arXiv:1211.5060v3 [cs.SY] 12 Jul 2013

On sensor fusion for airborne wind energy systéms

L. Fagiand K. Huynh, B. Bamieh, and M. Khammash

Abstract

A study on filtering aspects of airborne wind energy genesampresented. This class of renewable energy systems
aims to convert the aerodynamic forces generated by tetheiregs, flying in closed paths transverse to the wind flow,
into electricity. The accurate reconstruction of the wingosition, velocity and heading is of fundamental impartan
for the automatic control of these kinds of systems. Theatliffy of the estimation problem arises from the nonlinear
dynamics, wide speed range, large accelerations and fasgeh of direction that the wing experiences during opmrati
It is shown that the overall nonlinear system has a specfficttre allowing its partitioning into sub-systems, hence
leading to a series of simpler filtering problems. Differsahsor setups are then considered, and the related sesisor fu
algorithms are presented. The results of experimenta testied out with a small-scale prototype and wings of diffé
sizes are discussed. The designed filtering algorithmspuaigly on kinematic laws, hence they are independent from
features like wing area, aerodynamic efficiency, mass, €herefore, the presented results are representative filso o
systems with larger size and different wing design, difiermimber of tethers and/or rigid wings.

1 Introduction

High-altitude wind is a vast, still untapped renewable sewf energy that has received an increasing attention ilagte
decade, from both industry and academia, with the ongoirgldpment of a series of technologies that fall under the
umbrella name of airborne wind energy. While many concepésrborne wind energy generators were present already
in patents and publications in the late 1970s [24]19, 22, dnly in recent years that an increasing number of research
groups and companies started to develop operating prastypconvert the energy of high-altitude wind, blowing up
to 1000 m from the ground, into electricity (see elq.![23,2611,[2] 37 20,18, 27,5, 28]). The activities carried out
worldwide in the last six years allowed to define and asséssugih theoretical, numerical and experimental research,
some common grounds of airborne wind energy (5ee [14] fornanveew), as well as its potentials to provide cheap
electricity in large quantities, available practicallyeeywhere in the world [15, 18].

Airborne wind energy generators exploit the motion of wiflgsg fast in the so-called crosswind conditions, i.e.
roughly perpendicularly to the wind flow, and linked to thegmnd by flexible lines. The aerodynamic forces generated by
the wing are then converted into electricity using one oésalpossible approachés [14]. Control engineering playsa
cial role in airborne wind energy technologies, since aiéhtly from conventional wind energy based on wind turbjne
there is no passive, rigid structure that constrains thk pathe wing and imposes its crosswind motion. Rather, this
task has to be accomplished by an active control system ¢egutskirack of the wing trajectory and issues suitable cbntro
inputs through actuators. In the last six years, the proloeoontrol design for airborne wind energy generators hasbe
studied by several research groups and companies, leadinguite significant series of theoretical and numericalistu
(see e.g.[120, 30,18, 16] 5,118]) as well as experimental,tetghich few works in the literature report measured data
[8,[15,[12/17].

All of the mentioned control approaches rely on the avalitytif a series of variables to be used for feedback, most
notably the wing’s three-dimensional position and velpcithe problem of estimating with sufficiently good accuracy
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and limited lag these quantities is therefore of paramaupbirtance in the field, however in the literature there atg on
few works on this topic, highlighting the specific issuestthaeed to be addressed and providing either numerical or
experimental results (see e.g.][13], concerned with the@aten algorithms of large towing kites for seagoing vésse

In this paper, we contribute to fill this gap by providing arfardation of the estimation problem and by analyzing
two different sensor setups and the related sensor fusgmmitims. In particular, the first sensor setup implies the u
of a commercial Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU), installed the wing and equipped with accelerometers, gyroscopes,
magnetometers, a GPS, and a barometer. We propose twotlahgeffor this sensor setup: the first approach is a quite
standard linear observer, while the second one introducembnear correction to account for the specific kinematic
constraints of the considered application. In the second®esetup, we consider the use of a line angle measurement
system in addition to the accelerometers, gyroscopes agdet@ameters. The presented study is focused on the estimati
of the wing’s position and of its “velocity angle”, which isvariable well-suited for automatic control strategiesewh
the wing is flying fast in crosswind conditions (séel[17] fooma details on the automatic control design). We present
experimental results obtained with a small-scale pro®typerating with a fixed line length of 30 m and equipped with
an IMU and a line angle measurement system, which we dewvelapeé built ad-hoc for this application. The equations
employed in the design of the observer are based purely @miatics, hence they are exact (i.e. they are not affected
by uncertainty in the system’s parameters) and indeperffidentsystem’s characteristics like the wing area, aerodyoa
efficiency, mass, etc. Therefore, the presented experahegults are representative also of systems with largeg wi
size and different design, including systems with différ@mmber of tethers and/or rigid wings. The paper is orgahize
as follows. Sectiohl2 provides a description of the systamy¢lated model and the considered sensor setup. The sensor
fusion algorithms are described in sectidn 3 and the experiat results are presented in secfibn 4. A discussion on the
results and conclusions are given in secfibn 5.

2 System description, model equations and sensors setup

2.1 System description

The considered system is based on a small-scale prototyip@bthe University of California, Santa Barbara, shown
in Fig. [ (seel[4] for a short movie clip). A flexible wing (inf&ble power kites are used in the experiments) is linked

Figure 1: Small-scale prototype for the control of tethesdlgs built at the University of California, Santa Barbara.



by three lines to a ground unit (GU). In normal flight conditsp the wing’s trajectory evolves downwind with respect
to the GU. The GU is fixed to the ground and it is equipped wittuators, able to influence the wing’s path: a human
operator or an automatic control algorithm commands theacts in order to obtain “figure-eight” crosswind paths,
which maximize the generated forces|[14]. This paper is thebw the problem of estimating in real-time, in the desxlib
flying conditions, the wing’s position as well as its “veltycangle”. In the next section, we provide a formal definitafn
these variables and we introduce the related notation amgheguations.

The prototype operates with a fixed length of the lines ef 30 m, hence it is not able to generate electricity through
the synchronized reeling out of the three lines, as it isdgpin ground-based airborne wind energy systeins ([14]).
Instead, the energy needed for the operation of the systdrava from batteries installed on the GU. The use of a fixed,
short lines’ length (as compared with the intended opegatonditions of this kind of systems, ranging from 100 to 1000
m of lines’ length) does not impair the significance of thespraed study, rather it increases it, for ar least four messo
first, airborne wind energy systems operate with very low lieel-out speed as compared with the other components of
the wing’s velocity vector, so that the behavior of the wirgesd not change significantly between fixed line length and
variable line length; second, the optimal operation of @inle wind energy generators is obtained with a constant line
speed (ideally equal to one third of the wind speed [22]) &edsettings considered here can be regarded to as a particula
case of such operating conditions, i.e. with constant lpeed equal to zero; third, the use of fixed lines’ length yeld
the largest possible forces for given wind conditions, leethe highest accelerations and angular velocities, makieg
estimation problem more challenging; finally, the use ofrshines implies that the wing’s path is contained in a small
portion of the aerial space, with consequent much more &etjchanges of direction and inversions of motion, again
increasing the difficulty of the filtering problem.

2.2 Model equations

Before stating the model equations used to design our filjalgorithms, we need to introduce a series of right-handed
reference systems, as well as the transformations to comggven vector from one reference to another. A first, imérti
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Figure 2: (a) Coordinate syste and position of the wing; (b) local coordinate systerh and spherical coordinates
0, ¢; (c) wing velocity angley; (d) coordinate systems and N ED and anglesq.

coordinate systen = (X,Y, Z) (Fig. [2-(a)) is centered at the GU location, with theaxis parallel to the ground,
contained in the symmetry plane of the GU and pointing dowavtowards the wing. Th& axis is perpendicular to
the ground pointing upwards, and tlieaxis forms a right-handed system. The wing position vectpressed in the
reference syster@ is denoted byic = [px,py,pz]T € R3, wherepx, py andpz are the scalar components jgf
along the axes\, Y and Z, respectively, and’ stands for the matrix transpose operation. The wing’s ositan be
also expressed in the spherical coordinates (Fig.[2-(b)), where < [0, 7] is the angle between the, Y') plane and
vectorpg and¢ € [—m, 7] is the angle between thE axis and the projection gf onto the(X, Y') plane, taken to be



positive for a positive rotation around tbeaxis. In particular, we have:

DX cos(f) cos(¢)
Pc= | py | =r| cos(0)sin(e) 1)
Dz sin(6)

wherer is the distance between the GU and the wing, equal to the lieregth in our setup. We note that the angle
considered here is the complemengtavith respect to the angle employed in previous works (se€[@]y and that the
6, ¢ angles are different from those used14].

Anglesd, ¢ define also a second, non-inertial Cartesian coordinatersys = (L, Lg, Lp), which we call “local”.
Vectorpe (as well as any other vector) can be expressed in systésnusing the rotation matrig,

G—L"

ﬁL = RGﬂLﬁGa (2)
—sin (@) cos (¢) —sin(0)sin(¢)  cos(0)
Rgp = —sin (¢) cos (@) 0 : ®)

—cos (¢)cos () —sin(¢)cos(0) —sin(0)

and the inverse transformation is given by the rotation mdt;, ., = RgiL = R;L. The axed y andL g define the
tangent plane at poini; to the sphere of radius on which the wing'’s trajectory is confined, and they can berpreted
as local north and east direction relative to such a sphesaceélL is always parallel to the ground (i.e. to th& Y)
plane). The axid.p thus represents the local down, pointing from the wing tocteter of the sphere (i.e. to the GU
location).

We further consider the wing’s coordinate systefih,= (K, K, K), and the standard geographical North East
Down systemNED = (N, E, D). SystemK is centered gf, it is non-inertial and fixed with respect to the wing, i.e. it
provides the wing’s orientation. In particuldf,, corresponds to the wing’s longitudinal symmetry axis, fiagppfrom the
trailing to the leading edgédy, is aligned with the transversal axis of the wing, pointimgnfrthe left to the right wing tip,

and K, completes a right handed system. The rotation marjx , .. is used to express a vectorME D-coordinates
into G-coordinates: .
cos(¢g) sin(pe) O

Rypp .o = |sin (¢G) — COs (¢G) 0 ) (4)
0 0 -1

wheregq € [0, 2] is the angle between th¥ axis and theX axis, measured by a positive rotation around Ehaxis
(see Fig[R-(d)). Moreover, a vector expressed inkhsystem can be converted into theF' D system by means of the
rotation matrixR,. ., v, (¢), whereq = [q1, 42, g3, q4]* € R* is the quaternion defining the relative orientation between
K andNED (see e.g.[[21,19]):
R

K-—+NED (Q) =

20gf+d3) =1 2(q2q3 — 1q4)  2(q2q1 + q13) (5)
2(q2q3 + q1q4) 2(3 +a3) — 1 2(g304 — q1q2) |

2(q2q1 — 13)  2(g3q4 + q12)  2(qF +43) — 1

The matrixR,. ., = R, ..o R« vsp CaN be used to express a vectoddrcoordinates intdy coordinates.
Finally, we define the wing’s velocity anglec [—, 7] as follows (see Fid.]2-(c)):

~ = arctans (Pr g, PLy )s ©

wherearctans (P, PrLy) € [—7, 7] is the 4-quadrant arc tangent function and,, p., are proportional to the sine

and cosine ofy, respectively. The variableis the angle between the wing'’s velocity vector and the lacath axis,L v,

measured positive for a positive rotation around the looalrdLZ . We note that, since the considered system has fixed

line length, vectop is always contained in th@ n, Lg) plane, however the definitionl(6) is more general and hoksts al

in case of variable line length. Angteis particularly important as feedback variable for autdmesntrol algorithms

(see e.g.l[17]), since it can be easily linked to the wingthpas an example; = 0, v = 7 andy = 7 indicate that the

wing is moving, respectively, towards the local north, iat#o the ground towards the local east, or towards the iggdou
We are now in position to introduce the model equations tlatansider in this work. These equations are based

entirely on the system'’s kinematics, i.e. they are basicddtained by differentiating twice the vecigs (¢) with respect to

the continuous time variable Kinematic equations bring two important advantages: &y firovide an exact model, i.e.



there are no neglected dynamics even for flexible wings, atite® do not depend on any of the system’s characteristics,
like mass, shape, moments of inertia and aerodynamics wfitige Indeed these features influence the motion of the wing
through complex, infinite dimensional nonlinear dynamiglspse inputs are the steering command given by the control
system and the (unmeasured) wind, yet such dynamics atly iatelevant for our scope if a measure or estimate of the
accelerationi (t), which is the input to our model, is available. However, wtifie kinematics in the inertial frandéare
given by linear operators (i.e. derivatives), we still epdxith nonlinear model equations, due to the fact that we oeas
the involved variables in different reference frames. ldesrto facilitate the observer design, we split the model fivie
interconnected subsystems, as shown in[Hig. 3. The invelagdbles are the wing position, veIocny and acceleraition
the inertial referencé, j(t), pa(t), pa(t), the wing acceleration in the non-inertial refereéejix (t), the quaternion
q(t), finally the wing angular velocity in the referenég o (¢). Referring to Fig[B, the model equations are:

dpg (1) 1 T5e(®
. ﬂt _ 03 3 ZlG 03] =2
£ dpc(t) [03 03} [PG(L‘)] + [13 palt) (73)
dt
0 -—wg, —wk, —wk.| |¢
y o 1 WK, 0 —WEK, WK, q2
N () = 2 |wK, Wk, 0 —Wkz| | g3 (75)
WK, —Wk, WK, 0 q4
fl : 5G(t) = RNEDHG(Q/)G)RKHNED (q(t)) 5K(t) (7C)
_ : z(t)
b { 0(t) = arcsin (p o~ ) (7d)
o(t) = arctany (py (t), px (t))
| prL=R,..pc
s { A1) = arctans (51 (t), L (1)) (7€)

where0s is a 3x3 matrix of zeros, ands is the 3«3 identity matrix. Thus, the considered model ias & (¢) as inputs
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Figure 3: Scheme of the considered kinematic model.

andj (1), pa(t), q(t) as states, and it is composed by a linear dynamical systemnonlinear one\, and three static
nonlinear functionsf;, f2, f3. The only involved parameters are the constant anglegiving the orientation of the GU
with respect to the geographical North, and the lengtii the lines. Both these parameters can be measured adgurate
and are assumed to be known exactly here. In the next seationjll describe the different considered sensor setups and
indicate the corresponding measured variables.

2.3 Sensors setup

Several sensors are installed on the GU and onboard the givigg a range of different possibilities for the design
of observers fop(t) and~(t). A GPS and three magnetometers are installed on the GU,ddngvits geographical
location in N ED as well as the anglés. Moreover, the GU is equipped with a line angle measuremgstés (shown

in Fig. [4), which provides a direct measurement of the angteveen the main line connecting the wing to the GU and
the axes of the inertial reference systéin This sensor has been developed and built ad-hoc for thigcappn and it



Figure 4: Line angle sensor

employs two incremental encoders. The encoders are cathtedthe center line via a metal rod and a small pulley which
allows the center line to slide with low friction with respée the rod while the wing is flying. The first encoder measures
the angle between the metal rod and tfi& Y) plane, while the second one measures the angle betweeX tnds

and the projection of the metal rod or{t&, Y). The incremental encoders provide accurate absolute arggeurements
through a quite standard integration algorithm that suragticoder’s counts, after computing their sign (i.e. theation

of motion) based on two quadrature signals shifted by ii(phase. The obtained angle measurements are very robust
against noise and drift, since they are based on discretelée&@ Moreover we used an additional index impulse to re-se
a standard position each time the encoders went throughrivemdby the movement of the center line, the metal rod
rotates following the wing’s path, and the encoders measueh rotations in terms of the above-mentioned angles. More
specifically, the readings from the two incremental encedégnoted a8 and¢, can be converted into measurements
of  and¢ via the following equations (see Fig. 5):

L=\/I?+12 (8a)

9;3 = fp — arctan (ﬂ) (8b)
Ly

I, = Lsin (6p) (8c)

12 = Lcos (933) cos (¢p) — la (8d)

l; = Lcos 6;3 )sin (¢p) (8e)

6 = arctan ( ll +h ) (8f)

¢ = arctang (lS, 12), (89)

whereL; and L, are, respectively, the lengths of the metal rod and the poltetop of it, and/;, > are the distances
between the encoders’ positiéh and the attachment point of the center line on the BU,The quantitied.;, Lo, 1, lo
are fixed and known. Each encoder has a resoluticf%afad, i.e. 400 counts for each full revolution. With the coiesed
line length of30 m, this translates in about 0.2 m of resolution in each divect

As to the onboard sensors, the wing is equipped with an Eevteasurement Unit (IMU) manufactured by SBG
System®, comprising three accelerometers, three gyroscopes, thagnetometers, a barometer, and a GPS. A 900 MHz
radio is also installed on the wing and transmits the measenés collected by the IMU to a receiver on the GU, at a rate
of 115200 Baud. The inertial sensors of the IMU are calilatatiter production. The accelerometers have a bandwidth of
50 Hz, a measurement range-b$ g (where g is the gravity constant), a biasief 10~ g, nonlinearity< 10~2 g, and
noise density o2.5 x 10~*g/+/Hz. The gyroscopes have a bandwidth of 40 Hz, a measurenreye td+300 ° /s, a bias
of + 10~1° /s, nonlinearity 3 10~1°/s, and noise density 6f10~2°/(sv/Hz). The magnetometers have a bandwidth of



Figure 5: Diagram of the line angle sensor: (a) side view with 0 and (b) top view. Dash-dotted line: center line of the
wing; thick solid lines: metal rod and pulley linking the enlers to the center line.

500 Hz, a measurement rangedof .2 Gauss, a bias af5 10~ Gauss, nonlinearity. 2.4 10~ Gauss, and noise density
of 11075 x Gausg+v/Hz. The barometer provides a measurement of baromettiedstat 9 Hz with a resolution 62 m.

The mentioned sensors are suitable for the consideredcapiphi, where the main motion components lie in the range
0.15-1 Hz, angular velocities are contained in the rahe0 °/s, and accelerations lie in the rangjé.5 g.

The signals of all sensors mentioned so far are acquiredaxstimpling time of s, = 0.02 s to be used in the estimation
algorithms.

The onboard GPS has a nominal horizontal accuracy (i.e. ®NhE) plane) of£2.5 m and a sampling time of
0.25s. The delay between the GPS readings and the measuremamtdygithe other sensors on the IMU is compensated
by synchronizing the time stamps of each signal, which ae abailable.

Finally, an anemometer is also installed on the GU and pesadind speed and direction measurements at 4 m above
the ground. Although the wind measurements are not direstiyl in the filtering algorithms, they are useful to analyze
the obtained results, as we show in secfibn 4.

The complete measurement, estimation and control systenmyrAemented on a real-time machine by Speed®pat
programmed using MatL&band xPC Targ&.

In the following, we implicitly assume that:

the line angle sensor provides a measure ofithgangles;

the GPS provides a measure of the posifian

the barometer provides a measure of

the IMU is fixed with respect to the kite, hence the acceletensegyroscopes and magnetometers provide mea-
surement of, respectivelyy , &, andq.



These assumptions imply that the wing’s lines are parallgstposition vectopy, that the position of the IMU coincides
with p¢ and that the IMU itself is fixed to the wing, so that the meagwaecelerations and angular speeds corresponds
to those of the wing. Given the short length of the wing’s $im@d high forces developed in crosswind motion (typically
ranging from 500 N to 3000 N in our experiments), the hypatkeshove are reasonable in the considered application.
We provide some considerations on the validity of such aps$ioms in the presence of longer lines in the discussion in
sectiorb.

3 Sensor fusion algorithms

In this section we present different algorithms to estintfagawing’s position and its velocity anglgg (¢) and~(¢). In the
following, we use the notation™ to indicate noise-corrupted measurements and unfiltesgédhates of a given variable,
e.g.ﬁG is the measurement of the position vector seen from syéteps.. Moreover, we indicate with™ the estimated
variables, i.e. the outputs of the observer.

As a first step, we exploit the structure of the considereérkiatic model to separate the problem of estimating the
wing orientation (i.e. the quaterniat)) from the one of estimating its position and velocity. Intfagince the nonlinear
system\ is known and the IMU provides a measurement of both its inpdtits state, i.eﬁK(t) andg(t), an extended
Kalman filter (EKF) approach can be employed to obtain thaeevalf §(¢). The use of EKFs for the absolute orientation
of rigid bodies using gyroscopes and magnetometers isstigdlied in the literature (see e.g.[25]), and most comrakrci
IMUs have already an EKF implemented. In particular, the Igfdployed in this study already includes its own EKF
for this purpose, and the filter has been calibrated on attlora and rotational testbed after production. The oladin
attitude estimate have a range36f° around all three axgd<,, K, K.) with static accuracies at0.5° aroundk, and
K, and=+1° aroundK ., a dynamic accuracy af 1° RMS, resolution< 5 10~2° and repeatability error. 210~1°. Such
performance are sufficient to capture the rotational matiotihe wing during crosswind flight with high accuracy. We
indicate the EKF filter adVg i .

With the estimategj(¢) provided byNgk r, we can then compute the rotation matfx_, v zp(4(t)) by using [b).

Then, we compute an estimate (¢) of j (t) through the static nonlinear functigh given by:

= pod O
fiibe(t) = Ryppo(06) R nwn (@b (t) + | 0 | . (9)
g

f1 is obtained fromf; (Zd) by using the estimated rotation matfx . vz (¢(t)) instead of the “true” one, and then by
removing the bias given by the gravity acceleration g. Tltedas present in our setup due to the characteristics of the
employed MEMS accelerometers. The approach described $odaed as a preliminary step for any of the observers
described in the following sections, whose goal is to edértize wing’s position and velocity. In particular, consitieat

the estimatég(t) can be re-written as:
Pa(t) = Pa(t) + 7, (1), (10)

wherefj,(t) € R? is some estimation error that we consider as process ndiem, The estimatg; () can be regarded to
as a noise-corrupted input for the linear systésee Fig[B). Following this idea, we will use a steady-statienan filter,

based orZ, to computq?G(k) andﬁg(k). In order to do so, we discretiz& by forward difference with the employed
sampling timeT’,:

[EG (k + 1)}

pa(k+1)

o [ [
——

B
= 7 pac (k) o
e = [1_oa] [0 4 )

c
wherek € Z is the discrete time variable ang}, € R? represents the output measurement noise. In classicalatalm
filtering theory,7, and7,, are assumed to be independent white Gaussian processesowditiance matrice§ and R,



respectively([29]. Here, the measurement and processqcisebe reasonably assumed to be independent, since they

pertain to completely different sensors (accelerometgngscopes and magnetometers for the irji‘zzju(tk) and either
GPS and barometer or line angle sensor for the oqf@t@k)), yet they are not white Gaussian processes, since the
measurements are the result of algorithms ikex  or the GPS. However, the matric€sand R can still be tuned on

the basis of the characteristics of the employed sensorslloyving rather simple guidelines, described in secfidh 4.

The Kalman Filter is then obtained by the following equasi{0, 6]:

Time update:
[@5("”] R e A 12
Pc(k) PGk —
Measurement update:
bo(k) b (k) K( o ﬁj;;(k)D 13
Lsa(m] LSGUs) TR = CE &9

whereﬁg(k), ﬁg(k) are the a-priori state estimates at skegiven the knowledge of the process prior to siepvhile

pa(k), pa(k) are the a-posteriori state estimates at steiven the knowledge of the measuremgptk). The steady-
state Kalman gaiti is computed off-line as:

K = AP, ,CT(CP,CT + R)™ !, (14)
whereP,, satisfies the following Algebraic Riccati Equation:

P_

AP AT — AP CT(CPCT + R)“'CP AT + BQBT. (15)

We will describe next the three different approaches cameit in this study. All three of them employ the described

procedure to obtaif¢(k) and then the Kalman filteF (1 2)=(113) to estimate position aeldcity, but they use different
strategies and sensors to obtain the position measurq?@(ah). A scheme of each of the three approaches is shown in
Fig.[d, where we indicate the Kalman filter g r.

3.1 Firstapproach: GPS and barometer

We design a first observer (Figl 6-(a)) by using the GPS toioltii® measuremenfsy, py, and the barometer fgi;;.
Hence, the two sensors together provide the position meammﬁg(k) to be used with the Kalman filter {1 2)-{13).
While the GPS can also provide a measurement of the altitbdeglated error (abodt50 m in our setup) is too large to

be used in the considered application. The barometer, ootttee hand, is quite accurate provided that an initial tgnin
procedure is carried out for each test to remove the biacetlby the weather conditions. The GPS measurements are
obtained by computing the difference of the readings betvike onboard GPS and the one placed on the GU. Since
the accelerometers have a sampling frequendy0diz, while the GPS provides measurements &tz rate, we use a
multi-rate Kalman filter in this first approach, which consim performing the time update (12) at each sampling time of
T, = 0.02 s, and the measurement updatd (13) evely s, i.e. when the new GPS measurement is available.

3.2 Second approach: GPS and barometer with geometric corotion

The filter designed in the second approach employs the sammersaas the previous one, but it also carries out a correctio
of the variable$x, py given by the GPS, in order to project the measured positiothersphere of radius. This
correction is based on two observations: 1) the wing mosaonstrained on such a sphere, 2) the measuremens,,
given by the GPS, are less reliable than the measuremeptovided by the barometer. Givefi, by using [78) we
compute a measur®of angled, then, we correchy, py by re-scaling them in order to match with the line length
projected ontd X, Y), i.e. r cos(f) (compare[(ll) and Fidl] 2-(b)):

- rcos(f)

PxXe = PX \/m (16)

- rcos(f)

Pye = Dy \/M




(@)

EKF = * ; Pe Pe »
= Py N - | L 7
@ - , KF ,
K Pg Pg )
(b)
@ | Nggp L ; 5
EKF —=—* f Pq Pe
— > = > =
g | 1 Lrr |5
e ol N 4|PT:
(©)
— .
po q = -
q Nexkr=— . | _ b
N b h | Lxr |7
W, = KF
K Pe |
— 1 .
s f2 4|p

Figure 6: Schemes of the designed observers for the firsingdeand third approach ((a), (b) and (c), respectively).

Then, we use the vectqiﬁt;yC = [Px.c, Py,cs pz|T as position measurement for the multi-rate Kalman filteris Becond
approach is shown in Fi@l 6-(b), where the correction (1@)dscated asVy.

3.3 Third approach: line angle sensor

The third observer we consider (FI[d. 6-(c)) employs the #ingle sensor to obtain the position measurement. Hence, in
this approach we move away from using the GPS and baromessmurements. By using{I7d) we have:

Px(k) = rcos(0(k)) cos(p(k))
py(k) = rcos(@(k)lsin(gb(k)) a7)
pz(k) = rsin(f(k)),

whered(k), (k) are the measurements providedbaHz by the line angle sensor. Due to the use of incremental en-
coders, the measurement noisedh), ¢(k) is basically given just by the quantization error resulfirayn the encoders’

resolution (see sectién 2.3).

The three approaches presented above differ by two mairctgsghe use of different sensors for the position mea-
surements, which differentiate the first and second appesa(GPS and barometer) from the third one (line angle), and
the inclusion of the known kinematic constraint given by tisther, which forces the wing to move on a sphere of radius
r. The latter aspect is not considered in the first approacheviths accounted for in the second one (where we project
the measured position on the sphere of radibefore doing the measurement updat€ jpr) and in the third one (where
we directly compute the position from the spherical cocatis, hence automatically obtaining a measured positatn th
lies on the sphere). It can be noted that we do not includeethert constraint directly in the modEl (7), rather we ergorc
it on the measured outpyt;. Adding the constraint td{7) would still yield an exact mb@iee. without model uncer-
tainty), at least as long as the straight line assumptiodsh(@@ee sectidn 5 for some discussion in this regard). Haweve
the filtering algorithm would then have to take such constsinto account, hence standard linear techniques like the
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Kalman filter could not be used anymore, and ad-hoc modifinativould have to be implemented. We tried one such
approach by projecting the state on the constraint for the tipdate[(112), before implementing the measurement update
(@3). This strategy did not yield any advantage with respethe algorithms presented above for approaches 2 and 3,
nor did a combination of the two techniques, i.e. projectimg state on the constraint in_{12) and then use projected
measurements il (13). In summary, the inclusion of the tatbastraint in the model used i » does not yield any
advantage w.r.t. enforcing the constraint on the positi@asarements and using a “free particle” linear model jfy.

The latter approach, which we presented here, has the adyaot simplicity and well-understood theory for the stispil

of the estimation error dynamics.

3.4 ~filter

In order to obtain an estimate of the velocity angl¢g), we first use[{7d) to obtain the anglése from the filtered

positionﬁg. The latter is obtained, together with the velocity egkerﬁﬁ, using one of the observers presented in the
previous sections. Then, we estimate the rotation mayix , (6, ¢) by using [(8), and we compute an estimate of the

velocity vector in thel. frame,py,, as:

—

pr = Ro ., (0, D)o (18)

Usingg,;, we compute an unfiltered varialije~ + as (using the definitiof{6)):

v = arctang (pLE,ﬁLN), (19)

Then, we employ a standard Luenberger obsetver [10] torohthitered version of;, based on the following state-space

model:
et I

In particular, the state-space equations of the Luenbefgsarver are:

et e | e Y GO RO 0

Hence, the observer yields a filtered estimate of the vglagigled, as well as of its raté. The former is required in
order to have a smooth signal, suitable to be used for fe&dtzatrol, the latter can be used as a feedback variable, too,
and it is useful to study the turning dynamics of the wing isp@nse to a steering deviation (see e.g. [17]). The only
tuning parameter for the Luenberger observer is its staiic §, € R?: in sectior 41, we provide guidelines on how to
choose this gain in light of the considered application.

Clearly, the three different approaches presented abogstimate the wing’s position and velocity yield estimates
of v with different accuracy. In sectiofis #.2 dnd]4.3, we distheperformance obtained with the considered filters in
experimental tests.

4 Tuning guidelines and experimental results

We designed three different observersjgr, according to the approaches described in seEtion 3, arsbqaently three
observers fory. Throughout this section, we use the superscripts 3 to indicate the filtered position obtained with
the approach of sectidn 3.1, B.2 dndl 3.3, respectively. Welayred different wings in the experiments, in order to
demonstrate that the proposed approaches are indepermargyfstem’s features like wing area, mass, efficiency,letc.
particular, we used three different Airush Ghinflatable power kites, with 12 79 m? and 6 n* area. The length of the
linesisr = 30m.

Before presenting the results of the experimental testprasde some considerations on the tuning of the algorithms
described in sectidd 3.
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4.1 Tuning guidelines

For a chosen sampling time (i.€; = 0.02s in our case), the parameters to be tuned in the presentedaapps are
three: the matrice® andR that define the gailk’ of £x r (12)-(I3), and the gaif, of the Luenberger observér(20).

Kalman filter For the choice ofp and R, a rather simple analysis can be made in this specific caséactnin
the inertial frame the position componepts, py andpz are the outputs of three double integrators that are deedupl
(compare[(Za)). Hence, @ andR are chosen to be diagonal, i.e.:

Ri;p 0 0 Qu 0 0
R = 0 R22 0 Q = 0 Q22 0 5
0 0 R33 0 0 QBS

then the filterL x » enjoys a similar structure, so that one can carry out theyaisaby considering just one of the three
directions, and the considerations hold also for the otlverdomponents. Let us consider for example delirection.
The related system has the acceleratignas input, the positiopyx as output, and the gain of the observer is determined
by the ratioA = @Q11/R11, which is the only tuning parameter. We can then analyzertirester functions of i » from
each of its two inputs, i.e. the acceleratjon and the position measupe , to its output, for example the filtered position
px: R

Px(2) = Fy (2)bx (2) + FF (2)px (2),
wherez(z) is thez-transform of the discrete-time sign&lk). Fig.[4 shows the Bode plot of the magnitude of the discrete-
time transfer functiong" and F" as a function of\. Both functions are low-pass filters, with similar bandwidt et

us first consider functiom«“yKF. For “low” frequencies, this function is close to 1 (showextlick dashed line in Fid.] 7)

10

_10,

Magnitude (dB)
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-40 ‘ ‘ o
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Figure 7: Bode plot of the magnitude of the discrete-timegfar functionsF"(z) = px(z)/px(z) (solid lines) and
F;F = px(2)/px(z) (dashed lines) for different values of weighting ralo= Q/R, together with their respective
asymptotic behaviors (thick lines).

irrespective of\, as one would expect since the filter outpwtand the measuremeny; correspond to the same physical
quantity. As regards functiof’“F(z), it can be noted that for “high” frequencies its magnitudéhis same as that of
functioni—f12 (showed as thick solid line in Fid] 7), irrespectiveof This is also expected, since the latter function
corresponds to a double integrator and indeed the pogijiois obtained (less the initial conditions) by integratingdsyv
the acceleration (i.e. the input 61F). The frequency ranges where these equivalences holdepend on\: the smaller
this value, the larger the frequency range whef€ corresponds to a double integrator and the smaller the rahgee

F;F ~ 1, and vice-versa. A similar analysis can be done for the tearignctions from the two inputs to the estimated
velocity px. The considerations above, combined with the charadterist the employed sensors, provide quite intuitive
guidelines on how to tung (hence andR). If the sensors used to measure the position have good hdihdand low
high-frequency noise, a higher value othould be chosen, hence relying on the position sensorsléger range of
low frequencies, and on the integration of the accelerdtiohigher frequencies. This is the case of the line angle@en
in approach 3, for which we sat= 500 (see Fig[T). If, on the contrary, the employed position sehas poor dynamic
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performance, a lower value of can be used, in order to try to rely on the integration of theebaration also for low
and mid-range frequencies. This is the case of the GPS obappes 1 and 2, for which we chose= 10. Clearly,
these guidelines do not have an absolute validity, sincghibge to be applied by considering the relative quality ef th
employed sensors.

Luenberger observeiThe observef(20) is a dynamical system with one inputtheunfiltered velocity angle (19),
and two outputs, i.e. the filtered velocity angland its derivative). By changing the gaitx -, different bandwidths and
zero-pole locations of the transfer functions betweentbpeti and each of the outputs can be obtained.[Fig. 8 shows the

50
40r
30
20r
100 =

1 Al
—10- \sle' Mw
20 .-

—30-
—a0-
-50 \

10 10 10’ 10'
Frequency (Hz)

Magnitude (dB)

Figure 8: Bode plot of the magnitude of the discrete-timagfar functionsF,°(z) = 4(z)/5(z) (solid lines) and

FLO(z) = 4(2)/4(z) (dashed lines) obtained with the observer's gain= [0.4 0.9]7, and magnitude of the fast Fourier
transform of the input signgl(z) (gray line).

Bode plot of the magnitude of transfer functiofis®(z) = 4(z)/9(z) and F;°(z) = 4(z)/7(z), obtained with the gain
K., =[0.4 0.9]" that we chose for our tests. The same figure also shows theitudgof the fast Fourier transform of
the signaf(z) (i.e. the input to the observer), computed from the expemntaielata collected during more than four hours
of autonomous flight in crosswind conditions. From the lattee main frequency component can be easily identified at
around 0.16 Hz, corresponding to the frequency of a full Bgeight path (whose period is typically around 5-6 s in our
experimental setup, see e.g Hig] 12 in sediioh 4.3). Angibak at around 0.54 Hz can be also noted, as well as a third
one at 0.9 Hz. As a general guideline, the g&inshall be chosen such that the important components of the signal

are not distorted in magnitude nor in phase. With the chosérewfK., = [0.4 0.9]7, the transfer functiodf;P(z) is
such that the frequency components up to around 1.5 Hz pagitén with little magnitude distortion and phase lag (see
Figure8, solid line). As to functiorﬂ?yLzo(z), it can be noted that in a similar range of frequencies thisrflehaves like
the discrete-time derivativé;s—l, hence providing an estimate of the turning rat@ig. [8, dashed line). Both filters then
attenuate signal components with frequencies >2-3 Hz.

4.2 Experimental results: first and second approaches

The third approach resulted to be the most accurate onégtiathe use of the line angle sensor, which practicallydgiel
exact position readings. Hence, in this section we takesttimetqug and43, obtained with the third approach, as “true
values”, and we evaluate the performance of the first twoagugres with respect to the third one. Referring to setfi@in 4.
we employed\ = 10 for all three motion directions, anil., = [0.4, 0.9]7. An example of the courses of the position
components along th& andZ axes are shown in Figs][9110. It can be noted that the erroreety’., p3 andp3 can

be quite high (of the order of 10 m), wi%, being generally better thai,. . This shows that the correctidn {16) that we
introduced in the second approach indeed improves theastiwith respect to using the plain GPS reading (compare the
dash-dotted and dashed lines in Fig. 9). Moreover, phtiandp? are affected by some delay with respecpta Such a
delay, together with the quite poor accuracy on(tieY’) plane, give rise to significant errors in theestimates. Similar
results are obtained for the axis, while the estimates),, p% result to be more accurate and they are not affected by
delays, thanks to the use of the barometric altitude instétite GPS, see Fig.10. We note that for the compopgnthe
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Figure 9: Experimental results. Estimates of the position@the X axis, px (t), obtained with the first (dash-dotted
line), second (dashed) and third (solid) approaches, amdasa provided by the GPS (gray line).
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Figure 10: Experimental results. Estimates of the posititamg theZ axis, pz(¢), obtained with either the first and
second (dashed line) or the third (solid) approach.

first two approaches are equivalent, hence resulting inaheediltered values. The considerations above are confirmed
by the analysis of extensive experimental data. Table 1 sliberroot mean square errors (RMSE) between the first two
approaches and the third one, for all of the estimated Vi@salgrouped in different ranges of wind speeds measured at
4 m from the ground with the anemometer. The results of Tablecbunt for about 5 hours of operation at different wind
speeds. Considering that a single figure-eight loop hasiadef 5-6 seconds, the data in the table correspond to about
3300 complete figure-eight paths. The results in the Talidirco that the second approach is generally better than the
first one in estimating the wing’s position, especially attx wind speeds (see Talle 1 for 3 m/s and above), while the
two approaches give similar errors on thestimates, which deviate significantly from the third agmto Moreover,

it can be noted that the accuracy of the first two approachessvg@rse as the wind speed increases. Since the wing'’s
speed depends linearly on the wind speed (seele.j. [1&)ehilts indicate that the GPS performance get worse as the
wing movements get faster and changes of direction are megeént. Indeed the provided GPS accurae®.6 min the

(N, E) plane) is valid for steady state conditions only. Finallyan be noted that also the estimategp gfget generally
worse with larger wind speed. The reason for this resultasttie barometric altitude reading is influenced by the chang
of air pressure due to the increased wing speed and heneagert airflow on the barometer, which is tuned in static
conditions. This phenomenon can be compensated by imptargencorrection e.g. based on the wing’s speed or line
force, which are related to the airflow.
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Table 1: Experimental results. Root mean square errorsdegtwhe estimates obtained with either the first or second
approach and the third one, for different wind speeds medsair4 m above the ground.

Wind speed (m/s) <2 2-3 3-4 >4
pL (M) 7.73 | 14.11| 16.36| 46.23
p% (M) 5.05 | 7.03 | 9.12 | 13.63
pl (m) 10.32| 12.81| 15.40| 24.53
p3 (M) 10.10| 10.15| 10.33| 10.65
pY, (M) 1.68 | 298 | 4.27 | 7.70
p% (M) 1.68 | 298 | 4.27 | 7.70
~* (rad) 135 | 144 | 157 | 2.24
~2 (rad) 144 | 147 | 1.79 | 2.34

4.3 Experimental results: third approach

We now focus on the results obtained with the third approR&etierring to section 411, we choose the tuning parameters
as\ = 500 and K, = [0.4, 0.9]7. We first show an example of the time courses of the filteredoigl angley and its
rate”, see Fig[Ill. It can be noted that the estimates are quitetiptuence they are suitable to be used for feedback
control, and that the derivativiehas a rather small lag with respect¥o In order to assess the contribution provided

y (rad), g/dt (rad/s)

f%GS 1968 1971 1974 1977 1980 1983 1986
time (s)

Figure 11: Time courses of the filtered velocity anglesolid line), and its derivativé (dashed line). Design parameters:
A =500, K., = [0.4, 0.9]7. Wing size: 12 m, wind speed: 2.3 m/s at 4 m from the ground.

by the inertial sensors to the estimated quantities, we steowy in Fig[12, the course éfobtained either with the IMU

(solid line) or without, i.e. considering; = 0. It can be noted that in the second case, a quite significgns laresent

in the estimate. Although the control system (designedralicg to [17]) can still operate satisfactorily in this cage
performance get worse. This conclusion is confirmed by tha deported in Figs[_18-14, which show the same flown
path, together with its filtered position in tfi@, 6) plane and the estimated velocity angles, again obtainkdreitith or
without the IMU. The raw position data given by the line anggmsor are reported in both figures as well. By comparing
these two plots, it can be noted that the use of the IMU yieldstéer accuracy not only of the velocity angle estimate
(compare the two figures e.g. fer~ —0.75, § ~ 0.7), but also of the filtered position, as shown by the largeorsrr
between the raw data and the filtered ones in Fifjule 14. Tisemeaf such a difference lies in the fact that the inertial
sensors of the IMU allow to anticipate the wing’s movemeatde reducing the lag in the filtered variables. In summary,
while the third approach provides estimates that are goodgimfor feedback control also if the IMU is not used, the
fusion of the inertial sensors of the IMU with the line angleasurement system yields the best performance. I Eig. 13,
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Figure 12: Time courses of the filtered velocity anglebtained in the third approach with the IMU (solid line) and
without (dashed line). Design parameteks= 500, K., = [0.4, 0.9]T. Wing size: 12 M, wind speed: 2.3 m/s at 4m
from the ground.
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Figure 13: Filtered position in thgs, 8) plane obtained with the third approach with the IMU (soliteliand = ") and
related velocity angle estimates (arrows). The raw pasitiata is shown with gray«’. Design parametersy = 500,
K., =[0.4, 0.9]T. Wing size: 12 r, wind speed: 2.3 m/s at 4 m from the ground.

it can be noted that the estimated velocity angle is quiteirate, with the gradient being almost always tangent to the
estimated flying path. The length of the arrows in [igl. 13 @portional to the wing’s speed with respect to the ground.
Similar good results have been obtained with all the thréferéint wings, and in different wind conditions (see Figlfas
some examples), hence showing the robustness of the appd®iving from the use of kinematic equations to design
the filters. These features make the use of the proposedhijtchnique and of? most suited for feedback control, see
[4] for a short movie clip concerned with autonomous flighasried out using such estimation algorithm.

5 Discussion and conclusions

We presented a study on the problem of sensor fusion forredhgings to be used in airborne wind energy systems,
focusing in particular on crosswind flight conditions. Wesid@ed three algorithms to estimate the wing’s position and
velocity angle, using different sensors, and we applieththreexperimental tests.

The approaches and the results presented in this paperraothdsignificant for small-scale airborne wind energy
systems when operating with relatively short lines. Moeroas already mentioned, the use of a kinematic model render
the approaches suitable for virtually any size and type ofgwiThe main underlying assumption for the validity of the
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Figure 14: Filtered position in th@b, 8) plane obtained with the third approach without the IMU (ddilhe and ‘o ") and
related velocity angle estimates (arrows). The raw pasitiata is shown with gray«’. Design parametersy = 500,
K., =[0.4,0.9]". Wing size: 12 r, wind speed: 2.3 m/s at 4 m from the ground.

approaches is the presence of a straight tether linking thg t@ the ground. In our experimental setup, with 30-m-
long lines and force values ranging typically from 500 N t®3®M in crosswind conditions, this was always the case.
In such conditions, our results indicate that the techricassed on GPS are not usable in practice for the purpose of
feedback control in crosswind motion. This holds in pattctor the first approach for the position estimate, and fithb
the first and second approaches for thestimate. Hence, our results suggest that the use of aeamdtfast position
measurement devices, like the line angle sensor, are &dderdbtain high accuracy when the lines are relativelyrsho
w.r.t. the wing speed. More specifically, the GPS is affedigcoor accuracy (which can be partially improved by
exploiting the kinematic constraint given by the tethen) &y a (time-varying) delay, typically about 0.2s butupto 1s
in some cases. Finally, we also showed with experimentaltsethat the fusion of inertial sensors with the position
measurements yields the best performance in estimatingatsigon, velocity and velocity angle of the wing, also when
an accurate line angle sensor is used.

This situation is likely to change when longer lines are yusedhat the additional line drag and weight might reduce
the traction force exerted by the wing, giving rise to linggag. Clearly, at which length of the lines this might happe
depends on the wing size, efficiency and wind speed. In suatlitons, the accuracy of the line angle sensor decreases,
hence making the third approach less effective, howeveherother hand we expect the performance of the first and
second approach to improve. In fact, it is reasonable tonasghat the accuracy of the GPS would be the same in
absolute values also with longer tether length, hence ipiglsimaller errors in terms of angular positions, which &ee t
ones that matter for feedback control in several approdd2247]. This would hold particularly if the span of the flgin
path increases with the length of the lines (e.g. if the samjedtory in the(¢, §) plane is kept). Such a consideration
suggests that the capability of tracking the wing with sidfitly good accuracy might be a design constraint for the
size of the flown trajectories. Moreover, the use of GPS gsnwith higher performance (e.g. differential GPS) can
certainly improve the accuracy obtained with the first twpraaches, which then could be mixed with the third one. This
represents an interesting line of research, that can be@dianly with a larger testing setup with full reel-out caififibs.

Focusing again on the third approach, eventual line sagldmiklso detected and corrected by exploiting the baro-
metric altitude reading and the measure of the forces actinthe lines, as well as other additional measurements like
onboard airspeed, which is also related to the generated:fnom our own experience and from discussions with sévera
researchers working in the field of airborne wind energe Bag is almost absent during crosswind flight if the forces
are large enough. This aspects provides further design pedion criteria for AWE systems: the chosen length of the
tethers and reel-out speed should be matched with the ¢hastics of the wing (like size and efficiency) and with the
wind conditions, in order to make sure that the load on thesliis large enough, relative to their length, to allow good
position measurements from the ground with a line angleaefiis point provides also a further reason to investigate
the phenomenon of line sag, not only for the sake of derivilmgenaccurate models for numerical simulations, but also
for the purpose of estimation.

Last, we think that the use of larger and heavier wings wolsld gield better accuracy with the first two approaches,
due to larger flight paths (whose radius increases appra&lylaearly with the wing span) and higher inertia that shib
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Figure 15: Experimental results. Examples of wing pathBdioes with ‘o’) and velocity angles (arrows) obtained with
a(a) 6, (b) 9n? and (c) 12 M wing and with about 2 m/s (left) and 4 m/s (right) wind speedhsed at 4 m above
the ground.

lead to an improvement in the relative GPS accuracy.
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