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Dynamics and Control of a Flapping Wing UAV with Abdomen
Undulation Inspired by Monarch Butter�y

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. Inspired by
�ight characteristics captured from live Monarch butter�i 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 feedback
control system is presented to asymptotically stabilize periodic
motions with active motion of abdomen, and its stability is
veri�ed according to Floquet theory. In particular, it is il lustrated
that the abdomen undulation has the desirable effects of reducing
the variation of the total energy and also improving the stability
of the proposed control system.

I. I NTRODUCTION

Flight controls of �apping wing aerial vehicles are challeng-
ing as they are essentially in�nite dimensional, nonlineartime-
varying systems, where the equations of motion describing
displacement and the deformation of a �exible multi-body
system are coupled with the Navier-Stokes equations. As
such, stability analyses of such FWUAVs rely on various
assumptions [1]. Most of the current �ight dynamics and
control of FWUAVs have been conducted by linearizing the
dynamic model around a selected operating point, and taking
the average over a cycle of �apping [2], [3], [4]. For instance,
a longitudinal �ight control has been designed using the time-
averaging theory [5].

Recent works include adaptive controller implementation
by employing neural networks along with disturbance ob-
servers [6], and a path tracking control based on learning [7].
These work exploit the large disparity in time scales of
wingbeat frequency and �ight dynamics by utilizing high
frequency oscillations of small wings.

On the other hand, there have been a few studies for the
interaction of abdomen with the remaining body and wings.
It has been shown that abdomen undulation may reduce
power consumption from the dynamic coupling of wing-
body motion [8]. Also, a simple two-dimensional model has
been utilized to understand pitch instability of thorax andthe
effects of abdominal controls [9]. It is further reported that
moths actively modulate their body shape to control �ight in
response to visual pitch stimuli, and it may contribute to pitch
stability [10].
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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 aerodynamic
ef�ciency. The �ight of Monarch butter�ies is characterized by
low �apping frequencies (10 Hz), relatively large wingspans,
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 butter�ies. Then, its dynamics are studied us-
ing quasi-steady aerodynamics assumptions and Lagrangian
mechanics on a manifold [11]. This avoids complexities and
singularities associated with local coordinates in representing
complex maneuvers involving the dynamic coupling effects
of abdomen and low-frequency �apping. Also, it provides a
computationally ef�cient model that is suitable for designand
veri�cation of nonlinear feedback control laws.

Next, we design a nonlinear control system for the presented
articulated rigid body model. In contrast to the current systems
based-on on linearized dynamics, the proposed feedback con-
trol system utilizes Floquet theory to ensure stability of the
controlled periodic orbit. More speci�cally, the control input
is formulated as the set of torques acting at each joint, and as
such, it yields an optimal motion of the thorax and abdomen
integrated with the wing �apping, thereby resembling the
distinct �ight characteristics of Monarch.

Furthermore, we carefully analyze the effects of abdomen
undulation in the periodic motion and the stability. We show
that abdomen undulation improves an energy ef�ciency of
�ight reducing the variation of the total energy and the power
over a �apping period, and it further improves stability prop-
erties by enhancing the rate of convergence and by enlarging
the region of attraction. Such advantageous effects of abdomen
undulation in the controlled dynamics of FWUAVs have not
been reported before.

II. DYNAMICS OF FLAPPING-WING UAV

Here, we present an articulated rigid body model for a
�apping wing aerial vehicle [11]. Throughout this paper,
the three-dimensional special orthogonal group is denotedby
SO(3) = f R 2 R3� 3 j RT R = I; det(R) = 1 g, and the
corresponding Lie algebra isso(3) = f A 2 R3� 3 j A =
� AT g. The Hat map ^ : R3 ! s0(3) is de�ned such that
x̂y = x � y for any x; y 2 R3. And its inverse map is the
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Fig. 1. Euler angles [11] : positive values are indicated from F S (green) to
F R (red)

vee map, _ : so(3) ! R3. Next, ei 2 Rn denotes thei -th
standard basis ofRn for an appropriate dimensionn, e.g.,
e1 = (1 ; 0; : : : ; 0) 2 Rn . Throughout this paper, the units are
in kg, m, s, andrad, unless speci�ed otherwise.

A. Multibody Formulation

Consider a �apping wing UAV that is composed of a body,
an abdomen, and two wings attached to the body. Here, we
assume that the head and thorax are combined into a single
rigid body referred to as thebody.

De�ne an inertial frameF I = f ix ; iy ; izg, which is com-
patible to the NED (north-east-down) frame. The various
components of this model are described below.

� Body: The origin of the body-�xed frameFB =
f bx ; by ; bzgis de�ned at the mass center of the body.
Its attitude is given byR 2 SO(3) and the position of
mass center is given byx 2 R3 in F I . The kinematics
of the attitude is

_R = R
̂ ; (1)

where
 2 R3 is the angular velocity of the body resolved
in FB .

� Right wing: Let FR = f r x ; r y ; r zg be the frame �xed
to the right wing at its root. And letFS = f sx ; sy ; szg
be the stroke frame obtained by translating the origin of
FB to the center of the left and the right wing roots, and
rotating it aboutby by a �xed angle� 2 [� �; � ). Let
� R 2 R3 be the �xed vector from the origin ofFB to
that of FR .
The attitude of the right wing relative toFS , namely
QR 2 SO(3) is described by 1–3–2 Euler angles
(� R (t);  R (t); � R (t)) (Figure 1) as

QR = exp( � ê2) exp(� R ê1) exp(�  R ê3) exp(� R ê2);

and its time-derivative is_QR = QR 
̂ R for 
 R 2 R3.
� Left Wing:Similarly, for the left wing,

QL = exp( � ê2) exp(� � L ê1) exp( L ê3) exp(� L ê2);

with the set of Euler-angles(� L (t);  L (t); � L (t)) , and
_QL = QL 
̂ L for 
 L 2 R3.

� Abdomen:The abdomen is considered as a rigid body
attached to the body via a spherical joint. The frame �xed
to the abdomen isFA = f ax ; ay ; az g, and its attitude
relative to the body is denoted byQA 2 SO(3) with

_QA = QA 
̂ A for 
 A 2 R3. When there is no rotation
relative to the body, its orientation is identical toFB .

B. Wing Kinematics

The motion of the wing relative to the body is referred to as
wing kinematics. As described above and depicted in Figure 1,
it is de�ned by three angles, referred to as the �apping angle,
the pitch angle, and the deviation angle. Here we adopt the
particular wing kinematics model presented in [12].

Let f 2 R be the frequency of �apping inHz and T = 1
f

be the period in seconds. The �apping angle is given by a
smoothed triangular waveform,

� (t) =
� m

sin� 1 � K
sin� 1(� K cos(2�f t )) + � 0; (2)

where � m 2 R is the amplitude,� 0 2 R is the offset, and
0 < � K � 1 determines waveform shape (sinusoidal when
� K ! 0; triangular when� K ! 1). The initial pitch angle is
� (0) = � m + � 0. During 0 � t � T

2 , it decreases to� ( T
2 ) =

� � m + � 0. According to the sign convention illustrated at
Figure 1, it represents an upstroke when0 � t � T

2 , and a
downstroke whenT

2 � t � T .
The pitch angle is given by a hyperbolic function,

� (t) =
� m

tanh � C
tanh( � C sin(2�f t + � a)) + � 0; (3)

where � m 2 R is the amplitude of pitching,� 0 2 R is the
offset,� C 2 (0; 1 ) determines the waveform (sinusoidal when
� C ! 0; step function when� C ! 1 ), and � a 2 (� �; � )
describes phase offset (advance rotation for� a > 0; symmetric
rotation for � a = 0 ; delayed rotation for� a < 0). The value
of � C is related to the duration of wing pitch reversal.

Finally, the deviation angle is given by

 (t) =  m cos(2� N f t +  a) +  0; (4)

where m 2 R is the amplitude, 0 2 R is the offset, and the
parameter a 2 (� �; � ) is the phase offset. The parameter
 N is either 1 or 2: N = 1 corresponds to one oscillation
per a �apping period, and N = 2 is for a �gure-eight motion.

C. Quasi-steady Aerodynamics

Next, we present the expressions for the aerodynamic forces
and moments generated by the wings. Here, the blade-element
theory [13] is utilized along with a quasi-steady aerodynamics
assumption. More explicitly, it implies that the aerodynamic
force generated by an in�nitesimal chord is independent of the
span-wise velocity component, and that the force and moment
generated are equivalent to those for steady motion at the same
instantaneous velocity and angle of attack.

Since the expression for the left wing can be similarly
obtained, only the right wing is discussed below. Consider an
in�nitesimal segment on the right wing at a distancer from
the wing root. InFR , the relative velocity of the aerodynamic
center of this chord element (c(r )), projected to avoid span-
wise components is

UR (r ) = ( I 3� 3 � e2eT
2 )QT

R (RT ( _x � vwind ) + 
 � � R )



+ r (QR 
 + 
 R ) � e2: (5)

wherevwind 2 R3 is the uniform wind velocity inF I . From
this, the angle of attack� R (r ) 2 [0; �

2 ] is

� R (r ) = cos� 1(
jeT

1 UR (r )j
kUR (r )k

) = sin � 1(
jeT

3 UR (r )j
kUR (r )k

) (6)

Let � 2 R be the atmospheric density, and letCL ; CD 2 R as
the lift and drag coef�cients, respectively. The corresponding
aerodynamic forces and moment generated by the in�nitesimal
wing segment are

dLR (r ) =
1
2

�U 2
R CL (� )c sgn(eT

1 UR eT
3 UR )

e2 � UR

ke2 � UR k
dr

=
1
2

�C L (� )c sgn(eT
1 UR eT

3 UR )(e2 � UR )kUR kdr

(7)

dDR (r ) = �
1
2

�C D (� (r ))c(r )kUR (r )kUR (r )dr; (8)

dMR (r ) = re2 � (dLR + dDR ): (9)

The total lift, drag, and moment of the right wing are obtained
by integrating above span-wise forr 2 [0; l ], for the right wing
spanl 2 R3. Compared with the other models considering the
uniform force over the wing, the above expression captures
the span-wide variations of the angle of attack and the aero-
dynamic forces, which are critical for FWUAVs with relative
large wings �apping at a low frequency.

D. Lagrangian Mechanics

The con�guration of the above �apping wing UAV model
is described byg = ( x; R; Q R ; QL ; QA ), and as such, it is
a mechanical system evolving on the Lie groupG = R3 �
SO(3)4, whose Lie algebra is simplyg = R3 � so(3)4 ' R3 �
(R3)4. Therefore, its equation of motion can be formulated by
Lagrangian mechanics on a manifold [14].

The kinematics equation onG is given by

_g = g�; (10)

for � = ( _x; 
 ; 
 R ; 
 L ; 
 A ) 2 g. Let J : G � g ! g�

be a symmetric, positive-de�nite inertia tensor. And de�ne
(K g(� ))( �) : G � g ! g� such thatT �

eLg � D gJg(� ) � � =
(K g(� ))( � ) = K g(� )� . Consider a LagrangianL : G� g ! R
given by L(g; � ) = 1

2 hJg(� ); � i � U(g) for a potential
U : SO(3) ! R. The corresponding Euler–Lagrange equations
[14] are written as

Jg( _� ) + K g(� )� � ad�
� � Jg(� ) �

1
2

K �
g(� )�

+ T �
eLgD gU(g) = f ; (11)

wheref 2 R15 represents the effects of the aerodynamic forces
and the internal torques at the joint. The explicit expressions
for each term of the above equation are available in [11].

The above equation is driven by the control torque act-
ing on each joint. Instead, it is assumed that the mo-
tion of the wings, abdomen, and body are prescribed, i.e.,
(R(t); QR (t); QL (t); QA (t)) are given as functions of time.

This is common in the literature, as the inertia of the wings
are relatively small. Substituting these, the reduced equation
of motion for the position is

m•x +
X

i 2f R;L;A g

�
J i 12

_
 + J i 13
_
 i + K i 12 
 + K i 13 
 i

	

= R
X

i 2f R;L;A g

Qi Fi + mge3; (12)

whereFi = L i + D i 2 R3 denotes the resultant aerodynamic
force at each component,m 2 R is the total mass, andg 2 R
is the gravitational acceleration.

In short, (12) describes how the position of FWUAV
evolves over time for a given wing kinematics and abdomen
undulation, while capturing the dynamic coupling between
components, and the aerodynamic forces and moments.

E. Monarch Butter�y Model

For numerical analyses presented in the remainder of this
paper, the wing morphological parameters and the mass prop-
erties are chosen to be similar with those of Monarch, and
the speci�c values are summarized in [11]. For the aerody-
namic coef�cients, we adopt the experimental results presented
in [15], [16] as summarized below.

CL (� ) = 0 :225 + 1:58 sin((2:13� � � 7:2)
�

180
);

CD (� ) = 1 :92� 1:55 cos((2:04� � � 9:82)
�

180
);

where� � = � 180
� . Next, the aerodynamic force generated by

the body and the abdomen is ignored, i.e.,FA = 0 . This is
reasonable as the projected surface area of the body and the
abdomen is negligible compared with the wings.

III. C ONSTRUCTION OFPERIODIC MOTION

In this section, we construct a periodic motion for the above
dynamic model. The objective is to �nd wing kinematics pa-
rameters such that a certain desired maneuver for the position
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
velocity returns to the initial values so that its motion canbe
repeated.

A. Body/Abdomen Kinematics

When generating a periodic motion, the body and the
abdomen are assumed to undulate. This is motivated by the
�ight characteristics of live Monarch butter�y exhibitinga
nontrivial pitching motion of the body and the abdomen [11].
Speci�cally, the attitude of the body is de�ned asR(t) =
exp(� B (t)ê2), where the body pitch angle is

� B (t) = � B m cos (2�f t + � B a ) + � B 0 ; (13)

for �xed parameters� B m , � B a , and� B 0 2 R.
Similarly, the attitude of the abdomen relative to the body

is QA (t) = exp( � A (t)ê2), where

� A (t) = � A m cos (2�f t + � A a ) + � A 0 ; (14)

for � A m ; � A a ; � A 0 2 R.



B. Problem Formulation

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

� The objective function is the absolute amount of energy
input into the system and corresponding power required:

J = w1

Z T

0
jE (t)jdt + w2

Z T

0
j _E (t)jdt; (15)

where w1; w2 2 R are positive weighting factors, and
E(t) 2 R is composed of the kinetic energy and the
gravitational potential energy:

E(t) =
1
2

m k _x(t)k2 � mgeT
3 x(t): (16)

� The optimization parameters are
– �apping frequency:f
– stroke plane angle:�
– wing kinematics: (� m ; � K ; � 0), (� m ; � C ; � 0; � a),

( m ;  0;  a)
– body undulation:(� B m ; � B 0 ; � B a )
– abdomen undulation(� A m ; � A 0 ; � A a )
– initial velocity: _x(0)

� There are equality constraints to ensure periodicity:

x(0) = x(T); _x(0) = _x(T): (17)

There is an inequality constraint for feasibly �apping:

j� m j + j� 0 j < �= 2: (18)

All of the optimization parameters are bounded by pre-
scribed limits.

It is considered that the motion of the left wing is always
symmetric to the right wing. The above parameter optimization
problem is solved via MATLAB global optimization tools,
such asmultistart or particleswarm . The optimized
parameters are summarized at Table I, and the corresponding
periodic maneuver is illustrated at Figure 2.

C. Effects of Abdomen in Energy and Power

To further study the effects of abdomen, another optimiza-
tion is carried out while assuming that the abdomen does
not undulate relative to the body, i.e.,� A (t) = � A 0 for
a �xed parameter� A 0 . The resulting optimized parameters
are summarized at the second column of Table I, where the
optimal value of the objective function is increased by23%
when the abdomen is �xed. The corresponding variation of
E and _E are presented at Figure 3.(a). It is shown that the
abdomen undulation reduces the variation of the total energy
and its time-derivatives.

Next, the torque required at the joint of the wing(� R ; � L )
and the torque at the joint connecting the body and the
abdomen� A are reconstructed from (11). The corresponding
power at the joints are computed asPR = � T

R (QR 
 R ), PA =
� T

A (QA 
 A ). The change of power over a �apping period is
illustrated at Figure 3.(b), which shows1:8% reduction of the
power with abdomen undulation.

TABLE I
OPTIMIZED PARAMETERS

Parameters With abdomen Without abdomen
undulation undulation

f 11:6689 11:7539
� 0:7782 0:9396
� m 0:6355 0:6449
� K 0:2866 0:2618
� 0 � 0:6599 � 0:6635
� m 0:6893 0:6977
� C 2:1703 2:3602
� 0 0:0098 0:0034
� a � 0:1410 � 0:1737
 m 0:0196 0:0057
 N 2 2
 0 � 0:0003 0:0033
 a 0:2506 0:3517
� B m 0:0348 0:0014
� B 0 0:8602 0:7202
� B a � 2:5204 � 0:3049
� A m 0:1970 ——
� A 0 0:4696 � 0:1712
� A a 1:4270 ——
_x1 (0) � 0:2458 � 0:2816
_x2 (0) 0:0000 0:0000
_x3 (0) 0:0230 0:0200
OptimizedJ 0:0409 0:0504

(f natural = 10 :2247 Hz and  N is �xed at 2)

(a) Positionx (b) Velocity _x

(c) Wing kinematics angles(�; �;  )
(in degrees)

(d) Relative abdomen/ body pitch
� B ; � A (in degrees)

Fig. 2. Hovering periodic orbit generated using optimized parameters; shaded
region corresponds to downstrokes

The torque at abdomen for the case with relative abdomen
undulation can be modeled by a torsional spring/ damper
at the joint. Considering� A (t) = � k� A (t) � c_� A (t) + � 0

and using a least squares �t for the data, we obtaink =
9:4262� 10� 5; c = 7 :6634� 10� 7; � 0 = 4 :1641� 10� 5

(see the sub�gure (d)). These show that the abdomen undula-
tion may reduce the total energy and the power consumption



(a) Energy (b) Power

(c) Torque (d) Modeled torque with abdomen �ap-
ping

Fig. 3. Comparison between hovering with abdomen undulation (blue) and
hovering without abdomen undulation (red); energy and power input to the
model is relatively low if there is abdomen movement, i.e.,1:8% reduction
in total mean power and20:7% reduction in mean energy

required for hovering. Interestingly, such bene�cial effects
may be achieved by allowing the abdomen to passively un-
dulate after the muscle connecting the body and the abdomen
is modeled as a torsional spring/damper.

IV. FEEDBACK CONTROL OFFLAPPING-WING UAV

In this section, we study the open-loop stability of the
hovering �ight acquired in the preceding section, and then,we
propose a feedback control to improve the stability properties
of the corresponding periodic orbit. The �apping frequency
constructed from the morphological parameters of Monarch
is f = 10:22 Hz, which is relatively lower than the �apping
frequencies of other FWUAVs ranging up to200 Hz. As such,
the common approaches relying on the linearized dynamics
averaged over a �apping cycle are ill-suited. Here we study
the stability of the periodic orbit using Floquet stabilitytheory,
and design a feedback control system accordingly.1

A. Floquet Stability

Let x 2 R6 be the congregated state of the position and the
velocity, i.e.,x = ( x; _x) 2 R6. Also, let xd = ( xd ; _xd) 2 R6

be the periodic orbit for hovering constructed in the preceding
subsection, satisfyingxd(t + T) = xd(t) for any t > 0.

The perturbation of the statex from the periodic orbitxd is
denoted by� x = x � xd = ( �x; � _x) 2 R6. Ignoring the higher-
order terms, the evolution of the perturbation is describedby
the equation of motion, namely (12) linearized aboutxd as

d(�x )
dt

= � _x (19)

1The Matlab software utilized for dynamics and control of the�apping
wing model is available athttps://github.com/fdcl-gwu/FWUAV .

m
d(� _x)

dt
= R(t)f QR (t)�F R (t; � _x(t)) + QL (t)�F L (t; � _x(t))g;

(20)

whereR(t); QR (t); QL (t) corresponds to the body undulation
and the wing kinematics for the periodic orbit, and�F R ; �F L

represent the variation of the aerodynamic force due to the
perturbation of the velocity. For example,

�F R = �L R + �D R ; (21)

where�L R ; �D R can be computed from (7), (8) and

�C L (� (r )) = 1 :58 cos((2:13� � � 7:2)
�

180
) � 2:13 �� R (r );

�C D (� (r )) = 1 :55 sin((2:04� � � 9:82)
�

180
) � 2:04 �� R (r );

�U R (r ) = ( I 3� 3 � e2eT
2 )QT

R RT � _x;

�� R (r ) =
� 1

sin(� R (r ))
sgn(eT

1 UR (r ))

� eT
1

 

I 3� 3 �
UR (r )UT

R (r )

kUR (r )k2

!
�U R (r )
kUR (r )k

:

Utilizing these, the linearized equations of motion, (19),(20)
can be rearranged into the following matrix form:

� _x = A (t)� x ; (22)

where the matrixA (t) 2 R6� 6 is periodic with the period
T. While the solution of (22), namely� x(t) is not periodic
in general, it can be written as a linear combination of a
set of periodic solutions multiplied by so-calledcharacteristic
multiplier [17].

More speci�cally, let 	( t) 2 R6� 6 be the solution of
the matrix differential equation_	 = A 	 , starting from
a nonsigular	(0) 2 R6� 6. The matrix 	( t) is referred
to as thefundamental matrixof (22). Using the fact that
A (t) is periodic, one can show that	( t + T) is also a
fundamental matrix, and there exists a non-singular constant
matrix M 2 R6� 6, referred to as themonodromy matrix,
such that	( t + T) = 	( t)M for all t. One of the simplest
way to compute the monodromy matrix isM = 	( T) with
	(0) = I 6� 6. In the subsequent development, it is assumed
that �(0) = I 6� 6 for simplicity.

Let the i -th pair of the eigenvalue and the eigenvector of
the monodromy matrixM be (� i ; v i ) 2 R � R6, and suppose
they are real. The eigenvalues� i of the monodromy matrix
is referred to as thecharacteristic multiplierof (22). De�ne
� x i (t) 2 R6 be the solution of (22) starting from� x(0) = v i ,
i.e., � x i (t) = 	( t)v i . Then, we have

� x i (t + T) = 	( t + T)v i = 	( t)Mv i = � i 	( t)v i

= � i � x i (t): (23)

In other words, the solution of (22) starting from the eigenvec-
tor of the monodromy matrix is scaled by the corresponding
eigenvalue after each period. As the general solution of� x(t)
starting from an arbitrary initial condition can be written
as a linear combination off � x(t)g6

i =1 , the periodic orbit is
attractive if j� i j < 1 for all i .

https://github.com/fdcl-gwu/FWUAV


This further provides the shape of the characteristic mode.
Let � i 2 R be de�ned such that� i = e� i T , and f � i g6

i =1
is referred to as thecharacteristic exponentof (22). De�ne
p i (t) = � x i (t)e� � i t . It is straightforward to showp i (t)
is periodic, asp i (t + T) = � i � x i (t)e� � i T e� � i t = p i (t).
Therefore,

� x i (t) = e� i t p i (t);

which states that the solution of (22) is composed of a set
of periodic orbits exponentially scaled by the exponentialof
the characteristic exponent multiplied by the time. These are
readily generalized for complex eigenvalues and vectors, using
the fact that they appear in a complex conjugate pair.

B. Stability of Hovering Flight

The characteristic multiplier of the hovering �ight con-
structed in Section III are as follows.

� = f 1; 1; 1; 0:3763; 0:6234; 0:5023g; (24)

and the corresponding eigenvectors are

[v1; : : : v6]

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

1 0 0 0:0081 � 0:0278 0
0 1 0 0 0 0:1326
0 0 1 0:0003 � 0:1888 0
0 0 0 � 0:9998 0:6337 0
0 0 0 0 0 � 0:9912
0 0 0 0:0183 0:7496 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

:

Since j� i j � 1, the periodic orbit of hovering is stable.
The �rst three characteristic mode with� = 1 corresponds
to the perturbation of the position. Since the aerodynamic
forces are not altered by�x in (21), it is not surprising that
the characteristic modes for position displacements have the
characteristic multiplier of one.

On the other hands, the perturbation along the velocity
diminishes asymptotically. As the last three components of
(v4; v5; v6) spanR3, any velocity perturbation can be written
as a linear combination of those three asymptotically stable
modes withj� 4j; j� 5j; j� 6 j < 1. The fourth mode and the �fth
mode have the velocity perturbation within the longitudinal
plane, along the forward direction� _x1 and along the vertical
direction � _x3, where the fourth mode is dominated by the
velocity perturbation along the forward direction. The last
mode is along the lateral direction. These results are consistent
with [11], where it is reported that the velocity trajectoryof the
forward climbing �ight of Monarch is asymptotically stable.
The asymptotic stability in velocity can be deduced from the
fact that the aerodynamic forces are proportional to the angle
of attack and the velocity squared. For example, if the FWUAV
is pulled downward, it increases the effective angle of attack
and the velocity at the wing, thereby generating an additional
lift to push it back.

C. Control System Design

Next, we design a feedback control system to asymptotically
stabilize the periodic orbit of hovering. The objective is to
stabilize the position modes and to improve the stability prop-
erties of the velocity modes. The control input correspondsto
the wing kinematics parameters and the abdomen undulation,
which are adjusted to the current position and the velocity that
are assumed to be available.

First, we study the relation between these wing kinematic
angles, as modeled in (2), (3), (4), and the aerodynamic forces
acting on the body. Let the resultant aerodynamic force and
the coupling effects of the abdomen undulation bef a 2 R3,

f a = R(QR FR + QL FL ) � (JA 13
_
 A + K A 13 
 A ): (25)

We choose the following four control parameters:

� � � m s = (� � m;R + � � m;L )=2: the mean of the �apping
amplitude of the right wing and the left wing for overall
magnitude of the aerodynamic force

� � � m k = (� � m;R � � � m;L )=2: the difference of the
�apping amplitude to generate a lateral force

� � � 0: the shifts in the pitching angle of both wings
to rotate the direction of the aerodynamic force in the
longitudinal plane

� � � A m : the amplitude of the abdomen undulation

Figure 4 illustrates the variation off a averaged over a �apping
frequency, namely�f a 2 R3 with respect to the variations of the
above parameters. We take the average of the positive valuesof
f a , separately from the negative values. For example, the mean
of the positive values of the �rst element off a is constructed
as follows. LetTp = f t 2 [0; T ] j f a1 (t) > 0g. We have

�f a1;p =
R

t 2 T p
f a 1 ( � )d�

R
t 2 T p

d� :

The mean of the negative values�f a1 ;n are de�ned similarly.
The reason is that the variation of the control parameters
affectsf a1 in the opposite way, depending on the sign off a1 .
These are summarized at Figure 4, with the corresponding
slope for the positive values, namelymp, and the slopemn

for the negative values.
Employing these relations, we choose the wing kinematics

parameters such that the variation of the averaged force� �f a

matches with a PID controller as follows.

� �f a = m(K P �x (t) + K D � _x(t) + K I

Z t

0
�x (� )d� ); (26)

whereK P ; K D ; K I > 0 are the controller gains. After decom-
posing the longitudinal motion from the lateral motion, the
wing kinematics parameters are computed from the following
linear approximation. For the longitudinal forces, we have

S

2

4
� � m s

� � 0

� � A m

3

5 =
�
� �f a1

� �f a3

�
; (27)
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Fig. 4. Effects of control parameters on the aerodynamic forces: mean of
positive values (blue) and mean of negative values (red)

where the matrixS 2 R3� 3 is de�ned as

S =

2

6
6
6
4

@�f a1

@�m s

@�f a1

@�0

@�f a1

@�A m

@�f a3

@�m s

@�f a3

@�0

@�f a3

@�A m

3

7
7
7
5

: (28)

When calculatingS, the value of the sensitivity is chosen
according to the sign of�f a i as discussed above. For example,

when f a1 > 0, we use
@�f a1

@�m s

=
@�f a1;p

@�m s

. As (27) is underde-

termined, the control parameters are obtained by the minimum
norm solution as

2

4
� � m s

� � 0

� � A m

3

5 = ST (SST )� 1
�
� �f a1

� �f a3

�
:

For a comparison, we consider another case when the
abdomen is not actively controlled, i.e.,� � A m = 0 . The
corresponding active control parameters� � m s ; � � 0 are com-
puted by inverting the square matrix composed of the �rst two
columns of (28). These ensure that the resultant aerodynamic
forces in the longitudinal plane match with (26).

Next, for the lateral force,

� � m k =
�

@�f a2

@�m k

� � 1

� �f a2 : (29)

D. Stability of Controlled Hovering Flight

In this subsection, we present simulation results with active
abdomen control. The controller gains are chosen asK P =
421:88; K D = 15:60; K I = 1 :26. Corresponding roots of the
characteristic equation� 3 + K D � 2 + K P � + K I are � 7:8 +
19i; � 7:8 � 19i; � 0:003. Figure 5 illustrates the position and
the velocity trajectory over the controlled dynamics starting
from a perturbed initial condition, and it is shown that the
states asymptotically converge to the desired periodic orbit.

Next, we verify the stability of the periodic orbit of the
controlled dynamics via Floquet theory. De�ne an additional
state �I x 2 R3 for the integral term as�I x =

Rt
0 �x (� )d� .

And, the controlled dynamics of (12), whereQi ; 
 i are
dependent of�x and� _x, are numerically linearized. This yields
the system matrixA (t) 2 R9� 9 in (22), from which the
monodromy matrix is computed. The corresponding charac-
teristic multipliers are complex numbers with the following
magnitudes:

j� j = f 1; 1; 1; 0:1186; 0:1186;

0:2835; 0:2835; 0:6326; 0:6326g:

Since the magnitude of all of the characteristic multipliers
is less than or equal 1, the periodic orbit for the proposed
controlled dynamics is stable. Moreover, the characteristic
modes for the �rst three with� = 1 predominantly consist of
the integral term. Next, the modes withj� j = f 0:1186; 0:2835g
correspond to the longitudinal dynamics and they are much
smaller than those of uncontrolled ones, namelyj� j =
f 0:3763; 0:6234g in (24), thereby illustrating an improvement
in stability. Finally, j� j = f 0:6326g corresponding to the
lateral mode is greater than� = f 0:5023g of (24). However,
it guarantees asymptotic stability of both of the position and
the velocity dynamics.

E. Effects of Abdomen in Control

Finally, we study the effects of the abdomen in the stability
of the controlled dynamics. We consider two cases depend-
ing on the abdomen is actively controlled or not, and for
each case we estimate the region of attraction with respect
to the initial position error in the longitudinal plane. More
speci�cally, we select10; 000 random initial position errors
of the form �x (0) = [ ex ; 0; ez ], where(ex ; ez ) are sampled
from the uniform distribution on the circle represented by
f (r cos�; r sin � ) j (r; � ) 2 (0; 3) � (0; 2� )g. Each random
initial point is propagated through the controlled dynamics,
and it is determined to be converged if the position and the
velocity error from the desired periodic orbit becomes less
than1 � 10� 4 within 100 periods. Figure 6 represents the set
of initial conditions from which the controlled trajectorycon-
verged, and it is illustrated that the active abdomen undulation
increases the region of attraction substantially.

Next, for the initial conditions that yield convergence for
both cases, we compare the rate of convergence. It is observed
that the number of �apping cycles required for convergence
is smaller when the abdomen is actively controlled. The



(a) Position (b) Velocity

(c) 3D position trajectory (d) Control inputs

Fig. 5. Position, velocity and control input trajectory obtained through the
controlled dynamics: actual (blue), ideal (black); corresponding animated
simulation can be found athttps://youtu.be/tMmmaVAm5D0
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Fig. 6. Initial position errors which yield converging trajectories through
control design; corresponding bounded curves depict region of convergence

corresponding reduction of the �apping cycles cased by active
abdomen control is illustrated at Figure 7, with respect to the
varying magnitude of the initial error. For a wide variety of
perturbations, it is found that there is a signi�cant reduction.

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

REFERENCES

[1] M. Sun, J. Wang, and Y. Xiong, “Dynamic �ight stability ofhovering
insects,”Acta Mechanica Sinica, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 231–246, 2007.

[2] H. E. Taha, M. R. Hajj, and A. H. Nayfeh, “Flight dynamics and control
of �apping-wing mavs: a review,”Nonlinear Dynamics, vol. 70, no. 2,
pp. 907–939, 2012.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Norm of x-z perturbation

-40

-35

-30

-25

-20

-15

-10

-5

0

5

C
ha

ng
e 

in
 n

um
be

r 
of

 c
yc

le
s 

to
 c

on
ve

rg
en

ce

Fig. 7. Comparison between control with and without abdomen

[3] M. Sun, “Insect �ight dynamics: stability and control,”Reviews of
Modern Physics, vol. 86, no. 2, p. 615, 2014.

[4] D. B. Doman, M. W. Oppenheimer, and D. O. Sigthorsson, “Wingbeat
shape modulation for �apping-wing micro-air-vehicle control during
hover,” Journal of guidance, control, and dynamics, vol. 33, no. 3,
pp. 724–739, 2010.

[5] Z. A. Khan and S. K. Agrawal, “Control of longitudinal �ight dynamics
of a �apping-wing micro air vehicle using time-averaged model and
differential �atness based controller,” in2007 American Control Con-
ference, pp. 5284–5289, IEEE, 2007.

[6] W. He, Z. Yan, C. Sun, and Y. Chen, “Adaptive neural network control
of a �apping wing micro aerial vehicle with disturbance observer,” IEEE
transactions on cybernetics, vol. 47, no. 10, pp. 3452–3465, 2017.

[7] J. Lee, S. Ryu, T. Kim, W. Kim, and H. J. Kim, “Learning-based
path tracking control of a �apping-wing micro air vehicle,”in 2018
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems
(IROS), pp. 7096–7102, IEEE, 2018.

[8] M. Sridhar, C.-K. Kang, and D. B. Landrum, “Bene�cial effect of the
coupled wing-body dynamics on power consumption in butter�ies,” in
AIAA Scitech 2019 Forum, p. 0566, 2019.

[9] J. Jayakumar, K. Senda, and N. Yokoyama, “Control of pitch attitude by
abdomen during forward �ight of two-dimensional butter�y,” Journal of
Aircraft, vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 2327–2337, 2018.

[10] J. P. Dyhr, K. A. Morgansen, T. L. Daniel, and N. J. Cowan,“Flexible
strategies for �ight control: an active role for the abdomen,” Journal of
Experimental Biology, vol. 216, no. 9, pp. 1523–1536, 2013.

[11] M. Sridhar, C.-K. Kang, and T. Lee, “Geometric formulation for the
dynamics of monarch butter�y with the effects of abdomen undulation,”
in AIAA Scitech 2020 Forum, p. 1962, 2020.

[12] G. J. Berman and Z. J. Wang, “Energy-minimizing kinematics in
hovering insect �ight,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 582, pp. 153–
168, 2007.

[13] C. P. Ellington, “The aerodynamics of hovering insect �ight. i. the quasi-
steady analysis,”Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of
London. B, Biological Sciences, vol. 305, no. 1122, pp. 1–15, 1984.

[14] T. Lee, M. Leok, and N. McClamroch,Global Formulation of La-
grangian and Hamiltonian Dynamics on Manifolds. Springer, 2018.

[15] M. H. Dickinson, F.-O. Lehmann, and S. P. Sane, “Wing rotation and
the aerodynamic basis of insect �ight,”Science, vol. 284, no. 5422,
pp. 1954–1960, 1999.

[16] S. P. Sane and M. H. Dickinson, “The control of �ight force by
a �apping wing: lift and drag production,”Journal of experimental
biology, vol. 204, no. 15, pp. 2607–2626, 2001.

[17] G. Teschl, Ordinary differential equations and dynamical systems,
vol. 140. American Mathematical Soc., 2012.

https://youtu.be/tMmmaVAm5D0

	I Introduction
	II Dynamics of Flapping-Wing UAV
	II-A Multibody Formulation
	II-B Wing Kinematics
	II-C Quasi-steady Aerodynamics
	II-D Lagrangian Mechanics
	II-E Monarch Butterfly Model

	III Construction of Periodic Motion
	III-A Body/Abdomen Kinematics
	III-B Problem Formulation
	III-C Effects of Abdomen in Energy and Power

	IV Feedback Control of Flapping-Wing UAV
	IV-A Floquet Stability
	IV-B Stability of Hovering Flight
	IV-C Control System Design
	IV-D Stability of Controlled Hovering Flight
	IV-E Effects of Abdomen in Control


