arxiv:1306.4487v2 [gr-gqc] 21 Jun 2013

**\/olume Title**

ASP Conference Series, Vol. **\/olume Number**
**Author**

©**Copyright Year** Astronomical Society of the Pacific

State space modelling and data analysis exercises
in LISA Pathfinder

M Nofrariad', F Antonucc?, M Armand, H Audley®, G Augef,

M Benedettf, P Binetruy, J BogenstaR| D Bortoluzzi', N Brand®,

M Calend, A Cavaller?, G Congedd, M Cruisé, K Danzmanf,

F De Marchf, M Diaz-Aguilo!, | DiepholZ, G Dixori, R Doles?, N Dunbak,
J Faust® L Ferraiolf, V Ferron? W Fichtet, E Fitzsimon®, M Fresch?,

C Garcia Marirrodrigd, R Gernd?, L Ges4&, F Giberf, D GiardinP,

C GrimanP, A Grynagieh F Guzmah, | Harrisorf, G Heinzef, M Hewitsorf,
D Hollington®, D Hoyland, M Huelle, J Huesléet, O Jennrich, P Jetzér

B Johlandet, N Karnesi8, N Korsakov4, C Killow™, X Llamag, | Lloro",

A Lobo", R Maarschalkerweefid S Maddef, D Mancé, V Martin",

| Mateo¥', P McNamar, J Mende$, E Mitchell¥, D Nicolod#,

M Perreur-Lloyd, E Plagndl, P Praf, J Ramos-Cast¥oJ Reiché,

J A Romera Per&z D Robertsof!, H Rozemeijet, G Russan

A Schleiche?, D Shauf, C F Sopuerty T J Sumnet, A Taylor™, D TexieP,
C Trenkef, H B TU3, S Vitalét, G Wannef, H Ward", S Waschk& P Wass§,
D Wealthyt, S Wer?, W Webe?, T Ziegle#, P ZweifeP

a Dipartimento di Fisica, Universita di Trento and INFN, Gipo Collegato di
Trento, 38050 Povo, Trento, Italy

b European Space Astronomy Centre, European Space AgettaguLeva de
la Cahada, 28692 Madrid, Spain

¢ Albert-Einstein-Institut, Max-Planck-Institut fir Graationsphysik und
Universitat Hannover, 30167 Hannover, Germany

d APC UMR7164, Université Paris Diderot, Paris, France

€ Dipartimento di Ingegneria dei Materiali e Tecnologie Irsdali, Universita
di Trento and INFN, Gruppo Collegato di Trento, Mesiano,rikce Italy

f Dipartimento di Ingegneria Meccanica e Strutturale, Umiig di Trento
and INFN, Gruppo Collegato di Trento, Mesiano, Trento,\ital

9 Astrium GmbH, Claude-Dornier-Strasse, 88090 Immenst@admany

h European Space Technology Centre, European Space Agesylgridan 1,
2200 AG Noordwijk, The Netherlands

' Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birrharg,
Birmingham, UK

I UPCGIEEC, EPSC, Esteve Terrades 5, E-08860 Castelldefels ckara,
Spain

K Astrium Ltd, Gunnels Wood Road, Stevenage, HertfordsBid, 2AS, UK
I Institut fur Flugmechanik und Flugregelung, 70569 StattgGermany

M School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Glasgows@da, UK

" |CE-CSIQIEEC, Facultat de Ciencies, E-08193 Bellaterra (Barcelpn
Spain

© Institut fir Geophysik, ETH Zirich, Sonneggstrasse 5;8D92, Zirich,
Switzerland


http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4487v2

2 M. Nofrariaset al.

P Istituto di Fisica, Universita degli Studi di UrbinG\FN Urbino (PU), Italy
European Space Operations Centre, European Space Agé263 6
Darmstadt, Germany

S The Blackett Laboratory, Imperial College London, UK

Institut fur Theoretische Physik, Universitat Zuriahjnterthurerstrasse 190,
CH-8057 Zurich, Switzerland

YNTE-SENER, Can Malé, E-08186, Llica d’Amunt, BarcelpSpain

V' Universitat Politecnica de Catalunya, Enginyeria Efegica, Jordi Girona
1-3, 08034 Barcelona, Spain

Abstract. LISA Pathfinder is a mission planned by the European Space@ge
(ESA) to test the key technologies that will allow the detatbf gravitational waves

in space. The instrument on-board, the LISA Technology agekwill undergo an

exhaustive campaign of calibrations and noise charaat@iscampaigns in order to
fully describe the noise model. Data analysis plays an itapbrole in the mission and
for that reason the data analysis team has been developmothax which contains all

the functionality required during operations. In this adnition we give an overview
of recent activities, focusing on the improvements in thelelling of the instrument

and in the data analysis campaigns performed both with rebenulated data.

1. Introduction

LISA Pathfinder (LPF) (ref. Antonucci etlal. (2012)) is thesfistep towards the detec-
tion of gravitational waves in space. The mission has besigded to test those key
technologies required to detect gravitational radiatiogdace. In more concrete terms,
the objective of this pioneering technology probe is to meashe diferential accel-
eration between two free-falling test masses down 101®*m/s?/ VHz at 3 mHz,
with a measuring bandwidth from 1 mHz to 0.1 Hz. It is pregiselthis low-frequency
bandwidth where the observation of gravitational wavegace can clearly contribute
to our understanding of the Universe, since the gravitatiarave sky is expected to be
rich in interesting astrophysical sources in the millikdrand.

The main instrument on-board is the LISA Technology Pack@agdé®), which
comprises subsystems which address tlfemint functional requirements of the satel-
lite: the Optical Metrology Subsystem (OMS) (ref._Heinzehk (2004)), the Gravi-
tational Reference Sensor (GRS) (ref._Dolesi et al. (200Bg Data and Diagnostics
Subsystem (DDS) (ret._Canizares et al. (2011)) and the file®gand attitude control
system (DFACS) (ref|_Fichter etlal. (2005)). All of them winids in closed loop in
order to keep the two test masses on-board undisturbed eedhied level.

The LPF mission has a planned duration of 200 days, duringlwdnsequence of
calibration and noise investigation runs are planned. Tompressed time schedule
to achieve the scientific objectives was identified by thersz team as having an im-
portant impact during mission operations, and for thatarasdata analysidiert was
started, which had to be parallel but in close contact wighttrdware development.

In this contribution we give an overview of recent developtsen the data analy-
sis task. We will emphasise some recent developments, pdahgelisage of state space
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models to describe the LTP experiment and the exercisds with real and simulated
data, performed using the tools developed for the analydisSA Pathfinder.

2. The LTPDA toolbox

During flight operations, the LTP experiment will undergaght schedule of exper-
iments with the final aim of achieving the requiredféiential noise acceleration be-
tween test masses. Some experiments could be strongly disgeon the results of
previous experiments. For instance, noise models will tede: updated after a noise
investigation to improve the description of the forthcoguinvestigations. Hence, data
analysis will require a low latency between telemetry réioepand the interpretation of
the results. In order to cope with this demanding operatiscenario it was decided to
develop a data analysis framework specifically for use inAPathfinder, the so-called
LTPDA toolbox, a MATLABO (www.mathworks.com) toolbox which gathers together
all analysis tools that will be used to analyse data duringA_Pathfinder operations.
The main characteristics of this tool are the following:

e The toolbox is object-oriented. The user creatékedkint types obbjectsto per-
form the analysis, the most usual onesamalysis objectsvhich act as data con-
tainers, but there are others to allow many other functitesallike miir objects
to create infinite impulse response filtepgzmodel objectso create pole-zero
models, etc. More details can be found in ref. Hewitson g2809)

e Each object keeps track of the operations being applied Td# object-oriented
approach allows the adding offéstory stepeach time a method in the toolbox
is applied to a given object. That way, the object stores isimily of operations
being applied to it and, more importantly, this history canused to re-run the
entire analysis by any other user to cross-check the results

e During flight operations, the telemetry will be received la European Space
Astronomy Center (ESAC) and then distributed to thedént research institu-
tions. The data analysis will be coordinated but spread éatvditerent centres
around Europe. In order to ease the interchange of restgpolbox provides
the infrastructure to work through one or more databasesitpies.

e The data analysis tools found to be relevant for the missieriraplemented as
methods in the toolbox. The current list of methods coveicwlike spectral es-
timators, parameter estimation methods, digital filtexbtaansfer function mod-
elling, time domain simulation, noise generation and détéeming, as well as
standard pre-processing tools like data splitting, irdkrpon, de-trending, and
re-sampling.

e The toolbox provides models for thefidirent subsystems of LTP which the user
can call to perform simulations or to estimate parametara fven data set. We
give some more detail on the modeling in secfiod 2.1

e As a part of the infrastructure of the toolbox, the developtrieam has imple-
mented a series of unit tests for each of théedent methods which are executed
on a daily basis to prevent the inclusion of new changes tlagtimpact on the
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correct behaviour of the toolbox. About 6000 of these tetsesecuted repeat-
edly. Before any formal release to ESA more functional tastsrun in order to
check not only the individual blocks but also the toolbox aghale.

A significant amount of £ort has as well been put into the user manual in order
to allow non-specialized users to implement their analysiag the toolbox. With the
same purpose, the team has been running a series of traiessgss, where users
follow a guided tutorial to run standard analysis. Thesertals are available to any
interested user in the toolbox’s documentation.

2.1. Modelling LISA Technology Package onboard LISA Pathfier

Modeling the instrument and the dynamics of the satellitenismportant task among
the data analysis activities. The LPF will be a complex eixpent orbiting around
L1 with hundreds of parameters determining its performammkemany noise contribu-
tions to be determined. Disentangling th&elient contributions and dependencies will
rely on our ability to build accurate models of the subsystewhich also need to be
flexible enough to be able to include new information thattdan may obtain during
operations.

The team has been developing two modelling schemes. Incluginal order, the
first one uses the transfer function of the system in the lcgptlbomain to encode the
response of each subsystem. For instance, the interfesommetasurement would be
described as

6 = M-St+C)H-C6 +g,+D-S1a,), 1)

whereM is the dynamical matrixC is the controller, ands stands for the sensing
matrix, which translates the physical position of the tesisses into interferometer
readout,G. Subindexn stands for noise quantities, either sensing noikg ¢r force
noise @,) and subindex stands for the injected signalg). If we do not take into
consideration the angular degrees of freedom, all of thésben2-dimensional vectors
with components referring to the Xtest mass #1 displacement) and (differential
displacement between test masses) channels respeciivedymatrices describing the
motion of the test masses read as

2 2 2 2
M= S+ wf+ %cwl + m%“’z m%wz , @)
w% - wj + w%
Gyt Hat 0
Cc = 3
( 0 GsusHsus ) @)
S11 S12
S = 4
( S21 S22 ) @

wherew; andw» are the sttness, coupling the motion of each test mass to the motion
of the spacecraftsg; andGgysare constant factors acting as calibration factors of the
controller, Hygt(w) and Hgydw). The latter encode the control laws of the loop; the
elements in thes matrix can be considered calibration factors and crosgloms in

the interferometer. This type of model, based on transfectfans, have been shown to
work successfully when applied to the modelling of noisersesi (ref. Ferraioli et al.

(2011)) or in parameter estimation (ref. Nofrarias et 801(; Congedo et al. (2012)).
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Figure 1. A representation of a state space object in LTPD®A, B, C andD
matrices are built in blocks. Each of these groupsiocients describing variables of
the same nature. For instance, the diagonal b2k contains the dynamics of the
variables of the states in block #2, but th&2 describes the impact of the dynamics
of states in block #3 on the states in block #2.

The second approach to model LPF is based on the state spaesemtation (ref.
(1970)). This framework, widely used in control engémimg, represents linear,
time invariant, dynamic systems as matrices of time-inddpat coéicients.

(t)
y(t)

whereX(t) are the so calledtates i.e. variables describing the dynamical state of the
system;(t) represents the inputs agi¢t) are the outputs of the system. The matrices
relating them encode the dtieients of the first-order éierential equationsA is the
state matrix of the systerB,is the input matrixC is the output matrix anB is the feed-
through matrix. This representatioffers a fundamental advantage for the modelling
of complex instruments such as LISA Pathfinder, which is ibslatarity. By describing
each subsystem in the LTP as in equat[dn (5), we are able Ith tigh-dimensionality
systems, and at the same time simplify the process of modielatian. A second
advantage is that the state space description makes outdlmgdmsier to scale: the
1-dimensional models are built by selecting the relevaptiig, outputs and states of
the complete 3-dimensional version.

In our implementation (ref._Grynagier (2009); Diaz-Agh{@011)), inputs, out-

puts and states are grouped iblockswith high level descriptions and global names.

A - X(t) + B - d(t)
C - X(t) + D - d(t) (5)
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Figure 2. A schematic representation of the LTP model. Eastidan indepen-

dent state space model in LTPDA. In the figure we also show tiieerand signal
injection ports, which allow to input a noise model or an atien signal to the state
space model, respectively.

In that sense, the state space objects in LTPDA are blockatkfimaking easier to
group together variables of similar nature —see Figlire &.U&er is able to build mod-
els with multiple subsystems @assemblingwo state space models. For instance, one
can choose to assemble a given model of the dynamics of theésses with a model
of the optical metrology subsystem or the gravitationatmefice sensor. In such a case,
theassemblanethod would look in those models for input and output bloeits the
same name and link those variablesforts) that coincide in each of them.

Figure[2 shows the main subsystems of LISA Pathfinder imphtedeas state
space models, and how these are connected between them whdngnin closed-
loop. As an example, in Appendix] A we show how to build a sifigdi state space
model of the interferometer block. These blocks are alréagjemented in the LTPDA
toolbox together with complete LPF built-in models, wheltesabsystems are already
assembled in closed loop. Models are continuously beingtepdat the same time that

new subsystems are added to our model library (ref. Gibestl ¢€2012)).
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3. Testing the LTPDA toolbox with data

Models and methods in LTPDA have been tested in severalisgsrwith real and sim-
ulated data. In the following we provide and overview of tcasnd give the interested
reader some references where to find more details.

3.1. Simulated data: the operational exercises

The first attempts to test the LTPDA tool against a real op@ratscenarion were orga-
nized as mock data challenges, following the concept pusijoapplied to LISA data
analysis (refl_Arnaud et al. (2006)). In these, the teamlisisfo data generation and
data analysis in such a way that the latter faces the datgsim#dsk without the com-
plete knowledge of the parameters and settings defining ttehused to generate the
data, as it will happen during mission operations. The fiRFlmock data challenge
dealt with a basic, albeit fundamental operation for thesiois the translation from
displacement to acceleration (ref. Ferraioli etlal. (2008nsky et al.|(2009)). In this
first exercise, the model was agreed between data geneeattibdata analysis groups.
On the contrary, the second mock data challenge was based wnkaown model of
the satellite for the data analysis and so parameter esimiichniques had to be ap-
plied (ref.|Nofrarias et all (2010)), at the same time thatdhta generation techniques
were improved (ref._Ferraioli et al. (2010)).

After these initial €orts, the following data analysis exercises changed the ob-
jective of the activity: mock data challenge were subgiiuby operational exercises (
ref. [Antonucci et dl.[(2011)). The first relevantfdrence is that the OSE (Bline
Simulatons Environment), a detailed LISA Pathfinder noedir simulator, is used to
produce the data. Also, the aim of the operational exerésses validate the experi-
ments to be run on-board the satellite. In that sense, theatigpeal exercises verify
that the planned list of experiments are ready to be exeaitéed tele-command level.
This list —put forward by the scientific team— contains ekpents to characterise the
optical metrology (ref._Audley et al. (2011)) and the in@rsensor instrument (ref.
_Dole& Dolesi et a 20%;3)) thermal (ref._Canizares etlal. (20=h)d magnetic studies (ref.
Diaz-Aguilo et al. (2012)), and also pure free-fall expegitts that aim at disentan-

ling the contribution from actuators from the total noiseiget (ref Grynagier et al.
)). A series of parameter estimation studies have pedormed using the OSE

data, showing that our tools and models are able to explareatmact physical infor-
mation, even if the model that we use for the analysis is rosime as the one used

to generate the data (ref. Congedo etlal. (2012); Karnesis (012); Nofrarias et al.
).

Recently, the team has started a series of mission simulesimpaigns focusing
on the data analysis constraints during operations. In therfiission simulation the
team was split in two dierent locations, ESAC (Madrid) and APC (Paris), to force a
coordinated ffort between dferent sites. During the three days duration of the exer-
cise, data —previously generated with the OSE— was recaw@treal operations: high
priority (but low quality) telemetry in the morning and fuktlemetry at noon. That
way, the team simulated an operations scenario where desibiased on the analysis
results had to be taken on a daily basis. In Figure 3 we showrgpanson between
the OSE and the state space models obtained during thissxeftie LPF team plans
to continue this activity increasing the degree of compjeixi order to prepare for the
real mission operations.
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Figure 3.  Comparison between the OSE and state space modgason. The
same sinusoidal sequence is injected in thiEedéntial channel both in the OSE and
in a LPF state space model, the injection point isgh&lance signain Figure2. In
the same scheme, the response shown here would be the diitpuirderferometer,
after applying the delay block.

3.2. Real data: testing the satellite on-ground

Data analysis feorts have not only focused in simulated data. The tools aritiode
developed within the LTPDA toolbox are routinely used at th@erent laboratories
both to test the toolbox functionality and also to get theestific team familiarized
with it. There have been several testing campaigns, foamst ref. | Audley et al.
(2011), where the toolbox has been used to analyse data fi@neal hardware.

As the launch draws nearer these test campaigns become @atistic, involving
more subsystems assembled in the spacecraft. One of thesbevspace-craft closed
loops test, performed at Astrium Ltd. premises. The focug keas to validate the
ability of the space-craft to perform the science goals. el@y, the main instruments
inside, like the optical metrology or the inertial sensdngane substituted by equipments
simulating their operations. Communications and teleyrietrm the satellite platform
where as in-flight operations and the whole processing alnadlerwent a realistic sce-
nario.

A second testing campaign testing the real hardware wasrpggtl in the space
simulator at IABG facilities. The so called On-Station Timat Test (OSTT) was a
twofold objective campaign, testing the operations of thécal metrology subsystem
in a realistic space environment at the same time that theesgraft was subjected to a



State space modelling and data analysis exercises in LI8#iR&er 9

thermal balance test at two extreme temperature levelse letails on this campaign
can be found in the following contribution on this volume . l®uzman et al. (2012).

4. Summary

Given the complexity and the tight schedule, the in-flighemgpions of LISA Pathfinder
will require a well coordinated andfecient data analysis, ready to react with a short
time schedule once the data are received. Tools being gmatia the LTPDA toolbox
for that purpose are already in a mature state and the expatisnto be performed on
the satellite have been simulated and analysed with thewdwe

In this contribution we have provided an overview of two oé timany aspects
involved in the data analysis of the LISA Pathfinder missian,the modelling and the
data analysis exercises being performed to test the dafgsai@ols. On the modelling
side, an importantféort has been put forward to develop a framework that allows an
efficient and flexible scheme to build models that will be aftedsaised to understand
the data from the satellite. These are currently implenteate state space models,
which proved also to add advantages in terms of infrastragnaintenance.

The implemented data analysis tools have been tested witllatied data, mim-
icking the characteristics of the LISA Pathfinder data.idflit, these exercises focused
on the development of data analysis algorithms. Howevethaslgorithms reached
a mature state, the focus of the exercises moved to applg tigsrithms to the ex-
periments to be performed in flight. This is the main motmatbehind what we call
operational exercises. In parallel to these activities [ fAF mission has entered a phase
of on-ground testing, which will be a perfect opportunity fbe data analysis team to
deal with real satellite data. Analysis and further resoitshese are currently ongoing
and will be reported elsewhere.

Appendix
A. A modelling example: a perfect interferometer model

Let's assume that we are interested in modelling a perfeetferometer. This is, by
itself, a complex instrument (ref. Heinzel et al. (2004)) here we will be interested in
the contribution of the interferometer to the dynamics efshtellite. In that sense, the
interferometer must be understood as a sensor that tresiste physical displacement
of the test mass into a phase measurement from which an ed-alg@rithm calculates
the actual attitude of the test mass which will be taken oyehb DFACS controller as
indicated in Figurél2.

In the transfer function description this information igpttaed in theS matrix.
Hence, for an interferometer that does not add any crosghlioguthis would turn into

the identity matrix,
10
S = (o 1) ©6)

Onthe other hand, in the state space model case, the sysiidra fuily defined by
the four matrices in equatiohl(5). As in the previous casemedel the interferometer
purely as a sensor and hence, it translates the input (thiadésnent of the test masses)
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to the interferometer output. The only matrix with non-zeoeficients is theD matrix,
there is no contribution to the dynamics of the states by Hadves A matrix), neither
coming from the inputs to the syster (natrix) or any dependence of the output with
respect the states of the syste@irfatrix). A perfect interferometer model would be
given by

A

(8 8)’ B=(8 8)’ C=( (7)

(Dll Di> Di3 D14) (8)

oo
oo
N —

D

where theD matrix shows the block structure of our implementation thathave pre-
viously described. These matrices read as

(49) ou(32)

(3 9) oue(2 9]

and correspond to the four input blocks of the interferomateour implementation,
which will be, in corresponding order with the previous rics

(%) m(x)
v e ()= ()

which are: the test masses physical displacemeintshe read-out interferometer noise
(nR), the test mass position noisapf, and an input block to inject signals in the inter-
ferometer §). The output of the interferometer will be the displacemehthe test

masses as translated in phase shifts. The output bloclessqt as a vector, would be

D11

D13

X

s = (gi) (13)

where we notice that, opposite to the transfer function,daghe state space modelling
the diferential channel is built in the interferometer since thmuis to the interferom-
eter were the displacements of the two test masgesmdx,.
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