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In this paper, a complete nonlinear dynamic unmanned helicopter model considering wind disturbance is proposed to achieve
realistic simulations and teasing out the effect of wind on the control system. The wind velocity vector which is horizontal as seen
in the inertial frame can be obtained by subtracting the airspeed measured by atmospheric data computer from the inertial speed
measured by GPS. The design of the controller fully considers the existence of wind, and the wind disturbance is suppressed by the
method of hierarchical control combined with the integral sliding mode control (SMC). The stability proof is given. Hardware in
the loop (HIL) tool is employed as a practical engineering solution, and it is an essential step in validating the new algorithm before

moving to real flight experiments.

1. Introduction

Automatic flight control has been generally studied for
unmanned helicopters including Proportional Integral
Derivative (PID) [1], Linear Quadratic Regulator (LQR),
and Linear Quadratic Gaussian (LQG) [2], H2 [3], Hoo [4],
Model Predictive Control (MPC) [5], Backstepping Control
[6], robust control [7-9], Fuzzy Control [10], hierarchical
control [11], Nonlinear Control [12], sliding mode control
(SMC) [13, 14], optimal control [15], Adaptive Control
[16], and Disturbance Observer-Based control [17]; few
works discussed the trajectory tracking flight of unmanned
helicopters in the presences of strong wind. Trajectory
tracking control for helicopters at different given speeds faces
the following challenges.

(1) The unmanned helicopter’s dynamic model is inher-
ently unstable, strongly nonlinear, and highly cou-
pled.

(2) The dynamics are significantly different from hov-
ering to high-speed forward flight, and the model
may be changing from a minimum phase system to

a nonminimum phase system that flies at different
speeds.

Robust control such as Hoo control [18, 19] is well known
for handling internal uncertainties and external disturbances.
Since the uncertainties and disturbances are usually supposed
unknown, the balance between robustness and conservation
is hard to achieve. This problem is especially important when
the UH is flying at different speed with strong wind. He
and Han use a new acceleration feedback control as a robust
enhancement for the Hoo algorithm to attenuate uncertain-
ties and external disturbances involved in the tracking con-
trol of an unmanned helicopter [20]. Acceleration feedback
control does enhance tracking performance significantly
compared to the standard Hoo control. However, the Hoo
control is conservative as it supposes that the uncertainties are
all unknown, which limits the performance of the closed-loop
system. If the disturbances are too large, however, the control
inputs would become insufficient to alleviate the disturbance
fully.

The flight speed of small scale helicopters with stabilize
bar is relatively low. Generally, the aerodynamics of the rotor
can be ignored, and the linearized mathematical model can be
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FIGURE 1: Autonomous Ultrasport 496 unmanned helicopter.

directly applied to design the control law in hovering and near
hovering flight conditions [21]. But when the UH is flying
at high speed and with strong wind interference, a complex
model, including blade dynamics, is desired. Blade dynamics
must be captured by the helicopter model because of several
reasons. Under the conditions of high altitude and high-speed
flight, the wind has a tremendous influence on the blade.
The flapping motion of the rotor includes a serious nonlinear
term, and neglecting the nonlinear term is lack of realism,
and it does not have much significance for tuning the gains
by using a model that ignores blade dynamics.

The presence of time-varying airflow imposes higher
requirements on the accuracy, rapidity, and stability of the
trajectory tracking control for large-scale unmanned heli-
copters, especially when it is flying at high altitude and
with long flight time. This paper proposes the following
innovations to deal with the problem.

(i) Compared with the linearised mathematical model
that was previously used to design the control law,
this paper applies a complete and nonlinear helicopter
model with a stochastic gust model to design the
control law that can resist wind disturbance.

(ii) The design of the controller fully considers the
existence of airflow, and the wind disturbance is
suppressed by the method of hierarchical control
combined with the integral sliding mode control.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the UH
nonlinear mathematical model disturbed by strong airflow.
Then the control structure and algorithm is presented in
Section 3. The experimental results and analysis are given in
Section 4. Finally, the conclusion is shown in Section 5.

2. Complete Nonlinear Model of the Ultrasport
496 Helicopter

The test-bed in this paper is converted from the American
Sportscopter Ultrasport 496 (U496) helicopter (Figure 1)
[22]. The 496 helicopter is equipped with an avionics system,
including the onboard computer system, the sensors, and the
actuators which generate together the control signals for an
automatic flight.

2.1. Equations of Mathematical Model. The helicopter is a
vehicle that is free to rotate and translate simultaneously
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in all six degrees of freedom (DOF), which are defined as
rolling, pitching, yawing, surging, swaying, and heaving.
The Newton-Euler equations of motion describe the rigid-
body dynamics of such vehicles. There exist two reference
frames which are generally used to determine the movement
of a helicopter: the body-fixed framework and the inertial
framework (NED). The equation of motion for the body-fixed

reference frame is
Q x (mv F
s [ ( B)] _ [ B ] W

[7”13x3 03><3:|
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Up
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where vy = [u,v, w]? is the vector of body velocities, Q =
[p,g,7]" is the vector of angular rates, m is the helicopter
total mass, J is the inertia moment of the body, and F =
[Fy, Fy, F,]" and M = [My, My, M,]" are the sum of the
external forces and moments acting on the airframe and are
determined by

Fx = Fx g + Fx g —mgsin 0

Fy = Fy ygr + Fy tg — mgcosOsin g

F; = Fyyr + Fz g + mgcos 0 cos ¢ ,
My = My pr + My 1r @
My = My g + My 1x
My = My g + Mz 1x

where Fy, Fy, F, and My, My, M, are the main rotor and
tail rotor forces and moments exerting on the body of the
helicopter, and the subscripts MR and TR denote main rotor
and tail rotor, respectively. The force and moment generated
by the horizontal stabilizer, vertical fin, and fuselage are
neglected because their impact is relatively small. The forces
distribution of different components is

Fypr = ~Tig $in (Son) = Hyg €08 (S1on)
Fy mr = Tig 8in (81a) + Sur
Fznr = ~Tar €08 (815) €08 (813) = Hyr 8in (o)
Fyp = Trr
Mx pmr = Fy MRZmg
My mr = —Fx MRZmg (3)
Mz mr = Mg
Mx g = _TTRZtg
My g = Mg
My g = TTRth
Fyrp = Fzp =0

where Ty, Tg are thrust of main and tail rotors, Hyz and
Sur are backward and lateral forces generated by the main
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FIGURE 2: Orthographic views of the Ultrasport 496 helicopter.

rotor when flying forward, My and My 1y are the main rotor
torque and tail rotor torque, respectively, §,,, and Jj,, are the
pitch and roll cyclic, and x;, 2 are the corresponding
distances shown in Figure 2.

The differential equations in (1) is the rigid-body equa-
tions, the forces and moments acting on the body are
contained in these equations. Further, the inertial position
(x, ¥, z) and the Euler angles (¢,0,y) can be calculated
using suitable transformations. Solving the following three
differential equations provides the inertial position from
body velocities:

mg > Ztg

x u
=R|v
z w
(4)
cOcy s@sOcy — cosy cosOcy + spsy | [ u
= | cOsy s@sOsy + cpcy cpsOsy —spcy | | v
—s0 spcl cpcd w

where ¢* and s* denote cos™ and sin”. Finally, to determine
the Euler angles from angular rates, we use the following
transformation:

¢ = p + tan 0sin @q + tan 0 cos ¢r

0 = cos ¢q — sin @r ®)
Y = sin @ sec 0q + cos ¢ sec Or

According to [23-27], the force and moment expres-
sions acting on the U496 helicopter are given directly in

Appendix A. The results of many times real flight tests prove
that the helicopter model uses these expressions to simulate
real flight well, and the similarity is more than 60%. This
makes sense for studying the impact of wind on flight control
systems.

2.2. Wind Model and Its Application in the UH Model. For
a specific real flight test, the wind model was established
with reference to airflow velocity, inertial velocity, trajectory,
heading, and inertial navigation information.

2.2.1. Establishment of the Wind Model. The waypoint posi-
tion information of a real flight is shown in Figure 3. The
properties of the helicopter passing through each waypoint
are shown in Table 1. The information of each waypoint is
set as follows: waypoint number, longitude, latitude, altitude,
speed, and heading angle. The UH first took off from the
waypoint 0 and climbed to a height of 20 meters, then
passed through the waypoints 1 to 13, and finally landed at
the waypoint 14. The geodetic coordinate system adopts the
North East Down (NED) coordinate system with an initial
heading of 220 degrees. The red point in Figure 3 represents
both waypoint 0 and waypoint 14.

The calculation of the wind velocity: the air velocity is
calculated from the pressure data measured by the pitot tube
through the atmospheric data computer, which is shown in
Figure 4. The inertial speed V, is measured by the Differential
Global Positioning System (DGPS) which is shown in Fig-
ure 5. The air velocity u,, is the body’s relative velocity to the
wind. Thus the wind velocity V,, is obtained by subtracting
the air velocity u,, from the inertial speed V, which is
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FIGURE 4: Air velocity measured by the atmospheric data computer.
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FIGURE 5: Inertial speed measured by the DGPS.
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FIGURE 6: Wind speed.

shown in Figure 6. The numbers in these figures represent
waypoints. Figure 7 replaces Figure 6 with a representation
of the wind velocity at which the helicopter passes through
each waypoint.

The wind direction setting: on the day of the real flight,
the helicopter was disturbed by a 5th-level southwesterly
wind. According to the flight results, the wind direction is
set as shown in Figure 7. The wind direction between the
waypoints varies randomly between the set wind direction of
the previous waypoint and the next waypoint.

In this way, we set up a stochastic gust model, in which the
wind velocity and direction are always changing according to
the real flight test.

Note 1. The airflow direction measured by the pitot tube
through the atmospheric data computer is facing the head of
the UH, and the direction of the real-time wind is completely
unmeasurable, so the magnitude of the wind applied to the
helicopter model is modified accordingly based on the real
flight data. Adjustments bring the simulation curve closer to
the actual flight curve.

2.2.2. External Wind Disturbances Exerted on the UH. Since
the aerodynamic forces are functions of the air velocity u,,
the helicopter model subjected to wind disturbance requires
the body’s relative velocity u and the wind velocity V,, as
control inputs. In the near hover situation, the aircraft air
velocity can be expressed by adding the effect of a wind
velocity vector which is horizontal as seen in the inertial
frame in the form

uwzu_VwCOS(Ww_w);

Vu):V_VwSin(Wu)_W);

(6)

where V,, is the velocity of the horizontal wind and y,, is
the direction of the horizontal wind. Since there are so many

. . . _ 2 2 2
variants such as inflow ratio A,, = \Jul +v2 + w. /(Q,R,,)

and A, = \u2 +v? +w?/(Qr,) contains u,, and v,, the
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FIGURE 7: Wind vector at the waypoints.

change in V,, and y,, causes a change in u,, and v,,, and the
change in u,, and v,, causes a change in A,, and A,. A,, and A,
further influence the drag factors such as the flapping angle
coefficient a,; and by and finally affects the aerodynamic
forces and torques. In this way, the external wind disturbance
can affect the whole helicopter movement.

3. Control Structure and Algorithm

The flight control system is designed as two parts: (1) path
planning layer and (2) kernel control layer; the overall
hierarchical structure is shown in Figure 8.

3.1. Path Planning Layer. The UH requires a series of way-
points to fly according to the preset flight route. However, in
long-haul flights, a path that uses a large number of discrete
points is not suitable for autonomous flight systems because it
requires a large amount of memory to save all the waypoints.
Thus B-Spline describing the route using a finite set of control
points and knots is applied to the route generation process. By
adding and deleting the spline curves in a stepwise manner,
the memory space can be effectively utilized to achieve real-
time control effects.

3.1.1. B-Spline Curve. A spline curve represents the sequential
curve segments that are connected to create a single con-
tinuous curve. A B-Spline is a type of representation of a
spline curve constructed by control points, knot vectors, and
basic functions. n+1 control points are selected in the inertial
coordinate system, and a spline curve C(u) generated by the
n+1 control points is used as a preset route of the UH. The

B-Spline curve C(u) is described using the parametric spline
equations, as shown in

C(u) = zn:N
=0

@by (T <us<T) ()

where p is the order of the spline, b; (j = 0,...,n) are
the control points, and u is the parameter of the spline. The
control points define the convex hull of the spline curve.
Therefore, the spline curve begins from the first control point
and ends at the last point, within the convex hull. The knot
vector T is described as T = [T, T}, ..., Ty py1> T ], where
the elements set of T' are a nondecreasing sequence of real
value. To fix both the endpoints of the spline curve to the start
and end of control points, b, and b,, the first and last set of

knots are repeated p times with the same value as follows:

TO = - T Ustart>
)
Ty = = Tn+p = Uena

where ug,., and u,,; are the parameter values of the start
and endpoint of the spline, respectively. N; ,(u) is the basic
function of the curve with order p and can [l)e described with
the following equation:

1 ifT;<u<Ty,

Nio (u) =
0 otherwise
9
u-T,; T.,.,—u
N ()= —2N w)+—2" "N, .
* ) Ti+j -T; - ) Ti+j—1 —Tin I o
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FIGURE 8: Structure of the overall autonomous flight control system.
where j = 1,2,...,p. Using the spline parameter u we North
divide the spline into equal intervals, and the spacing is
approximately equal to 30 meters. These equally spaced
points on the spline will be used as the trajectory reference C )
point T(X,.f, ¥yef) for the UH. i q
In the next subsection, we will explain how to obtain the *' 2 T(Xp, Yr)
projection point P on the B-Spline curve which is closest d, e T .
to the UH real-time position C(x, y) and how the reference by T 0u(Xen Yoo) Cltgnq)
point is given. ! v, P (X,,Y,) .
//Ol(XobYul) East
3.1.2. Position Reference Generation. According to the UH ¢
real-time position C(x, y) measured by GPS during flight, the Clustare)

iterative method is used to find the closest point O(X,, Y,) on
the B-Spline curve. Project the current real-time position C to
the preset trajectory to obtain the projection point P(X ,,Y,,).
Then, a certain buffer distance is added along the direction
of the B-Spline curve with reference to the point O, and the
virtual future point thus obtained is regarded as the position
tracking reference point T'. As T moves continuously forward
on the B-Spline curve, the UH gradually flies toward the B-
Spline curve under its guidance. As shown in Figure 9, the
specific implementation steps are as follows.

(1) Calculate the distance d between the equidistant point
on the spline curve and the point C(x, y) from the initial
point C(ug,,,,) one by one. The iterative calculation ends until

the point O, that makes d, = \/(Xo - X +(Y,-Y)* < 40
meters found. Find the next point O, along the direction of
the B-Spline from point O,. The distance between O, and C
isd,. If d, < d,, select O, as the closest point O(X,,Y,);
otherwise select O,. The spline parameter corresponding to
the closest point O(X,,Y,) is u,,.

(2) Suppose O is the closest point O(X,,Y,); thus d =
d,. According to the spline parameter u, of point O(X,,Y,)

FIGURE 9: Schematic diagram of projection point P and reference
point T'.

and combining the UH heading ¥ and the heading vy, of
point O(X,,Y,), the increment of u of the projection point
P relative to u, is obtained by trigonometric transformation

__ dcos(y—y)
(dx/du)?® + (dy/du)’

Uy (10)

(3) Thus the spline parameter U, of point P(X »Y ) is
u, = u, + Au;. Then adding a certain buffer distance from
point P to point T, the spline parameter of the point T is
ur = u, + Au,, where Au, is determined by the speed of the
UH.

(4) Based on the spline parameter u; of point T, the
corresponding position coordinates are calculated as the
position tracking reference point T'(x,.s, y.r) according to

(7).
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3.2. Kernel Control Layer. The helicopter’s kernel control
layer uses a cascade control structure combined with the PID
method and sliding mode control strategy. The attitude and
angular rate loops are considered as the inner loops, while the
speed and position loops are considered as the outer loops.

In the cascade control method, the control output of the
upper subcontroller is the control reference of the lower sub-
controller. By looking for a strong correlation state between
the upper and lower layers, that state is taken as the virtual
output of the upper subcontroller, that is, the virtual reference
of the next subcontroller. According to this idea, the strong
correlation states u, v, w are chosen as the virtual output of
the position controller, while the strong correlation states ¢, 0,
0., are selected as the virtual output of the velocity controller.

The roll, pitch, and heading channels in the inner loops
adopt feedback control, while feedforward control is also
used between the heading and altitude channels and between
the roll and pitch channels to suppress the state coupling.
Through multiple flight tests, it has achieved an excellent
decoupling control effect for the inner loops. Thus the
traditional PID controller is used for the inner loops here.

The focus of this paper is to resist the disturbance of the
wind and complete the trajectory tracking flight mission at a
constant speed. To accomplish this task, the SMC algorithm
is used for the multiple inputs and multiple outputs system of
the outer loops.

3.2.1. Error Tracking System of the Outer Loop. Based on (1)
and (4), the position error tracking subsystem and the speed
error tracking subsystem in the outer loop are rewritten as
follows.

(1) Position (pos) error tracking subsystem:

xpos = fpos (‘xpos) + gpos (xpos) upos (11)

where Xpos = [x,, Vo> Ze]T, fpos(xpos) =0, gpos(xpos) = R,
Upos = [Upefs v,ef,w,ef]T. During the constant speed flight
of the helicopter, since the heading is controlled by the
inner loop, the output u,,; is the given speed. The role of
the position controller output v, is to eliminate the lateral
deviation.

(2) Velocity (vel) error tracking subsystem:

xvel = fvel (‘xvel) + Gvel ('xvel) Uyel (12)

T . . T
where X, = [Up Ve W] s Uy = [siN@p, 800,01, 04]

fvel(xvel) [fvell’ fvelZ’ fvel3]T’ fvell (PX.MR + FX‘TR)/
m + vr — wq, fop = (Fymg + Fyg)/m + wp-
ur, fvel3 (_KZTMR Cos(élon) Cos(alat) - KZHMR Sin(alon)+
mgcos @,rcost,.0)/m + uq — vp, and g,4(X,y) =
(9, g 08 0,5, —(Ky, , €O8(8105) €OS(8y) + Kip,,, SiN(10n))/
m]T.

Because the gravity is much larger than the forward and
lateral components of the rotor lift, we consider mgsin 8 as
the dominant term of the forward component force Fy and
mg cos 0 sin ¢ as the dominant item of the lateral component
force Fy. And Fy \g + Fx 1g and Fy yg + Fy g are treated as
the minor items. According to the observation, ¢, 6, 8., are

selected as the states strongly correlated with the upper and
lower layers. Thus, ¢ and 0 in mg sin 6 and mg cos 0 sin ¢ can
be regarded as virtual reference to the next layer.

3.2.2. Decoupling Control Method Considering Wind Distur-
bance. To maintain constant speed flight in the longitudinal
channel, the use of integral sliding mode control is a very
good solution. According to the above error tracking system,
we design the sliding mode controller as follows. Step 1. For

Xyel OF X o, the switching surfaces S are designed as

S(X)=X+EJX (13)

where X = x,,, & = diag{£,,£,&.}, S(X) = [S,,S,,5,]"
in the position subcontroller, while X = x,,, & =
diag {£,,€,,&,}, S(X) = [S,,S,,S,]" in the velocity subcon-
troller.

Step 2. The approaching law of the sliding mode control
method is

$(X) = —ktanh (S (X)) = -N (14)

where k = diagik,, ky, k,} in the position subcontroller,
while k = diag {k,,, k,, k,,} in the velocity subcontroller.
Step 3. The subcontroller law u can be designed as

u=gX)"'[-f(X)-EX - N] (15)

where u = z’tpos’ g(X) = gpos(Xpos)’ f(X) = fpos(Xpos) in
the position subcontroller, while u = w4, g(X) = gy (Xya)>
f(X) = fq(X,q) in the velocity subcontroller.

It should be noted here that in the velocity subcontroller,
the roll angle ¢ and the pitch angle 0 have a coupling effect on
the speed of the UH. From the perspective of decoupling, it
is necessary to set the calculation order of the three control
outputs in u,,;. First, we solve the differential equation of
forwarding velocity to get 0,.;. Then ¢, is solved in the
lateral velocity differential equation by 0,.. Finally, 6,
and ¢, are substituted into the vertical velocity differential
equation to obtain d,;. In this way, it is possible to reduce the
coupling between the longitudinal and the lateral directions
while maintaining the speed constant. At the same time,
because the wind disturbance is introduced in the calculation
of aerodynamic force, the controller has a good effect of
suppressing wind disturbance.

3.2.3. Stability Proof. The candidate Lyapunov function for
the subsystem (11) and (12) is

§* (X)
2

V(X)= (16)

From (16), it is easy to know that V(X) > 0. If and only if
S(X)=0,V(X)=0.
Differentiating (16), we obtain

V(X)=SX)S(X) (17)



FIGURE 10: Hardware in the loop simulation platform.

Substituting (14), (11), or (12) into (17), we obtain

V(X)=S(X) (X +EX)

(18)

=SX) [f (X)+g(X)u +E&X]

Substituting (14) and (15) into (18), we obtain
V (X) = —kS (X) tanh (S (X)) (19)

When S(X) > 0, tanh(S(X)) > 0. Since k > 0, V(X) < 0.
When S(X) < 0, tanh(S(X)) < 0. Since k > 0, V(X) < 0.
When S(X) =0, V(X) = 0.

In conclusion, V' > 0 (if and only if X = 0, then V = 0),
and V < 0 (if X # 0); thus the system state X is asymptotically
stable.

4. Experimental Results

In this section, two sets of experiments are performed
on the HIL simulation platform of the U496 unmanned
helicopter, which is the experimental verification of the PID
control strategy and the new flight control strategy on the
mathematical model. The purpose of Scenario 1 is to tease out
the effect of wind on the control system by the comparison
with and without wind in a simulation compared to real
flight test results. The purpose of Scenario 2 is to verify the
new flight control law is better able to improve disturbance
rejection compared to the PID control strategy. The HIL
simulation platform is shown in Figure 10.

4.1. Scenario A: HIL Flight Test with and without Wind
by Using PID Control. According to the test data after a
real test flight, we adopt the newly developed nonlinear
mathematical model and reshow the entire flight process by
applying a wind disturbance to the model. In the process
of HIL simulation, the three-dimensional flight trajectory
of unmanned helicopters flying following the planned flight
path is shown in Figure 11. The maximum given speed is
20m/s, the maximum flying height is 600m, and the turning
angle of the route is 45°, 90°, and 135°. The waypoint number
information is shown in Figure 3. Since the size of the XY
coordinate is much larger than the size of the Z coordinate
(height), to enhance the three-dimensional effect, we enlarge
the Z coordinate by a factor of 2, and the actual flying height
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FIGURE 11: The three-dimensional flight trajectory of unmanned
helicopters.
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is shown by the blue curve in Figure 11. To fully reproduce the
real flight test, we set the size and direction of the wind during
flight simulation following Table 1 and Figure 7.

To show the effect of wind disturbance on the model,
we conducted simulation tests in both windless and windy
conditions and compared them with real flight data. The PID
control gains for the three tests are all shown in Table 2. The
simulation results are shown in Figures 12-20.

By putting the nonlinear mathematical model into the
simulation computer and according to the predefined simu-
lation content, we conducted a large-range flight simulation
of the Ultrasport 496 UH. In the simulation process of up
to 2200 seconds, there was no case where the model was
stuck, or the model was out of control under the disturbance
of wind, indicating the reliability of the newly developed
nonlinear model and the control strategy. The test data of the
U496 unmanned helicopter for large-scale flight simulation
is similar to that of the real test flight. The net result is the
ability to tease out the effect of wind on the control system,
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TaBLE 1: Waypoint information.

Way Points 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

longitude(") 99.800 99.798 99.785 99.807 99.825 99.840 99.859 99.879

99.891 99.841 99.823 99.815 99.813 99.801 99.800

Latitude’) 40.406 40.404 40.392 40.379 40.367 40.381 40.398 40.417 40.427 40.427 40.427 40.419 40.417 40.407 40.406
Height(m) 20 20 120 280 400 500 600 400 400 200 200 200 200 20 20
Heading(") 220 220 130 130 40 40 40 40 270 270 220 220 220 220 220
Speed(m/s) 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 10 10 1 0
TaBLE 2: PID gains and Trim values used in the real flight and HIL 20
simulation test.
15 1

Channels and Trim Gains Values Gains Values
Roll Channel K, 0.6 K, 0.27 10 |
Yaw Channel K, 0.7 K, 0.6 5 ]
Pitch Channel Ky 10 K, 0.42 g ]
Height Channel K, 0.2 K, 0.2 Z
Longitudinal Channel K, 0.43 K, 2.0 § - 1
Latitude Channel K, 0.3 K, 2.0 -10 .
Trim(°) Pitch 0.8 Roll -2.0 15 |

=20 + i

=25 L L L L L L L

600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200
| time (s)
E .=.= Experimental
- == Simulation

1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200

time (s)

2 1
600 800
.=.= Experimental

- -~ Simulation
—— Simulation+Wind

FIGURE 13: Pitch response.

which is a crucial contribution of this work to bring out and
make as useful as possible.

From the simulation results, due to the presence of
wind disturbances, the forward flight speed has a significant
deviation, and it has not been able to maintain constant flight
speed. The yaw distance is usually within 10 meters, and the
maximum is 22 meters. The PID control strategy used in this
section can resist the disturbance of the wind in the case of
different turning angles and speeds and achieves the fit of the
flight path and the set route. However, there is still a specific
gap between the simulation results and performance index.

—— Simulation+Wind

FIGURE 14: Lateral distance error.

TaBLE 3: PID and SMC gains used in the HIL simulation test.

Channels and Trim Gains  Values  Gains Values
Inner loop
Roll Channel K, 0.6 K, 0.27
Yaw Channel K, 0.7 K, 0.6
Pitch Channel Ky 1.0 K, 0.42
Outer loop
Position controller &, 0.4 g, 04 & 03
k, 1 k, 1 k, 1
Velocity controller &, 1 £, 1 &, 15
k, 01 k, 0l 'k, 0l

4.2. Scenario B: Flight Test by Using Combining Control. Based
on the above work, we used the new control law to perform
the same test under the conditions of Scenario A. The control
gains are shown in Table 3. We compare them with the control
strategy that uses a set of PID control gains and test whether
the control law meets the following performance index: speed
error 0.5m/s, lateral position error 20m. The results are shown
as follows.

In the two-dimensional plan of the yaw distance shown
in Figure 21, we have selected three typical points for local
amplification, such as the -22.6m, 14.4m, and -20.Im points
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FIGURE 15: Speed offset.
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FIGURE 16: Wind speed.

that have more considerable side-offset distances in actual
flight. As can be seen from these figures, the new control law
corrects the lateral offset at these typical positions and obtains
an accurate tracking effect. Figure 22 is a speed variation
curve during autonomous flight. By comparison, we have
found that using the new control law improves the helicopter’s
constant speed flying effect significantly at different speeds
of 20m/s and 10m/s and Im/s. As shown in Figure 23, the
yaw distance was improved significantly with almost the same
wind disturbance. It should be noted that (1) because of
changes in flight speed, resulting in differences in the total
flight time of the different tests, there is an inevitable phase
shift in the curve. (2) To ensure the safety of the helicopter,

Mathematical Problems in Engineering

airSpd (m/s)
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FIGURE 17: Air speed.
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F1GURE 18: Position response.

the pitch angle is limited during the forward flight. This is
why the helicopter’s speed still has an error of about 0.5m/s
when flying in the top wind of 1400 to 1800 seconds.
Compared with the ordinary sliding mode control meth-
ods which uses the symbol function as the switching term
[27], this method can eliminate the chattering phenomenon
by using Tangent function. Thus the servos will not be
damaged due to the chattering problem during the execution.
As shown in Figure 7, this paper establishes a static wind
model based on the static data after a real flight. Here we
can classify the wind model into a static wind model and
a dynamic wind model based on whether the wind model
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FIGURE 19: Height response.
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FIGURE 20: Heading responses.

can be established in real time. Although the wind model
is called static, it is also time-varying. Therefore, this paper
has proved that our SMC method has the ability of effectively
suppressing time-varying wind disturbance through HIL
simulation experiments. How to build a test platform to build
a dynamic wind model becomes the work we will focus on in
the next step.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, a trajectory tracking flight controller is pro-
posed for unmanned helicopters in longtime flight. Wind
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FIGURE 21: Lateral distance error.
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FIGURE 22: Velocity error.

disturbances are captured by the helicopter nonlinear mathe-
matical model to reproduce the effects of disturbance during
a real flight. According to the real flight data and measured
airflow, the proposed control strategy can consider the wind
disturbance as a known state to study the optimal control
effect against the wind disturbance for different given speeds.
The hierarchical control law combined with the integral
sliding mode is expected to provide the reference for the new
trial flights of unmanned helicopters at a fixed speed.
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Appendix

A. Force and Moments Acting on
the Helicopter

To improve the accuracy of the rigid-body model, blade
dynamics and wind disturbances are captured as important
parts reflecting severe nonlinearity when the simulation
platform simulates helicopters to fly at different speeds
continuously.

A.l. Main Rotor Aerodynamic. The main rotor thrust Ty,
contains two parts: Ty, is the thrust produced by the main
rotor when the helicopter is kept in a stationary or uniform
motion and AT is the additional thrust caused by rolling
and pitching. The presence of AT\;; makes the helicopter
model give out continuous output and makes the simulation
platform move more realistically in the simulation process.

1 U 2
Tyvro = <5> pnQ, °R ‘a0 [(Kz + i)

2K
) (A1)
b Do A
' (8col_kaa0_‘x0) - 3 + 7]
1
()
MR 6
A
' anmsz4aooa [(6c01 - kaao &~ Tq)>
oy (A2
1E
. (v; + v;) = GoyVp = ApApVp — 5 1_ >

x(vypp - quq)]
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where p, = p/Qy, q; = 9/ vy = gD, /(QR), v, =
pD,/(QnR) + v/(Q,R), A, = V2 +v2 + w?/(QR,,). Thus

Tr can be expressed in a simplified form:

Tar = Tvro + ATk = Kir,, 001 + Ko (A.3)

The flapping dynamic is carried out for flapping angles,
and the equations of flapping angles coefficient a;; and b,y
are expressed in the form

g
 8k0,/3 + 267 Ap + 2A
- -2z fm (A.4)
_ 16Q/Yme B p/Qm
1—u,?/2
blE
_ 1 4le’lmao + Kz/’wim
K2 - 22 3 (A.5)

_ 16.0 - p/ (yb ) Qm) + q/‘Qm
1+ u,2/2

where 0, = (6C,,,/(K*a.,0)—0.75(k* + u,, ) Ap—1.54,,) /(i +
150, /%), Con = Tasr/ (PrQ0 R %),

When the helicopter is flying forward, the main rotor
backward force H, can also be considered as two parts: one
is produced by the uniform motion and the other is produced
by the rotary motion.

1 s 1
Hygo = EPﬂQm R, ag,0 gKao (81 — katg)

1C .y,
(8lon - kablE) (Am - alEtum) + E 61—”

(09

+

=

+ <1K3a1E - l;cym)tm)eo + lAgo (K4a1E
3 2 4 (A.6)

2 2 2. 2
- K ym)tm) + (3K Ay pAy + K U ag

A= W=

2 2 3
+K P‘malE) = —Kagby g + Wi,

' K°0,/6 + KK* Ap/8 + 1A /2 + Ky /16
Pl + bt + 1
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1 Gy,

1
MMy = 5 Q) °R a0 <—— —) +

1
2 ag, 2

2, 4 1 2
- prtQ) "R ag, 0k - {[—Exaovp +2a1pv,
[
+ blEvP (ym - vq) - 516 Pyt Aqu] (8ml - k,a,
3 1, 1
— oy — ZAq)) + [anvp +Ka gV, — gKblqu

1 1
- quq (tum - Vq) - ngpr] (_(Slat + kaalE)

+

—

1 1
—a, (ym - vq) Vp~ gRMEYg * gKbIEVp

1
K (”m - vq) Py~ gquvp] (_8lon + kublE) (A7)

+
' lw

1 1
2 2
—K ayv, + FKMEY) + EKblEVp ([/lm - vq)

1 1
K3pp + Equ/\m] A = 3agh v, — Efcaqu

(2 BTN e

1
2
T 3 %MEY)p (Hm - Vq) +2a0bygv, - 2 “HE (.“m
7 1 5
- Vq) Pp + gKbIEvppp - gKbIE (‘um - Vq) qq t g
1, 1
TKapVydy — SKAEVg E;calEblEvp = 3kppAm
13

- 3K,

Thus H, can also be expressed in a simplified form:

Hpyg = Hygo + AHyr = Ky, 8cor + Kopy, (A.8)

Similarly, two parts of the main rotor lateral force can be
expressed in (14) and (15).

1 2, 4 15 1 32
SMRO = EpﬂQm Rm o0 { |:(§K + EKA"lm )blE - ZK Hm%

15 1 I
0y + (g" ~ g "m )“0“15 + 7 Hm apbyg

2 2
(€ +p )by 1, 3
S P JAE - Ap+ 2 2
+{4 by 5K Hndg | A+ 7 (ki = 2415,

(A.9)

A

m

1 o Vi ((1/3) k0 + (1/4) KA + A, + (7/8) .“maus)

2 (|/\m| + 1\ + )Lmz)

13
1 1 kC,v, 1
ASMR = EpﬂszRm4am0' (—Eﬁ> + 5
- pnQ R _*a_o 2mzv +a,pv ( —v)+b v
Py Ry o 2KV 1EVp \Bm — Vg \EVq
1 3 1
+ ngqq + /\mvp] (6601 —k,ay —ay — ZA(P) - gKblEquq
2 1 1 2
+KGA + [K agv, + FKMEYp (ym - vq) + zkbqu
(A.10)

1 1, 1, 1,
+ Ekvp/lm + 1" qq] Ag +3agh v, - 3% aypp - 250V
1 9 7
2
- Zaoalqu + Zﬂoaw"pﬂm + Zﬂobus (ym - vq) V- 3
1 7 1 5
T Kajg (.“m - Vq) dq~ gKulEvppp - gkawbw"p - EKbIEVp

+ gKblE (.um - Vq)}

The main rotor torque is My = (Nyro + ANMr)/ Q>
where Nz, is expressed in (16) and ANy is expressed in
the form

1 1
Nuro = zpermZRm4 {kaCxo [1.0

3 N 2 47 ( v, )2
+>(1+5 +— All
2 (1+5um7) e+ 5 QR (a1
2.0C,,v;,,1
4+ 2 ztmYim’h 814+ Dpv, - mgw}
1
ANy = 5 QR 4RO AQur (A12)

where AQ,z is expressed in (18)

1 1 1,
A = =, 0K —Cx(—v +v )
Qur =3 {2%0 24 P
1 1,
+ [anymv}, + 35 Vg (alE +pp vp)]
3
'<8col_kaa0_a0__A(P)
4
13 L,
+ [ZK (Vqu - quq) + gx aoym] Ag

1, 1
+ O <§K qq + 5““0%)

1 2
2
-k aga gV, + agb gk 3 (/4— vq) vyt gqu]

p



14

TaBLE 4: Nominal physical parameters.

Parameters Values Parameters Values Parameters Values
m 35735 p 1225 I, 81.0
I, 441.0 I, 373.0 I, 325
Zmg 113 Xy 0.115 R, 3.505
r, 0.396 ay, 5.4 o 0.03088
o, 0.163 K 0.97 k, 0.167
ay 0.05236 a -0.021 Ag -0.1529
c, 0.17 C, 0.0508 I, 35.7
I, 0.003 Z,g 0.115

1 s 01 , /3, 1,
+apAn Ve + EalEpPK — e | 4V + 2"

1 3 1 2 (2 2
+bigAy v,k — 2" bigq, - g”bus (vq + 3vp) -

(v )1}

(A.13)

A.2. The Tail Aerodynamic. The tail rotor is modeled as a
teetering rotor without cyclic pitch. Thus the result is a set
of basic quasi-static force expressions.

The tail rotor thrust is

- prQiriag, 0, ((Kf + 1-5[/lt2/7<t) Oait + 1.5At)

- (A.14)
TR 6

where Ay = Ao = vip, Ao = (=v =1 Xy + P+ 245) [ (Qe1y).
The tail rotor torque is

My g = 0.5pmQ;1; [0.26250,Cy (1 + 4.6514,%)
, (A.15)
+2.4(1+317) Cyvyg + Cydgy

where C; = 0.0115 + 0.0011C,, — 0.0061C,,* + 0.026C,,>,

Cye = 6Cy/ (1 0,(1.0 + 1.214.%)), and Cy = Tog/(prrQyry).
All of the above coefficients are shown in Table 4.

Abbreviations

p:  Air density, kg/m’
ay: Zero lead angle, rad

ay: Precone angle, rad

x:  Blade tip loss factor

k,: Flapping gain factor

m: Unmanned helicopter total
mass, kg

: Slope of lift curve, rad ™"

Mathematical Problems in Engineering

Ag: Linear twist angle, rad
0,0 Main rotor and tail rotor solidity

A Ay Main rotor inflow ratio
oty Advance ratio
R, 7 Main rotor and tail rotor radius,
m
Vip> Vig' Induced velocity, m/s
Ly Iy Blade moment of inertia, kg/m”
o> Orail’ Main and tail rotor collective,
rad
O1om> Olat Pitch cyclic and roll cyclic, rad
o G Main rotor and tail rotor blade
chord length, m
Q,,, Qy: Angular velocity of main rotor

and tail rotor, rad/s

u, v, w: Velocities in body frame, m/s

¢, 0,y: Roll angle, pitch angle, heading
angle, rad

P gt Euler angular rate, rad/s

Zing> X1g> 244t Distance between the C.G
location and the acting point of
several forces, m

I,I o I,I: Aircraft moment of inertia,
kg - m?

Vp = PaConRo [ Tpm: Locke coefficient

MR: Main rotor

TR: Tail rotor

col: Collective

lon: Longitudinal

lat: Latitudinal.

Data Availability

The readers can get the FlightData.xlsx, Simulation-
FlightDatal.xlsx, Simulate270finall.xIsx, and SimuSp-
dI1D001Constrnl5Lat35.xlsx, these four files, through the
following link and password. Download link: https://pan
.baidu.com/s/1iJHIfIm8x50FqwD9BaFMVw; password: jscu.
The readers can access the data after they register an account,
the register link is: https://passport.baidu.com/v2/?reg&tt=
1555071708648 &overseas=1&gid=B4F5FD0-6269-450C-B929-
CDO00BF68770D&tpl=netdisk&u=https%3A%2F%2Fpan.bai-
du.com%2Fdisk%2Fhome.
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