed according to Floquet theory. In particular, itis il lustrated

that the abdomen undulation has the desirable effects of ragting

the variation of the total energy and also improving the stalility

of the proposed control system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Flight controls of apping wing aerial vehicles are chalggn
ing as they are essentially in nite dimensional, nonlintare-

varying systems, where the equations of motion describi
displacement and the deformation of a exible multi-bod

system are coupled with the Navier-Stokes equations.

such, stability analyses of such FWUAVs rely on vario
assumptions [1]. Most of the current ight dynamics an
control of FWUAVs have been conducted by linearizing the
dynamic model around a selected operating point, and takin
the average over a cycle of apping [2], [3], [4]. For instanc
a longitudinal ight control has been designed using theetim

averaging theory [5].

Recent works include adaptive controller implementati
by employing neural networks along with disturbance o
servers [6], and a path tracking control based on learnihg [
These work exploit the large disparity in time scales o(f
wingbeat frequency and ight dynamics by utilizing high

frequency oscillations of small wings.

On the other hand, there have been a few studies for thiﬁn
interaction of abdomen with the remaining body and wingﬁ
It has been shown that abdomen undulation may redu
power consumption from the dynamic coupling of wing-er
body motion [8]. Also, a simple two-dimensional model h

been utilized to understand pitch instability of thorax ahe

effects of abdominal controls [9]. It is further reportedatth
moths actively modulate their body shape to control ight i

response to visual pitch stimuli, and it may contribute t@lpi
stability [10].
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u(‘?omputationally ef cient model that is suitable for designd

In this paper, we present a dynamic model and a control
system inspired by Monarch butter ies. They exhibit remark
able ight performances, migrating over a long range (up to
4000 km) at very high altitudes while increasing aerodymami
ef ciency. The ight of Monarch butter ies is characterizeby
low apping frequencies (10 Hz), relatively large wingspsan
and active abdomen undulation. And as such, the existing
approaches relying on the linearized dynamics over a short
apping period are not suitable.

We rst model a FWUAV as an articulated rigid body
composed of the head/thorax, abdomen, and two wings that
are interconnected by spherical joints, where the material
parameters, size, and shape are selected to resemble those
of Monarch butteries. Then, its dynamics are studied us-
ing quasi-steady aerodynamics assumptions and Lagrangian
rmechanics on a manifold [11]. This avoids complexities and
s%gularities associated with local coordinates in regméag

ﬁomplex maneuvers involving the dynamic coupling effects

of abdomen and low-frequency apping. Also, it provides a

veri cation of nonlinear feedback control laws.

Next, we design a nonlinear control system for the presented
Qdiculated rigid body model. In contrast to the currentasys
based-on on linearized dynamics, the proposed feedback con
trol system utilizes Floquet theory to ensure stability lod t
controlled periodic orbit. More speci cally, the contraiput

%4 formulated as the set of torques acting at each joint, and a

uch, it yields an optimal motion of the thorax and abdomen
tegrated with the wing apping, thereby resembling the
istinct ight characteristics of Monarch.

Furthermore, we carefully analyze the effects of abdomen
dulation in the periodic motion and the stability. We show
%t abdomen undulation improves an energy ef ciency of
ht reducing the variation of the total energy and the powe
er a apping period, and it further improves stability pro
ties by enhancing the rate of convergence and by enlarging
e region of attraction. Such advantageous effects of medo
undulation in the controlled dynamics of FWUAVs have not
been reported before.

n

II. DYNAMICS OF FLAPPING-WING UAV

Here, we present an articulated rigid body model for a
apping wing aerial vehicle [11]. Throughout this paper,
ne three-dimensional special orthogonal group is denbyed
SO3) = fR 2 R® 3 jRTR = I;det(R) = 19, and the
corresponding Lie algebra iso(3) = fA 2 R® 3| A =
ATg. TheHat map” : R® ! s0(3) is de ned such that
gy = x vy foranyx;y 2 R3. And its inverse map is the
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I Qa = QA’\A for A 2 R®. When there is no rotation

| S . FS : relative to the body, its orientation is identical fg; .
[ > 0 P -
V /7} J?D ,;j B. Wing Kinematics
Sy ] The motion of the wing relative to the body is referred to as
wing kinematics. As described above and depicted in Figure 1
) zaripihg él)ngle, (b) git[Ch ‘an%by © Céeriaﬂ_on)ang'ev it is de ned by three angles, referred to as the apping angle
R ) R ’ R )

the pitch angle, and the deviation angle. Here we adopt the
Fig. 1. Euler angles [11] : positive values are indicatedniies (green) to particular wing kinematics model presented in [12].

Fr (red) Letf 2 R be the frequency of apping itHz andT = fl

be the period in seconds. The apping angle is given by a

veemap, _:so3) ! R3 Next,e 2 R" denotes thé-th smoothed triangular waveform,

standard basis oR" for an appropriate dimension, e.g., (t) = M sin 1( « cos(2ft )+ o )
e; =(1;0;:::;0) 2 R". Throughout this paper, the units are sin ! ’

in kg, m, s, andrad, unless speci ed otherwise. where ,, 2 R is the amplitude, o 2 R is the offset, and

A. Multibody Formulation 0< 1 determines waveform shape (sinusoidal when

Lo tri | L A .
Consider a apping wing UAV that is composed of a body, EO)' _ o tr|fng:laDruv;/i2(;noK t 1)i TQ%?&:S;&?T;E%%'?IS
- m . 2 2]~

nga?ndeort?g:'tr?gdh;\gg \;Vr']%gfhg:fcgfg ct;(c))r:]hbe'nl;?jdyr{t:zrz" Wl m 0. According to the sign convention illustrated at
u X ! ! Ir]Igl&ure 1, it represents an upstroke when t % and a

rigid body referred to as thkeody. downstroke wheng— t T

De ne an inertial frameF, = fiy;iy;i,g, which is com- : L . .
patible to the NED (north-east-down) frame. The various The pitch angle is given by a hyperbolic function,

components of this model are described below. (t) = M tanh( ¢ sin@ft + )+ o (3)
Body: The origin of the body-xed frameFg = tanh ¢
fby;by;b,gis de ned at the mass center of the bodywhere , 2 R is the amplitude of pitching,o 2 R is the
Its attitude is given byR 2 SQ(3) and the position of offset, ¢ 2 (0;1 ) determines the waveform (sinusoidal when

mass center is given by 2 R® in F,. The kinematics ¢ ! 0; step function whenc !'1 ), and 52 ( ; )
of the attitude is describes phase offset (advance rotation for 0; symmetric
R= R ) rotation for ; = 0; delayed rotation for, < 0). The value

of ¢ is related to the duration of wing pitch reversal.

where 2 R3is the angular velocity of the body resolved Finally, the deviation angle is given by
in Fg. _ .
Right wing: Let Fr = fry;ry;r,g be the frame xed (= mcos2 nft+ a)+ o )
to the right wing at its root. And leEs = fsy;sy;s,9 where n 2 R is the amplitude, ¢ 2 R is the offset, and the
be the stroke frame obtained by translating the origin glarameter , 2 ( ; ) is the phase offset. The parameter
Fg to the center of the left and the right wing roots, andy is either 1 or 2: y = 1 corresponds to one oscillation
rotating it aboutby by a xed angle 2 [ ; ). Let pera apping period, andy =2 is for a gure-eight motion.

r 2 R3 be the xed vector from the origin of g to

that of Fr.
The attitude of the right wing relative t6s, namely Next, we present the expressions for the aerodynamic forces

Qr 2 SO@Q) is described by 1-3-2 Euler anglegtnd moments generated by the wings. Here, the blade-element
( r(1); r(1): r(1) (Figure 1) as theory [13] is utilized along with a quasi-steady aerodyitam
assumption. More explicitly, it implies that the aerodynam
Qr =exp( &)exp( ré)exp(  rés)exp( r&); force generated by an in nitesimal chord is independentef t
and its time-derivative iz = Qg "g for g 2 RS, span-wise veIocity_component, and that the forC(_e and moment
Left Wing: Similarly, for the left wing, generated are equivalent to those for steady motion at the sa
instantaneous velocity and angle of attack.
QL =exp( &)exp( Lé)exp( L&s)exp( L8&); Since the expression for the left wing can be similarly
_ ] ] obtained, only the right wing is discussed below. Consider a
W'th_the set of Euler-ar;gle(; L®: LM L), and Sy iesimal segment on the right wing at a distancdrom
Qu=0Qu " for L 2R the wing root. InFg, the relative velocity of the aerodynamic

At?dor:nzrl:T?he :E\)b((:ijom_en s cr:lon§id|(a_rgdt a_?ha frigid bod enter of this chord element(f)), projected to avoid span-
attached to the body via a spherical joint. The frame xed. components is

to the abdomen i = fax;ay;a,0, and its attitude
relative to the body is denoted b@®, 2 SO(3) with Ur(r)=(l3 3 €))QL(RT(X Vwind)+ R)

C. Quasi-steady Aerodynamics



+r(Qr + R) €2 (5) This is common in the literature, as the inertia of the wings
are relatively small. Substituting these, the reduced ggua

. 3. . . L
wherevying 2 R? is the uniform wind velocity inF,. From of motion for the position is
X

this, the angle of attackr(r) 2 [0; 5] is

. . . . mx + Jip, + Jig A+ Kip, + Kiyg
_ 18 UR(DI _ o 1 JE UR ()] —
= 1 PRV Y = =3 FRVH 6 2f RiLA
: : =R QiFi + mges; (12)
Let 2 R be the atmospheric density, and @&t;Cp 2 R as i2f RLA g

the lift and drag coef cients, respectively. The corresgiong 5 _
aerodynamic forces and moment generated by the in nitdsimnereFi = Li + Di 2 R® denotes the resultant aerodynamic

wing segment are force at ea_ch _Component] 2 _R is the total mass, ang2 R
is the gravitational acceleration.
dLr(r) = 1 U 2C.( )csgn(el Urel Ur) & Ur dr In short, (12) describes how the position of FWUAV
2 ke  Urk evolves over time for a given wing kinematics and abdomen
- }CL( )c sgne! Urel Ur)(e2  Ug )kUgkdr undulation, while capturing the (_jynamic coupling between
2 Ko components, and the aerodynamic forces and moments.
1 E. Monarch Butter y Model
dDr(r)= =Cp( (r))c(r)kUgr(r)kUg(r)dr; (8)

2 For numerical analyses presented in the remainder of this
dMg(r) = re, (dLgr + dDR): (9) paper, the wing morphological parameters and the mass prop-

. . . ~erties are chosen to be similar with those of Monarch, and
The total lift, drag, and moment of the right wing are obta!methe speci ¢ values are summarized in [11]. For the aerody-

by integrating above span-wise fo2 [0;1], for the right wing namic coef cients, we adopt the experimental results prtesk
spanl 2 R3. Compared with the other models considering thﬁ-1 [15], [16] as summarized below.

uniform force over the wing, the above expression captures

the span-wide variations of the angle of attack and the aero-  C_( ) =0:225+ 1:58sin((213 7:2)E ;
dynamic forces, which are critical for FWUAVs with relative

large wings apping at a low frequency. Co()=1:92 1:55cos((204 9582)@ ;

D. Lagrangian Mechanics where = 89 Next, the aerodynamic force generated by
the body and the abdomen is ignored, ifes, = 0. This is
reasonable as the projected surface area of the body and the
abdomen is negligible compared with the wings.

The con guration of the above apping wing UAV model
is described byg = (x;R; Qr;QL;Qa), and as such, it is
a mechanical system evolving on the Lie groBp= R®
SO(3)*, whose Lie algebra is simply= R3 so(3)*' R3 [1l. CONSTRUCTION OFPERIODIC MOTION
(R%)%. Therefore, its equation of motion can be formulated by |, this section, we construct a periodic motion for the above
Lagrangian mechanics on a manifold [14]. dynamic model. The objective is to nd wing kinematics pa-

The kinematics equation 0B is given by rameters such that a certain desired maneuver for the gositi
9= g; (10) dynamics is achieved. Here we focus on a hovering ight, i.e.
at the end of one cycle of wing apping the position and the

for = (X ; Ry Ly A) 2 0. Letd : G g! g velocity returns to the initial values so that its motion dzmn

be a symmetric, positive-de nite inertia tensor. And de neepeated.
(Kg(N():G g! g suchthatTeLg DgJg( ) = . .
(Kg( ))( )= Kg() .ConsideraLagrangian: G g! R A. Body/Abdomen Kinematics

given by L(g; ) = %h]g( ); i U(g) for a potential When generating a periodic motion, the body and the
U:SO@3)! R.The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equatiorddomen are assumed to undulate. This is motivated by the
[14] are written as ight characteristics of live Monarch butter y exhibiting
1 nontrivial pitching motion of the body and the abdomen [11].
Jg(9+ Kg() ad Jg() EKQ( ) Speci cally, the attitude of the body is de ned ag(t) =
+T,LDgU(g) = f; (11) exp( s (t)&2), where the body pitch angle is
g(t) = Bm cos(2ft + Ba)+ Bos (13)

wheref 2 R'® represents the effects of the aerodynamic forces

and the internal torques at the joint. The explicit expmssi for xed parametersg,, g,, and g, 2 R.

for each term of the above equation are available in [11].  Similarly, the attitude of the abdomen relative to the body
The above equation is driven by the control torque ads Qa(t) =exp( a(t)&2), where

ing on each joint. Instead, it is assumed that the mo- _ .

tion of the wings, abdomen, and body are prescribed, i.e., A= ap COSEIL + a )+ Ao (14)

(R(1); Qr(t); QL (1); Qa(t)) are given as functions of time.for a,; a.; a, 2 R.



TABLE |
OPTIMIZED PARAMETERS

B. Problem Formulation

An optimization problem to generate this motion is formu-
lated as follows,

o ) ) Parameters | With abdomen| Without abdomen
The objective function is the absolute amount of energy undulation undulation
input into the system and corresponding power required: f (1)_1723229 (1)_152329
Zq Zy m 0:6355 0:6449
J=w; JE (t)jdt + w» jE(t)jdt; 15 K 0:2866 0:2618
IE(] 0 IE0l 13) 0 0:6599 0:6635
” I 0:6893 0:6977
Wherer;Wg 2 R are positive W_elghtmg factors, and 2 2:1703 213602
E(t) 2 R is composed of the kinetic energy and the 0 0:0098 0:0034
itati i . 0:1410 0:1737
gravitational potential energy: : 0:0196 0:0057
1 2 T N 2 2
E(M) = smkx(Dk™  mge;x(t): (16) 0 0:0003 0:0033
a 0:2506 0:3517
The optimization parameters are Bm 0:0348 0:0014
. ) Bo 0:8602 0:7202
— apping frequency:f B. 2:5204 0:3049
— stroke plane angle: Am 0:1970 —_—
~wing  kinematics: ( m: ki o). (mi ci o a), A o460 | 01712
(m: 0 a) x1(0) 0:2458 0:2816
— body undulation{ g, ; B,; B.) x2(0) 0:0000 0:0000
- abdomen undulatio »,,; aq; .) Opihzed | 0409|0504
— initial VeIOCIty:_X—(O) ) o (fhaturar = 10:2247Hz and y is xed at 2)
There are equality constraints to ensure periodicity:
x(0) = x(T); x(0)= x(T): (17)
There is an inequality constraint for feasibly apping: o 7T
j mj + J Oj < =2 (18) / ”(l} mr‘?us 1 1 2
x10™ — o e - B ]
All of the optimization parameters are bounded by p 1, o S T —
scribed limits. g U — x10° -
It is considered that the motion of the left wing is alwa® - " ool

0 0.5 1 1

symmetric to the right wing. The above parameter optimizat i
problem is solved via MATLAB global optimization tools, (a) Positionx (b) Velocity x_
such asmultistart or particleswarm . The optimized

parameters are summarized at Table I, and the correspor =~ . B 52
periodic maneuver is illustrated at Figure 2. 0 AR :

C. Effects of Abdomen in Energy and Power e =B = | 0 os 1 s 2 25 3
To further study the effects of abdomen, another optimi % o5 = 5 N

tion is carried out while assuming that the abdomend ' ~ ~ /7 [/ [ L,

not undulate relative to the body, i.e.a(t) = A, for . 0 VAl iy Sa—_—_ -

a xed parameter a,. The resulting optimized paramete _ ' yroo /1

(d) Relative abdomen/
g; a (in degrees)

are summarized at the second column of Table |, wherédcjh#ing kinematics angleé; ; ) body pitch

optimal value of the objective function is increased 28 (in degrees)
when the abdomen is xed. The corresponding variation Q{g. 2. Hovering periodic orbit generated using optimizedameters; shaded

E andE are presented at Figure 3.(a). It is shown that thegion corresponds to downstrokes

abdomen undulation reduces the variation of the total gnerg

and its time-derivatives.

Next, the torque required at the joint of the wilg; L) The torque at abdomen for the case with relative abdomen
and the torque at the joint connecting the body and thmdulation can be modeled by a torsional spring/ damper
abdomen » are reconstructed from (11). The correspondingt the joint. Consideringa(t) = Kk a(t) ca(t)+ o
power at the joints are computed®Bs = £ (Qr Rr),Pa = and using a least squares t for the data, we obtain
A(Qa a). The change of power over a apping period i9:4262 10 5% c = 7:6634 10 /; o = 4:1641 10 °
illustrated at Figure 3.(b), which shows8% reduction of the (see the sub gure (d)). These show that the abdomen undula-
power with abdomen undulation. tion may reduce the total energy and the power consumption



d( )

Reduction in mean energy is 20.7 % iReducUon in total mean power is 1.8 % mT = R(t)f QR (t) F R(t, X_(t)) + QL (t) F L (t, X_(t))g,
m;m‘ = A ,':" 2 7/ x107 i . . (20)
nr\/ V X/ \/‘\/V- ;’\/ J\/ W \/‘/\\f*/ \"‘/\J whereR(t); Qr (1); QL (t) corresponds to the body undulation
LT 't 7 and the wing kinematics for the periodic orbit, arfdk; F
. TA Th | . represent the variation of the aerodynamic force due to the
X! M/\wp/ \“\/\X/ VA \/ \/ \Vx” ‘/ \/ = perturbation of the velocity. For example,
“0 05 1 {!j_ 2 25 3 0 0.5 1 f'j_ 2 25 3 F R - L R + D R; (21)
E b) P
() Energy T()lowlelr where L g; D r can be computed from (7), (8) and
1;_'“‘ ] A 10 Ta(t) = —koa(t) ) +
:H/\k/\/‘ f\ F\(\Q Do el CL(()=158cos((2138 72z 213 R(0);
EERVEY \ \J A AV AN -
0 0‘5 &/1 )\\ \/5 zJ\ 3 (,i, \\ ;L \\‘w\ “‘\{ \\“u\ J C D ( (I’)) = 1 55 S|n((204 982)§ 204 R (r),
DV, VN7 LA
“‘\,’;‘s/ \:,,/ T‘\,,f ‘ Ur()=(ls 3 &e])QRR" x;
3 \/ \ 1 T
“ ] S_— ry= ————sgn(e; Ur(r
0 05 1 11/; 2 25 3 R( ) 5|n( R(r)) 9 (1 R( )) |
(c) Torque (d) Modeled torque with abdomen ap- T Ur (r)U; (r) Ugr(r) .

. e .
ping 1 kUr(r)k?  kUr(r)k

Fig. 3. Comparison between hovering with abdomen undulafibue) and i ; ; ; ;
hovering without abdomen undulation (red); energy and paweut to the UtllIZIng these, the linearized equations of motion, ("(QD)

model is relatively low if there is abdomen movement, i®8% reduction Can be rearranged into the following matrix form:
in total mean power and0:7% reduction in mean energy
x=A(t) x; (22)

required for hovering. Interestingly, such bene cial efie Where the matrixA (t) 2 R® © s periodic with the period

may be achieved by allowing the abdomen to passively uh: While the solution of (22), namelyx(t) is not periodic
ngeneral, it can be written as a linear combination of a

dulate after the muscle connecting the body and the abdont 1 - b c A
is modeled as a torsional spring/damper. set of periodic solutions multiplied by so-calledaracteristic

multiplier [17].

IV. FEEDBACK CONTROL OF FLAPPING-WING UAV More specically, let (t) 2 R® © be the solution of

In this section, we study the open-loop stability of th¢he matrix differential equation—= A , starting from
hovering ight acquired in the preceding section, and thea, a nonsigular (0) 2 R® . The matrix ( t) is referred
propose a feedback control to improve the stability pragsrt to as thefundamental matrixof (22). Using the fact that
of the corresponding periodic orbit. The apping frequency (t) is periodic, one can show tha¢ t + T) is also a
constructed from the morphological parameters of Monardindamental matrix, and there exists a non-singular canhsta
is f = 10:22Hz which is relatively lower than the apping matrix M 2 R® 6, referred to as themonodromy matrix
frequencies of other FWUAVs ranging up 200 Hz As such, such that( t+ T) = ( t)M for all t. One of the simplest
the common approaches relying on the linearized dynamiggy to compute the monodromy matrix M = ( T) with

averaged over a apping cycle are ill-suited. Here we stud{0) = ls 6. In the subsequent development, it is assumed
the stability of the periodic orbit using Floquet stabiliheory, that (0) = I¢ ¢ for simplicity.
and design a feedback control system accordingly. Let thei-th pair of the eigenvalue and the eigenvector of

A. Floguet Stability the monodromy matr.M be(i;vi)2 R RS and suppose
they are real. The eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix
Letx 2 R® be the congregated state of the position and th referred to as theharacteristic multiplierof (22). De ne
velocity, i.e.,x = (x;x) 2 R®. Also, letxq = (Xq;%a) 2 R®  x;(t) 2 R® be the solution of (22) starting fromx(0) = v;,
be the periodic orbit for hovering constructed in the préwgd je  x;(t)= ( t)v;. Then, we have
subsection, satisfyingq(t + T) = xq4(t) for anyt> 0.
The perturbation of the statefrom the periodic orbitg is Xi(t+T)=( t+T)vi=( OMvi= i ( t)v
denoted by x = x x4 =( X; x) 2 RS. Ignoring the higher- = i X(1): (23)
order terms, the evolution of the perturbation is describgd

the equation of motion, namely (12) linearized abmytas In other words, the solution of (22) starting from the eigazwv

tor of the monodromy matrix is scaled by the corresponding
d(x) - eigenvalue after each period. As the general solutiorxdf)
X (29)
dt - starting from an arbitrary initial condition can be written

. o 6 g o
1The Matlab software utilized for dynamics and control of tapping &S @ I|_ne§r_cqmb|nat|on df x(t)g-; , the periodic orbit is
wing model is available abttps://github.com/fdcl-gwu/FWUAV . attractive ifj ;j < 1 for all i.
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This further provides the shape of the characteristic mode. Control System Design
Let ; 2 R be dened such that; = e'", andf g%,

is referred to as theharacteristic exponenof (22). De ne Next, we design a feedback control system to asymptotically

stabilize the periodic orbit of hovering. The objective & t

. - . it i i )

P'(t) - xi(he . It 'i stra|ghtforwa¥d to.tsrlomp'(t) stabilize the position modes and to improve the stabilityppr

is periodic, aspi(t+ T) = ; xj(t)e "'e ' = pj(t). . ) .
erties of the velocity modes. The control input correspaods

Therefore, . : ; .
the wing kinematics parameters and the abdomen undulation,

xi() = e i (t); which are adjusted to the current position and the velobity t
| - I 1

are assumed to be available.

which states that the solution of (22) is composed of a setFirst, we study the relation between these wing kinematic
of periodic orbits exponentially scaled by the exponersial 219l€s, as modeled in (2), (3), (4), and the aerodynamiesorc
the characteristic exponent multiplied by the time. These £cting on the body. Let the resultant aerodynamic fogce and
readily generalized for complex eigenvalues and vectaiagu 1€ coupling effects of the abdomen undulationfee2 R®,

the fact that they appear in a complex conjugate pair.
y.app plex conjtgate b fa= R(QrFr+ QUFL) (Jan - + Kay a): (25)

B. Stability of Hovering Flight We choose the following four control parameters:
The characteristic multiplier of the hovering ight con- m. =( mr* mL)=2 the mean of the apping
structed in Section Il are as follows. amplitude of the right wing and the left wing for overall
magnitude of the aerodynamic force
= f1; 1; 1; 0:3763 0:6234 0:5023; (24) me = ( mR mL )=2: the difference of the
apping amplitude to generate a lateral force
and the corresponding eigenvectors are o: the shifts in the pitching angle of both wings

to rotate the direction of the aerodynamic force in the

[Viy:::ve] longitudinal plane
21 0 0 Q0081 0:0278 0 3 A, . the amplitude of the abdomen undulation
010 0 0 01326 Figure 4 illustrates the variation 6f averaged over a apping
_ 80 0 1 Q0003 0:1888 0 ) frequency, namelf, 2 R with respect to the variations of the
TR0 0 0 09998 06337 0 ' above parameters. We take the average of the positive vallues
0 0O 0 0 0:991 f a, separately from the negative values. For example, the mean
0O 0 0 Qo183 Q7496 0 of the positive values of the rst element 6f is constructed
as follows. LetTp, = ft 2 [0; T]j f4, (t) > Og. We have
Sincej ij 1, the periodic orbit of hovering is stable. R
The rst three characteristic mode with = 1 corresponds f, = 2k fea()d |
to the perturbation of the position. Since the aerodynamic e w21y d

forces are not altered by in (21), it is not surprising that
the characteristic modes for position displacements hage . o
he reason is that the variation of the control parameters

h teristi Itiplier of . : ) . .
charagteristic mutiplier of one ffectsf 5, in the opposite way, depending on the sigrf gf.

On the other hands, the perturbation along the veloc@‘_‘ese are summarized at Figure 4, with the corresponding

diminishes asymptotically. As the last three components .
o 3 : . .. slope for the positive values, namaty,, and the slopen,
(v4;Vs; Ve) SpanR?, any velocity perturbation can be written :
fPr the negative values.

as a linear combination of those three asymptotically stab ; . . . .
Employing these relations, we choose the wing kinematics

modes withj 4j;] sj;j ej < 1. The fourth mode and the fth o
mode have the velocity perturbation within the Iongitudinfarameters. such that the variation of the averaged forfe
matches with a PID controller as follows.

plane, along the forward directiorx; and along the vertical

direction x3, where the fourth mode is dominated by the Zy

velocity perturbation along the forward direction. Thetlas fa = M(Kp x () + Kp x(t) + K, x()d); (26)
mode is along the lateral direction. These results are stargi 0

with [11], where it is reported that the velocity trajectarfithe whereKp ; Kp ;K| > 0 are the controller gains. After decom-
forward climbing ight of Monarch is asymptotically stable posing the longitudinal motion from the lateral motion, the
The asymptotic stability in velocity can be deduced from th&ing kinematics parameters are computed from the following
fact that the aerodynamic forces are proportional to thdeandinear approximation. For the longitudinal forces, we have

of attack and the velocity squared. For example, if the FWUAV 2 3

is pulled downward, it increases the effective angle ofchtta
and the velocity at the wing, thereby generating an addition
lift to push it back. Am

The mean of the negative valuég,., are de ned similarly.

ms f
s4 0 9= a . (27)

fas
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D. Stability of Controlled Hovering Flight

In this subsection, we present simulation results withvacti
abdomen control. The controller gains are choserKas=
421:88,Kp = 15:60;K, = 1:26. Corresponding roots of the
characteristic equation®* + Kp 2+ Kp + K, are 7:8+
19; 7:8 19; 0:003 Figure 5 illustrates the position and
the velocity trajectory over the controlled dynamics stayt
from a perturbed initial condition, and it is shown that the
states asymptotically converge to the desired periodii.orb

Next, we verify the stability of the periodic orbit of the
controlled dynamics via Floquet theory. De ng,an additibna
state | , 2 R® for the integral term asl , = S x()d.
And, the controlled dynamics of (12), whel®;; ; are
dependentofx and x, are numerically linearized. This yields
the system matrixA (t) 2 R® ° in (22), from which the
monodromy matrix is computed. The corresponding charac-

(a) Longitudinal forces

m = -3.965e-03
-4

teristic multipliers are complex numbers with the follogin
magnitudes:

x10
jj=fLl 1 1; 0:1186 0:118§
0:2835 0:2835 0:6326 0:6326y;

Jax

&b N OoON

™
S

Since the magnitude of all of the characteristic multigier
is less than or equal 1, the periodic orbit for the proposed
controlled dynamics is stable. Moreover, the characterist
modes for the rst three with =1 predominantly consist of
the integral term. Next, the modes wijthj = f0:1186 0:2835
correspond to the longitudinal dynamics and they are much
smaller than those of uncontrolled ones, namegly =
f0:3763 0:6234 in (24), thereby illustrating an improvement
in stability. Finally, j j = f0:63263 corresponding to the

1 0
Adm,

0.1

(b) Lateral force

Fig. 4. Effects of control parameters on the aerodynamicefr mean of
positive values (blue) and mean of negative values (red)

where the matrixS 2 R3 3 is de ned as

2 3
@a; @ay Qo lateral mode is greater than= f0:5023y of (24). However,
@m, @0 @a it guarantees asymptotic stability of both of the position a
S= @ s @ @ e (28)  the velocity dynamics.
as as as
@n, @0 Qa, E. Effects of Abdomen in Control

When calculatingS, the value of the sensitivity is chosen Finally, we study the effects of the abdomen in the stability

according to the sign df,, as discussed above. For example&f the controlled dynamics. We consider two cases depend-
@a, _ @y, ing on the abdomen is actively controlled or not, and for

- o As (27) is underde- gach case we estimate the region of attraction with respect
termined, the control parameters are obtained by the mimimuo the initial position error in the longitudinal plane. Mor
norm solution as speci cally, we select10; 000 random initial position errors
2 3 of the form x (0) = [ey;0;e,], where(e.;e,) are sampled

me ; s .
4 ’5=gT(ssT) L fa, from the ur_nforr‘r_\ distribution on the circle represented by

fas f(rcos;rsin ) j(r; )2 (0;3) (0;2 )g. Each random
initial point is propagated through the controlled dynasnic

For a comparison, we consider another case when {¥ad it is determined to be converged if the position and the
abdomen is not actively controlled, i.e., o. = 0. The velocity error from the desired periodic orbit becomes less

corresponding active control parametersm,; o are com- thanl 10 4.v.vithin 100 periods. Figure 6 represents the set
puted by inverting the square matrix composed of the rst tw8f initial conditions from which the controlled trajectocpn-
columns of (28). These ensure that the resultant aerody:naﬁff?rged' and it is illustrated that the active abdomen unitula

forces in the longitudinal plane match with (26). increases the region of attraction substantially.
Next. for the lateral force Next, for the initial conditions that yield convergence for

both cases, we compare the rate of convergence. It is oluserve
@a, that the number of apping cycles required for convergence
@ myg

whenf,, > 0, we use

Am

mi = fa,: is smaller when the abdomen is actively controlled. The



(a) Position (b) Velocity

5 : goxfjf‘f‘frurf"’i:i ENN]
’l,(.[:l LA ‘i Ll ,‘ ‘, ‘ ‘,l:“ur N —jj [3]

0.01 T1 t/T
(c) 3D position trajectory (d) Control inputs [4]
Fig. 5. Position, velocity and control input trajectory aipied through the

controlled dynamics: actual (blue), ideal (black); cop@sding animated
simulation can be found dtttps://youtu.be/tMmmaVAm5D0 5]

without abdomen effect, w = 0

(6]

(7]

(8]

El

[20]

T [11]

Fig. 6. Initial position errors which yield converging teajories through
control design; corresponding bounded curves depict negfcconvergence [12]

. . . n
corresponding reduction of the apping cycles cased byacti
abdomen control is illustrated at Figure 7, with respecti® t

X ; L ) ; p4]
varying magnitude of the initial error. For a wide variety o
perturbations, it is found that there is a signi cant redoict  [15]

In summary, the abdomen undulation can be actively con-
trolled to improve the controller performance both by Mg
larging the region of attraction and by improving the rate of

convergence.
[17]
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